STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurwinder Singh

s/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Village Chari,

Tehsil Khamanon,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib





  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Khamanon (Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib)



   …Respondent
CC- 661/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurwinder Singh in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Rajinder Kaur, Supdt. (98551-60177)

 

Vide application dated 26.08.2010, the Complainant sought the following information: 

“Pertaining to the allotment of one plot bearing no. 23 dated 16.05.2001 in Focal Point Ranwan, Tehsil Khamanon (FGS) which has been allotted to the unemployed applicant vide allotment letter no. 503 dated 16.05.2001, of which State has not given the physical possession to start the business work up to date even in spite of the repeated requests of the applicant: 

The fate of my repeated requests dated 19.07.2010 by FAX to No. 01763-233339; what happened? What precautions have been taken to safeguard my lease-hold rights and delivery of physical possession of the lease-hold to the applicant? Day-to-day proceedings be intimated.  If no efforts done, who is liable for any action for the lawful duty?  What is obstacle in the way of giving the physical possession of the plot?  How much time will take in the process to give possession of the aforesaid lease-hold plot to the applicant?”



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 21.02.2011, received in the office on 10.03.2011 when no information was provided. 


Respondent present submits a letter dated 21.04.2011 which is addressed to the complainant, and reads as under: 

“It is to inform you that mutation in respect of land of Focal Point, Ranwan has been transferred in the name of Director, Rural
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Development & Panchayat, Mohali.  Plots for industrial units were carved out of this land at the Focal Point.   Now this land has been transferred in the name of Technical Education Department for opening a Government Polytechnic College.  This is for your information.”



Respondent also states that their office has nothing to do with the information sought.  It is pointed out that in case the information sought is not available, the application must be transferred to the concerned department, within five days, as provided under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been done.  She also submitted that the complainant had visited their office some time back and he had been informed of the latest position in the matter.  



Ms. Rajinder Kaur has no answer to the queries of the complainant.  She also does not have any knowledge about the RTI Act, 2005.



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



In the next hearing, BDPO-cum-PIO S. Nishan Singh shall appear in person and answer the queries of the complainant. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 02.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. C.L. Pawar,

Kothi No. 599,

Phase 2,

Mohali








  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Social Welfare, Punjab,

SCO No. 128-129, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 646/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: S/Sh. Baldev Ram, Supdt.-APIO (94173-17274) along with Gurdev Singh, Sr. Asstt. from the office of Director, Social Welfare; and Sh. Sanjeev Bedi, 



Vide application dated 29.11.2010, Sh. Pawar sought the following information from Secretary Social Welfare Department, Punjab: 

“1.
Last year, Hon’ble High Court ordered that old-aged citizens / residents of the State be paid monthly pension every month, without interruption.  Is old age pension to such persons being paid in accordance with the High Court directions?

2.
In case it is not being paid, detailed account of reasons for the same.

3.
Is payment under the Shagun scheme made to the beneficiaries at the time of their marriage?  If no, detailed account of the reasons for the same.

4.
As on 31.10.2010, how many beneficiaries under the Shagun scheme had not been made the payment?    Since when are they awaiting the payment under Shagun scheme?

5.
Detailed account of the scheme planned by the State Govt. to ensure timely payment to the beneficiaries including steps to carry out the same.

6.
Are there any beneficiaries of Shagun scheme for the period 2006-2007 awaiting payment of the same?

7.
If yes, how many such beneficiaries are there?

8.
In what circumstances the above beneficiaries have not been paid the amount so far?

9.
Is payment to 2006-07 beneficiaries stopped by the Govt.?  If yes, copy of relative orders be provided.

10.
If no such orders exist, what were the reasons leading to such non-payment?  Detailed report be provided.”
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Complainant submits that vide letter dated 13.12.2010, the office of Secretary, Social Welfare Department, Punjab transferred his request to Director, Social Welfare, SCO 128-129, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.  However, a copy of the said transfer order has not been produced.



The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 03.03.2011, received in the office on 10.03.2011.



Respondents submit letters dated 20.04.2011 whereby the relevant respective information has been sent to the complainant by the office of Director, SC & BC Welfare Department, Punjab and by the Directorate of Social Security and Child & Women Development, Punjab.



Complainant is not present nor has any communication been received from him. 



