      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sushil Kumar Jalauria,

Quarter No. 9, 

Power Colony No. - 2,

Patiala









……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary

 to Government of Punjab,

 (Regd. Post)
Department of Education (Secondary)

-cum-Chairman, 

Recruitment Board, 

Pb. Civil Secretariat -2, Sector 9,

Chandigarh






    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  1263 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
None on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 22.01.2015.  The information demanded, pertains to 
certified copies of proceedings regarding corrigendum issued in the newspaper dated 23.09.2009. The complaint with the Commission is dated 20.04.2015. 

The complainant, Sh. Sushil Kumar Jalauria is absent from today’s hearing without 
any intimation to the Commission.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the notice of 

hearing issued by the Commission on 16.06.2015 has been wrongly sent in the name of the Chairman, Pb. School Edu. Board, (Recruitment Section), Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex, S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali), which has also been received back as ‘undelivered’ through Diary No. 15971 dated 24.06.2015. It is taken on record.



A copy of this order be sent to Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education (Secondary)-cum-Chairman, Recruitment Board, Chandigarh alongwith a copy of notice of hearing and a copy of RTI request through registered post.
The case is adjourned to 4th August, 2015 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner

Encl :
     
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Baby Bhagat(Sarpanch)

W/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

Gram Panchayat – 

Teh. & Distt. Gurdaspur-143532(Punjab)




……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Director General,

School Education

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)







    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  1284 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Harpreet Singh, Assistant Director-cum-PIO.             


ii) 
Ms. Kamlesh Kumari, Head Teacher O/o D.E.O.(Elem.), Gurdaspur.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 16.03.2015.  The information demanded, pertains to 

grants for construction of rooms in Govt. Primary and  Middle Schools, Dodwan, Block Dinanagar. The complaint with the Commission is dated 15.05.2015. 

The complainant, Ms. Baby Bhagat, is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission. 

Sh. Harpreet Singh, Assistant Director-cum-PIO, who appeared in person in 

today’s hearing, submits a reply dated 07.07.2015 showing that RTI request of the complainant was transferred to District Education Officer(Elementary), Gurdaspur, under section 6 (3) of the RTI Act, who was the concerned PIO in this case. It is taken on record.
Ms. Kamlesh Kumari, Head Teacher, appeared on behalf of PIO of office of  District 

Education Officer(Elementary), Gurdaspur in today’s hearing.

The respondent PIO, who is District Education Officer(Elementary), Gurdaspur, 

directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.

  The complainant, Ms. Baby Bhagat, is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission. 

Sh. Harpreet Singh, Assistant Director-cum-PIO, is also directed to remain present 

on the next date of hearing.
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The case is adjourned to 4th August, 2015 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner

CC ;

(Regd. Post)

i) 
Sh. Harpreet Singh, 

Assistant Director-cum-PIO,

O/oThe Director General,

School Education

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)


(Regd. Post)

ii) 
District Education Officer(Elementary),

Gurdaspur (Punjab)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Baby Bhagat(Sarpanch)

W/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

Gram Panchayat – Dodwan,

Block Dinanagar,

Teh. & Distt. Gurdaspur-143532(Punjab)




……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Director General,

School Education

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)







    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  1285 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.

i) Sh. Harpreet Singh, Assistant Director-cum-PIO.             


ii) 
Ms. Kamlesh Kumari, Head Teacher O/o D.E.O.(Elem.), Gurdaspur.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  16.03.2015.  The information demanded, pertains to 

grants  for construction of rooms in Govt. Primary and  Middle Schools, Dodwan,Block Dinanagar,

The complaint with the Commission is dated 15.05.2015. 

  The complainant, Ms. Baby Bhagat, is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission. 

Sh. Harpreet Singh, Assistant Director-cum-PIO, who appeared in person in 

today’s hearing, submits a reply dated 07.07.2015 showing that RTI request of the complainant was transferred to District Education Officer(Elementary), Gurdaspur, under section 6 (3) of the RTI Act, who was the concerned PIO in this case. It is taken on record.

Ms. Kamlesh Kumari, Head Teacher, appeared on behalf of PIO of office of  District 

Education Officer(Elementary), Gurdaspur in today’s hearing.

The respondent PIO, who is District Education Officer(Elementary), Gurdaspur, 

directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.

