STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bishan Singh # 1014, Phase-VII,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Pb.,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 2333 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Bishan Singh complainant in person.



Shri Sucha Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Sucha Singh appearing for the respondent-department has brought certain document which has been perused by the complainant and he says that no information has been sought regarding these documents.  Shri Sucha Singh further states that the concerned Senior Assistant o/o the Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh has gone to Post Graduate Institute of Medical Sciences.  Information as sought by the complainant should be supplied within two weeks from today.


2.

One copy of the information supplied to the complainant should be brought for perusal of the Commission.  Case stands adjourned to 24.3.2008.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia Village Sahora Kandi,

P.O. Siperian, Tehsil Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur (Pb.)_________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Hazipur, Distt. Hoshiarpur.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 2300  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia complainant in person.



Shri Hardeep Singh, Superintendent –cum-APIO for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



Shri Hardeep Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the requisite information has been supplied vide their letter dated 14.2.2008, which the complainant says has not been received by him.  A copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant, he can go through the information supplied and let the Commission know if the points raised have been covered or not.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 31.3.2008 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia Village Sahora Kandi,

P.O. Siperian, Tehsil Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur (Pb.)_________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Tehsil Welfare Officer, Dasuya

Distt. Hoshiarpur.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 2301  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant has not been supplied, even fees of Rs.10/- vide his demand draft No.100287 dated 3.9.2007 issued by the Indian Bank sent by the complainant has been returned to him, which he had enclosed with his application to the Commission.  The said demand draft is returned to the complainant taking receipt on his application.  Tehsil Welfare Officer, Dasuya himself or his representative has not come to appear before the Commission.  Before the next date of hearing, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Dasuya will supply the information so that the complainant can go through the same and report his satisfaction or otherwise.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 31.3.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Maghar Singh Sidhu,

Retired Principal, Ward No.16, Mohalla Radharka,

Mansa.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 2302 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Maghar Singh Sidhu complainant in person.



Shri Jagtar Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Santokh Singh, Senior 


Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER



In his letter, the complainant dated 5.3.2007, has raised the issues about powers of approval of the Management Committee of the aided schools.  Shri Jagtar Singh clarified that the management committee is to be registered with the Registar of Firms and Societies, Punjab and they have no role to play.  In case there is some dispute, grant of 95% is distributed through the concerned District Education Officer to the teachers on account of salary to save from hardship.  Complainant requested that this aspect may be given in writing to which Shri Jagtar Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing for the respondent-department has agreed.  

2.

Shri Maghar Singh Sidhu, complainant stated that earlier instructions issued in the year 1997 of which Shri Jagtar Singh clarified that these instructions have been superseded under the revised letter, Director Public Instructions (S), Punjab has no power about the approval or disapproval of the Management Committee.  In case of dispute in the Management Committee, the matter is decided by the competent court.  Shri Jagtar Singh was instructed to provide a copy of the same to the complainant, for which he has agreed.

3.

There are two letters of dated 16.8.2007.  First letter is more or less covered by reply given vide letter dated 5.3.2007, which is already enclosed.  About the second letter dated 16.8.2007, the department has clarified vide its letter dated 12.11.2007 that powers of correspondent (DDO) are decided by the Management Committee as per their constitution.  In case of any problem/dispute in the management committee, to avoid hardships to the teachers, salary etc. is disbursed through concerned District Education Officer who has no further role to play.  It is for the Civil Court to decide about the management committee. 

4.

In case a person other than the District Education Officer is appointed as correspondent (DDO), which is contrary to the mentioned in the Constitution of the Management Committee, the court has already stayed the operation and letter vide which person other than District Education Officer appointing  as correspondent has already been drawn by the department.  

5.

Case stands adjourned to 11.4.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurcharan Singh Ghuman,

Vill. Abhiana Khurd, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Roop Nagar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block Nurpur Bedi, Ropar (Pb.)


________________ Respondent

CC No. 2304  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Gurcharan Singh Ghuman complainant in person.



