STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surinder Singh, # 81, Phase-I, Urban Estate,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.                      

________________ Respondent

CC No.   2781      of 2009

Present:- 
Shri Surinder Singh complainant in person. 

Shri Bhagwan Singh, Sr. Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department 

ORDER 



As per the direction dated 20.11.2009, File in CC-470/2009 could not be made available.  However, Shri Surinder Singh, complainant has produced a copy of Form ‘A’ which was the subject matter in CC-470/2009 referred to above.  A perusal of the same indicates that the information is basically similar.   Accordingly, the CIC may like to link up this case with CC-470/2009 which is pending before the Bench headed by Shri P.P.S.Gill, SIC.









 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         




State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Renu Bharti, H. No.BXXI, 7265/5, Jain Colony,

Waheguru Road, New Janta Nagar, 

Ludhiana-141003.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.                      

________________ Respondent

CC No.  2880  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Jaswant Singh, clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The information in question is yet to be supplied.  Next date of hearing will be intimated in due course.








 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Nazar Singh s/o Sh. Baseshar Singh, H. No.282061,

Multanian Road, Bhatinda.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.                      

________________ Respondent

CC No.  2908  of 2009

Present:- 
Shri Nazar Singh complainant in person. 

Shri Mohan Singh, APIO alongwith Shri Varinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department. 
 

ORDER


According to Shri Mohan Singh, APIO, the decision is to taken  at Government level and as such they have written to  the Secretary Education to know about the action taken on the reference received from the Governor. As soon as the reply is received, the same will be intimated to the complainant.
2.

Case is adjourned.  Next date of hearing will be intimated in due course of time.









 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balwinder Singh s/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

25, Kirat Nagar, Gali No.1, 

Old Cantt. Road, Faridkot-151203.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.   

                   ________________ Respondent

CC No.  2928  of 2009

Present:- 
None for the  complainant 

Shri Mohan Singh, APIO alongwith Shri Varinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department. 
 

ORDER


 Information as per the direction dated 20.11.2009 is stated to have been brought.  Since the complainant is not present, the same should be sent to him by Registered post. 
2.

Case is disposed of accordingly.









 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Taran Singh s/o Shri Mohinder Singh, Green Avenua Street,

 H. No.B-V-1022, Near Bus Stand, Malerkotla (Sangrur)  __________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur.________________ Respondent

AC No.  451  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

None for the respondent-department
ORDER 



Nobody has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department. Case is adjourned and the next date of hearing will be intimated in due course.







 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Surinder Kanta, District Treasury Officer (Retd.),

H.No.1067, Urban Estate, Phase-II, Jalandhar-144022.__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Education,

Chandigarh.



                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1300 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of four hearings held so far, the Secretary (Education)  has not bothered to appear before the Commission to give the reply nor has deputed anybody on his behalf.  Accordingly PIO from the office of the Secretary Education is directed to appear before this Commission in person on the next date of hearing.  This may be treated as summons under Section 31 of CPC.

2.

The next date of hearing will be intimated in due course.









 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Beant Singh s/o Shri Sikander Singh, VPO Bagrian,

Tehsil Malerkotla, District Sangrur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Centre Head Teacher and Secretary of PSWK,

Committee Govt. Primary School, Bagrian, Tehsil Malerkotla,

District Sangrur.




________________ Respondent

CC No.  2413   of 2009

Present:-
Shri Beant Singh complainant in person.

Shri  Mandip Singh, Advocate  on behalf of the respondent-departemnt.
ORDER



Case is adjourned.  Next date of hearing will be intimated in due course.








 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Kulwant Kaur, Retired Headmistress,

357/A, Sant Nagar, Near Depot Road, Gurdaspur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (SE), Gurdaspur.
__________ Respondent

CC No. 2401 of 2009

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Hardev Singh  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER




Case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.









 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Sanyukta Kumari, 81-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

81-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer, Ludhiana.
 ________________ Respondent

CC No.  2749     of 2009

Present:-
Shri R.L.Aggarwal on behalf of the complainant.
 Shri Madanjit Singh, Senior Assistant o/o the District Education Officer (SE), Ludhiaha 
ORDER



Inspite of clear orders that an officer of the rank of a gazetted officer should be deputed; Shri Madanjit Singh who is a Senior Assistant has been deputed to appear before the Commission.  The original file has also not been produced. The DPI (Secondary) will intimate departmental inquiry and take an appropriate action against the persons who are responsible for not providing the information.   It has been pointed out that there are certain deficiencies in the information which has been provided to the complainant. The PIO o/o DPI (Secondary) will personally look into the matter and see that all such deficiencies are met out and needful is done. 

