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,

Ludhaina – 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 hearing dated 17.02.2010, none had appeared on behalf of the respondent and no information had been provided.   The original application seeking information was filed on 05.10.2009 when no information was provided to K.L. Malhotra, the applicant filed a complaint to the Commission on 01.12.2009.   



It seems that PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is taking the RTI Act in callous and irresponsible manner. 



Therefore, , 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. 25000/- be not imposed on him 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.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 








……Contd……2/-

-:2:-



To come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.  
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner


After the haring was over, Ms. Rattan Deep Kaur, clerk appeared from the office of respondent.  She was advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



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 parties.



In the earlier hearing dated 17.02.2010, none had appeared on behalf of the respondent PIO C/o Tehsildar, Jalandhar and no information had been provided to the complainant Ltd. Col. Gurdev Singh.  


In the instant case, the original application for information was filed on 26.10.2009 and the complaint was filed on 01.12.2009.



No information has been provided.  Complainant vide his letter seeks an adjournment which is granted.  



A copy of this order be also sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar to identify the PIO posted in o/o Tehsildar, Jalandhar from 26.10.2009 till date. 



To come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98154-66796)

Sh. Surinder Pal
Advocate,

# 539/112/3,

St. 1-E, New Vishnupuri,

New Shivpuri Road,

P.O. Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana – 141007. 





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.







….Respondent

CC No. 1075/2009

Order 
Present:
Complainant Sh. Surinder Pal in person.



None for the respondent. 
 

In the earlier order dated 21.10.2009, six months’ time was granted to the respondent because Tarlochan Singh, Assistant District Transport Officer had stated that the process of computerization was in progress and that they would be able to provide the information only after that.  It is also recorded in the order that the original application of the complainant was rejected under Section 7(9) of the RTI Act 2005 by the District Transport Officer, Ludhiana on 15.04.2009 because it would disproportionately divert the resources of the Public Authority   It was for this reason that they had sought time of six months for completion of computerization.  

 

Six months’ period is over and there is no reason why this information should not be provided to the complainant Sh. Surinder Pal, advocate, at the earliest.  

  

Complainant in his compliant dated 27.04.2009 also wished compensation and penalty to be imposed on the respondent.

 

One week’s time is provided to the respondent to provide information to the complainant with intimation to the Commission.

 

Also, 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. 25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an








……Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98154-66796)

Sh. Surinder Pal
Advocate,

# 539/112/3,

St. 1-E, New Vishnupuri,

New Shivpuri Road,

P.O. Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana – 141007.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.







….Respondent

CC No. 1076/2009

Order 
Present:
Complainant Sh. Surinder Pal in person.



None for the respondent. 
 

In the earlier order dated 21.10.2009, six months’ time was granted to the respondent because Tarlochan Singh, Assistant District Transport Officer had stated that the process of computerization was in progress and that they would be able to provide the information only after that.  It is also recorded in the order that the original application of the complainant was rejected under Section 7(9) of the RTI Act 2005 by the District Transport Officer, Ludhiana on 15.04.2009 because it would disproportionately divert the resources of the Public Authority   It was for this reason that they had sought time of six months for completion of computerization.  

 

Six months’ period is over and there is no reason why this information should not be provided to the complainant Sh. Surinder Pal, advocate, at the earliest.  

  

Complainant in his compliant dated 27.04.2009 also wished compensation and penalty to be imposed on the respondent.

 

One week’s time is provided to the respondent to provide information to the complainant with intimation to the Commission.

 

Also, 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. 25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an








……Contd……2/-

-:2:-

opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 
 

To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94174-90697)
Sh. Bant Singh
s/o Sh. Gurnam Singh

Village Manak Majra,

Tehsil Maler Kotla,

Distt. Sangrur.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Sangrur.







…Respondent

CC No. 2693/09

Order

Present:
Complainant in person with his counsel Sh. Parvez Akhtar, advocate. 

