STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94640-63412)

Sh. Kuldip Rai

Maths Master,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Mukandpur 

(Distt. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar).



   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE) Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1289/11
Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Kuldeep Rai in person.
For the Respondent: Ms. Harbhajan Kaur, Assistant o/o DPI (S) & Sh. Desh Raj, Clerk o/o DEO Nawanshahr. 



In the earlier hearing dated 23.06.2011, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present.



Today, Sh. Kuldeep Rai submits that no information has been provided to him so far. 

 

Today Ms. Harbhajan Kaur, a Senior Assistant is present from the office of DPI (S) Punjab, Chandigarh.  She submitted that in fact, the information sought pertains to the office of Director General of Education, Punjab and hence the respondent office is unable to provide the same. 



Sh. Desh Raj, clerk has come present from the office of DEO Nawanshahr and has brought some information to the court.  Complainant, after perusal of the same, submitted that this is not the one sought by him and it does not, in any way, connected with the same.



It is pointed out to the respondents that the notice of hearing issued by the Commission clearly states that either an APIO / PIO shall appear to attend the hearing or any other officer, not below the rank of APIO / PIO who is also well conversant with the facts of the case, be deputed for the purpose.  It is a sorry state of affairs that despite such instructions, only clerks are being deputed which is against the directions of the Commission.   It shall be ensured by the respondent(s) that henceforth, such a deviation does not recur. 



The original application for information was filed as back as 12.12.2010 and it is already over eight months and no relevant information has been made available to the complainant.
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Therefore, Ms. Pankaj Sharma, Deputy Director-cum-PIO 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 her 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.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 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. 



Also, respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a week’s time, under intimation to the Commission.



PIO is also directed to appear personally on the next date fixed to explain the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 08.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



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

(96467-10062)

Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh

s/o Sh. Raghbir Singh,

H. No. 216,

Jagraon, Housefed Colony,

Dabwali Road,

Bathinda







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (EE) Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1299/11
Order

Present:
 None for the complainant.



 For the Respondent: Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Asstt. Director.



Today, a letter dated 16.08.2011 has been received from the complainant Sh. Ravi Inder Pal Singh, which reads as under: -

“With reference to case being CC No. 1299/11, the information sought by me under the RTI Act, 2005 from the DPI (EE) Punjab, Chandigarh.  The said information to my satisfaction has been provided by the office of DEO (EE) Bathinda.  

It is therefore, requested that the case may kindly be closed and disposed of.”

 

In this view of the matter, the show cause notice dated 23.06.2011 issued to PIO – Ms. Neelam Bhagat is hereby withdrawn.  

 

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: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surjit Singh

s/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

Village Takhanwadh,

Distt. Moga







        …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 - 421/11
Order

Present:
 For the Complainant: Resham Singh (98139-98293).



 For the Respondent: Mahinder Pal, Sr. Asstt. 98554-45001



In the earlier hearing dated 23.06.2011, it was recorded: -

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

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to Sh. Surjit Singh, under intimation to the Commission, within a fortnight.”



Complainant, in this case, vide application dated 10.09.2010 had sought information regarding action taken on the letter No. 2010/34-36 dated 26.05.2010 from Circle Education Officer, Faridkot Circle, Faridkot.



Today, respondent present submitted that the said letter is under active consideration by their office.  He further stated that outcome of the same shall be communicated to the complainant immediately on conclusion.    He further assured that a copy of the same shall also be forwarded to the Hon’ble Commission. 

 

Complainant expressed his satisfaction over the same. 

 
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: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbans Singh

Advocate,

B-VIII/49,

Near Gurudwara Kalgidhar,

Barnala.







        …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 - 426/11
Order

Present:
 None for the Complainant. 



For the Respondent: Sh Mahinder Singh, (98554-45001)



In the earlier hearing dated 23.06.2011, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present. 



Today again, complainant is not present nor has any communication been received.

 

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: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Swarna Devi Gupta,

H. No. 400, Sector 9,

Panchkula-134113.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (EE). Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1309/11
Order

Present:
For the Complainant: Narsi Goyal

For the Respondent: Ms. Parveen Walia, Dy. DEO, Mohali (0172-2270545; Sh. Jagir Singh, BPEO, Dera Bassi; Ms. Gagandeep Kaur, clerk, DEO (EE), Mohali; Sh. Avtar Singh, Sr. Asstt., office of DPI (EE); Ms. Madhu, Superintendent Estt.-2 office of DPI (EE); and Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Asstt. Director, office of DPI (EE).