One more opportunity is granted to the complainant to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided.  If nothing is heard from him before the next hearing, it shall be presumed that he is satisfied and further step taken accordingly. 


For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 31.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M.  in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98142-85477)

Sh. Jarnail Singh Dhillon

Village Teore,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali







 … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Majri (Distt. Mohali)






    …Respondent
CC- 659/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. J.S. Dhillon in person.


None for the respondent.


Vide letter dated 29.12.2010,, Complainant stated that Punjab Govt. Released grants for Harijans for construction of toilets etc.  It was allege d that village Sarpanch was taking Rs. 1000/- from every individual.  Attention to the news appearing in Ajit dated 25.12.2010 was also invited.   Detailed investigation had been requested.


The information sought by the complainant is based on the newspaper items and the complaints by the villagers regarding utilisation of grants by the BDPO, Majri.  Even though the information sought is as such, it is the responsibility of the respondent to answer the queries of the complainant. 



As the information pertains to the period when Ms. Sarabjit Kaur was the BDPO (who is now posted at Nabha), in the next hearing the present BDPO, Majri and Ms. Sarabjit Kaur shall appear in person and make their respective submissions, if any. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 02.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner 
After the hearing was over, Ms. Sarabjit Kaur (97816-16213) appeared and informed that she remained posted as BDPO Majri from 04.09.2009 to 
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05.04.2011 and that currently she is posted as BDPO, Nabha.  She has made written submissions, as under: 

“In response to the above complaint, vide letter no. 86 dated 17.01.2010, the Sarpanch and the Panchayat Secretary were called to the office for an enquiry.   When intimation to this effect was sent to the complainant Sh. Jarnail Singh, he declined to accept the letter and to put his initials.  The Sewadar of the office has submitted report in writing.  Thereafter, vide this office letter no. 413 dated 16.02.2011, the enquiry was fixed for 22.02.2011 and both the parties were duly informed.   However, the BDPO Mohali had called the undersigned to his office regarding discussions on some cases pending before the Hon’ble High Court and hence I could not participate.    The undersigned visited the spot on 24.02.2011 and informed both the parties to appear for the enquiry on 28.02.2011.    On the said date, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Tioor produced the lists of the beneficiaries, receipts for Rs. 1,000/- each deposited by the villagers, Counter foils of Savings Bank account no. 63079 and the proceeding register wherein the relevant resolution had been passed.    Thereafter, the parties were advised to appear on 09.03.2011.  On the said date, Sarpanch, in his statement, insisted that an affidavit be obtained from the complainant Sh. Jarnail Singh, regarding the contents of the complaint.  The complainant objected to it and rather stated why such an affidavit was being demanded from him.   He further stated that the toilets of only those Harijans who were financially well off had been constructed and the Sarpanch had taken a bribe of Rs. 1,000/- each from such villagers and demanded a high level probe into the matter.    Vide letter no. 686-87 dated 28.03.2011, S/Sh. Amarjit Kumar, JE and Rajvinder Singh, S.E.P.O. were bound to conduct a door-to-door survey so that further necessary step could be taken.”
As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 02.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bakhshish Singh

s/o Sh. Kirpal Singh,

Village Bibipur,

P.O. Dangherian,

Tehsil & Distt.  Fatehgarh Sahib




  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Block Khera (Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib)



    …Respondent
CC- 656/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Bakhshish Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajwant Singh, Supdt.-APIO (94630-52899)



Vide application dated 11.10.2010, complainant sought the following: 

“1.
A resolution was passed by Gram Panchayat village Bibipur through Secretary, Gram Panchayat, against Bakhshish Singh resident of village Bibipur on 16.08.2009.  How many such resolutions were passed against different residents by the said Gram Panchayat?

2.
Details of all such resolutions passed in Block Khera by the said Gram Panchayat.

3.
In the resolution dated 16.08.2009, Panch Gurcharan Singh has been shown to be present.  However, his signature is not taken.  Give reasons for the same.

4.
Besides, vide my registered letter no. 6260 dated 30.08.2010, I had sought information on 6 points which has not been supplied as yet. 

Please provide me all the information.”


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 10.03.2011.



Respondent present states that complete information as per the original application has been provided to the complainant.  