For respondent: S/Sh. Mohinder Pal, Principal-cum-PIO, Ajaib Singh, Jr. Asstt. (93577-37972)


In this case, three hearings on 13.11.2009, 11.12.2009 and 21.12.2009 have already taken place before Hon’ble SIC Sh. R.K. Gupta (Rewtd.) and directions were given to the D.E.O. (S.E.) Sangrur to approach Sh. Jagroop Singh ask his consent whether this information should be given as sought by a third party under Section 11 of the RTI Act 2005.


D.E.O. had written to Sh. Jagroop Singh vide letter No. A-71/2009-10/638-40 dated 31.12.2009 which reads as under: -

“On the subject cited, the applicant has sought information regarding your school certificate a photocopy of which is being sent to you.  Please inform if the information sought may be given or not.   This information is a third party which cannot be passed on without the consent of the person concerned.”

Sh. Jagroop Singh replied to the said communication vide his letter dated 01.01.2010 which reads as under: -

“Respectfully it is submitted that the information sought by the applicant is my personal.  In this connection, I was asked by the Principal vide his letter dated 682 dated 04.07.2009.  I have already applied vide my letter dated 303.07.2009 informing that this information being my personal is a third party information which is not permissible under Section 11.2 of the RTI Act.  I request you not to disclose the said information.”








…Contd..2/-

-:2:-



I have gone through all the arguments presented by both the parties and am of the opinion that the information sought is a third party and is not of public interest.   Therefore, the same be denied.








Accordingly, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



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:
Sh. Sandeep Singh for the complainant Sh. Joginder Singh (97799-02227)


None for the respondent

 As per order of Sh. R.K. Gupta, Hon’ble State Information Commissioner (Retd) dated 28.12.2009, it was recorded as under: 

“This case being similar to that of CC No. 3626/2009 against the same public authority, both the cases are clubbed.”



Seeing the above order, both the cases are clubbed together.  The information sought was as under: -

“I had vide my letter No. 14/139-03 dated 17.12.2007, sought correction in the salary as headmaster and for change of option and subsequently vide letter no. 14/139-03 dated 03.06.2008 had sought approval to the same.  So far I have not received any response from the department.  I have suffered financial loss and mental harassment while I have been requesting correction in the salary since 2003 which was fixed by the District Education Officer on 29.08.2007.  I have not been favoured with a reply so far.” 


Sh. Sandeep Singh is present on behalf of the Complainant Sh. Joginder Singh, without any authority letter.  He has been advised that in future, he must file an authority letter if he comes to attend the court. 



No information has been provided as per the earlier hearing in the court of Hon’ble Sh. R.K. Gupta, SIC (Retd) dated 13.11.2009 and 28.12.2009.








……Contd……2/-

-:2:-



One more opportunity is provided to the PIO C/o Secretary Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.  He should also appear personally in the next hearing, otherwise show cause  notice will be initiated.



Information should also be provided to the complainant within 15 days. 



To come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98765-38706)

Sh. Paramjit Singh
s/o Sh. Kuldip Singh

Village Rurki Budh Singh,

P.O. Bahiru,

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala.





….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Director,

Youth Services, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







….Respondent

CC No. 2813/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Paramjit Singh in person.



For respondent: Sh. Jeet Singh, Asstt. Director (2200567-PTL)



In the instant case, two hearings dated 16.11.2009 and 11.12.2009 took place.  The case was heard by Hon’ble Sh. R.K. Gupta, SIC (Retd).



On both the hearings, none appeared on behalf of the respondent and no information had been supplied by the PIO.  The original application for information is dated 14.07.20090 and the complaint was filed on 22.09.2009.  The complainant sought attested photocopy letter no. 1551 dated 20.02.2009 issued by the department.


Information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant in the court.  The complainant is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.   

 

 It is also noted here that as per the respondent present, the address on the documents given as Office of Director, Youth Services, Patiala is not correct.  This department is stationed at Chandigarh.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



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 hearing dated 17.02.2010, none had appeared on behalf of the respondent and no information had been supplied to the complainant Sh. Kuldeep Singh.  Original application for information was filed on 22.02.2009 and on not getting any response, he filed a complaint on 21.11.2009. 