In the earlier hearing dated 23.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Sh. Narsi Ram, husband of the complainant is present along with an authority letter.  He states that no information has been provided to him so far.   He, however, submitted a copy of letter dated 28.04.2011 addressed by the respondent to the D.E.O. (EE) Mohali and annexing a copy of the application for information, he has been directed to provide the information sought under intimation to the respondent office.

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, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, the complainant made the following written submissions: 

“Further reply to the replies forwarded by the Department is submitted as under with reference to DPI (EE) Pb. letter no. E2/2011/446-48 dated 11.08.2011: 
1. No further comments since the bill has been submitted to the treasury as stated and further DA installments details have already been furnished to the DEO (EE) Mohali in March 2009 & March 2011.

Contd……..2/-
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2. The case of ACP was submitted by the BPEO Dera Bassi in April 2010 when asked for by the DEO (EE) Mohali. Now in reply he has been mentioned that this is not admissible. The copy of the letter has not been attached with the letter as stated.

3. No further comments since the bills have been sent to the treasury as stated. 
4. No further comments since the bills have been sent to the treasury as stated. “

 

Sh. Jagir Singh, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, has also made the following written submissions: -

“That the official concerned has sought the payment of balance amount on account of promotion as Head Teacher.  Bill No. 45 dated 11.08.2011 has been forwarded to the Treasury Office, Dera Bassi.  The bill in respect of balance towards leave encashment i.e. Rs. 15,897/- being Bill No. 47 dated 11.08.2011 has also been forwarded to the said Treasury Office.  Bill pertaining to revised pay-scales w.e.f. 01.01.2006 being Bill No. 46 dated 11.08.2011 has also been sent to the Treasury Office.  As soon as the amount is realized, it shall be paid to the official concerned.   

As soon as the details regarding pending information are made available, the said matter shall also be dealt with immediately.”

 

The complainant, with the assurance of the respondent, felt satisfied. 



Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 
Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bal Krishan Joshi,

H. No. 371, Street No. 6,

New Bishan Nagar,

Patiala. – 147001  






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary, Revenue Deptt. Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1315/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 23.06.2011, it was recorded: 

“It has also been submitted by the respondents that it has also been communicated to the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala that the matter has now been reported by the complainant to the Commission.  Now a letter dated 13.06.2011 has been received in our office on 20.06.2011 wherein it has been stated that disciplinary action shall be initiated against Sh. S.S. Chana, the District Revenue Officer. 

In view of the above, complainant is advised to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the submissions received / made on behalf the respondent.”



Sh. Bal Krishan Joshi was advised in the last hearing to inform the Commission if he was satisfied with the submissions of the respondent.  



Complainant is not present today and same was the position in the last hearing.   It appears he is either not interested in pursual of the case or is satisfied with the information provided.



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

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. D.K. Bhardwaj 

s/o Hari Ram Bhardwaj,

H. No. 1396/4, Phase XI,

Mohali








      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrator,

GMADA,

Sector 62, Mohali 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Administrator,

GMADA, Sector 62,

Mohali.






…..Respondents

AC- 624/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. D.K. Bhardwaj in person.


None for the respondent. 



Vide application dated 24.01.2011, Sh.  D.K. Bhardwaj sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

“1.
Scheme for the year 1987-88 under which 168 dwelling units were allotted to JCT Electronics Ltd. Mohali by the then Punjab Housing Development Board and PUDA and now GMADA.
2.
Hire purchase agreement executed between Punjab Housing Development Board and JCT Ltd. before allotment of 168 dwelling units under hire purchase agreement along with terms and conditions;

3.
The applicant be permitted to inspect the aforesaid records before its preparation as per RTI Act, 2005 and date of visit of inspection be intimated in writing to the applicant as per the address given.”



It has been submitted that the respondent wrote to the JCT vide letter dated 11.02.2011 seeking their consent for providing this third party information as sought, who, vide letter dated 22.02.2011, requested the respondent not to provide this information.   The request for supply of information has been rejected by the respondent vide order dated 09.03.2011; and hence the present complaint / appeal before the Commission has been filed on 04.07.2011.
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Sh. D.K. Bhardwaj submitted that information sought by him in the present appeal and the one sought by Sh. Kuldip Singh in AC No. 623/11 is exactly the same.  He further stated that Sh. Kuldip Singh is his colleague as well as a neighbour.   He therefore requested for clubbing the two cases together, which is accepted. 



