STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Navneet Kumar 

s/o Sh. Baldev Raj

C/o Bittu General Store,

Village- Babewal,

V.P.O, Tehsil & Distt- Gurdaspur 



      
   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (E)

Punjab, Chandigarh





               …Respondent
CC- 1094/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.



Vide application dated 28.02.2011, the complainant sought the following information:

“Please provide the following regarding recruitment of Social Science Education Service Providers (Pers):

1.
Attendance sheets of candidates who were present at the time of interviews / counselling / scrutiny;

2.
Copies of all the registered wherein the signatures of the candidates present during interview / counselling / scrutiny;

3.
A list of the candidates who attending the interview / counselling / scrutiny at Moga.”



When no information was provided, the instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 05.04.2011.



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present and no intimation has been received from them either.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.  Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nagender Singh

(Retd. Principal)

H. No. 498, Aman Nagar,

Old Cantt. Road,

Faridkot






              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh





               …Respondent
CC- 1131/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.



This complaint has been filed with the Commission on 15.04.2011 by Sh. Nagender Singh, when satisfactory information was not provided to him as sought vide his original application dated 12.11.2010, whereby he had sought the following: -

“Distt. Education Officer (SE), Faridkot, vide his office letter no. A-2/1( ) 2009/943-944/09 dated 01.06.2009 had forwarded the case for re-employment of the subject cited officer.  The officer concerned retired on 30.06.2009 and remained re-employed and worked from 01.07.2009 to 17.09.2009.  However, approval for the said period has not been received till date.  Please provide me status thereof.” 



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present and no intimation has been received from them either.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.  Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
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After the hearing was over, Sh. Nagender Singh appeared and submitted that even after six months, no information has been provided to him.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing, including the next date of hearing. 

 

As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. K.P. Verma,

No. 954, Sector 21,

Panchkula.







        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh





  …Respondents
AC - 387/11
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. K.P. Verma in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Madan Lal, Establishment Officer (94175-80066)



Vide application dated 01.02.2011, Sh. K.P. Verma had sought the following information:

“1.
A list of 32 officials who were found absent form duty at the time of visit of Education Minister, be supplied. 

2.
Copy of reply supplied by Shri Davinder Singh, DPI (Sec) to Hon’ble Education Minister, as mentioned in second para of news cutting;

3.
Copy of directions given by Education Minister for Departmental Action against the officials;

4.
Copy of action taken against the officials who were found absent.”



The first appeal with the First Appellate Authority was filed on 03.03.2011 when no information was provided and the instant second appeal has been preferred with the Commission on 15.04.2011 when no information was provided.



Respondent present stated that complete information was posted to the appellant on 18.03.2011.  However, Sh. Verma states that he has not received the same.  Therefore, a copy of the same has been provided to him in the court.   Sh. Madan Lal, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, also gave the following written statement: 

“The information sought has already been mailed to the 
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applicant vide this office letter dated 18.03.2011.  A copy of the same is enclosed wherein it is stated: -

1.
 A list of the absentees during the surprise check is enclosed herewith. 

2.
No submissions have been made by Sh. Davinder Singh, DPI (SE) in response to the news item, as per records available in the office.

3.
The Hon’ble Education Minister directed as under: -

“Explanation from the above said officers / officials be obtained regarding their absence and report be submitted.”
4.
Report recommending appropriate action against the absentees has been sent to the Govt.    The applicant has also been informed of it.”

 

I have gone through each point with the applicant-appellant and the respondent and am satisfied that complete information stands provided.   However, Sh. Verma states that he is not satisfied with the information regarding the action proposed against 32 officials who were found absent during the inspection.  He has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukhbir Singh

Retd. Jr. Asstt.

R/o Village Jiwanpur Gujjran,

P.O. Kittana,

Distt. Hoshiarpur






  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh





              …Respondent
CC- 1075/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sukhbir Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Ravinder Dogra, Sr. Asstt. (94639-15558)



Sh. Sukhbir Singh submits that vide his application dated 18.11.2010 under the RTI Act, 2005, he 
had sought the action taken on his representations dated 14.0-9.2010 and 04.10.2010 in response to respondent’s Memo. No. 14/33-10 ME 137 dated 30.08.2010.   Vide the said letters, he had sought to know if the service rendered by him in the Army would be counted towards calculation of his retirement benefits.


The complaint with the Commission was filed on 08.04.2011 as satisfactory information had not been provided. 



Today, the respondent submitted that interim reply had been posted to the complainant on 27.01.2011 as the matter was under consideration.   He has also submitted a letter of date which is addressed to the complainant informing him that necessary approval for counting his military service while sanctioning his retiral benefits, has since been accorded vide this office Memo. No. 14/33-2010 ME(3) dated 04.03.2011.   A copy of the letter has also been provided to the complainant.



