STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94174-88134)

Sh. Ram Singh Paul,

60-B, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana – 141001.






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh







    …Respondent
CC- 138/2011 
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ram Singh Paul in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Ashok Kumar, APIO (96465-88003) along with Sh. Chohan Singh, Sr. Asstt. (98726-08251)



Sh. Ashok Kumar stated that Sh. Sukhdev Singh, PIO who was present in the last hearing dated 23.02.2011, has been transferred and he (Sh. Ashok Kumar) is holding the charge of the PIO.



Complete information has been provided to the complainant in the presence of the court, vide letter dated 16.03.2011 which states: -

“From your application dated 06.10.2010, it is not clear as to issuance of directions from which apex authority of the Local Govt. is concerned.  Please clarify.
However, it is for your information that implementing all the directions / guidelines / instructions / amendments pertaining to Improvement Trusts issued by the Local Government Department, Punjab is necessary.

Similarly, the said instructions are also to be implemented in the department if that is necessary / required.”



Complainant expresses satisfaction.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amar Nath

H. No. 33159, Street No. 1,

Partap Nagar,

Bathinda – 151005





              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda







    …Respondent

CC- 123/2011
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Tirath Ram, APIO (97800-42103)



In the earlier hearing dated 23.02.2011, it was recorded: 

“Sh. Tirath Ram, respondent present states that complete information as per original application has been delivered to the complainant on 07.01.2011 against his acknowledgment in the Peon Book.   However, the same has not been brought to the court.   He also stated that a copy of the said letter had also been endorsed to the Commission.  The same has not been received in the office. 

Respondent also stated that vide letter dated 16.02.2011, the information was again sent to the complainant by speed post, after receipt of notice of hearing from the Commission. 

Complainant is directed to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided. 

Respondent shall bring the Peon Book containing acknowledgment of the complainant, in the next hearing.”



Sh. Tirath Ram has brought the Peon Book as directed in the last hearing.  It is noted that Sh. Amar Nath, the complainant has put his initials in the said Book on 07.01.2011 as well as on 16.02.2011.



Complainant is not present today and similar was the position in the last hearing.   It seems he is satisfied.



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


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94171-68380)

Sh. Deepak Mudgil,

Military Station Road,

Opp. Chankya School,

Fazilka-152123 

Distt. Ferozepur





              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fazilka







    …Respondent

CC- 190/2011
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 23.02.2011, it was recorded:

“Respondent present states that the information is not available with his office but it is with the office of Executive Engineer, Panchayati Raj, Fazilka.  It has, however, been observed that Sh. Vinod Kumar who has appeared on behalf of the respondent, has no knowledge of the provisions of the RTI Act 2005. 

Since the application has not been transferred to the office of Executive Engineer, Panchayati Raj, Fazilka as per provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 within the stipulated period of five days, it is now the responsibility of the PIO, office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Fazilka to obtained the information from whichever quarter it is available and provide the same to the complainant, within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission. 

In the next hearing, BDPO-PIO Sh. Harkishan Lal shall appear in person to explain his case.”



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


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



BDPO-PIO Sh. Harkishan Lal is again directed to appear in person In the next hearing, to submit his case.



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
 

After the hearing was over, Sh. Harkishan Lal, BDPO Fazilka (98761-13602) came present and submitted documents containing the information sent to the complainant by registered post, on 16.03.2011.  He also tendered a photocopy of the postal receipt.



Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information provided is to his satisfaction.



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 27.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Panch

S/o Sh. Piare Lal,

Village Kandhwala Amarkot,

Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur 






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Abohar (Distt. Ferozepur)




       
    …Respondent
CC- 171/2011
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Ranjit Singh Dhiman, advocate (94173-01780).



Copy of a fax message dated 05.03.2010 received from the complainant Sh. Rajesh Kumar, has been submitted by Sh. Ranjit Dhiman wherein it is stated:

“That I, Rajesh Kumar, Panch, resident of Kandhwala Amarkot had preferred a complaint before the Hon’ble Commission being CC 171/11.  Complete and satisfactory information has been received from Sh. Manjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Kandhwala Amarkot.  Therefore, the case may kindly be closed.”



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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Kukkar

Phase I,

Civil Lines,

Fazilka-152123





              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Secondary)

Ferozepur







    …Respondent

CC- 155/2011 
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. S.M. Bhanot (98888-10811)


For the respondent: Sh. Sukhdev Singh, APIO (95011-00198)



In the earlier hearing dated 23.02.2011, it was recorded:

“Respondent present submitted that response to the application of the complainant was sent vide communication dated 03.06.2009.  A copy of the same has been submitted, which reads: 

“In response to your letter dated 15.05.2009 is third-party and also concerns other offices.  Therefore, this cannot be provided. 

If you are not satisfied with the response, you can file an appeal before the higher appellate authority within 30 days.  Name and address of the appellate authority is as under:


Sh. Harbans Singh Chahal,


Pubic Information Officer-cum-DEO (SE)

Ferozepur.”

