STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Joga Singh

Vill. Kukowal P.O. Dhaihana, 

Thana Mahilpur Distt. 
Hoshiarpur.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instruction(Sec.)

Punjab, Chandigarh.   

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1207 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Santokh Singh, Sr.Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent. 


Mr. Santokh Singh, Sr.Asstt. is present who is neither the APIO nor has an authority letter. Therefore, this is not considered a proper representation. The conduct of the respondent to say the least, is contumacious. It is also against the directions of summons of hearing of the Court. Therefore, at the next date of hearing only a person of the rank of APIO/PIO should be present. This copy is also sent to the Secretary Education Punjab to ensure compliance. 


The next date of hearing is 10.12.2008 at 2:00 P.M.









(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Tarsem Lal H.No.B2/15

Sadar Bazar, Barnala.  

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Drug Inspector,

Barnala.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1206 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and Respondent.  



The complainant filed a complaint on 30.05.2008 received in the Commission on 05.06.2008 that his original application dated 18.03.2008 has not been attended to. This complaint was fixed for hearing on 29.09.2008 before the Commission.  Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  This being the first hearing, another opportunity is granted to the parties to appear and present their case.  



The next date of hearing is 10.12.2008 at 2:30 pm. 








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Ravinder Sultan Wind

Sharma Advertising Agency,

Mohan Singh Gate Chowk,

Amritsar.    

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Amritsar.  

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 244  of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.
Sh.S.J.Dhawan/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 
Sh. Ravinder Sultan Wind filed his first appeal on 03.04.2008 that information regarding his original application dated 26.02.2008 is incomplete. He received a reply on 24.4.2008 in which information regarding utilization of 5 lacs of Rogi Kalyan Samiti fund was still not provided. Sh. Ravinder Sultan Wind filed a second appeal to the Commission on 30.5.2008 contending that he has not received the complete information in response to his original letter. Information sought is regarding Rogi Kalyan Committee orders from the Government regarding the setting up of this Committee and utilization of 5 lacs spent till date. Dr. Sawarn Jeet contends that all information has been sent to him by registered post on 15.9.2008. Since the complainant is not present today nor he has pointed out any deficiency, it seems he is satisfied, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.    




    











         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.08
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Ved Parkash 

179-C, Bhai Randhir Singh 

Nagar, Ludhiana.    

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(E),

Barnala.     

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1181 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Ved Parkash, Complainant in person.
Sh. Virender Kumar, Dealing Hand on behalf of the Respondent.  


Sh. Ved Parkash filed a complaint on 03.06.2008 that his original application dated 27.08.2007 has not been attended to. Information sought by him relates to grant of proficiency step up as per recommendations of Third Pay Commission. Today Virender Kumar Teacher/Clerk is present and contends that most of the information has been provided to Ved Parkash. The complainant presents a copy of circular dated 14.8.2006 from Secretary to Government of  Punjab, Deptt. of  School Education addressed  to D.P.Is printed in ‘Mulajam Ekta’ of October, 2006.


The respondent vide his letter dated 27.9.07 has informed the complainant that he should sent information for DEO(EE) Sangrur. This plea of respondent is not in consonance with the RTI Act. The respondent should collect this information from DEO(EE) Sangrur and supply to the complainant within the 15 days. Further the respondent should also explain the reason of delay for supply of information within stipulated period as per RTI Act, 2005.  



The respondent is further directed to explain reason why the increment regarding 3rd Pay Commission has not been provided to the complainant. The respondent is also directed to provide this information within one month. 


The next date of hearing is 10.12.2008 at 2:00 pm. 







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Piara Singh

Vill. Jatana Tehsil

Chamkor Sahib.

Distt. Rup Nagar.  

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Roper.   

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 205 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Piara Singh, Complainant in person.

Smt. Inderjit Kang DRO, on behalf of the Respondent. 
Today Smt. Inderjit Kang, DRO and Tehsildar Rup Nagar is present and they contends that no record has been traced regarding the implementation of the order from the FCR which was dispatched on 5.06.1998 vide No.1178. During the course of hearing it has been mutually agreed that the Tehsildar will see to it that the said order be implemented even though the case has been transferred to the territorial jurisdiction of Tehsildar Chamkaur Sahib.  A written statement has also been submitted by Tehsildar. Sh. Piara Singh, complainant is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. It is also directed that the complainant is free to file a fresh application regarding the implementation of the decision of FRC to the Tehsildar within a week.  







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Sarabjit Singh

131, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Govt. College for Women,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.

….Respondent

AND

Sh.G.S.Sikka

43, Friends Colony 

Model Gram, Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Govt. College for Women

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. No. 619  of 2008  (Along with CC No.620/2008)

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. G.S. Complainant in person.
Sh. Kulbir Singh, Lecturer on behalf of the Respondent. 