Accordingly both the appeals are directed to be clubbed together and be named as AC 624/11 – titled ‘D.K. Bhardwaj vs. GMADA’.


Sh. Bhardwaj further stated that his counsel Sh. R.K. Gautam, advocate is suddenly taken ill and is not able to attend the hearing today, to present the case of the appellant.  He sought an adjournment, which is granted. 



No one has come 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 appellant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



Since the first appeal filed by the appellant has been rejected by the First Appellate Authority, PIO, office of the First Appellate Authority namely Chief Administrator, Greater Mohali Area Development Authority (GMADA) is directed to appear personally in the next hearing to explain / argue the matter and further elaborate his contentions taken while dismissing the appeal.



For further proceedings, to come up on 08.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98159-73009)

Sh. Karam Singh

s/o Boota Singh,

H. No. 4414/10, Nai Abadi,

Abohar.







      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Ferozepur 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh




           …..Respondents

AC- 622/11
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. (98554-84216)




Vide application dated 18.11.2010, Sh. Karam Singh sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

“Your office had demanded my service book vide memo. no. 2/2003-3278-3279 dated 02.09.2003 and the same was sent to your office vide GSS Khuyian Sarwar dispatch no. 278 dated 08.09.2003 in court case JST Grade (Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh CWP 1221/91).

1.
Did your office receive it?  If yes, kindly intimate the date of receipt.

2.
Did your office return it to the GSS Khuyian Sarwar (Ferozepur)?  If yes, kindly intimate the date of dispatch and letter no. 

3.
Did your office send it to the DPI (SE) Chandigarh? If yes, kindly intimate the date of dispatch and letter no.”



It is further the case of Sh. Karam Singh that the first appeal was filed with the first appellate authority on 20.01.2011 as no response had been received.  The instant second appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 04.07.2011 as no information was provided. 



Today, the appellant is not present nor has any communication been received from him. 
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Sh. Rajinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, prayed for more time to provide the information sought, which is granted. 



Accordingly, respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the appellant, latest within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission. 



Sh. Karam Singh will also inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.


For further proceedings, to come up on 08.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94630-77575)

Sh. Harcharan Singh

s/o Sh. Harnek Singh,

Village Andian Wali,

P.O. Reond Kalan,

Tehsil Budhlada, Distt. Mansa     




   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Gram Panchayat,

Andian Wali, (Distt. Mansa) 




    …Respondent

CC- 1543/11

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Lal Singh, Panchayat Secretary. 



In the earlier hearing dated 22.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -


“Respondent present submits that vide letter dated 17.02.2011, a fee of Rs. 450/- had been demanded from the complainant but the same has not been done.

At this, Sh. Harcharan Singh has paid the amount of Rs. 450/- to the respondent Sh. Lal Singh, against receipt.

Respondent seeks at least one month’s time to compile and provide the information, which is granted.”



Today, Sh. Lal Singh, Panchayat Secretary has come present on behalf of the respondent.  He submitted that he and other officials have been assigned the duties pertaining to the S.G.P.C. elections; and hence he sought some more time to provide the information which is granted.  


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



For further proceedings, to come up on 08.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.    
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, the complainant appeared assisted by 
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Sh.  Gurdeep Singh, Ex-Sarpanch.  Sh. Gurdeep Singh stated that it is wrong on the part of the respondent to state that they are on election duties.   He further submitted that such a statement has been made only to harass the complainant.



I have gone through the details of the information sought and am of the opinion that the records mentioned in the queries should be accessible easily and election duties should not cause any hindrance. 



In view of the submissions made on behalf of the complainant, respondent is directed to provide complete relevant information to Sh. Harcharan Singh within a period of ten days, with a compliance report to the Commission. 



Complainant has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed.



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 08.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94663-63260)

Sh. Bhavpreet Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

Adarsh Colony,

VPO Mustafabad,

Distt. Yamuna Nagar (Har)





        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Land Records, Punjab,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Land Records, Punjab,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar






 …Respondents
AC - 347/11
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Kumar, APIO (94172-18439) along with Sh. Santokh Singh, Sr. Asstt. 