It is pointed out that laid down procedure has to be followed while declining any information on the ground of its being third-party.  Moreover, no relevant section of the Act pertaining to such information has been specified by the respondent.

In the next hearing, Sh. H.K.L. Chopra, Dy. DEO (SE) Ferozepur shall appear in person to explain the matter.”



Directions of the Commission have not been followed and Sh. HKL Chopra, Dy. DEO (SE) Ferozepur has not put in appearance.  However, one more opportunity is granted to him to be present in the next hearing and explain his position. 



Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Superintendent-APIO who appeared on behalf of the respondent presented the information containing 19 pages which has been handed over to Sh. Bhanot who was present on behalf of the complainant. 










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Complainant shall examine the same and let the Commission know if there are any shortcomings in the information.



For further proceedings, to come up on 31.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98726-47021)

Ms. Priya Monga

D/o Sh. Vijay Kumar Monga,

Malkana Mohalla,

Adarsh Nagar

Gali No. 5,

Fazilka-152123 (Distt. Ferozepur)



              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Elementary)

Ferozepur







    …Respondent

CC- 142/2011
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Baldev Singh, Sr. Asstt.-cum-APIO (94632-37158)



In the earlier hearing dated 23.02.2011, it was recorded:

“Respondent has brought the information to the court.  It is therefore, directed that a copy of the same be sent to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission. 

A letter has been received from Ms. Priya Monga regretting her inability to attend the court today on grounds of ill-health and an adjournment is sought, which is granted. 

Complainant shall inform the Court if the information provided is to her satisfaction.”



Respondent states that as per directions of the Commission, a copy of information was sent to the complainant by registered post.



Complainant is not present nor has any communication been received from her.  Therefore, it appears she is satisfied.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98722-10165)

Sh. Surjit Singh,

4, S.K.S. Nagar,

Phase 3 Extension,

Matharoo Chowk,

Jawadi (Ludhiana)






        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Chuhar Chak,

Distt. Moga


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Chuhar Chak,

Distt. Moga






  …Respondents

AC - 48/2011
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Surjit Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Devinder Pal, Principal, GSSS, Chuhar Chak (98555-40086) along with Ms. Sudesh Bajaj, former Principal, GSSS Chuhar Chak, presently posted at Jagraon (98155-00296)



Complainant states that yesterday i.e. on 16.02.2011, he had received a phone call at about 2.00 p.m. from Sh. Devinder Pal (from No. 98555-40086) when it was informed that the information could be collected from him at about 11.00 a.m. in the court today.  However, he states that Sh. Pal reached late and has directly come to attend the hearing; and no information has been provided as yet. 



When the original application for information was submitted i.e. on 22.07.2010, Ms. Sudesh Bajaj was the Principal and currently, Sh. Devinder Pal is the Principal-PIO.  Both of them are present in the court today.



Ms. Bajaj presents a copy of order in a case wherein the same information was received by one Surinder Singh on behalf of Surjit Singh, the present complainant.   However, she is not readily in possession of the information sought in the said case.


Relevant files from the office have been called for wherein Ms. Bajaj has stated that such information had earlier been declined by the Commission.  Upon perusal of the same, further directions will be given to the parties.










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Although a show cause notice was issued to the present Principal, however, both Sh. Devinder Pal and Ms. Sudesh Bajaj have submitted their respective explanation, which shall be taken up subsequently. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, both Sh. Devinder Pal and Ms. Sudesh Bajaj appeared in the court and stated that the complainant has threatened them.  They were, however, informed that it is not in the ambit of the Commission to take up such matters. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98142-26476)

Sh. Pritam Singh Bhangu,

Lecturer Punjabi,

Govt. Brijindra College,

Faridkot







        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (Secondary)

Faridkot


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (Secondary)

Faridkot






  …Respondents

AC - 46/2011
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Baljit Singh Brar (98142-94351) along with Sh. Lakhvir Singh.



In the earlier order dated 23.02.2011, it was recorded:

“It is observed that the Public Information Officer and the First Appellate Authority is one and the same person in this case which is not understandable.  The order of the First Appellate Authority to decline the information has been passed without giving an opportunity of hearing to the appellant.  The procedure laid down in the Act has also not been followed.  

Directions are given that complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.

Sh. Baljit Brar, DEO(S)-PIO-cum-First Appellate Authority, shall appear in person in the next hearing and present his case.”



Today, Sh. Brar has come present and submitted that the Dy. DEO is the PIO, and Sh. Lakhvir Singh, Supdt. is the APIO.  He further submitted that he is the First Appellate Authority. 



Respondent further stated that complete information to his satisfaction containing 39 pages has been received by Sh. Bhangu.  He also submitted a copy of the acknowledgment from the complainant.