 

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide information to the complainant and also intimate the Commission if the D.A.V. College Management Committee, Hoshiarpur is a public authority or not. (Whether the D.A.V. College is government-aided or not)



To come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Devinder Singh Rai

s/o Sh. Hazura Singh

H. No. 2939-A, Gali No. 1,

Malhotra Colony,

Rup Nagar (Ropar)

Tehsil & Distt. Ropar.





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Rup Nagar (Ropar)






…Respondent

CC No. 1538/09

Order

Present:
Sh. Gurvidnerjit Singh, advocate for the complainant. (98724-50024)
For respondent: Sh. Pushpinder Singh, Distt. Transport Officer (98144-35515)



A letter dated 05.04.2010 has been received from Superintendent, o/o Transport Department, Punjab addressed to the DTO, Ropar stating: -

“By sending a copy of the order dated 27.01.2010 passed by Hon’ble State Information Commission in CC No. 1538 of 2009, we write you to comply with the same in letter and spirit.  The amount of penalty be recovered from the salary of the officer / official concerned and the Commission be informed immediately.” 

Sh. Pushpinder Singh states that they have received a letter dated 13.04.2010 from the department and are now implementing the order of the Commission dated 17.03.2010.  He further states that the penalty will be imposed on the PIO posted at Roop Nagar from 20.04.2009 till 19.11.2009.  He requests one month’s time to implement the order of penalty imposed on 27.01.2010.



Complainant is satisfied.  Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Directions are given to the respondent to submit to the Commission a copy of the receipted challan after payment of penalty. Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



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)



Hearings in this case have already taken place in the court of Sh. R.K. Gupta, Hon’ble SIC (Retd) on 16.11.2009, 07.12.2009 and 11.01.2010.

 

Original application for information was filed on 29.05.2009 and the complaint is dated 12.09.2009.



Directions are given to the respondent Sh. Madanjeet Singh to provide information on all the points as per original application of the complaint, within one month.

 

A letter from the complainant has been submitted by Sh. R.L. Aggarwal stating that harassment has been caused by the PIO.  Compensation is also requested.  

 

Some more information has been provided in the presence of the court.



Directions are again given to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within the time specified. On the next hearing, Mrs. Varsha Shukla who has been the PIO for the last one year should be personally present.  



To come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.








…Contd on P.2/-





-2-

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Ms. Renu Bharti
H. NO. BXXI 7265/4,

Jain Colony,

Waheguru Road,

New Janak Nagar,

Ludhiana – 141003. 





…Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer

O/o Director Public Instruction

Punjab, Chandigarh.





…Respondent

CC No. 2880/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Yash Pal Manvi, Asstt. Director (94635-86655) & Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. (94172-08339)



Hearing in this case has taken place in the court of Sh. R.K. Gupta, Hon’ble SIC (Retd) on 20.11.2009.

 

Original application for information was filed on 16.07.2009 and on not receiving any information, complainant filed the complaint dated 06.10.2009.  Information sought is list of joint candidates against the post of English Lecturer for 2006-07.



Part information is pending which, according to the respondent, is with the field officers and he has assured the court that the same will definitely be supplied to the complainant within one week.   

 

It is to be noted here that complainant Ms. Renu Bharti has not appeared in the hearing on 20.11.2009 and similar is the case today.  Therefore, it seems she is not interested in pursual of the matter.



I am satisfied that information has already been provided to the complainant and the remaining pending information will be provided to the complainant within a week’s time.  



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



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 parties. 



Hearing in this case has taken place in the court of Sh. R.K. Gupta, Hon’ble SIC (Retd) on 20.11.2009.