Today Sh. Sarabjit Singh contends that information for C.C.No.620/08 and CC No.619/08 has been providing to him and he is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. G.S.Sikka
43 Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal S.D.College

for Women, Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala.   
….Respondent

C.C. NO.679  of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. G.S.Sikka, Complainant in person.
None on behalf of the Respondent.  


In the earlier order dated 20.8.2008, the respondent was directed to supply the information within 15 days to the complainant. It should be put in record that incomplete information has been supplied to the complainant on 17.04.2008 but G.S.Sikka contends this information has only been received by him only on 2.9.2008. During the course of hearing, lot of arguments have taken place and it is directed that the respondent will supply a copy from DPI College Punjab, Chandigarh regarding the approval of the said official to the appointment as an officiating Principal. 

2.

Statement from the college stating that NOC is required by the college for any applicant who applies for the post in the college. 


This information should be provided to the complainant within 15 days and if he is satisfied then the case will be disposed of.   


The next date of hearing is 08.12.2008 at 2:00 P.M. 


 






           










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Gurdev Singh

Vill. Sajjan, P.O. Pandher

Teh. Dasuaya, Distt. 

Hoshiarpur.  
…..Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.  
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2250 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Rahul Chabba, on behalf of the Respondent. 


A letter is received from Gurdev Singh dated 21.7.2008 that information provided to him is “IN CORRIGIBLE”. He has also stated that he is not able to attend the proceedings in the court hearing due to his weak eye-sight.


A letter has been submitted by the SDM/APIO, Dasuya stating that: “The complainant was called to my office in the month of July 2008 to inspect the files so that we are able to know as to what enquiry report he is seeking. Then it came out that he is seeking copy of the enquiry report conducted by SDM Dasuya in Karnail Singh’s complaint dated 31.05.2005.  The file was traced, and it was found that no enquiry was conducted by SDM Dasuya in this matter.  Gurdev Singh then gave written request then and there in my office, which is reproduced hereunder: 

To


The SDM,


Dasuya.

Sir,


As per RTI Act, I may very kindly be supplied the final findings/decisions of inquiry conducted by then SDM against Chairman Avtar Singh, Dasuya.  In case no decision, copy of your No. 471/MC dated 17th June 2005 for which I shall be most grateful,








Yours faithfully,








Gurdev Singh,






GO (Retd) and Ex-Sarpanch, Vilalge Sajjan


Accordingly, since no enquiry has been conducted by the SDM into the matter, Gurdev Singh was supplied a copy of the letter 471/MC dated 17 June 2005, which was addressed to ADC/Development, Hoshiarpur. 


It is also to bring to your kind knowledge that Karnail Singh had sought action against Avtar Singh on the grounds that Avtar Singh, being a home-guard, had illegally contested and won the Block Samiti elections and was consequently chosen as Chairman, Block Samiti Dasuya.  In this context, I would like to draw your kind attention towards letter No. PHG/S8A/9397 dated 05.05.2005 from the office of Director General of Police-cum-Commandant General, Punjab Home Guards and Director Civil Defence, Punjab, Chandigarh, which was addressed to Karnail Singh, the complainant, wherein it has been clarified that “the home guard volunteers are not covered under Punjab Civil Rules.  So no action can be taken into your complaint (against Avtar Singh)”.  The copy of this letter is in our office record.


In view of the above, it is requested that CC 2250 of 2007 may please be filed as the complainant Gurdev Singh has already been provided copy of the information desired, and that he had neither appeared in your Hon’ble Court either on 21.07.2008 nor today.”  



I have gone through all the letters submitted by the Deputy Commissioner, the Commandant Home guards and SDM Dasuaya in the file in the month of November till date and I am of the view that information sought under RTI Act  has been supplied to the complainant. Therefore, the complaint is hereby disposed of and closed.     







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Tarlochan Singh  VPO 

Kuthala Teh. Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.   

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Sangrur.    
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 314 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


Dr. Sohan Lal Dua on behalf of the Respondent. 



The respondent submits that information has been sent to Tarlochan Singh by registered post on 23.9.2008. A letter has been received by Tarlochan Singh for requesting for an adjournment since a close relative has died. Therefore, another date is granted for compliance.    



The next date of hearing is 15.10.2008 at 11:00 A.M. in Chamber.
           


















(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Gian Chand Bansal,

# 1428/4, Aggarsain Pursam,

Ambala Road, Kaithal. 

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(E),
Sangrur.
….Respondent

A.C. NO. 237 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gian Chand Bansal, Appellant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Gian Chand Bansal filed an application for information on 18.02.08.  After an expiry of 30 days when he did not get any response, he filed first appeal to the appellate authority on 7.4.2008. 


On 3.5.2008 he received a letter from DPI (Secondary) Punjab Chandigarh which states that information will be supplied to him well in time. “However, till today i.e. 20.5.2008 the 93 days of my making request for information under RTI Act-2005, I have received no information, neither from D.P.I., School Education (Secondary), Punjab, Chandigarh nor from D.E.O. (Secondary), Sangrur.  Kindly look into the matter of delay in supplying information under R.T.I. Act.” 