Sh. Harpreet Singh, Assistant Director-cum-PIO, is also directed to remain present 

on the next date of hearing.
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The case is adjourned to 4th August, 2015 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner

CC ;

(Regd. Post)

i) 
Sh. Harpreet Singh, 

Assistant Director-cum-PIO,

O/oThe Director General,

School Education

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)


(Regd. Post)

ii) 
District Education Officer(Elementary),

Gurdaspur (Punjab)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Pargat Masih

S/o Sh. Balkar Masih,

Village – Qadian Rajputan,

P. O. – Kala Afghana,

Tehsil – Batala,

Distt. – Gurdaspur – 143513 (Punjab)





……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public Instructions(Sec.), Pb.,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)







    ..…Respondent




     
 Complaint  Case No.  1298 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Pargat Masih, the complainant, in person.

Sh. Inderjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 22.01.2015.  The information demanded, pertains to 
list of employees working in the office alongwith their category and also list of employees who are working under blind category. The complaint received in the Commission on 20.05.2015. 

      
Sh. Inderjit Singh, Senior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide dated 07.07.2015 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Pargat Masih vide letter no. 2180 dated 15.04.2015. It is taken on record.
The complainant, Sh. Pargat Masih, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
expresses dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 




As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the Judicial duties under the RTI Act, it shall  summon the parties concerned, examine the documents, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.
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Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. C. Roul, Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education(Secondary), with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence and documents submitted by the parties concerned.


If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner
CC :  


Sh. C. Roul, 

Principal Secretary
 to Government of Punjab-cum- 

(Regd. Post)

-First Appellate Authority,

Department of Education(Secondary),

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh
Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Pargat Masih

S/o Sh. Balkar Masih,

Village – Qadian Rajputan,

P. O. – Kala Afghana,

Tehsil – Batala,

Distt. – Gurdaspur – 143513 (Punjab)





……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala (Punjab)







    ..…Respondent




     
 Complaint  Case No.  1299 of 2015
Present :
Sh.   Pargat Masih , the complainant, in person.

None  on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  03.03.2015.  The information demanded, pertains to 

providing of writers to the blinds during the examinations of B.A., M.A., B.Ed. and M.Ed.                 The complaint with the Commission is dated 20.05.2015. 

The complainant, Sh.   Pargat Masih, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, who was not having any authority from the Punjabi 

University or its PIO concerned, made a submission in today’s hearing. As this submission was made without any authorization from the PIO concerned, no cognizance is required to be taken.


In the instant complaint case, Sh. Pargat Masih has sought for information regarding three points from the PIO of the Punjabi University, Patiala, by moving an application dated 03.03.2015 along with postal order and identity proof.



In his RTI request, he has asked to supply him information  whether Punjabi Medium of Instructions has been introduced in the courses including B. A., M. A., B.Ed., M. Ed., M. Phil. and Ph. D in the University and colleges attached to it, legally, under the Punjab Language Act.



He has asked for to supply him information regarding the rules made for providing writers to the blind students, studying in including B. A., M. A., B.Ed., M. Ed., M. Phil. and Ph. D in their theory and practical examinations. He has asked for information regarding the facilities including the accommodation in hostels at concessional fee in the University and its attached colleges and regarding other facilities being extended to blind students.



The PIO concerned in a reply, dated 19.03.2015, made to Sh. Masih, claimed that as the information sought for by Sh. Masih is unclear/nonspecific and hence could not be supplied.
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After getting this response from the PIO concerned, Sh. Masih approached the State Information Commission through a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act.



In response to the notice of hearing, issued to the PIO concerned, a reply was received from him. That reply was received through Diary no. 17045 dated 06.07.2015.


In that reply, the PIO of Punjabi University, Patiala, who is Dean, Academic Affairs, claimed that information could not be supplied to Sh. Masih as it is unclear/nonspecific.


He also claimed that Sh. Masih has approached the Commission through the complaint directly without exhausting the channel of first appeal, which was available to him under Section 19 (i).



Sh. Masih, who appeared in today’s hearing, alleges that all the queries raised by him in his RTI request, are very much clear and information sought for by him in those queries, is very specific.



He alleges that the respondent PIO concerned has been trying to deny him information on one pretext or the other and hence violating the provisions of the RTI Act.



He pleads that the Commission should take cognizance of the fact that when the Punjabi University Authorities are denying the information to a blind applicant on the flimsy grounds then how can justice could be expected from them that the authorities concerned would extend helping hand to blind student to make their carrier to settle down nicely in their respective lives.



He demands that penal action be initiated against the respondent PIO concerned as per provisions of the RTI Act and he should be suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by him. He also pleads that he should be supplied requisite information also.