I have discussed all the points with the complainant and the respondent and am of the view that complete information stands provided.
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Complainant wants to know whether the form of resolution as reflected, is within the jurisdiction of the respondent.  Sh. Rajwant Singh, present on behalf of the respondent, states that it was done as per the instructions of the Sarpanch.


Complainant has been advised to take up this matter with the higher competent authority.


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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98726-62270)

Sh. Manjot Singh

Sarpanch,

Village Chahal,

P.O. Bhadson,

Tehsil Nabha,

Distt. Patiala.







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nabha (Distt. Patiala)





    …Respondent
CC- 640/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Manjot Singh in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Sarabjit Kaur, BDPO (97816-16213)



Vide application dated 20.12.2010, complainant sought the following information: -

“1.
A copy of rules as per which Panches can bring a no-confidence motion against the Sarpanch.

2.
Resolution for No-confident motion dated 29.11.2010;

3.
A copy of resolution dated 14.12.2010 whereby a member was elected as Sarpanch.

4.
Copy of relevant rules as per which authorized Panches can sign as Sarpanch;

5.
Copy of Govt. instructions based on which cheques were distributed by S. Makhan Singh Lalka, in Gurudwara of village Chahal for repair of katcha houses.

6.
Were the beneficiaries eligible for the cheques?  Copies of their statements be provided.  Who has verified the utilization of first instalment regarding expenditure on katcha houses? 

7.
List of katcha houses identified on 18.12.2010.  Which authority verified / attested the same?”



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 14.02.2011, received in the office on 10.03.2011 when the information was not provided.  



Ms. Sarabjit Kaur appeared on behalf of the respondent and stated that she has joined the office only recently and seeks an adjournment, which is granted.   She also informed that Sh. Narpinder Singh Grewal was
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her predecessor who is presently posted as BDPO Headquarters, Chandigarh. 



In the next hearing, both Sh. Narpinder Singh Brar and Ms. Sarabjit Kaur shall appear in person and answer the equerries of the complainant.



For further proceedings, to come up on 02.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner 
After the hearing was over, Sh. Narpinder Singh Brar was contacted over the telephone to find out his address for sending the communication.  He informed that for the present, letters for him could be mailed marking ‘Care of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Nabha.   A copy of the order be sent to Sh. Narpinder Singh Brar at the address provided.  


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner 
C.C.
Sh. Narpinder Singh Brar,


C/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Nabha. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94175-70000)

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana







      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana





           …..Respondents

AC- 1069/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rohit Sabharwal in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Pradeep Aggarwal, Addl. D.C. (D), Ludhiana (089688-44133)



Submissions of both the parties taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 08.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94648-36699)

Sh. Kulwinder Singh Saini,

H. No. HL-216, Phase I,

Mohali.







   …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

S.K.R College of Physical Education,

Bhagoo Majra,

Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







    …Respondent

CC- 1068/2010

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Himmat Singh, Jr. Asstt. (99147-90241)


Respondent present submits a certificate issued by advocate Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh Tung, which reads as under: -

“This is to certify that Civil Writ Petition titled as Shaheed Kanshi Ram College of Physical Education vs. State Information Commission & another has been filed in the Hon’ble High Court vide No. 659922.

In the said writ petition, order dated 16.03.2011 passed by the court of Mrs. Ravi Singh in CC No. 1068/10 – Kulwinder Singh Saini vs. PIO, SKRM College has been challenged.

The said writ petition is likely to be listed for hearing in a day or two.”



Accordingly, to await the order of the Hon’ble High Court, the matter is posted to 08.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(97802-62435)

Sh. M.R. Dubey

Advocate.

Secretary, Punjab State Anti Corruption & S.W. Org. of India,

Kothi No. 121-K, Lane No. 6,

Majitha Enclave, Patiala.





   …Complainant

Vs.

1. Punjab Nurses Registration Council


SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

2. Mrs. Kanta Devi, Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

  …Respondents

CC No. 2495/08
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. M.R. Dubey in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Inderjit Singh (94173-98005)



The amount of penalty i.e. Rs. 15,000/- has been deposited in the State Treasury vide Challan dated 25.04.2011 under Scroll No. C-6 and a copy of the receipted challan has been submitted.



A cheque bearing no. 931621 dated 25.04.2011 for Rs. 10,000/- has also been handed over to the complainant, in the presence of the court. 