 

Original application for information was filed on 22.07.2009 and on not receiving any information, complainant filed the complaint dated 09.09.2009.  Information sought is: -

(i)
Action taken against S. Jasvir Singh, PCS, Asstt. Commissioner General, Hoshiparur-cum-Chairman, Purchase Committee;

(ii)
Certified copy of the charge sheet issued and copy of the statement of witness and copies of all the relevant documents;

(iii)
Copy of reply to the charge sheet received form the official.”



None is present for the respondent and the complainant. 



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to appear and provide information sought by the complainant. 



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

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:
For complainant Sh. Ram Sukhija (94659-62064)

For respondent: S/Sh. Gurbax Singh, O/o DPI and Gurmeet Singh, (98889-38444) O/o DEO (Muktsar), APIO.


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.  



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh

s/o Sh. Kundan Singh,

Sant Nagar,

Near Singh S.T.D. PCO

Moga.








…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Distt. Education Officer (S) 

Moga.








…Respondent

CC No. 2737/09

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Bharat Bhushan (94170-95843) o/o DEO Moga



Earlier, hearing in this case has taken place in the court of Sh. R.K. Gupta, Hon’ble SIC (Retd) and thereafter, the same has been transferred to my court.



A letter dated 08.01.2010 has been received from the complainant Sh. Amarjit Singh  stating that complete information has been received and that he wishes the complaint to be closed. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



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 respondent: Sh. Bharat Bhushan (94170-95843) o/o DEO Moga
 

Earlier, hearing in this case has taken place in the court of Sh. R.K. Gupta, Hon’ble SIC (Retd) on 13.11.2009 and 28.12.2009.

 

Original application for information was filed on 24.07.2009 and on not receiving any information, complainant filed the complaint dated 16.09.2009.   Information sought is:
“1.
What does national joining mean? Under what service rules, the appointments of the promoted lecturer had been made on notional basis. Please provide the certificate copy of the documentary evidence.  

2.
What service rules/ regulations force notional joining of the promoted employees before their actual posting?

3.
Do any precedence/ practice of notional joining exist in the department of education or any other department? If yes, provide the certified copy of the evidence. If not, state the reasons for forcing the notional joining. 

4.
What was the status (lecturer/ master cadre) of the promoted lecturers from the date of their notional joining at the same school till the date of their posting at the allotted station? Please disclose whether these employees have been considered as lecturers or masters/mistresses during this period of notional joining? 
5.
If they had been considered as lecturers during the period of their notional joining. 








….Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

a 
Had they not been relieved from their post of master cadre as soon as they joined as lecturer? 

b 
If reply at Sr. No. 5 (a) is yes, were they eligible to draw the salary of their master cadre from that school during the period of notional joining? If yes, how?

c 
Against which post they continued in their schools till the date of their posting?


d 
Were they eligible to draw the salary of lecturer cadre during the period of their notional joining from the school of their notional joining? 

6.
If they had been considered in the master cadre during the period of their notional joining; then what was the necessity of notional joining? 

7.
Did the Secretary Education issue posting orders to all promoted lecturers irrespective of their notional joining? If yes, why?

8.
As the posting orders had been issued unconditionally to all promoted lecturers irrespective of their notional joining, then what was the necessity of forcing teachers to join notionally within a stipulated period of 15 days during the period of enforcement of model code of conduct?

9.
As stated in the orders of the Secretary Education, Punjab dated 30/05/2008; how the instructions no. G.S.R.33 / Art. 309/94 dated May 04, 1994 of personnel department Punjab were applicable when ECI’s model code of conduct was in force at that time?

10.
Did the govt. issue any instructions to the DEO (s) or to the School Heads as regards to issues stated at Sr. Nos. 4 and 5? If yes, provide the certified copy of supporting documentary evidence.”
Respondent present is confused why this letter has been marked to him instead of marking it to the Secretary Education, Punjab.  Respondent present also does not know who is the Secretary.   Therefore this order is being sent by registered post to the Secretary School Education Punjab Chandigarh.  Secretary should intimate the name of the PIO responsible for providing the information, within 15 days. 