Shri Parhlad Singh, Panchayat Officer on behalf of the respondent-


department.

ORDER



In the instant letter, no information has been sought except in his undated letter, which was received by the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi on 1.6.2004.  It was suggested that Sarpanch should circulate all instructions received from the Government to all Gram Panchayats.  Shri Parhlad Singh clarified that the Government instructions are kept in the office of the Block Development and Panchayat Officer who in turn circulates the relevant instructions to the Panchayat Secretary for the reference of Sarpanchs, Panchs and other public members.  Suggestion of circulating the letters will increase the paper work.  However, it is for the Government to decide the policy, since no information has been asked for.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Kuldeep Kaur w/o Late Shri Dilbagh Singh

r/o Village Sahari, P.O. Dhariwal, The. & Distt. Gurdaspur._______ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Community Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dhariwal, Distt. Gurdaspur.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  2322   of 2007

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Ms. Jaswant Kaur, Community Development and Panchayat Officer, 


Dhariwal (additional charge) on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant has been brought but the complaint has not come so the same may be sent to the complainant by registered post.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.3.2008 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Anoop Singh s/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

VPO Jethuwal, Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Tehsil Welfare Officer, Amritsar.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 2331  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Bikramjit Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Amritsar.

ORDER



Shri Bikramjit Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Amritsar states that the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.

2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 24.3.2008 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ravinder Ghai,

VPO Bhanbaura, Teh. Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions, Pb. (S), Chandigarh._________ Respondent

CC No. 2344     of 2007

Present:-
Shri Ravinder Ghai complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information has not been supplied.  Case stands adjourned to 24.3.2008 when PIO office of the Director Public Instructions, Punjab (Schools), Chandigarh should be present with full information as asked for by the complainant.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Inder Raj Bhatia, #1041,

St. No.6, Bal Singh Nagar, Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Rural Development and Panchyat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 2347 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Avtar Kaur, Sr. Assistant-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Ms. Avtar Kaur, Senior Assistant states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  According to letter, dated 5.2.2008 addressed to the Commission seems to have been agree with the information.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Chander Mohan Handa,

Municipal Councilor, Ferozepur.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Ferozepur.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 2348  of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Vikash Dhawan, Inspector-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



No specific information has been asked for.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Sakshi Arora, 8,

Arora Niwas, Daim Ganj,

Amritsar.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1242 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bachan Singh s/o Shri Kehar Singh,

735-R, Partap Nagar, Bathinda.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  1152  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Bachan Singh complainant in person.



Shri Kamal Kant Goyal, Executive Engineer for the respondent-


department.

ORDER



Same points on which the information is asked for were the same as were raised in AC-61/2006, which was decided by the bench headed by Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, State Information Commissioner.  This present complaint should have been the same fate, which unfortunately has not been done.  There is no provision for review/appeal in the cases decided by the Commission.  Any decision if taken; will tantamount to the same as such without making any observation. The matter stands disposed of. 

2.

Registry in the Commission will take care of that this sort of omissions are not repeated, as this will tantamount to entertaining the appeal for the order passed by another bench, which is not permitted under the Right to Information Act, 2005.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
CC:-



The Chief Information Commissioner, 



State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

#2029, Sector 21-C, Chandigarh. _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Administrator, GMADA,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1081  of 2007

Present:-
Shri Gurdial Singh complainant in person.



Sarvshiri S.K. Goyal, Divisional Engineer (Civil)-cum-APIO 



alongwith Gulshan 
Kumar, Superintendent  Vinod Kumar, Section 


Officer, PUDA, Patiala , Ganesh 
Kumar, Superintendent, PUDA, 


Jalandhar, Hem Raj Kansal, Superintendent, PUDA, Bathinda, Shri 


Dharam Paul, Supdt., PUDA, Amritsar and Shri Rajinder Singh, 


Superintendent, PUDA, Mohali. 

ORDER



Information stands provided, case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

February 25, 2008.         


State Information Commissioner