After hearing the pleadings of the information seeker and after going through the RTI request of Sh. Masih, I am of the considered view that all the queries raised by him in his RTI request is very much clear and specific.



The PIO has deliberately made an excuse that the queries are not specific for the reasons best known to him.


I am also shocked on the fact that mal treatment meted to the information seeker by the respondent PIO concerned, who did not bother to take cognizance to the queries raised by him in his RTI request.



I am also shocked to know the fact that the Punjabi University authorities are making mockery of law by denying the information to the information seeker, who is a blind person and for whom the Government and its agencies have been doing a lot for their proper settlement, by denying information to the information seeker on flimsy grounds.
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Moreover, according to para 30 and 31 of the judgment passed by the Hon’ble 

Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787 to 10788 of 2011 in a case ; Chief Information Commissioner & another V/s State of Manipur and another before Ld. Judges - Sh. Asok Kumar Ganguly and Gyan Sudha Misra, the Commission could not allow to information seeker(complainant) to have access of the information under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

Hence, I can not direct the respondent PIO concerned to supply requisite 
information to the information seeker. For getting that information, the information seeker will have to approach the First Appellate Authority and if not satisfied with the response of the First Appellate Authority, he can approach the Commission through a second appeal.


However, I am of the considered view that it is fit case, where a show cause be issued to the respondent PIO concerned. 

In view of the above,  PIO – The Dean, Academic Affairs office of the Punjabi 
University, Patiala will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next 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. 
He is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.

I am also of the considered view that a copy of this order be sent to the Chairman, 

University Grant Commission and Secretary to Government of India, Ministry of Social Justice for their information and necessary action, if they desire so and deem it fit through registered post.


A copy of this order be also sent to Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab through registered post for giving him an opportunity to him to intervene so that he could take action and the Punjabi University Authorities can be made more sensitive towards blind students.
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A copy of this order be also sent to Sh. Jaspal Singh, Vice Chancellor, Punjabi University, Patiala for information and necessary action through registered post.


The case is adjourned to 6th August, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner
CC :
i) The Chairman, 

(Regd. Post)


University Grant Commission,

New Delhi

ii) The Secretary to Government of India, 

(Regd. Post)


Ministry of Social Justice,

New Delhi 

iii) The Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab,
(Regd. Post)


Punjab Civil Sectt.,

 Chandigarh
(Regd. Post)

v)
The Dean-cum-PIO (By Name), 

(Academic Affairs),

O/o Punjabi University, 
Patiala
iv) Sh. Jaspal Singh, 

Vice Chancellor, 

Punjabi University,

 Patiala
Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rajbir Singh,

V.P.O. – Jalalabad,

Tehsil – Khadoor Sahib,

Distt. – Tarn Taran (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Education(Sec.),

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh








    ..…Respondent




     
 Complaint  Case No.  1301 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Ms. Sharmila, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 20.01.2014.  The information demanded, pertains to 

details of promoted employees for the period from the year 2011 to year 2013. The complaint received in the Commission on 19.05.2015. 

      

Ms. Sharmila, Senior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply, signed by herself, stating that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Rajbir Singh vide letter no. 236032/1 dated  03.06.2014 through registered post. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Rajbir Singh, is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission. 

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the Judicial duties under the RTI Act, it shall  summon the parties concerned, examine the documents, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.
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Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. C. Roul, Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education(Secondary), with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence and documents submitted by the parties concerned.


If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner
CC :  


Sh. C. Roul, 

Principal Secretary
 to Government of Punjab-cum-, 

(Regd. Post)

-First Appellate Authority,

Department of Education(Secondary),
Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh
Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Buta Masih

S/o Sh. Krishan Masih,

H. No. 32317,

Street – 14, Pratap Nagar,

Bathinda (Punjab)







……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Administrator,

School of Nursing and

Mac Robert Hospital,

Under Salvation Army School,

Dhariwal, Distt. - Gurdaspur (Punjab) 





    ..…Respondent




     
 Complaint  Case No.  1350 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Buta Masih, the complainant, in person.

Sh. Paul Sandhu, Law Officer, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 17.04.2015.  The information demanded, pertains to 
details of admission for nursing for the period from May, 2013 to 31.03.2015. The complaint received in the Commission on 26.05.2015. 

The complainant, Sh. Buta Masih, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

  

Sh. Paul Sandhu, Law Officer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, hands over the requisite information to the complainant, Sh. Buta Masih, during the hearing  in the Commission today. A copy of the same is taken on record.
I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Buta Masih, in his RTI 

request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jarnail Singh Brar,

Kothi No. 1235, Phase – 9,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)




  


    
..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Chairman,

Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)




         

     
    …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1679 of 2015
Present :
Sh.  Jarnail Singh Brar,  the appellant, in person.