…..Contd……3/-

-:3:-



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



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:
Complainant in person



For respondent: Sh. Nahar Singh, APIO (98723-28848)



Hearing in this case has taken place in the court of Sh. R.K. Gupta, Hon’ble SIC (Retd) on 13.11.2009.  It was recorded in the order dated 13.11.2009 that: -
“Reply so furnished by the respondent-department is not to the point and more so is evasive.  However, both the complainant and the respondent-department brought to the notice of the Commission that a similar case is pending with Shri Kulbir Singh and Smt. Ravi Singh, State Information Commissioners. It would have been better if the Registry of the Commission had assigned the instant case to one bench to avoid any possibility of conflict or contrary orders.  After getting orders of the CIC, this case may be transferred to the State Information Commissioner who is dealing with a similar matter.”

 

Original application for information was filed on 04.08.2009 and on not receiving any information, complainant filed the complaint dated 16.09.2009.  Information sought is: -

“1.
Whether the enquiry report submitted by Sh. Baldev Singh Mangat has been accepted?  If yes, an attested copy of the acceptance.  If not accepted, reasons for the same.

2.
An attested copy of your office letter No. 5/2007/SE4477 dated 09.06.2009.

3.
Statement was recorded on 04.10.2007 and the report submitted on 18.06.2009.  Is it according to the rules?  A copy of the rules be provided according to which the report has been accepted. 








……Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

4.
Who is responsible for the delay of 1 year 8 months in submission of the enquiry report, with his name and designation (Statement was recorded on 04.10.2007 and the report submitted on 18.06.2009.)

5.
How many complaints were entrusted for investigation to Sh. Baldev Singh Mangat by Sh. Varinder Sharma, former DEO (SE) and how many each were entrusted to 19 other BPEOs?

6.
Attested copy of the statements upon which this report is based.

7.
In case of two officers, can a junior officer according to rules, give the investigation report?  A copy of such rules be provided.  
8.
In which capacity did Sh. Baldev Singh Mangat accompany the DEO – as a presenting officer or as an enquiry officer?”

As regards the enquiry report, the same has been submitted by Sh. Baldev Singh.  Final decision will be taken by the department regarding the punishment, if any to be awarded.  Respondent state this might take two months.  Therefore, directions are given to the person who is dealing with the file that it should be done expeditiously and not beyond two months, otherwise DEO should write to the Commission about the action being taken on the enquiry report and that the Commission will be intimated whenever it is completed.    



PIO Sh. Ranjit Singh should be present on the next date of hearing.



To come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Varinder Kumar

S.S. Master

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Rauni,

Tehsil Payal

District Ludhiana – 141415





…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sarv Sikhia Abhiyan Authority, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.







…Respondent

C.C. No. 2620 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



For respondent: Sh. Rajesh Thukral (94170-76700)



In this case, two hearings have already taken place in the court of Sh. R.K. Gupta, Hon’ble SIC (Retd.) on 13.11.2009 and 21.12.2009. In the order dated 21.12.2009, it was observed as under: -

“Shri Rajesh Thukral, clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the asked for information did not relate to their department and as such, the Complainant was informed to get the information from the concerned department i.e. District Education Officer.  It is made clear that under the Right to Information Act, 2005, if a complaint has sent his application to a wrong department, it is the responsibility of the respondent department to forward the same to the correct department intimating the names of PIO and appellate authority with phone numbers to the complainant for further correspondence, if any.  It may be done now.” 

 

Information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 22.12.2009.  No objections have been pointed out and the Complainant is not   present today.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



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









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Kiranjot Kaur

VPO Saidpur,

Via Thatta Jadid

Distt. Kapurthala – 144628





…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, School Education, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.







…Respondent

C.C. No. 2678 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.

For respondent: Sh. Vijay Singh Chauhan, Senior Asstt. (98722-12407)



Information has been provided to the complainant on 07.04.2010 by registered post.  



Complainant has not been present in all the earlier hearings and similar is the case today.  No objections have been pointed out.