Complainant feels satisfied.  Therefore, seeing the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Arun Kathuria

s/o Sh. Parma Nand,

H. No. 1256, Street No. 6,

7th Crossing,

Abohar (Distt. Ferozepur)





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (EE)

Punjab, Chandigarh





               …Respondent
CC- 1089/11
Order

Present:
Ms. Gian Rani for the complainant.


None for the respondent.



Vide application dated 14.02.2011, the complainant had sought the following information: -

“Whether any person has been employed as Hindi Mistress or any other post who has passed B. Ed. From Kota Open University, Kota (Raj.)?  If yes, please supply names and addresses of all such employees, along with copy of detailed marks sheet; and please also supply information since when they are working in your department.”



The present complaint has been filed before the Commission on 11.04.2011 terming the response dated 16.02.2011 and 21.02.2011 from the DPI (EE) Punjab, as vague.



No one is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received. 



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, under intimation to the Commission.  



Sh. Sawan Iqbal Singh, Nodal Officer, office of DPI when contacted over the telephone, assured the court that he would look into the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

 

After the hearing was over, Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Asstt. Director (0172-2703916) appeared on behalf of the respondent.  She has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 

 

As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ravi Kumar

s/o Sh. Sardari Lal,

Village Banthanwala,

P.O. Dodwan,

Distt. Gurdaspur





      
   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh





               …Respondent
CC- 1093/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Ms. Neelam Bhagat, Deputy Director along with Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. 



Vide application dated 28.02.2011, the complainant sought the following information:

“Please provide the following regarding recruitment of Social Science Education Service Providers (Pers):

1.
Attendance sheets of candidates who were present at the time of interviews / counselling / scrutiny;

2.
Copies of all the registered wherein the signatures of the candidates present during interview / counselling / scrutiny;

3.
A list of the candidates who attending the interview / counselling / scrutiny at Moga.”



When no information was provided, the instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 11.04.2011.



Today, Ms. Neelam Bhagat, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted a letter dated 26.04.2011 whereby the request of the complainant dated 28.02.2011 has been transferred to the District Education Officer (SE) Moga since the information sought is available with his office.


It is pointed out that the said transferred after a period of two months i.e. well beyond the prescribed time limit of 5 days, is not accepted and hence it becomes the responsibility of the PIO, office of DPI (SE) Punjab to procure the information from whichever quarter it is available, and provide the same to the complainant under intimation to the Commission. 



Part of the information containing 20 pages has been brought to
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the court by the respondent.  Directions are given that the same be forwarded to the complainant by registered post. 



The remaining information be provided within a fortnight with a copy to the Commission.



Complainant is directed to intimate the Commission if the information so provided to him is to his satisfaction. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(098685-94231)

Sh. Raj Kumar Mangoch

H. No. 189-A,

Garha

Distt. Jalandhar - 144022





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (Colleges) 

Punjab, Chandigarh





              …Respondent
CC- 1112/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Raj Kumar Mangoch in person.


None for the respondent.



Vide application dated 31.01.2011, the complainant sought information pursuant to resolution no. 17 dated 20.11.2008 passed by the management for placing his wife Mrs. Reeti Mangoch in selection grade w.e.f. March 13, 2008.


The present complaint has been field with the Commission on 13.04.2011 as no information was provided. 



Complainant submits that an unstamped envelope (apparently put someone by hand in the letter box) has been delivered which contains a letter signed by Sudeep Bhangu, Deputy Director.  Below the signature, date mentioned is ’30.03.2011’ wherein it is stated:

“You have sought answers to so many questions which is not provided for, under the RTI Act, 2005.  However, the official concerned can inspect her Pay Fixation file in this office on 8th April at 3.00 p.m.”


None is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.   Even a copy of the response said to be delivered to the complainant has also not been produced on record.   Seeing the poor and negligent response of the respondent, therefore, PIO, office of Director Public Instruction (Colleges) is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the
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imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



Respondent is also directed to provide complete relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94649-17650)

Ms. Taminder Kaur,

d/o Sh. Teja Singh,

A-56, Officers Colony,

Village Mangwal,

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sarv Sikhia Abhiyan Authority,

Punjab,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh





    …Respondent
CC- 1069/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Ms. Taminder Kaur in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Kamaldeep Singh Sohi, PIO (81466-60013)



Based on the advertisement in the Ajit, Punjabi Tribune, Dainik Jagran on 12.01.2010, the complainant, vide her original application dated 12.03.2011, sought to know the number of posts of CSS Hindi under the SC (RO) category had been filled and no. of posts still vacant.  She further sought to know the no. of candidates who had joined the duties and the merit list prepared, cleared and pending. 



The present complaint with the Commission has been filed on 08.04.2011 as the relevant information had not been provided. 