In the hearing dated 16.03.2011, it was recorded as under: -

(i) A compensation amounting to Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand Only) is awarded in favour of the Complainant Sh. M.R. Dubey, in exercise of the powers conferred under Section 19(8)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005.  This is to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. the Respondent office;
(ii) A penalty of Rs. 15,000/- is imposed for the extra-ordinary delay in providing the information, which shall be recoverable as under: 

(a) Rs.  5,000/- from Sh. Inderjit Singh, Supdt.

(b) Rs. 10,000/- from Ms. Kanta Devi, Registrar.

The amount of penalty be recovered from the salaries of the above employees and deposited in the State Treasury, Punjab 
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under the relevant head, within one month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.  An attested copy of the receipted challan shall also be submitted before the Commission, for records.”


Sh. Dubey submits that the amount of penalty was ordered to be recovered from the respective salaries of the officials concerned and the respondent should certify this fact in black and white.



Sh. Inderjit Singh, however, states that the amount has been deposited out of the Council’s funds with due approval of the Drawing and Disbursing Officer, who happens to be Ms. Kanta Devi, Registrar-PIO herself.  


A copy of the order be sent to the Chief Secretary Punjab and the Secretary, Medical Education & Research to look into the matter and inform the Commission why the directions of the Commission have not been followed in letter and spirit and how such a deviation to such directions has taken place.



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Bajaj

S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

Street No. 1, Ward No. 2,

Gobind Nagari

Malout-152107 ((Distt. Muktsar)




  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (EE)

Punjab, 

Chandigarh







    …Respondent

CC- 644/11
Order

Present:
Sh. Amandeep, son of the complainant (94179-63775)



For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Inder, Sr. Asstt. (98559-64475) 


Complainant, vide original application dated 08.12.2009, sought the following: 

“1.
Please provide names and complete addresses exclusively of those teachers who completed their ETT from Punjab and were appointed as ETT or Primary Teachers during 1985 to 1997 in Punjab but they obtained 10+2 from Board of High School & Intermediate Allahabad (UP) or Bihar Intermediate Education Council Patna or Sampurnand Sanskrit Vishavvidalaya, Varansi. 

2.
Provide attested Xerox copy exclusively of those who only 10+2 pass from above board / council / Vishav vidyalaya.

3.
Please provide names and complete addresses exclusively of those ETT or PTT or JBT teachers who appointed during 2002  to 2009 but they obtained their ETT/PTT/JBT from Bihar School Examination Board, Patna / Jharkhand Academioc Council, Ranchi/Board of High School & Intermediate Allahabad and Gandhi Hindi Vidyapeeth (Hindi vishav vidalaya Allahabad)/Bihar Pardesh Siksha Parishad, Sripalpur, Patna. 

4.
Please provide attested Xerox copy of ETT/PTT/JBT/BTAC who appointed during 2002 to 2007 from the above boards / Council / Parishad / Vishav Vidyalaya. 

5.
Provide attested verification copy exclusively of those primary teachers who obtained their 10+2 from Punjab School Education Board, Mohali and thereafter do ETT from Punjab or Jamm Board and appointed as ETT Teacher or Primary Teacher in Punjab (Versification copy only 10+2).



When no information was provided, the present complaint has 
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been filed in the Commission, received in the office on 10.03.2011.


Respondent present submits that they had already sent the requisite information to the complainant vide their letter dated 25.01.2010.  A copy of the said letter has also been submitted.   He further states that since the information sought is available with the respective D.E.Os, therefore, they advised the complainant to procure this information from them.



Complainant is not present today.  His son has put in appearance, who has no knowledge of the facts of the case and has appeared to seek an adjournment. 



Complainant is advised to appear in the next hearing and submit his version in the matter before any further proceedings are taken.



For further proceedings, to come up on 08.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98722-64476)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar

H. No. 1258, Sector 15-B,

Chandigarh







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, 

Chandigarh







    …Respondent

CC- 625/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rakesh Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Bhag Singh, Sr. Asstt. (98880-49133)

  

Complainant sought the following information, vide application dated 14.01.2011:

“1.
Rules governing service conditions of the senior assistants working in the office of Director Education, Punjab.

2.
Who is the competent authority to dismiss a senior assistant from service.  Copy of relevant rules be provided.

3.
Officer of which cadre can be appointed in the office of Director Education as Director Administration / Joint Director Administration, Additional Director Administration?  Copy of relevant rules be provided. 