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


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94170-03175)

Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayudhya Parkash Jain,

818, Gaushala Road,

Ludhiana







 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana







  …..Respondent

CC- 3252/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. P.K. Jain in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO Ludhiana (98726-30545)



In the earlier hearing dated 03.03.2011, it was recorded:

“Complainant Sh. Jain states that information containing 19 pages has been received by him only day before yesterday but he has not been able to examine the same due to festival of ‘Shivratri’ and that he needs time to study the same, which is granted.

Complainant shall inform the respondent - DTO Ludhiana, and the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided.”



Today Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar states that the complainant has pointed out the discrepancies in the information which will be removed within a fortnight.  


For further proceedings, to come up on 07.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011

 

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar,

S/o Bachna Ram,

VPO- Boha,

District- Mansa (Pb.)





       … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh 



2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)


Sector 17, Chandigarh.




  …Respondents

AC- 150/11
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Rattan Singh, Sr. Asstt. (97791-55529)



Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, vide his original application dated 16.11.2010 had sought the following information from the respondent: -

“1.
During his service career, in which districts did the Ex-DEO (SE) Sh. Raj Singh Deol remain posted as DEO (SE)?

2.
When was a case registered against him for possession of fake master’s degree?  Where was he posted at that time?

3.
What was the outcome of the said case?   Who had registered the said case?

4.
Please provide various stages of his promotion up to the post of DEO.”



The first appeal was preferred before the Appellate Authority on 18.01.2011 as no information had been provided till then.   The present second appeal has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 07.02.2011 (received in the office on 15.02.2011) as no information has been provided. 



Respondent present stated that the service book of the complainant was not available and it was procured from the office of DEO Amritsar.  He also submitted that complete information has been provided to the complainant on 14.03.2011.  



Sh. Sanjeev Kumar has informed the Commission over telephone that complete information to his satisfaction has been provided. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98558-11913)

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar

s/o Sh. Bachna Ram,

VPO Boha,

Distt. Mansa







        …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 - 149/11
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Ashok Chawla, APIO (98763-18383)



Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, vide his original application dated 16.11.2010 had sought the following information from the respondent: -

“1.
During his service career, in which districts did the Ex-DEO (SE) Sh. Raj Singh Deol remain posted as DEO (SE)?

2.
When was a case registered against him for possession of fake master’s degree?  Where was he posted at that time?

3.
What was the outcome of the said case?   Who had registered the said case?

4.
Please provide various stages of his promotion up to the post of DEO.”



Applicant has submitted that vide communication dated 23.11.2010, the postal orders worth Rs. 20/- tendered along with the application were returned by the respondent as the same being crossed, were not being encashed by the Post Office, and he was asked to send un-crossed postal orders of the same amount.    As per the applicant, this was done by him on 13.12.2010.



The first appeal was preferred before the Appellate Authority on 14.01.2011 as no information had been provided till then.   The present second appeal has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 07.02.2011 (received in the office on 15.02.2011) when no information has been provided. 



Respondent present states that information was sent by ordinary post twice and by registered post on 08.03.2011.










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



Sh. Sanjeev Kumar has informed the Commission over telephone that complete information to his satisfaction has been provided. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94173-30956)

Sh. Janak Kumar (Retd. Lecturer)

Adarsh Colony,

Near Gurudwara,

V&PO Sarna,

Tehsil Pathankot

(Distt. Gurdaspur) – 145025




  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (S.E.) 

Punjab,  Chandigarh





    …Respondent

CC- 472/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Janak Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Yash Pal Manvi, APIO




The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 15.02.2011 (received in the office on 17.02.2011) when no information was provided to the complainant in response to his application dated 12.10.2010.    The complainant had sought the following:



“For the year 2008-09

Medical expenses reimbursement claim bill for Rs. 7,100/- was sent to your office for sanction, by the DEO (SE) Gurdaspur vide letter no. 4/2010/263-64 dated 29.01.2010. With some objections vide your office Memo. No. 6/364-2009-SE-1(S) dated 26.11.2009, it was sent at the lower level (channel).

Please let me know the status of this medical reimbursement bill.”



Sh. Manvi states that the medical bill of the complainant was sent to them by the office of DEO Gurdaspur.  Since the amount of the bill was well within the jurisdiction of the DEO, it had been sent back to his office.  This was personally received by Administrative Officer of the office of DEO Gurdaspur on 14.01.2011.   He also submitted that any further action is required to be taken by the DEO Gurdaspur.

 

It is observed that although the original application for information was made on 12.10.2010 and it had been conveyed to the DEO Gurdaspur on 14.01.2011, this fact is being communicated to the Commission only today i.e. 17.03.2011 and despite this delay, Sh. Manvi states that the matter be followed up the DEO Gurdaspur.   Since it is already more than five months the application for information was made, it is now the responsibility of the office of the respondent office to follow up the matter till its conclusion. 



Sh. Janak Raj seeks an adjournment to wait for the outcome.










Contd…..2/-

-:2-



For further proceedings, to come up on 27.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.03.2011


 
State Information Commissioner