Respondent present submits copy of a letter dated 24.03.2011 sent to the complainant wherein it was informed that appointment letters for all the 455 posts had been issued and the process is over.   He further stated that on receipt of notice of hearing from the Commission, again the information was provided vide their letter dated 16.05.2011 where it is stated: 

“1.
455 posts of CSS Hindi were advertised on 12.01.2010; however, later the number of posts increased and in all, 725 posts were filled.  Out of these, appointment letters to 104 SC (R&O) candidates were issued and the merit of the last candidate under the said category was 132.83.

2.
Since October 2010, upon coming into force the Right to Education Act, qualifying the written test
for the posts of teachers has become mandatory.  Therefore, the process of recruitment on the academic merit has been discontinued.   Now
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the department shall make appointments based on the written test performance.  


3.
Besides, in case you desire any other information, you can visit this office on any working day, during working hours and examine the records.”



However, the complainant submitted that information pertaining to the no. of candidates who had joined the duties and the merit list prepared and cleared is still pending. 



As agreed mutually between the parties, the complainant shall visit the office of respondent on Wednesday, the 8th June, 2011 at 11.00 A.M. and contact Sh. Inderjit Singh, Systems Manager, for examining the records and obtain the necessary information on request.



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati Industrial Area-B,

Ludhiana-141003.





             …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Vigilance Officer,

Local Bodies Department,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh
2.
Public Information Officer,


Commissioner,


Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’


Ludhiana.






  …Respondents
CC- 1124/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sat Bhushan Sachdeva, Vigilance Officer (98880-37969)



This complaint has been filed before the Commission on 13.04.2011 by Sh. Balbir Aggarwal when no information was provided to him in response to his original application Ref. No. 1011/2011 dated 22.01.2011 whereby he had sought information regarding underground parking in Sona Complex, Near Fire Brigade Building, G.T. Road, Ludhiana.



Sh. Aggarwal states that no information has been provided to him so far. 



Respondent present submitted that the application of the complainant was transferred to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana on 02.02.2011 as the information sought pertained to the said office.    He further stated that even a reminder was sent on 11.05.2011 but no response was received.



In the circumstances, the Public Information Officer, office of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana is impleaded as party and is directed to appear personally on the next date fixed and explain the matter.   Also, complete relevant information should also be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Santosh Kumari

w/o Late Sh. Thakur Dass,

C/o Er. Sunil Kumar Mallan,

S.K. Model School,

Street No. 3, Putlighar,

Amritsar-143001






        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Chandigarh

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

O/o Chief Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh.


  …Respondents

AC - 132/11

Order

Present:
Sh. Sunil Kumar (98140-96353) for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, Inspector (98148-11760)



In the earlier hearing dated 18.04.2011, it was recorded:

“Appellant states that it is surprising that one and the same person has been designed as the PIO and the First Appellate Authority in the respondent department.  Respondent is directed to explain their position on this count as well.”



Respondent present states that information has been dispatched to the appellant on 03.06.2011 by registered post; however, the appellant submits that he has not received the same so far. 



It is also pointed out that the respondent present cannot explain the meaning of the information being provided vide letter dated 03.06.2011.  Therefore, in the next hearing, the Law Officer Sh. B.K. Chhiber shall appear personally and explain the matter and the answers provided are short and not to the point.  This is the last opportunity granted to the respondent failing which initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the PIO shall be taken up, which should be noted carefully.



Appellant also submitted that he is travelling to Chandigarh by
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his personal car and therefore he be compensated suitably. He further prayed for imposition of penalty on the respondent PIO for delaying the information as he submitted his original application more than a year back.   After the satisfactory information is provided, these pleas of the appellant shall be taken up for consideration.



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(97800-33266)

Sh. Lakhvinder Sareen,

# 5, Street No. 2,

Anand Nagar A Extension,

Patiala-147001.






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Local Government, Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, 
Chandigarh







    …Respondent

CC- 215/2011
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Paramjit Singh, PIO, office of the Director Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh



In the first hearing of the case on 28.02.2011, it was recorded:

“After the hearing was over, Sh. Paramjit Singh, PIO came present.  He stated that as the relevant information pertained to the office of Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab, the original application of the complainant was transferred to the said office on 18.11.2010 as provided in Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which is within the stipulated period of five days and hence accepted.    A copy of letter dated 18.11.2010 has also been submitted.

Accordingly, PIO, office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab is impleaded as respondent in place of the present respondent i.e. Director Local Govt. Punjab. 

Respondent PIO, office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab is directed to provide complete information to the complainant as per his original application dated 14.01.2011 within a week, under intimation to the Commission.”

 

A telephonic message was received in the office yesterday informing the office that due to sudden death of a relation, the complainant would not be able to attend the hearing today and had sought an adjournment. 
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It is surprising that again, Sh. Paramjit Singh, who is the PIO in the office of Director Local Govt. Punjab, is present and no one from the office of Secretary Local Government, Punjab who is responsible to provide the information, has come present.