In the earlier hearing dated 23.06.2011, it was recorded: 

“During the discussions, Sh. Bhavpreet Singh offered to pay the requisite fee in case such an Urdu knowing person is engaged by the respondent.

The parties mutually agreed that the applicant shall visit the respondent office on Tuesday, the 28th June, 2011, after confirming the same over the telephone a day before the said date and the respondent assured that an Urdu knowing person for translation of the relevant records sought by the applicant-appellant shall be arranged on the date agreed.”



Today, the respondent submits as per the directions of the Hon’ble Commission, a translator had been arranged and the appellant visited their office on the date fixed i.e. 28th June, 2011.  The relevant documents were got translated from Urdu to Punjabi and provided to the appellant to his satisfaction.   He also presented a letter dated 18.07.2011 addressed to the Commission, wherein it is stated: -



“Ref. your order dated 23.06.2011.
In respectful compliance of the orders of the Hon’ble Commission, when the applicant appeared in our office on 05.07.2011, the relevant record was got translated from Urdu to
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Punjabi and provided to him.

The applicant, in Para 4 of his application, wanted to know about allotment of less land, which does not constitute ‘information’ as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    All other information stands provided.  Therefore, the instant case may kindly be closed and disposed of.” 


Sh. Bhavpreet Singh is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  It appears he is satisfied.



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94175-27673)

Sh. Tarlochan Singh,

HL-168, Sukhdev Nagar,

Focal Point, Ludhiana-141010.




      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA),

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA),

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana




…..Respondents

AC- 620/11
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Ms. Rajwinder Kaur, Law Officer (97790-21122)



Vide application dated 13.04.2011, Sh. Tarlochan Singh sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

“Kindly arrange to supply certified copies of the following information in respect of HM, MIG (Single storey only) and HIG houses situated in Phase IV, Dhandari Kalan, Focal Point, Ludhiana allotted by the Punjab Housing Board, Punjab Urban Development Authority and Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority: 

1.
No objection certificates issued for sale / transfer / title deed along with report of building branch / field staff and noting portion of file;

2.
No objection certificates denied / rejected for sale / transfer / title deed along with report of building branch / field staff and noting portion of file.”



It is further the case of Sh. Tarlochan Singh that the first appeal was filed with the first appellate authority on 14.05.2011 as no response had been received.  The instant second appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 04.07.2011 as no information was provided. 



Ms. Rajwinder Kaur, Law Officer appeared on behalf of the respondent and presented a letter dated 06.07.2011 from Sh. Tarlochan Singh, the appellant wherein, it is stated as under: 



“During my personal visit, the Estate Officer allowed me to 
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Inspect the files.  Accordingly, I inspected the relevant record and noted down the necessary information.  As such, I request you to treat my appeal as withdrawn.”



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: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(93505-56680)

Sh. S.C. Kapoor,

H. No. 1542, Sector 4,

Urban Estate,

Gurgaon – 122001. 






        …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Circle Education Officer, 

Faridkot 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Circle Education Officer,

Faridkot






  …Respondents

AC- 275/11

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. S.C. Kapoor in person.
For the respondent: Sh. R.K. Gupta, L.A. along with Sh. Ashok Chawla, APIO (98763-18383)



In the earlier hearing dated 22.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Respondents present submitted that complete information has been mailed to the complainant on 31.05.2011 by registered post.  When contacted over the telephone, Sh. Kapoor informed that he has received the information provided vide letter dated 31.05.2011 but has not been able to go through the same as he was not well.

Appellant shall communicate the shortcomings in the information, if any, to the respondent with a copy to the Commission.”

 

During the proceedings in today’s hearing, I have come to the conclusion that complete information as per the original application, except the one sought under Para 5(b) – ‘Details regarding pension cases prior to 1978’, which constitutes third party information, stands provided.  The information demanded under Para 5(b) is declined as it pertains to third party.



Respondent till the time of hearing has not thought of denying the information under Section 8(j) of the RTI Act, 2005; rather he had advised the applicant-appellant to procure this information from the DEO, Muktsar by submitting a fresh application.  



This order is being sent to the Education Secretary, Punjab to view the knowledge of RTI Act with their staff.
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Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of.    
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

C.C.
The Secretary Education, Punjab,


Chandigarh. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Er. V.K. Setia, SE (Retd)

H. No. 81,

Dashmesh Colony,

Rajpura Town – 140401.





