STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

w/o Sh. Ram Sukhija

H. No. 374, Street No. 3,

Ward No. 9 Main Bazar,

Malout

Tehsil Malout,

Distt. Muktsar.






…Complainant

Vs.

Pubic Information Officer

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh.





…Respondent

AC No. 637/09

 Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Siri Ram Sukhya in person (95927-23440) 

Respondent:
Smt. Kamlesh Dy. Director (P.A.S.) cum PIO  

In the earlier order dated 26.04.2010 the following text was recorded.

“I have gone through all the points mentioned in the original application dated 30.05.2009 and come to the conclusion that information only on point (f) is pending.  Information sought under point (f) was: 

“Why the interest as granted to the applicant as per the judgment and decree dated 13.10.1999 passed in Civil suit no. 336-1 of 18.11.1999 titled as Krishna Kumar vs. State of Punjab has not been paid?”

Respondent has asked the complainant for the details regarding interest which is pending.  Details will be given by the complainant within one week and suitable reply should be provided to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  

On the next hearing, Ms. Kamlesh Sood, Deputy Director-cum-PIO should appear personally.”
 
Today Mrs. Kamlesh Sood Dy. Director (P.A.S.)-cum-PIO is present and states that interest, as directed in the decree of the court of Addl. Civil Judge Malout dated 13.10.1999, was paid accordingly.  Respondent further states that in view of the statement of the decree holder, execution stands fully satisfied.  

 

With the co-operation of the PIO present, the process of obtaining interest which is still pending, has been identified. In case









Contd……2/-

-:2:-

department does not comply with his demand for further interest, he can resort to furnishing a fresh RTI query. 
 

Seeing the merits of the case it heard be closed and disposed of. 

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hardial Singh Dhanota

Vocation Lecturer,

H. No. 1108, Gali No. 4,

Vedant Nagar,

Moga.








…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Moga.








…Respondent

C.C. No. 2625 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Bharat Bhushan, Legal Assistant (94170-95843)



Complete information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent vide letter dated 15.07.2010.  A copy of the letter has been submitted in the court.   Respondent has given a written statement which reads:
“That on 26.04.2010, the complainant was present and I appeared on behalf of the respondent.  Complainant had stated that he had not received the enquiry report.  He was unable to disclose if he wanted the report of the year 1998 or of 2009 and the case was adjourned to 21.07.2010.”



Reply to the show cause notice has been submitted.  Respondent has, amongst others, stated that the delay was caused since the year for which the report was sought had not been disclosed by the complainant. 



I am satisfied with the reply and am of the opinion that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information. 



Complainant is not present today nor have any objections been pointed out.  It seems he is satisfied.



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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh 

s/o Sh. Raghunath Dass

Stationers,

Bazar Vakilan 

Hoshiarpur – 146001





….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







…Respondent

CC No. 2769/09

Order
Present:
None for the complainant
For the respondent: Sh. Rakesh Bhatia, Supdt. PCS Branch (98728-91112) and Sh. Pannu Ram, Supdt.-II



In this case, two hearings dated 16.11.2009 and 28.12.2009 have taken place in the court of SIC Hon’ble Sh. R.K. Gupta. On 16.11.2009, none appeared on behalf of the respondent and on 28.12.2009, Sh. Jagat Singh appeared for the complainant and state that no information had been provided to him.   Therefore, the case was adjourned to 19.01.2010.



Thereafter, the case was transferred to my bench and the next hearing took place on 26.04.2010 when none was present for both the parties.



Today Sh. Rakesh Bhatia and Sh. Pannu Ram are present and state that information has already been sent to the complainant on 25.09.2009.  Respondent further states that they did not receive any of the notices of hearing from the Commission; hence they could not appear earlier.



I have telephonically talked to Sh. Kuldeep Singh, the complainant and am of the opinion that information stands supplied, since action against Sh. Jaswinder Singh, PCS is under process and enquiry is already concluded.  Letter dated 30.04.2010 from Special Secretary, School Education-cum-Enquiry Officer, is presented which states as under:  

“The Chief Secretary, Punjab (PCS Branch) may kindly refer on the above subject and his order No. 4/5/2009/3PCS/3430 dated 09.11.2009.