2.

I am constrained to place on record that the DEO/CEO are not paying adequate attention towards enforcement of the RTI Act.  Junior officials are deputed to appear before the Commission who are not fully aware of the case which results not only delay but also wastage of time of the Commission.    The DPI (Secondary) will issue necessary instructions to all concerned to be more careful in this behalf and to take the RTI Act seriously.
3.

Case is adjourned.  The next date of hearing will be intimated in due course. 








 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balwinder Singh LIdher, VPO Lidher Thana Beas,

Tehsil Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural), 
Amritsar.                      



________________ Respondent

CC No.    3104     of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

 ASI Mohan Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case is disposed of accordingly.









 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         




State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sawaran Singh s/o Shri Geja Singh, 

Village Chhaparni Sahib, P.O. Fatehabad, 
Tehsil and District Tarantaran.


__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Assistant Registrar, Coop. Societies, Khadoor Sahib.

First Appellate Authority-cum- Joint Registrar, Coop. Societies,

Jalandhar.



           ________________ Respondents

AC No.   795       of 2009

Present:-
Swaran Singh, complainant in person
Shri Jasbir Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Khadoor Sahib 

ORDER



According to Shri Jasbir Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Khadoor Sahib, no orders appointing the Inspector as arbitrator are available in the original file.  He has, however, produced a copy of the report given by the Inspector which has been handed over to the complainant.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly. 








 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,

A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi-110048.


__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Inspector General of Police, Zone-1, Patiala.
  __________ Respondent

AC No.   911      of 2009

Present:-
Dr. Pardeep Dutta appellant in person.

Shri M.K.Sharma, Deputy Superintendent of Police alongwith ASI Kasturi Lal and ASI Hari Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the order dated 21.12.2009, name of the complainant  has been wrongly mentioned as Dr. Puneet Dutta whereas it is Dr. Pardeep Dutta.  It may be read as such
2.

ASI Hari Singh has stated that he had intimated to  Shri Surinder Singh the then Station House Office, Rajpura about his departure to Delhi and had made a D.D. entry in this regard.
3.

In view of the above, case is disposed of.








 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,

A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi-110048.


__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Inspector General of Police, Zone-1, Patiala.
  ________Respondent

AC No.   910      of 2009

Present:-
Dr. Pardeep Dutta appellant in person.

Shri M.K.Sharma, Deputy Superintendent of Police alongwith ASI Kasturi Lal and ASI Hari Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the order dated 21.12.2009, name of the complainant  has been wrongly mentioned as Dr. Puneet Dutta whereas it is Dr. Pardeep Dutta.  It may be read as such. 
2.

As regards departmental inquiry, according to Shri Hari Singh, ASI, delinquent prosecution witnesses have been examined and defense is yet to start.  The appellant  has stated that when he was examined, he had submitted six papers of his statement including affidavit, Vakalatnama and the application was made before the Judicial Magistrate, Rajpura.  He wants to know whether the aforesaid documents were enclosed with his statement recorded during the departmental inquiry or not.  Shri Sharma, Deputy Superintendent of Police, Rajpura is not aware of the same as the departmental inquiry is being conducted by the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Patran.  Dr. Dutta has agreed to supply a copy of the documents mentioned above (enclosed with his statement).  Copies of the same have been prepared and handed over to Shri Sharma who will forward them to the Inquiry Office for doing the needful.
2.

 Case is disposed of accordingly.







 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rakesh Goyal, 33-R,

Model Town, Jalandhar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar. _____________ Respondent

CC No.  3318       of 2009

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant.
ASI Bhupinder Singh on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER 



ASI Bhupinder Singh has stated that the case is under investigation.  The complainant has not made any representation.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.









 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Paramjit Singh,

Junior Assistant (Retd.), H. No.1453-D, 

Model Town Extension, Ludhiana.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Treasury and Accounts,

Finance Department, Punjab Government,

SCO 110-111, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
 _____________ Respondent

CC No.  3797    of 2009

Present:- 
Shri Paramjjit Singh complainant in person.
Shri S.K. Jindal, Additional Director alongwith Mrs. Meena Bector, and Shri Gurmeet Singh both superintendents on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER 



Information in detail has been provided.  Shri Paramjit Singh, complainant may feel that he has been discriminated in awarding promotion, but this Commission is not the appropriate place to decide such issue.  Role of the Commission is to help the citizen of the country in getting  the information.  For redressal of grievance, if any, he may approach the administrative/judicial authority, if he so feels.
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.









 (R. K. Gupta)

January 11, 2010.         



State Information Commissioner.