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1310/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 23.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication has been received from either of the two.

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



Today again, neither of the parties is present nor has any communication been received.  



Non-appearance on behalf of the respondent cannot be viewed casually.  However, since the complainant has also chosen not to come present, it appears either he is not interested in pursual of the case or has received complete satisfactory information.



PIO, office of the Secretary Local Govt. Punjab is warned to be particular and regular in attending the hearing whenever called upon by the Commission through the notice of hearing.  He must ensure the matters under the RTI Act, 2005 must not be taken in a lighter vein and invariably, due careful consideration be bestowed.



Being devoid of any merit, the present case is hereby closed and disposed of.

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98783-54077)

Sh. Jaswinder Singh

s/o Sh. Kirpal Singh,

Village Akbarpur Khudal,

Tehsil Budhlada, (Mansa)
     




   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Budhlada (Distt. Mansa) 





   …Respondent

CC- 1581/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jaswinder Singh in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Nirbhay Singh, Panchayat Secretary (99887-75478)



In the hearing dated 23.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“It has been reported that Sh. Nirbhay Singh, Panchayat Secretary appeared in the office yesterday and submitted documents supporting his contention that the former Sarpanch Sh. Baljinder Singh has challenged the election of the present Sarpanch Sh. Kashmir Singh in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana, vide L.P.A. No. 1666/10 wherein notice of motion has also been issued by the Court.  It has further been intimated that the relevant records are in the custody of Sh. Baljinder Singh, the former Sarpanch and he did not hand over any records.”

 

BDPO Budhlada was directed to appear in the next hearing and explain the matter.

 

Today, the respondent has presented copy of a letter which is addressed by Sh. Baljinder Singh former Sarpanch which is addressed to the BDPO wherein it is stated that he has challenged the election of the present Sarpanch before the Hon’ble Court and the Gram Panchayat records have been handed over to his counsel for presenting his case before the Hon’ble Court.  Sh. Baljinder Singh has further submitted that as soon as the case is disposed of by the Court, he will hand over the records back.


At this, Sh. Jaswinder Singh pleaded that original records are never presented in the court.   It is pointed out that this contention of the complainant is misconceived as the original records are a must for final disposal of a case so that the veracity of the copies of the documents be checked. 



However, Sh. Baljinder Singh, former Sarpanch is directed to appear personally on the next date fixed and clarify the point.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Complainant also stated that photocopies of the records are always available.  Therefore, directions are given to the respondent to provide photocopies of the relevant record within a fortnight.



For further proceedings, to come up on 09.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98552-24558)

Sh. Suraj Bhan s/o Sh. Chuhar Singh

Near Bus Stand,

c/o Anand Da Dhaba,

village Budhlada,

Tehsil  Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa
  






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Budhlada (Mansa)






    …Respondent
CC- 1478/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Suraj Bhan in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Nirbhay Singh, Panchayat Secretary (99887-75478)



In the earlier hearing dated 23.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“A letter dated 10.06.2011 addressed by Single Village Water Supply & Sanitation Committee, Budhlada addressed to the BDPO Budhlada has been presented.  A copy of the same has been provided to the complainant also.  During the proceedings, is noted that information on points no. 2 and 3 stands provided vide the said letter dated 10.06.2011.   Now only information on point no. 1 is pending.”



Today, the respondent submitted that they have already instructed the Water Supply & Sanitation Committee, Budhlada to release the water connection in the name of the applicant-complainant upon completion of requisite formalities including the payment of fee prescribed for the purpose.   Sh. Suraj Bhan is, accordingly, advised to follow up the matter with the said department. 


Thus, complete information as per the original application stands provided. 



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

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-


Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



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. Anand Kataria, advocate (96468-00027)



In the earlier hearing dated 07.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -
“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.”



Today, during the discussions, I have come to the conclusion that complete information as per the original application has already been provided to the appellant. 



A letter dated 02.08.2011 has been submitted by Sh. Karnail Singh wherein he has stated that his son, who is a student of the respondent school, is being put to lot of harassment in the school.  He has been advised to take up this matter with the competent authority as it is not within the ambit of the RTI Act, 2005.



Information to the satisfaction of the complainant stands provided.



Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 
Chandigarh




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 16.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