Vide above order, I was appointed as Enquiry Officer in the departmental enquiry against Sh. Jasbir Singh-1, PCS, Former Asstt. Commissioner (G) Hoshiarpur.  In this respect, charge-








          Contd…..2/-
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sheets, statements of witnesses, statement of Sh. Jasbir Singh-1, PCS along with proceeding file and enquiry report (Pages 1-50) are enclosed for further action.”



I am satisfied that complete information stands supplied to the complainant.



Directions are given to the respondent to send a copy of the information by registered post to the complainant. 



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98147-68255)

Sh. Sukhbans Singh, Retd,

11/229,

Tarn Taran.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary School Education Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







…Respondent

CC No. 2612/09

Order
Present:
None for the complainant


For the respondent: Sh. Om Parkash, Supdt.


In the earlier order dated 26.04.2010, compensation Rs. 2,000/- was imposed on the respondent, to be paid to the complainant by the next hearing.



Directions were also given to Sh. Om Parkash, Supdt. to be present in the next hearing. 



Today Sh. Om Parkash is present and states that he joined only on 07.04.2010 and has no idea about the amount of compensation to be paid.



He has been informed that this is to be paid to the complainant through the government treasury and it was imposed on 04.01.2010 by SIC Hon’ble Sh. R.K. Gupta in his order dated 04.01.2010.



Respondent has assured the court to do the needful by the next hearing. 



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 09.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Sanyukta Kumari

81-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana







   …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

Ludhiana.







    …Respondent

CC No. 2749/09

Order
Present:
Sh. R.L. Aggarwal for the complainant. (98144-48788)



For respondent: Sh. Madanjeet Singh, APIO (95011-88531)



First hearing in the case was held in the court of SIC Hon’ble Sh. R.K. Gupta on 16.11.2009 when it was observed that DEO (SE) Ludhiana and CEO Nabha were involved in providing information.  Sh. Bachitar Singh DEO and Sh. Ashok Bhalla, Circle Education Officer, Nabha were asked to appear in the next hearing on 07.12.2009.  On 07.12.2009, none was present on behalf of the complainant and Sh. Bachitar Singh, DEO (SE) appeared and had provided original record copies of which were sent to the complainant by registered post. 


In the next hearing dated 11.01.2010, it was recorded that certain deficiencies were there in the information and the PIO office of DPI (SE) was directed to appear personally in the next hearing and also to see that all such deficiencies are met out and needful is done. 



In the next hearing dated 26.04.2010, the case was transferred to this bench.  In that hearing Sh. R.L. Aggarwal and Sh. Madanjeet Singh were present.  Directions were given to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant.



Today Sh. Madanjeet Singh is present and states that Ms. Varsha Shukla has been transferred to Patiala and Sh. Ranjit Singh, DDEO is the present PIO.


I am going through the points sought in the application which are as follows:



Information regarding noting has been supplied.  Complainant wishes legibility of the paper.  Therefore, directions are given to the APIO to provide a legible copy of the same. 



Respondent Sh. Madanjeet Singh has been advised to provide copy of Government instructions of 1998.


Contd……2/-

-:2:-



As regards the representation dated 30.05.2008 (point no. 2) submitted by the complainant to the CEO Nabha, respondent has given a letter dated 09.07.2010 written by the Asstt. Director E-II which contains a decision regarding representation of the complainant.  



Complainant states that a letter was personally provided by him on 30.05.2008 to the DEO, Ludhiana with a copy to the CEO Nabha and has in possession the postal receipt.    Complainant further states that no reply was received either from the CEO Nabha or DEO Ludhiana.   He asserted that the DEO did not forward the same to the CEO.  This is just a hear say statement and I am writing It because of the augments followed in today’s hearing.   



In my opinion, all information stands provided.  If the complainant is not satisfied, he can take up the matter with the higher competent authority.  Sh. Madanjeet Singh assures the court that he will provide any pending information sought in the original application, within 15 days. 



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98764-00267)

Sh. Gursharan Singh

s/o Sh. Dhir Singh,

# 133, Chag Road,

Khanna.







….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer,

Ludhiana.







…Respondent

CC No. 2703/09

Order
Present:
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta for the complainant (92165-01428).


For the respondent: Sh. Nahar Singh, APIO (98723-28878)



In the earlier order dated 26.04.2010, respondent Sh. Nahar Singh, APIO was present and stated that the enquiry report had been submitted by Sh. Baldev Singh.  Complainant, under point no. 1 had sought:

“Whether the report dated 18.06.2009 submitted by Sh. Baldev Singh Mangat DEO (SE) Ludhiana has been accepted?  An attested copy of the acceptance.  If not, it should be clearly intimated why the same has not been accepted.”
It is mentioned here that information on rest of the 7 points has already been provided to the complainant. 



