STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94645-75731)

Sh. Ravi Kumar 

Village Daburji,

P.O. Marera,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur-143535




   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (EE),

Gurdaspur


     
   



  ..…Respondent
CC No.  711/11

Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Ravi Kumar in person.


None for the Respondent.

Heard via Video Conference.  



In the earlier case dated 01.06.2011 complainant and respondent were directed to make their respective written submissions on whether or not the information sought is of public interest. Compliant Sh. Ravi Kumar submitted his submissions dated 11.07.2011 which are as under:-

“1. 
In the notice issued on 7th August 2009 the department has stated that 309 candidates of district Gurdaspur has submitted bogus certificates / degrees experience certificates.


Among these 309 candidates only around 120 candidates were terminated and others are still doing g their job. 

2.
In her complaint DEO (EE) Gurdaspur had asked the Police Deptt. to register FIR against some candidates for submitting fake certificates / degrees / experience certificates who are still doing their job in elementary / secondary department of education. The names of some such candidates are mentioned here. 

i)
Sr. no. 3 Anil Singh S/o Thuru Ram Vill. Saharangpur, PO Marara Distt. Gurdaspur. 

ii) 
Sr. no. 39 Susham Lata D/o Jodha Singh VPO Paramenand Distt Gurdaspur Pb. 
iii.
Sr. no. 46 Dalbir Singh S/o Gian Singh Village Sandar PO Behrampur Distt & Tehsil Gurdaspur Pb.

iv.
Sr. no. 51 Jagjit Singh S/o Sh. Rattan Singh Vill. Jhanda-Luvana PO Bhaini Khan Distt. Gurdaspur.
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v.
Sr. no. 25 Kamaljit Kaur D/o Amarjit Singh Vill. Kot Jog-Raj PO Kala Bala Distt. Gurdaspur Pb.


Isn’t it Public interest to know that on what behalf these candidates are doing their job inspite of being found guilty for submitting fake degrees / experience certificates by deptt. Elementary Edu.  (As proof copy of FIR dated 08.03.2011 FIR no. 43 is attached here from page no. 9-11).

3.
There are some candidates among 309 candidates who are working in the secondary Edu. Deptt. on the basis of same certificates which have found bogus in elementary education deptt. 




The names of such candidates are given below:-

i) Sr. no 19 Regd. No. 2034 Rajesh Kumar S/o Kishan Dass.

ii) Sr. no 38 Regd. No. 3114 Parveen Kumar D/o Sh. Harbans Lal 

iii) Sr. no. 92 Bodh Raj S/o Gurdas Mal
iv) Sr. no. 66 Regd. 4418 Poonam Rani D/o Sh. Pritam Dass.
v) Sr. no. 79 Regd. 1905 Ashok Kumar S/o Raj Guru.

vi) Sr. no. 166 Regd. No. 5338 Seema Rani D/o Ram Kumar.
vii) Sr. no. 140 Regd. No. 1733 Sunil Kumar S/o Sanjhi Ram 

viii) Sr. no. 180 Regd. No. 4478 Poonam Seth D/o Mangat Ram Seth. 

Isn’t it Public interest to know that on what ground these candidates are dong jobs in secondary education department on the basis of same certificate which have been found bogus / fake in elementary education deptt. (As a proof see page no 1-8).


In the sum up a big seen has occurred in this recruitment process which can be exposed if you direct the department to provide me the information which I have sought.”

 

No submissions have been received from the Respondent. None has appeared from the office of DEO (EE), Gurdaspur. It seems that DEO (EE) office of Gurdaspur is not interested to provide the information to the complainant and no directions of the Commission have been followed. It has been informed by the complainant Sh. Ravi Kumar that fake certificates / degrees have been issued by the respondent, therefore, this information is in public interest and be provided by DEO.  If the information is not provided or no one appears  on behalf of the respondent and gives any valid reasons for declining the information, disciplinary proceedings shall be initiated against the PIO namely Shindo Shahni, including the issuance of show cause notice.
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The case will now be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur, on 29.09.2011 at 11 A.M. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-



Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98883-11625)

Sh. Joginder Singh Dadhwal,

154, Abrol Nagar,

Pathankot – 145001






   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Controller (F & A)

Internal Audit Organisation (Revenue)

Punjab, 

Gurdaspur


     
   



  ..…Respondent
CC No.  855/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Joginder Singh Dadhwal in person.


For the Respondent: Lakhwinder Singh (94716-90827)


Heard via Video Conference. 



In the earlier order dated 01.06.2011 information on point no. C and D had not been provided and the respondent had assured the court the information would be provided shortly. 
 

Today Sh. Joginder Singh states that he has not received the verified copies of information on point ‘C’.   Mr. Lakhwinder Singh submitted that he will have the documents verified from S.D. College Pathankot and provide the same to the complainant. 
 

