STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Amarjit Singh,

463, Dharampura,

Qadian-143516.


     




 …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (1) Circle Education Officer,

            Jalandhar.

(2) First Appellate Authority,

            Circle Education Officer,

            Jalandhar.
                                                                         ….Respondents

AC-902/2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the Appellant.
For the respondent – S/Sh. Hardev Singh, Sudpt.-cum-APIo and Ram Dev, Asstt. 


In the earlier order dated 10.03.2010, appellant was directed to point out any deficiency in the information provided to him on 24.02.2010.



Appellant Sh. Amarjit Singh is not present today and similar was the case in the hearing on 10.03.2010.  It seems he is satisfied.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 07.04.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Inderjit Singh

S/o Sh. Kuldip Singh,

Ward No. 12,

H. No. 374,

VPO Tanda – 144203. 

(Distt. Hoshiarpur) 







 ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 3039 of 2008
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.


For respondent – Sh. Gursewak Singh, Senior Asstt. 



(98181-71805)



A letter has been present by Sh. Gursewak Singh, Sr. Asstt. Establishment-II written by the Director Education (S.E.) addressed to the Commission, stating as under: 

“On the subject cited, Hon’ble Commission vide order dated 08.02.2010 has directed as under: 

‘I direct the Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab to cause the recovery of the amount of penalty made from the relevant PIOs under intimation to the Commission.’

In compliance of the above orders of the Hon’ble Commission, Principal Secretary School Education, vide has, on 15.03.2010, directed as under: -

‘DPI (S) to ensure compliance of the Orders of the Hon’ble Commission.  To identify the PIO in DPI(S) and recover the amount of penalty, immediately.’

In compliance with the orders of the Hon’ble Commission, it is informed as follows: -









Contd……2/-

-:2:-
(i) PIOs at the time of hearing in the case: -

This case was heard on 15.04.2009, 22.07.2009, 16.12.2009 and 08.02.2010:

Vide orders no. 3/454 dated 04.05.2008 of this office, as noted at serial no. 2, from 04.06.2008, the Asstt. Director was the PIO in the recruitment branch.   Therefore when this case was heard on 15.04.2009, Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu Assttr. Director was the PIO who retired on 31.03.2010.  


Vide this office order no. 4/675-2009 dated 16.07.2009 as noted at serial no. 5, Smt. Pankaj Sharma, Asstt. Director in the Estt.-2 branch and continues to be the PIO till date.  Thus during the hearings of the case dated 22.07.2009, 02.09.2009, 16.12.2009 and 08.02.2010, the PIO concerned was Smt. Pankaj Sharma, Asstt. Director (SE-2).  


In the light of above facts, thus at the time of different hearings before this Commission, following were the PIOs: -


      
Date of Hearing

PIO

15.04.2009 

Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu 
22.07.2009

Smt. Panak Sharma, Asstt. Director-2.

02.09.2009

Smt. Pankaj Sharma, Asstt. Director-2 
16.12.2009

Smt. Pankaj Sharma, Asstt. Director-2  
08.02.2010

Smt. Neelam Bhagat, Dy. Director 

(ii)
PIO at the time application was filed  in the complaint: 

The application dated 07.11.2008 by the complainant seeking information was received in this office on 02.06.2009  At that time, Dy. Director (SE) Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu was the PIO  who has retired on 31.03.2010. 
(iii)
Responsibility for failure to supply information within the prescribed time:  

In the light of (i) and (ii) above, it is ordered that an amount of Rs. 15,000/- be recovered from Dy. Director (SE)-cum-PIO Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu being responsible for not supplying and information and not attending the court on 15.04.2009   For not attending the court on 22.07.2009 and 02.09.2009, an amount of Rs. 10,000/- be recovered from








Contd…..3/-

-:3:-

 the-then PIO Smt. Pankaj Sharma, Dy. Director (SE).” 


Therefore, the amount of penalty should be got deposited by the PIOs responsible for the delay in supplying the information, as per letter quoted above, by the next hearing.



To come up on 14.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 07.04.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

(98722-72019)

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh

s/o Sh. Ajhmer Singh,

R/o Moonak,

Tehsil Moonak,

Distt. Sangrur.






         ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 2843 of 2008

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mukhtiar Singh in person.
For respondent – Sh. Rupinder Singh Bal (94173-00001) Naib Tehsildar-cum-APIO, Moonak.



Some confusion is regarding case no. CC 2843 because Sh. Mukhtair Singh had filed another application seeking different information. 



Directions have been given to the respondent present that reply should be sent to Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, complainant within 15 days on his original application dated 15.07.2009.  The respondent present Sh. Rupinder Singh Bal has assured the court that information regarding his original application will be provided to him within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission. 



To come up on 14.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 07.04.2010



       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

(94171-40257)

Amarjit Kaur 

R/o H. No. 292, Anand Nagar-A,

Near Park,

Patiala.








…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer, 

Civil Hospital, Samana 






…Respondent

C.C. No. 2966 of 2009
ORDER
Present: -
Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Complainant in person.


None for the respondent.




In the earlier order dated 08.02.2010, respondent was advised to give the circumstances under which the pending information pertaining to the GPF for the year 1991 had been misplaced / gone missing.   Respondent had also stated that reply to the show cause notice issued on 17.12.2009 will be provided by the next hearing i.e. today.



Today, none is present on behalf of the respondent and the circumstances of pending information gone missing have also not been communicated.   This shows the disrespect to the Commission.  However, one final opportunity is provided to the PIO Dr. Amarjit Singh, SMO to provide the information and reply to the show cause notice within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission.  



To come up on 14.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 07.04.2010



       State Information Commissioner

 
After the hearing was over, Dr. Amarjit Singh, PIO came present.   Reply to the show cause notice has been provided and I am satisfied that there was no intentional delay on the part of the respondent in supplying the information.










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

Respondent also states that the office was shifted form the old building to the present building some time in 2001 during which the record appears to have been misplaced / lost.

 

Complainant is advised to apply for the information to the office of Director Health Services.  She is satisfied.

 

Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 07.04.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

(94171-15187)

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H. No. 50/30A, Ramgali N.M. Bagh,

Ludhiana. 








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, (98766-33743)

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, SCO No. 95-97,

Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.








  ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1134 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sham Lal Saini, Complainant in person.
For the respondent: - S/Sh. V.S. Chauhan (98722-12407), Sr. Asstt. from office of Secretary Education; and Jaspal Singh (94634-37309), Sr. Asstt. O/o DPI (Pb).
 

The case No. CC 1134/2009 was first heard on 26.08.2009.  Thereafter, the hearings were held on 21.10.2009, 30.11.2009 when the order was reserved and vide order dated 16.12.2009, penalty was imposed on the PIO.   Another hearing was held
 on 08.02.2010.  During all the hearings, no one was present from the department of the respondent. 



Today Sh. Jaspal Singh from office of DPI and Sh. V.S. Chauhan from office of Secretary Education are present.  Sh. Jaspal Singh is not sure as to who is the PIO C/o DPI (Pb) (SE) Chandigarh.  Therefore directions are given to the Secretary Education to identify the PIO for the period from 10.03.2009 till date so that the penalty can be levied on the erring officer.










Contd…..2/-
-:2-



As regards the information, Sh. S.L. Singla, the complainant has specified the CWPs filed against the Government by the Post Grade Masters of Punjab before 01.01.1978.  Respondent has assured the court that all information relevant to this point will be provided to the complainant within two weeks. 



To come up on 14.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 07.04.2010



       State Information Commissioner