Sh. Nahar Singh states that the enquiry report has been accepted and sent to the Director General School Education.  Final decision regarding punishment to the complainant Sh. Gursharan Singh can only be intimated after it has been directed by the D.G.S.E.



After a decision is taken on the enquiry report is received, the same be communicated to the Commission.



This order is also being sent to the Secretary Education to expedite the matter since a period of two months has already passed from the order dated 26.04.2010.  Complainant is satisfied.



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








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94172-22266)

Shri K.L. Malhotra 

Chief Editor,

Punjab Da Shisha Newspaper, Punjab

Anandpuri, Noorwala Road,

Gurdware Wali Gali,

Ludhiana – 141008.






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana 


…..Respondent

CC- 3711/2009
Orders

Present:
Complainant Sh. K.L. Malhotra in person.


None for the respondent. 



In the earlier hearings dated 17.02.2010 and 26.04.2010, none appeared on behalf of the respondent and no information had been provided to Sh. Malhotra.  On 26.04.2010, after the hearing was over, Ms. Rattandeep Kaur appeared for the respondent and she was advised about the proceedings in the hearing.  A show cause notice was also issued to the PIO in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana (Name not known) on 26.04.2010 but still no reply has been received.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent.  If by the next hearing, information is not provided and no satisfactory reply to the show cause notice is received, I will penalize the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.



To come up on 09.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagwinder Singh Pandher

34, Shakti Nagar

Near Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana  - 141002






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary Education (Punjab),

Chandigarh. 







…Respondent

CC No. 2698/09

Order
Present:
None for the complainant
For the respondent: Sh. Yash Pal Manvi from O/o DPI (SE) and Sh. Om Parkash Puri from o/o Secretary Education.



This case was earlier heard in the court of SIC Hon’ble Sh. R.K. Gupta on 28.12.2009 when Sh. Nitish Goyal appeared for the complainant. 


On 26.04.2010, it was heard in my court when Sh. Bharat Bhushan c/o DEO (Moga) was present for the respondent who was confused why this letter was marked to him.  Therefore, the order was sent by registered post to the Secretary Education, Punjab, Chandigarh. 



Today Sh. Yash Pal Manvi, APIO and Sh. Om Parkash Puri are present.   There seems to be some confusion regarding the application. Therefore, directions are also given to the complainant to specifically write to the said department as to what is required by him.   The word ‘notional’ is unheard by the respondents present.  Therefore, Sh. Jagwinder Singh Pandher should specify the information required.   Another point is that complainant was not present on 26.04.2010 and similar is the case today.  In case he does not intimate the Commission as directed, it will be presumed that he is not interested in the information and the case will be closed in the next hearing.



To come up on 09.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Lt. Col. Gurdev Singh Hayr (Retd.) 

H. No. 2264-A, Sector 47-C,

Chandigarh 







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Jalandhar





…..Respondent

CC- 3700/2009

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Balwlant Singh, Naib Tehsildar Jalandhar – II (99143-79614)



Two letters, one dated 15.06.2010 and the other dated 14.07.2010 have been received from the complainant which read as under: 



“1.
Please refer your letter: No:-184 dated 06.07.201.

 2.
Vide my appeal under the RTI Act, I have sought the following information:-
a)
What proof of ownership of the property involved did Mrs. Nichhiter Karur Hayer furnish at the time of execution of the Deeds in question? 

b)
What proof of residence did Mrs. Nichhiter Kaur Hayer furnish at the time of execution of the Deeds in question?

3.
From the perusal of your letter quoted above, it is observed that the information sought has not been provided. You are once again requested to furnish information sought at your earliest. 

4.
The contents of the last para of your letter under reference are not clear. Is it implied that Registrar cannot ask the seller to prove his title to the property being disposed off and ask the buyer the proof of residence and the source of funds for making the purchases? If that be the case, then how does the government expect the implementation of FEMA rules?”


Copies of letters dated 06.07.2010, 19.07.2010 and 21.07.2010 have been presented by the respondent which are written by Sh. Rajesh
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Sharma, Tehsildar-2-cum-APIO.  The last letter providing information was sent to the complainant on 19.07.2010.  