Sh. Varinder Madan, Superintendant(Legal), on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 09.06.2014.  First appeal is dated 12.08.2014. Second 

appeal with the Commission is dated 11.05.2015. 

Sh. Varinder Madan, Superintendant(Legal), who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply showing that the requisite information sought for by the appellant, Sh.  Jarnail Singh Brar has already been supplied to him  vide letter No. 749 dated 17.11.2014 and again him  vide letter No. 366. Dated 01.07.2015. It is taken on record.
The appellant, Sh.  Jarnail Singh Brar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that incomplete and irrelevant  information has been given to him by the respondent PIO concerned.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the requisite 

information has not been supplied by the respondent PIO to the information seeker even after a period of ten months.

Sh. Madan states that Ms. Karan Jagish Kaur, Joint Secretary office of Punjab 

School Education Board, Mohali, is the PIO in this appeal case.

In view of the above,  PIO – Ms. Karan Jagish Kaur, Joint Secretary office of Punjab 
School Education Board, Mohali, will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
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In addition to her submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.


She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 
She is also directed to  file  status report regarding action taken by her on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to her alongwith this order through registered post  for her ready reference.
The case is adjourned to 6th August, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Ms. Karan Jagish Kaur, 

Joint Secretary-cum-PIO,

O/o Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali), 

Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054






                      Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Amrinder Pal

S/o Sh. Khushwant Rai,

V.P.O. – Chugawan,

Teh. & Distt. – Moga – 142054(Punjab)

  


    
..…Appellant

Vs


i) Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

(Regd. Post)

Public Instructions(Sec.),

PSEB Complex, Sector 62,

Mohali


ii) 
The Principal Secretary

 
to Government of Punjab,

 (Regd. Post)

Department of Education (Secondary)

-cum-Chairman, Recruitment Board, 

Pb. Civil Secretariat -2, Sector 9,

Chandigarh


         

     
    …Respondents



  Appeal  Case No.   1730 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Amrinder Pal,  the appellant, in person.

i) Sh. Varinder Madan, Superintendant(Legal) ;  
ii) Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 14.01.2015.  First appeal is dated 22.02.2015. Second 

appeal with the Commission is dated  19.05.2015. 

The appellant, Sh. Amrinder Pal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.
Sh. Varinder Madan, Superintendant(Legal) and Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Senior Assistant, 
who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, state that the information sought for by the appellant relates to the PIO of office of Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education Department(Secondary)-cum-Chairman, Recruitment Board, Chandigarh.
After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the notice of 

hearing issued by the Commission on 16.06.2015 has been wrongly sent in the name of the Chairman, Pb. School Edu. Board(Recruitment Section), Sector 62, S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali),



A copy of this order be sent to Public Information Office, office of the Director,

Public Instructions(Sec.), Mohali and Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education (Secondary)-cum-Chairman, Recruitment Board, Chandigarh and  alongwith a copy of notice of hearing and a copy of RTI request through registered post.

The case is adjourned to 4th August, 2015 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 
 (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner
Encl :

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Prem Kumar Rattan,

H. No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi,

Dhuri, Distt. - Sangrur(Punjab)



  


    
..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)


First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Secretary,

Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)




         

     
    …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1735 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,  the appellant, in person.

Sh. Varinder Madan, Superintendent (Legal), on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 03.12.2014.  First appeal is dated 05.01.2015. Second 

appeal with the Commission is dated 19.05.2015. 

The appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
states that incomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO.
Sh. Varinder Madan, Superintendent (Legal), who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing, submits that Smt. Karan Jagdish Kaur, Joint Secretary, is the concerned PIO in this case.
Smt. Karan Jagdish Kaur, Joint Secretary, is  directed to submit a point wise reply, 

in the shape of an affidavit, to the RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to her alongwith this order through registered post  for her ready reference.
The case is adjourned to 6th August, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner



Ms. Karan Jagish Kaur, 

Joint Secretary-cum-PIO,

(Regd. Post)

O/o Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

Encl :

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Singh

S/o Sh. Isher Singh,

Village – Todarwal,

P. O. – Babarpur,

Tehsil – Nabha,

Distt. - Patiala(Punjab)



  


    

..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Life Guard Group of Nursing College,

Village – Kalaudi, P. O. – Khurana,

Teh. & Distt. - Sangrur(Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Medical Education and Research, Pb.,

S.C.O. 87, Sector 40-C, 
Chandigarh





         

     
    …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1771 of 2015
Present :
Sh.  Raj Singh ,  the appellant, in person.