With this assurance of the respondent, complainant is satisfied. As regard information on point no. D, all the photocopies of Volume 3 have been provided to the complainant.


Complainant seeks further clarification for which he has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority. 



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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.

  Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Managing Director

Abhinav Cotspin Ltd.

Village Said Mubarak,

Amritsar Road,

Batala-143505.






   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Gurdaspur


     
   



  ..…Respondent
CC No.  892/11
Order

Present: 
None for the parties. 


Heard via Video Conference. 



In the earlier hearing dated 01.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Respondent submits that complete information was sent to the complainant on 31.05.2011 by hand. The chowkidar on the premises refused to accept take the document stating that he will accept only on the bidding of MD of the concern. 

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

Respondent is directed to send the information to the complainant once again by registered post under intimation to the Commission.  A photocopy of the postal receipt should also be submitted.”



Today, the respondent made written submissions that as per directions of the Commission, the information has already been mailed to the complainant by registered post, with a copy to the Commission.  



No discrepancies have been provided by the complainant.  He is not present today and same was the position in the earlier hearing.



I have gone through all the points and am satisfied that complete and relevant information stands provided. 



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


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar

s/o Sh. Sailo Ram,

VPO Behrampore

(New Abadi)

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur- 143532



   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal

Govt. Girls Senior Secondary School,

Dinanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur


     
   
   .…Respondent
CC No.  893/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Ashwani Kumar 


For the Respondent: Sh. Sneh Sarita, Principal (94170-78010)



Heard via Video Conference. 



In the earlier order dated 01.06.2011, it was recorded: 

“Respondent states that complete information as per the original application dated 06.09.2010 has been provided to the complainant.   However, the complainant states that he has not received it.   Ms. Sneh Sarita submits that she has not brought a copy of the information sent so far. 

Directions are given to the respondent to send another copy of the information to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission whereupon the complainant shall point out to the respondent as well as the Commission if there are any shortcomings in the same.   Respondent shall remove such discrepancies in a week’s time.”


 
Information has been sent by Ms. Sneh Sarita, PIO.  Complainant pointed out certain objections which the respondent has explained to his satisfaction.   Respondent further submits that in case of any other doubt, complainant may visit their office on any working day during office hours.
 

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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98156-63363)

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prabhakar,

Advocate,

Sub-Divisional Courts,

Baba Bakala, Tehsil Baba Bakala,

Distt. Amritsar






   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Supdt. of police (Rural)

Amritsar




     
   

   .…Respondent
CC No.  878/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prabhakar in person.

For the Respondent: Sh. Tarlok Singh, Sub Inspector (98722-11461)


Heard via Video Conference. 



In the earlier hearing dated 01.06.2011, it was recorded: 

“Respondent present states that the information is ready with them and they had called the complainant to collect the same but he did not turn up.   It is observed that in the original application, the complainant has sought the information by registered post; hence there was no point in respondent’s calling him to the office to collect the information. 

Respondent is directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission.  An attested copy of the postal receipt should also be mailed to the court.

Complainant shall communication to the respondent and the Commission if he satisfied with the information.” 



Today, the respondent submits that the information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 11.07.2011. Complainant claims that he has not received the information. In the presence of the court, Sh. Tarlok Singh, Sub Inspector provided a copy of the information to the complainant. 
 

Upon perusal, the complainant is satisfied.

 

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


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98148-99425)

Sh. Hira Singh,

s/o Sh. Sulakhan Singh,

Village Raipur Khurd,

Block Tarsikka (Distt. Amritsar)




  …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Tarsikka

Distt. Amritsar




     
   
   .…Respondent
CC No.  1198/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties. 



Heard via Video Conference. 



In the earlier order dated 01.06.2011, it was recorded:
“Respondent states that complete information has already been sent by them to the complainant by registered post but the complainant states that he has not received the same so far.   Rajinder Kaur submits that the information is with Sh. Mewa Singh and she has joined recently, therefore, is unable to provide the information.  She has been told that it is the responsibility of the BDPO to provide the information.  Directions are given to him to forward another copy of the information to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission and an attested photocopy of the postal receipt should also be mailed to the court. 

Since the complainant laments that there has been delay and he be compensated, respondent is directed to bring the dispatch particulars / register wherein entry of the information said to have been sent earlier, is reflected, for perusal of the court.”



As directed by the Commission, another copy of the information has been sent by the respondent to the complainant on 08.07.2011.  



I have also gone through the other submissions made by the respondent and am convinced that there was no deliberate or intentional delay on the part of the respondent in providing the information. 



Out of the two hearings, the complainant came present only in one and that too at Amritsar only, the place of his residence.   Further, since complete information has been provided during the very first hearing, the Commission is of the view that no case is made out for award of any compensation to the complainant. 
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Complete information also stands provided. 



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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2011



State Information Commissioner 
