STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Harvinder Kumar

Vs.

PIO/Punjab Technical Education

Complaint Case No-139-2007:

Present: Sh. Harvinder Kumar complainant, in person.


      None for the P.I.O. Adept,. of Technical Education.
Order:
 On the last date of hearing, a detailed order had been passed and the

P.I.O. had been directed to give the information required by the applicant as per the best judgment in respect of the provisions of the Act. He had also been directed to present a copy of same on the next date of hearing and the case had been adjourned to July 03, 2007.

2. Today, Shri Harvinder Kumar and all other office-bearers of the Employees Union are present. None has appeared on behalf of the P.I.O. They have confirmed that they have received the full information that  they had asked for. However, the copies of the ACRs have not been given to them which have also been demanded from them.

3. The contention has been considered. It is observed that both sets of Agenda presented before the Departmental Promotion Committee have been provided to the complainant in full. This contains the year-wise assessment.  All the record of each employee which was presented before the D.P.C. In my view, enough and explicit information has been given to allow the individual to go for redressal to the Competent Authority armed with the information available with them. As for the confidential reports, I am of the view that adverse Confidential Reports are conveyed to the employees and so are cases where letters of appreciation are issued to employees for their outstanding work. Confidential Reports, by nature of it, are ‘confidential” and are not shown to the employee himself who has earned them.  Therefore, the question of showing 
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contents of the Confidential Reports to all and sundry would not be appropriate. In my view this does not merit consideration.

4. The A.P.I.O. has also filed compliance report dated July 02, 2007 stating that full information has been supplied and further stating and giving the explanation for the delay, which has been accepted. 


The case is, therefore, disposed of accordingly. 









SD:

             





 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


 



                     State Information Commissioner

July 03, 2007.

opk

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Vs.

PIO/O/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana

Complaint Case No-146-2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Dr. Puneet Juneja, A.P.I.O.-cum-Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.

Order:


Shri Jasbir Singh, vide his complaint dated January 09, 2007, made to the Commission submitted that his application dated November 03, 2006 made to the P.I.O. Office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana for certain information under the R.T.I. Act with due payment of fee, had not been attended to and no reply had been provided to him. He has attached copy of his letter dated November 01, 2006 and not that of November 03, 2006 with his complaint.

2. The complaint was referred to the P.I.O. for his comments within 15 days for the consideration of the Commission on January 17, 2007, but no response was received. Thereafter, a date for the hearing of the complaint was fixed and due notice issued to both the parties.

3. In the meantime, Shri Jasbir Singh, vide his subsequent letter dated Nil received on March 12, 2007 stated that he had still not received any information. Today, Dr. Puneet Juneja, A.P.I.O. stated that information had already been supplied to the complainant, vide No. 101 dated November 27, 2006 and presented a copy thereof (covering letter and two pages of information) A copy of the same has been filed for the record of the Commission.                        

4. However, he stated that the information was sent to the complainant vide ordinary post. The A.P.I.O. has been directed to produce a receipt of the papers from the complainant or to produce the receipt of Registration vide which the information was sent to him. He may do so accordingly. It is only thereafter that the case will be considered as disposed of.

Adjourned to August 08, 2007.
                                                                                                      Sd/-








      (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


 



    State Information Commissioner

July 03, 2007. 

Opk

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Jas Ram

Vs.

PIO/O/o S.D.M. Fazilka

Complaint Case No-264-2007:

Present:
Shri Jas Ram complainant in person with his brother Balu Ram.



None for the P.I.O. O/o S.D.M. Fazilka.