Sh.  Kamal Anand, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 27.01.2015.  First appeal is dated  27.03.2015  . Second 

appeal with the Commission is dated 21.05.2015. 

Sh.  Kamal Anand, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing with power of attorney, submits a reply signed by Director,  Life Guard Group of Nursing College, Sangrur stating that Life Guard Group of Nursing College, Village – Kalaudi, is not a public authority as it is not owned, controlled or substantially financed by the government and it does not fall within the definition of public authority as defined under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act.  It is taken on record.

The appellant, Sh. Raj Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, is given 
an opportunity to prove that Life Guard Group of Nursing College, Kalaudi is a public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005.

The case is adjourned to 4th August, 2015 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mangal Singh,

296, S. J. S. Avenue,

Ajnala Road,
Amritsar – 143008 (Punjab)

  


    


..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation Deptt., Pb., 

Near Waryam Singh Hospital,

Amritsar - 143001(Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation Deptt., Pb., 

Near Waryam Singh Hospital,

Amritsar - 143001(Punjab)



         

     
    …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1789 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of  the appellant.

Sh. Jaswant Singh, Assistant Engineer, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 11.03.2015.  First appeal is dated  15.04.2015. Second 

appeal with the Commission is dated 19.05.2015. 

Sh. Jaswant Singh, Assistant Engineer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent 
in today’s hearing, submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Mangal Singh vide letter no. 4293 dated 27.04.2015 and again vide letter no. 4814 dated 11.05.2015. It is taken on record.
The appellant, Sh. Mangal Singh, through a letter, which has been received in the 
Commission vide Diary No. 17021 dated 06.07.2015, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

The appellant, Sh. Mangal Singh is advised to point out deficiencies in the 
information supplied to him to the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 4th August, 2015 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Bhupinder Singh,

272, Meerpur Colony,

Pathankot - 145001 (Punjab)

  


    


..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary
to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Education(Sec.),

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Principal Secretary
to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Education(Sec.),

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh





         

     
    …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.   1794 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of  the appellant.
Sh. Nachhattar Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 17.10.2014. First appeal is dated  11.12.2014. Second 

appeal with the Commission is dated 19.05.2015. 

The appellant, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission

Sh. Nachhattar Singh, Senior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent 
in today’s hearing, submits a reply dated 06.07.2015 stating that the information sought for by appellant, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, is not traceable in the official record.
The respondent PIO, who is Ms. Veena, Superintendant-cum-PIO, Deptt. of 
Education(Sec.), Edu. – 2 Branch, Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh is directed to  file a reply, in the shape of an affidavit, stating that the required information  is not traceable in the official record or is missing.



A copy of this order be sent to Ms. Veena, Superintendant through registered post.

However, missing of the official record is a serious matter and hence, a copy of 

this order be sent to the Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab ; Sh. C. Roul, Principal Secretary, Government of Punjab, Deptt. of Secondary Education for taking appropriate action, if they desires so and deem it fit.

Contd…2/-

Appeal  Case No.  1794  of 2015
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The case is adjourned to 4th August, 2015 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner

CC :
i) The Chief Secretary

(Regd. Post)


 to Government of Punjab,

Pb. Civil Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh

ii) Sh. C. Roul,
Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Deptt. of Secondary Education,

(Regd. Post)


Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh
iii) 
Ms. Veena, 

Superintendant-cum-PIO, 

(Regd. Post)


O/o The Principal Secretary
to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Education(Sec.),
Edu. – 2 Branch
Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
          SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Narinder Singh, Asstt. Professor,

Deptt. of Human Dev. & Family Relations,

Govt. Home Science College,

Sector 10, Chandigarh








..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala




    
       
   
     


…Respondent



   
Appeal  Case No.  266 of 2015
Present :      Sh. Narinder Singh, the appellant, in person.

        Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER  

On the last date of hearing, held on 21.05.2015, the appellant had pointed out 

deficiencies in writing, in the information supplied to him.
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 
today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 3467 dated 18.06.2015 showing that deficiencies,  pointed out  by the  appellant, Sh. Narinder Singh, has already been removed vide letter dated 18.06.2015 through speed post. It is taken on record. 

The appellant, Sh. Narinder Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.

 I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Narinder Singh, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)
7th July, 2015
      
             

    State Information Commissioner