4.
Who has appointed Dr. Ajmer Singh as Director Admn. for the time being?  A copy of relevant order be provided.”



The instant complaint with the Commission has been filed on 09.03.2011 when no information was provided.  


Information has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 19.04.2011.  Sh. Rakesh Kumar states that shortcoming in the information have already been provided to the respondent who seeks time to remove the same.



For further proceedings, to come up on 25.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98722-64476)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar

H. No. 1258, Sector 15-B,

Chandigarh







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, 

Chandigarh







    …Respondent

CC- 626/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rakesh Kumar in person.


For the respondent; Ms. Amarjit Kaur (98145-09146)

 

Vide letter dated 12.01.2011, Complainant sought the following information: 
“1.
Attested copy of complete file regarding approval of proposal for approximate expenditure in the summer-coaching camp at Sunder Nagar in 2010.  Copies of related vouchers pertaining to the amount spent.  How many students participated in it?  Their details including the institute and stations be provided.  How were these selections made?  Detailed account of amount spent.  How was the balance amount disposed?  
2.
How many gradation lists of the sportspersons released by the Sports Branch from January 2009 till date?  Who scrutinized the relevant documents?  What were the criteria?  
3.
From 1990 till 31.12.2009, details of cheques / drafts sent to different authorities / officials / General Mangers / AEOs out of the sports fund.  Photocopies of relative bills; disposal of balance amount.

4.
How many vehicles are there in the Sports branch – details from 01.01.2009 to 01/2011?  Who have been allotted these?  Detailed account of amount spent on petrol including copies of the relative bills.  What is the average consumption of every vehicle?  Documents on record pertaining to average consumption of the vehicles.   Details of payments made for the petrol?
5.
Details of various orders placed by the Sports Branch in 2009 for the sports goods/sports related items.  Were the orders placed with those firms who qualified as per the tenders floated?  Details of payments made to such firms from 01.01.2009 till date?  Who verified the relevant bills?
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6.
What is the basis for selection of players by the sports branch?   Selection lists of the selections made in accordance with the prescribed procedure.  Check list of sports persons so selected.
7.
Personal files of female officials employed with the sports Committee Branch including their age, caste, educational qualifications.  Attested copies be provided.”



Complainant has also submitted that he sent a reminder on 14.02.2011.



The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 09.03.2011 when no information was provided. 



Respondent present states that the original application of the complainant was received in their office on 10.02.2011 and vide their communication dated 25.02.2011, the complainant was advised to tender a sum of Rs. 1,968/- for getting the documents in the information sought.   She further states that information on points no. 1, 2, 4 and 5 has already been given.   Information on point no. 7 is third party and hence cannot be provided.  However, she was unable to quote the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 for the same.  


Regarding information on point no. 3, respondent states that it is voluminous and at least two months’ time is required for the same.   It is pointed out that under the relevant provisions of the Act, such a voluminous information could be declined also but the respondent does not seem to be well conversant with various provisions of the Act and has already decided to provide the same. 


Complainant also pointed out that there is no dispatch number in the records of the respondent office vide which the letter dated 25.02.2011 demanding the charges had been sent.



Pending information be provided with a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 08.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajesh Kumar

s/o Sh. Prem Chand,

Ward No. 9,

Karnail Singh wali Gali,

Budhlada-151502

(Distt. Mansa)






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (EE) 

Mansa







    …Respondent

CC- 650/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Amrit Pal Singh Bhatti, Dy. DEO (98158-95711)



Vide letter dated 14.01.2011, Complainant sought the following information: 

“1.
Details of schools only where posts of ETT teachers are vacant.  Clear information be provided as per the proforma.

2
Upon rationalization, how many posts of ETT teachers are found to be vacant at the ratio of 1:30?

3.
How many posts of ETT teachers are vacant in SSA schools at the ratio of 1:30?”

 

When no information was provided, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 22.02.2011, received in the office on 10.03.2011.


Respondent present states that complete information as per original application has been sent to the complainant by registered post under postal receipt no. 4974 dated 24.02.2011.



A letter dated 10.03.2011 has been received from the complainant wherein he has stated that complete information to his satisfaction has been received by him and the case be disposed of.



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