Order:
Shri Balu Ram real brother of Shri Jas Ram (who is illiterate) speaking for him stated  that Shri Jas Ram had been employed  on a Class-IV post for some time and had been thrown out  and in his stead his brother Nand Lal had been substituted against his name without his knowledge. He stated in a government department on a Class-IV post for some time  and had been thrown out and in his stead his brother Nand Lal had been substituted against his name without his knowledge. He stated that his real brother Shri Nand Lal had, in effect, stolen the identity of Shri Jas Ram and had been serving instead of him all his life without being actually officially appointed. Shri Nand Lal had now expired while still in service and now Nand Lal’s  wife and children. in order to claim the ex-gratia benefits and employment etc. on compassionate grounds in lieu of him were trying                                             to establish that they were the wife and children of Shri Jas Ram.  Shri Jas Ram is very much alive and it was Shri Nand Lal, who had died. An F.I.R. has been duly registered in Police Station Khui Khera, Tehsil Fazilka in this connection. In spite of that, Smt. Kala Vanti wife of Shri Nand Ram and Teja Ram and Dalip Kumar sons of Nand Lal were claiming to be wife and sons of Jas Ram and had managed to get the Election Identity Cards prepared to establish their identity. This was, in spite of a complaint being made earlier to the             Deputy Commissioner and the S.D.M. Fazilka and the matter being settled that until the inquiry established the truth, Smt. Kala Vanti would be mentioned through her father                        (i.e. daughter of) and the two boys through their mother-Smt. Kala Vanti                                         (as sons of Kala Vanti). In spite of that, and at a later date, they managed to obtain the Photo Identity Cards issued in their names regarding which the above application under the R.T.I. Act had been filed.

2. The matter is serious. However, It is seen that neither the reply of the S.D.M. dated February 09, 2007 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur (which has now been taken on record) nor the application dated February 17, 2007 made by the complainant                           is available on the record of the Commission. Neither has any complaint been made by                
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Shri Jas Ram regarding the non-supply of information on the fresh application. Shri Balu Ram, states that Shri Jas Ram being illiterate and a daily labourer, a fresh and detailed complaint will be filed on the next date of hearing. We may await for fresh application with full details so that the matter could be taken to its logical conclusion.


. In the meantime the S.D.M. Fazilka may produce the file on which the said wrong identity cards were issued for the perusal of the Commission.

Adjourned to August 29, 2007.










SD:






     


 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner
July 03, 2007.

 opk





 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Harjit Singh

Vs.

PIO/O/o Naib Tehsildar, Goindwal Sahib

Complaint Case No-269-2007:

Present: None for the complainant.



     Shri Narinderjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Goindwal Sahib- cum- A.P.I.O..

Order:

Shri Harjit Singh, I.P.S Director-General of Police (Retd.) vide his complaint dated February 07, 2007 made to the Commission submitted that his applicant sent vide                           Regd. Post dated January 03, 2007 to the Naib Tehsildar and Joint Sub-Registrar, Goindwal Sahib, for information regarding his agricultural land in the revenue limits of Fatehabad, Tehsil Tarn under the R.T.I. Act, with requisite fee, had not been attended to..
2. The Naib Tehsildar, vide his letter dated January 08, 2007 wrote back to him stating that the application should be submitted in Punjabi, so that the reply could be furnished in Punjabi. The complaint was referred to the P.I. O. by the Commission on February 19, 2007 for his response within 15 days, for the consideration of the Commission. Vide his letter dated March 02, 2007, the Naib Tehsildar-cum-A.P.I.O. informed the Commission that the information required by the applicant had since been supplied to him. A copy of the same was endorsed to Shri Harjit Singh applicant.

3. On his part, Shri Harjit Singh, vide his letter dated March 12, 2007 and addressed to the Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission Punjab, stated as under:-

“I am most grateful to you for compelling the Public Information Officer, Goindwal 
Sahib, 
Distt. Tarn Taran was promptly responding to your direction and now 
sending me a 
satisfactory reply to my application to him
4.
He also sent a copy of the reply with enclosures to the Commission for its information. In view of the above, the complaint is hereby disposed of.











SD:

             





     

 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


 



  

State Information Commissioner

July 03, 2007.

opk

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr. Manju Sharma

Vs.

PIO/O/o Health & Family Welfare Punjab.