Therefore, it seems complainant is satisfied.  Accordingly, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. 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:
Complainant Sh. Hardial Singh Dhanota in person.



For respondent: Sh. Rajesh Thukral (94170-76700)


In this case, hearings have already taken place in the court of Sh. R.K. Gupta, Hon’ble SIC (Retd.) on 13.11.2009, 28.12.2009 and 19.01.2010.



The original application for information was filed on 02.02.2009 and on not getting any response within the stipulated period, the applicant filed a complaint on 10.09.2009.  Information sought is: 
1. “Whether your office i.e. Distt. Education Officer (Primary). Ferozepur has received any information regarding formation of ‘Pendu Sikhya Vikas Committee’ by Acting Head Teacher of Govt. Primary School, Vill Azimgarh during the period December, 2008 to April, 2009. If so, kindly the entire set of communication in this regard by the Acting Head Teacher of Govt. Primary School Vill. Azimgarh to your office. 

2. Kindly supply me with the certified copy of rules and regulation governing the formation and approval of Pendu Sikhya Vikas Committee. 

3. Kindly supply me the certified copy of approval, if any granted to the ‘Pendu Sikhya Vikas Committee’ formed between the period Dec, 2008 to April 2009 for GPS Village Azimgarh. 

…..Contd……2/-

-:2:-

4.
Kindly supply me with the certified copy of rules prescribing the concurrence and information of formation of new ‘Pendu Shikya Vikas Committee’ to the outgoing Chairperson and Secretary of ‘Pendu Sikhya Vikas Committee.’

5.
Kindly supply me with the certified copy of rules and regulations regarding the cooption of ‘School Worked in the ‘Pendu Sikya Vikas Committee’ and also supply the certified information as regard to whether the Chairperson cannot co-opt his/her spouse in Pendu Sikhya Vikas Committee as a member citing his /her spouse as social worker as per rules and regulations. Kindly supply me with the certified copy of rules and regulations of Sarav Sikhya Abhiyan Authority, in this regard. 

6.
Kindly supply me with the certified copies of rules and regulations as regard to change in Pendu Sikhya Vikas Committee as has to be notified to the bank where such ‘Pendu Sikhya Vikas Committee maintains its bank account and especially w.r.t. the rule whereby outgoing Chairperson and Secretary are empowered to instruct the bank for change in the formation of ‘Pendu Sikhya Vikas Committee’ and accordingly the new signatory’s name and signatures to be informed to bank for maintaining the account of Pendu Sikhya Vikas Committee.” 



Information has been provided to the complaint except copy of the proceedings of enquiry, which according to the respondent, has been dismissed.  Copy of the same will be provided to the complainant within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission.   Complainant states that he has not got the information for one year and demands penalty and compensation.



Therefore, 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. 25000/- be not imposed on him 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.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 
















…..Contd…..3/-

-:3:-



To come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.    Respondent shall also submit reply to the show cause notice by this date. 
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



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:
Complainant Sh. Sukhbans Singh in person.



For respondent: Sh. Balbir Singh, Sr. Asstt.

  

Hearing in this case has taken place in the court of Sh. R.K. Gupta, Hon’ble SIC (Retd) on 13.11.2009, 23.11.2009 and 04.01.2010.   



The original application for information was filed on 13.07.2009 and on not getting any response, a complaint was filed on 09.09.2009.



Information has been provided to the complainant 1-1/2 months back and the respondent states that it was sent on 19.01.2010.   

 

In the order dated 04.01.2010, it was recorded that – “This is a fit case in which compensation should be provided to the complainant.  Accordingly, a sum of Rs. 500/- for every hearing including that of today should be paid to the complainant by the respondent-department.”    Till 04.01.2010, compensation worked out to Rs. 1,500/-.  Complainant seeks compensation for today also.



Compensation of Rs. 2,000/- should be paid to the complainant by the next hearing.  PIO (Sh. Om Parkash Pallani, Supdt. as informed by the respondent present today) should be present on the next date of hearing.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