Again on receiving no information he filed second appeal on 27.5.2008 with the Commission seeking information as per his original letter dated 18.2.2008.


Information is regarding the affiliation/recognition of school buses of Guru Nank Public School, Sangrur. No one is present from the respondent which shows callous attitude adopted by the PIO, District Education Officer (E) Sangrur. The complainant is not sure if this is an aided school. In that case this appeal cannot be considered if the respondent is not a public authority under Section 2(8)(ii) of the RTI Act, 2005. The complainant contends that since he has received two letters from the DEO(S) dated 17.3.2008 and DPI (S) 22.04.2008, it seems that the  DEO is willing to give information. Therefore, it is directed that the DEO/PIO should be personally come present at the next date of hearing to explain as to why they have demanded the fee from the appellant if the school is not financially aided by the Government. 


The next date of hearing is 08.12.2008 at 2:00 P.M.  

 

     

















(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Parkash Singh

H.No.13/27 Adarsh Nagar,

Sumralla Distt. Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),
Ludhiana.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1172 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Parkash Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Bhim Sen, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent.



Information has been supplied to the complainant in the presence of the court by Bhim Sen, Jr. Assistant and the complainant is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.  It is also pointed out that in future nobody below the rank of APIO should appear in the Court.
 

     

















(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Harvinder Singh

H.No.76, Adarsh Mohalla

Nabha Gate, Sangrur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S.E.),
Moga.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1192 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Harvinder Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Narender Pal Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Harvinder Singh filed a complaint on 2.6.2008 that his original application dated 21.4.2008 has not been complied with. 


Information sought is regarding “confirmation of teachers who have been appointed in District Moga in Government High School. He also wishes to seek information if the Government High School in the District provide any probation period or directly confirm the staff.” 


Today a clerk appeared on behalf of respondent and stated that only part information has been provided to the complainant. The Clerk is not of the rank of APIO and the PIO has not followed direction states on the summons sent by the Commission. Therefore, this is not considered  proper representation. Therefore all the information be provided to the complainant within 15 days and the DEO(S) Moga/PIO should be personally present alongwith a copy of information supplied to the complainant on the next date of hearing. 



The next date of hearing is 10.12.2008 at 2:00 P.M.  


     

















(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Krishan Lal Bagla,

Sunder Nagri -7,

Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Ferozepur.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1199 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Krishan Lal Bagla, Complainant in person



Sh. Gautam Gaur on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Krishan Lal Bagla filed a complaint on 15.5.2008 that his original application dated 10.3.2008 along with the postal order of Rs.10/- has not been attended by the respondent.


Information sought by him is regarding transfer made by Harbans Singh Chahal, DEO(S) Ferozepur in the year 2004. A letter has been received on 11.4.2008 asking for fees from the complainant. This letter was written after one month i.e. beyond the stipulated period of 30 days. Therefore, the information should be provided free of cost. Another letter is presented where the date of the original letter dispatched has been changed from 10th March to 31st March 2008 and the complainant agrees that the dispatch date was changed. Therefore, the paragraph regarding fee should be struck down. The respondent is directed to provide certain points regarding this information and he contends that this can only be done by DEO himself. Therefore, at the next date of hearing the respondent should bring the necessary documents asked by him. The PIO is hereby directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing.  


The next date of hearing is 10.12.2008 at 2:00 P.M. 
 







(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 29.09.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Ram Gopal, S/o

Sh. Brij Lal, St.No.7B,

# 162, Ram Basti, 

Sangrur.   

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o BPEO, Budhlada-II at 

Bareta, Distt. Mansa (Pb.).  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1714 of 2007

M.R.No.60/08

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh.Ram Gopal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Manjeet Kaur, Respondent is person. 



Information is provided to Ram Gopal as regards his service book from 16.9.97 to 07.12.98. The complainant contends that his leave record is not filled in service book. He is advised that this can only be taken up in the civil court since the record is 10 years old and was filled in by the officer who was in-charge at that stage. Smt. Manjeet Kaur has stated that the reason why she could not attend the previous dates of hearing was neither deliberate nor willful but was on account of certain untoward happenings. Her only daughter was murdered and she lost her brother on 23.11.2007. So considering these circumstances and the fact that Rs. 8000/- has already been deducted from her salary since the imposition of penalty of Rs. 25000/- staring from the month of May 2008, the quantum of penalty is reduced to Rs. 8,000/- i.e. the amount already deducted.

2.

In view of the foregoing, I make the following order: - 

i)
No further penalty shall be deducted from her salary;

ii)
The order dated 16.04.2008 regarding initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the Respondent/PIO is hereby withdrawn. No disciplinary proceeding shall be initiated against her.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties as also to the Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab. 








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 29.09.2008