Complaint Case No. 288-2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Pritam Singh, Assistant, S.I. Branch Mini-secretariat, Punjab.\

Order:

Dr. Manju Sharma, Chairperson for Vigilance Committee, P.N.D.T, Hoshiarpur on the letter pad of the Indian medical Association Punjab, filed a complaint vide her letter dated February 07, 2007  addressed to the State Information Commission that her application dated October 30, 2006 for information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 with due payment of fee vide Treasury Challan for Rs.50/- dated December 12, 2006 addressed to the Joint-Secretary, Health-cum-P.I.O., Office of the Principal Secretary, Punjab, Deptt. Of Health and Welfare, Punjab, had not been attended to. Rather her Demand Draft No.819322 dated October 30, 2006 had been returned to her in original asking her to render the fee in cash or vide Treasury Challan, which she did. The information required by her was in connection with discovery of a large number of foetus found in a well situated in the premises of Sahib Hospital at Patran in District Patiala. Under the Right to Information Act, 2005, she asked for the following information:-

1) “The enquiry conducted with evidences given by certain witnesses.

2) Final report of the Commissioner, Patiala Division.

3) The action taken by the Government on this report.”

2. She had further sent reminder on October 30, 2006.The complaint was referred to the P.I.O. o/o Principal Secretary, Health and Family Welfare on February 20, 2007 for response within fifteen days for the consideration of the Coimmission. No reply was received thereafter and date of hearing for the complaint was fixed for July 03, 2007 and both parties were informed.

Today, .Shri Pritam Singh, Sr. .Assistant, Health-1 Branch is present as authorized by the P.I.O. He states that the inquiry conducted by the Commission 









SD:
             





      (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


 



 

 State Information Commissioner

July 03, 2007.

opk

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Kuldip Singh

Vs.

PIO/O/o A.D.C. Hoshiarpur

Complaint Case No-292-2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of Shri Kamal Kishore Yadav, A.D.C. Hoshiarpur with letter of authority.

Order:


Shri Kuldip Singh, kin his complaint addressed to the Chief Information Commissioner submitted that his letter dated February 04, 2007 sent by Speed Post addressed to the Public Information Officer o/o Add. D.C.(Dev.) Hoshiarpur had been refused as per records of the official on the back. He stated tat the original No.182 was sent for reference. However, the notification contained letter dated January 29, 2007 made by him under the R.T.I. Act to the State Public Information Officer with reference to communication dated January 08, 2007 addressed to him by that authority. The complaint was forwarded to the P.I.O. on February 21, 2007 for4 his response within 15 days, for the consideration of the Commission.  In this, it was stated that the reply to the letter dated January 08, 2007 had already been given to him vide letter dated February 156, 23007 and had enclosed copies of the correspondence made with him.

2. Today, Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the complainant stated that the reply given by the P.I.O. vide letter dated March 08, 2007 was off the point and irrelevant. After studying the file, it has been seen that the original application made by the complainant is not available on the file of the Commission and neither had it been referred to the P.I.O-cum- Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev). The original application has not been found on the file and neither was it referred to the P.I.O. concerned for his comments. Rather the letter  which had been enclosed  by Kuldip Singh had been sent. Therefore, it is found that there is a communication gap. Obviously, the complaint does not like against  the P.I.O. for this reason.
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3. However, a copy of the letter dated February 03, 2007 stated to have been refused by the office of the P.I.O. and which was inadvertently not provided earlier by the complainant has been handed over in Court today. A copy of the same has been supplied to the Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev.), Hoshiarpur. The P.I.O. is now directed to give the information within thirty days and to file compliance to the Commission along with the receipt from the complainant and copy of the information supplied for record of the Commission.. A copy of the letter dated February 03, 2007 has been supplied along with a copy of the envelope in which it was sent and which was refused on February 05, 2007.
4. While supplying the information, the P.I.O. should also give explanation regarding this aspect.


Adjourned to August 29, 2007.











SD:
             





               (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


 



 
 State Information Commissioner

July 03, 2007.

opk

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Gurdial Singh 

Vs.