Therefore, by the next hearing, complainant should indicate to the Commission if the information supplied till now is to his satisfaction or not. 



To come up on 09.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh

s/o Sh. Raghnath Dass

Stationers,

Bazar Vakilan,

Hoshiarpur - 146001





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o D.A.V. College Management

Hoshiarpur. 







…Respondent

CC no. 3698/09

Order
Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearings dated 17.02.2010 and 26.04.2010, neither the complainant nor the respondent came present and similar is the position today.  


Copy of a letter dated 23.10.2009 written by the DAV College Management Committee, Hoshiarpur to the complainant, has been received which reads: 

“Your application for supply of information cannot be accepted as the DAV College Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur is a Society constituted by private individuals for promotion of education.  It is neither a pubic body nor it is funded by the Govt.  The information sought by you relates to the internal working of a private body, is not a public information and amounts to unwarranted invasion over the privacy of the private body. 
 No larger public interest is involved in the matter.

The Indian Postal Order bearing No. 55E 266816 and 266854 presented with your application is being sent to you in original herewith.”



The information sought has been declined by the respondent.  Complainant has not contested the same.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


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

Sh. Joginder Singh

Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary School (Boys)

Kot Baba Deep Singh

Amritsar.







….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary School Education,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent

CC No. 2694/09 & 3626/09
Order
Present:
None for the complainant
For the respondent: Sh. Narinder Duggal, APIO (98559-21827) from office of Secretary Education and Sh. Yash Pal Manvi, APIO Office of DPI (SE)



Copy of a letter dated 16.07.2010 is presented from the Supdt.-cum-APIO.  Copy of another letter dated 13.07.2010 is presented written by Sh. Yash Pal Manvi, office of DPI (SE) to DEO Amritsar.  Copies of both these letters were sent to the complainant. 



Respondent present also states that the process for fixation of complainant’s salary has started and it will take some time.   It is directed that when the process is complete, intimation should be sent to the Commission. 



According to me, information stands supplied.



Complainant is not present nor have any objections been pointed out.   It seems he is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harjinder Singh

s/o Sh. Nirmal Singh

240, Bharat Nagar,

Near Subji Mandi,

Pathankot,

Gurdaspur.







 ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Pathankot.







 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 357 of 2010

ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Neeraj Kumar, clerk (94636-47760)



Respondent present states that information sought by the complainant is regarding some plots sold in open auction.



Complete information has been provided regarding the open auction held on 21.03.1984 vide letter dated 24.06.2010 by the Tehsildar, Pathankot.  When asked how this information was sent, the respondent present states he is not aware as the dealing clerk is on leave.  It is a sorry state of affairs that office of SDM Pathankot takes the RTI matter so lightly that a clerk is sent to the Commission, who has no knowledge of the case. 


Directions are given to the respondent present to once again send the information to the complainant by registered post. 



I have gone through the information sent by the respondent and am satisfied that complete information has been provided.   Moreover, no objections have been pointed out by the complainant nor is he present today.



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








Sd/- 
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Deputy Commissioner,


Pathankot.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99884-34741)

Sh. Atul Kumar

s/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

Street Kucha Daulati Ram Kalia,

Near Armya Samaj Chowk,

Ferozepur City.






---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S)

Ferozepur. 







---Respondent

C.C. No. 273 of 2010

ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Atul Kumar in person


For the respondent: Sh. Harbans Singh (94171-67100)



A letter dated 20.07.2010 is presented by the respondents which is in reply to the show cause notice issued.  



I have gone through the whole reply and am satisfied with the explanation and am convinced that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in supplying the information. 



Complainant present states that information to his satisfaction has been provided.   Complainant also states that such harassment should not be meted out to other complainants.  Respondent is also advised that fee for information can only be charged if the complainant is informed within one month from the date of his original application.  



With this advice, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bagga Singh

s/o Sh. Kasham

Valmik Road,

Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur – 152002.





---Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D)

Ferozepur.







---Respondent

A.C. No. 128 of 2010

ORDER

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Ms. Harjinder Kaur (81463-00226)



In the earlier order, directions were given to the respondent to send the information to the complainant by registered post. 



These directions have been followed and it has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 08.06.2010.



Complainant is not present today nor have any objections been pointed out.  It seems he is satisfied. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