In the circumstances, Sh. Ramesh Verma, PIO, office of Secretary Local Government, Punjab, is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98762-33266)

Sh. Lakhwinder Sareen,

No. 5, Street No. 2,

Anand Nagar A (Extension)

Patiala.







  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary Transport, Punjab,

Chandigarh






               …Respondent
CC- 1084/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. (98727-86351)



Vide his application dated 16.12.2010, the complainant sought the following information: 

“1.
Total land which was attached with Mandir Shree Kedar Nath Ji, Rajpura Road, Patiala and date of transfer of this land to Punjab Road Transport Corporation, Patiala for construction of air-conditioned Bus stand.

2.
The level at which decision was taken to transfer the land attached with Mandir Shree Kedar Nath Ji and also provide copies of all the minutes sheets related to transfer of the land.

3.
The copy of transfer order of the land of Mandir Shree Kedar Nath Ji to PRTC Patiala;

4.
Provide copy of the terms and conditions of the transfer of land to PRTC, Patiala.”



A telephonic message was received in the office yesterday informing the office that due to sudden death of a relation, the complainant would not be able to attend the hearing today and had sought an adjournment. 



Sh. Rakesh Kumar, who is present on behalf of the respondent, submitted that vide letter dated 06.01.2011, the said application was transferred to the office of Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh as the information sought pertained to that office.



Accordingly, the Public Information Officer, office of the Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh is impleaded as respondent in place
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of the PIO, office of Financial Commissioner Revenue who is directed to appear personally in the next hearing.  Also complete relevant information should also be provided to the complainant, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hirdayjit Singh Deol,

D.R.O. (Retd)

VPO Boparai Kalan,

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar







    …Respondent

CC- 657/11
Order

Present:
Sh. Jaspreet Singh for the complainant (94643-49919)


For the respondent: Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt. (94631-62693)



In the earlier hearing dated 21.04.2011, directions were given to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a period of three weeks. 



The respondent has submitted a letter dated 19.04.2011 and the information sought is also annexed therewith.  The complainant submits that it has not been received by him.



Therefore, a copy of the same was provided to him in the court who, upon perusal of the same, expressed his satisfaction over the same.



Seeing the merits, this case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98769-51770)

Ms. Kulwant Kaur Gill

w/o Sh. Malkiat Singh Gill,

VPO Kokri Kalan (Pati Nangal)

Distt. Moga







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

Ludhiana.





       

    …Respondent
CC- 1281/11
Order

Present:
Husband of the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Law Officer (95010-34869) along with Sh. V.K. Gupta, Accounts Officer-cum-APIO (98551-55137)



Vide application dated 07.07.2010, the complainant sought the following information: 

“Ref. Your letter no. PIO/GLADA Ldh. 2010/3833 dated 19.05.2010 (copy enclosed) describes that House No. 955 has been allotted to Sh. Fakir Singh son of Joginder Singh.  You are requested to provide me: 

1.
Copy of allotment letter of House No. 955 to Sh. Fakir Singh.

2.
Full name and designation of the officer who signed the allotment letter on that day.

3.
 Name and designation of the officer who approved the allotment for the issue of allotment letter to Sh. Fakir Singh of the house no. 955 in question including the copy of the letter of approval.”



The present complaint has been field with the Commission on 26.04.2011. 



The information has been brought to the court and provided to the complainant who accepts the same to be satisfactory. 



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94643-65163)

Sh. Karnail Singh

s/o Sh. Dilbagh Singh,

VPO Dhamot,

Distt. Ludhiana






        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Green Grove Public School,

Khanna (Distt. Ludhiana)

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Green Grove Public School,

Khanna (Distt. Ludhiana)




 …Respondents
AC - 358/11
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Karnail Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Anant Kataria, advocate (96468-00027)



Vide application dated 15.11.2010, Sh. Karnail Singh sought the following information: 

“Reg. Insurance amount of Rs. 100/- collected annually from each student. 

1.
What is the purpose of this amount and name the insurance company?

2.
How many students are there in the school?

3.
How much amount was claimed after the accident of school bus in the month of May, 2010 and amount spent upon the injured students?

4.
How much amount is claimed against injuries meted out to Mr. Darshan Singh Class IX when playing?”



It is also pleaded that an appeal was filed with the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana on 09.03.2011.  The instant appeal has been field with the Commission on 07.04.2011 as no information was provided.



Respondent submitted that earlier also, the information had been mailed to the appellant.  Information has, however, been brought to the court and upon perusal of the same, appellant submits that the information provided is not to his satisfaction.  He has pointed out the deficiencies to the respondent, who is directed to ensure that the objections of the appellant are removed well before the next date fixed.










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 07.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