PIO/O/o Director, Employment Punjab

Complaint Case No-323-2007:

Present: None for the complainant.


Mrs. Nargis Gurdial Singh, Joint-Direct-cum-P.I.O. in person.

Order:

1.
Shri Gurdial Commission on February 23,m 2007 submitted that his application dated January 02, 2007 under the R.T.I., Act, 2005 with due payment of fee, made to the address of the P.I.O. office of Director, Employment Punjab was not attended to. The complaint was sent on February 26, 2007/ March 05, 2007 to the P.I.O. for his response, if any, within 15 days for the consideration of the Commission.

2.
None was received. Thereafter the date was fixed for the hearing of the complaint on July 03, 23007 and both parties were issued due notices.

Today, none has appeared on behalf of the complainant. The P.I.O. is present in person. She has presented letter dated July 02, 2007 (covering letter with 14 pages  endorsed) which she states has been supplied to the complainant and vide the department letter dated March 20, 2007 and April 26, 2007, a copy of which has been produced for the record of the Commission. Both times, the information has been sent by Registered A. D. She also states that full papers asked for by him with respect to his pay fixation have been supplied including copy  and annexures.

3.
It is observed that a notice had been issued to Shri Gurdial Singh for today and it appears he has received the information and is satisfied and that is why he has not appeared today.

The complaint is hereby disposed of.









SD:
             





      (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


 




  State Information Commissioner

July 03, 2007.

opk

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Yash Pal





---Complainant

Vs.

PIO/O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.

---Respondent

Complaint Case No- 304 -2006:

Present:
Shri Yash Pal Khosla, complainant in person.



(Retd. on December 31, 2002 as Store-keeper)



Mrs. Inderjit Kaur, Distt. Revenue Officer, Ropar.

Order:

Vide his complaint dated February 156, 23007 made to the State Information Commission, the complainant asked for information from the  Chief Engineer Thermal Plant, Ropar. He had applied for the information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 from the Chief Engineer P.S.E.B. Thermal Plant, vide his letter dated December 08, 2006, but the information has not been supplied to him. The information that he had asked for was - copy of noting-sheet given while issuing letter No. 4653 dated March 04, 2006. He had been demanding this information vide his earlier applications dated   December 02, 2006 December 04, 2006 and December 7, 2006. However, the Department, vide its letter dated February 05, stated that it was not possible to supply him the information asked for. Once again vide letter dated March 29, 2007, addressed to the State Information Commission with copy to the P.I.O. Roopnagar and to the complainant, it was stated as under:-

“Uprokt de sambandh wich suchit kita janda hai ki retiree wallo  general manager  G.G.S.S.T.P. Rupnagar di parwan keeti noting sheet di kapi di mangh kiti hai jo 
ki is dafttar da  guppt record hai ate uss di chargeet nal  sidha sambandh rakhdi 
hai, jis karke  retiree noo eh denee sambhav nahi hai. Retiree baar baar usse notingsheet di kapi di mangh kar riha hai jis da jawabn retiree noo   atae  public 
informationofficer, Roopnagar noo iss daftar de  memo No.1355/56 mitee   29-1-2007, 2328/29 mitee  5-2-2007, 3071 mitee 20-2-2007 atae 4328/19 mitee 10-3-2007 rahi suchit kita jai chukka hai (photo kapian nathi kitiya jandiya han.).






Sd: Upp Sakattar/ Amla







Wa: Mukh  Engineer,  








Guru Gobind Singh Thermal Plant, Roopnagar”
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The matter has reached an impasse. The Deputy Secretary, who has addressed letter on behalf of Shri Guru Gobind Singh Thermal Plant Roopnagar is hereby directed to attend the Commission with the relevant file containing the noting which has been requested for by the complainant. The Commission perused the said noting to see whether it can be executed under Section 8 of the Act, without fail.

The complainant has requested for an early date since his hearing in another court on July 23, 2007. He requests information before that date   Hence adjourned to July 18, 2007.










SD:
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



               


State Information Commissioner
     
June 05, 2007.
opk
