STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(97791-48460)

Er. Ranjit Singh Retd. AEE

Old Cantt. Road,

Near Octroi No. 7,

Faridkot







              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Zila Parishad,

Faridkot 







               …Respondent

CC- 583/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Er. Ranjit Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Naranjan Singh, Supdt. (94173-18787)



Vide request dated 22.01.2011, Complainant sought the following information: 

“Regarding Manpreet Singh son of Sh. Jangri Singh, serving as teacher at Govt. Primary School, Kothe Gole Wala: 

1. Duly attested photocopy of the application form submitted by Sh. Manpreet Singh s/o Jangir Singh resident of Faridkot for his selection for the post.

2. Duly attested photocopies of all the various annexures such as residence, educational and experience certificates etc.”

 

The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 28.02.2011, received in the office on 07.03.2011.


Complainant present states that no information has been provided to him so far.  Sh. Naranjan Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the information has been mailed to the complainant vide letter dated 28.01.2011 by speed post under postal receipt no. 2203.  Since the complainant states that he has not received it, a copy of the same is handed over to him in the presence of the court.


After going through the same, complainant states that the documents provided do not cover the information sought.   Upon further query, it is observed that the respondent present is not aware of the facts of the case and also has no knowledge of the RTI Act, 2005.  



Respondent is taking the RTI Act, 2005 lightly.  The staff deputed is not familiar with the facts of the case and the RTI Act.



In the next hearing, Sh. Amrik Singh Sidhu, Dy. CEO-cum-PIO is











Contd……2/-

-:2:-

directed to appear personally.  Complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant within a week’s time, with compliance report to the Commission. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 09.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98155-62775)

Sh. Bachan Singh

735-R, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda







                   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda






             …Respondents

AC- 204/11
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Bachan Singh in person.


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



Vide application dated 02.03.2010, Sh. Bachan Singh sought the following information: 

“1.
Provide a copy action taken on appeal no. 37 dated 02.12.2008.”

 

The first appeal was filed before the First appellate authority on 04.06.2010.  The instant second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in the office on 07.03.2011.


During the course of hearing, it has been disclosed by the respondent that identical information had been sought by the complainant earlier also and the same has already been provided in Complaint Case No. 505/09 which was disposed of by the court of ld. SIC Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover (Retd.) vide order dated 10.09.2009.


I have gone through the papers pertaining to the above CC No. 505/09 and find that exactly the same information already stands provided. 



Accordingly, the present appeal is hereby dismissed. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98155-62775)

Sh. Bachan Singh

735-R, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda







                   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda






             …Respondents

AC- 205/11
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Bachan Singh in person.



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



Vide application dated 05.10.2009, Sh. Bachan Singh sought the following information: 

“1.
Provide a copy of the Notice issued to the PIO upon appeal no. 35 dated 04.06.2008

2.
Copy of the reply to the show cause notice submitted by the PIO
3.
I had submitted an application on 23.06.2009 seeking the above information.  More than 3 months have passed.  No information has been provided.”

 

The first appeal was filed before the First appellate authority on 13.11.2009.  The instant second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in the office on 07.03.2011.


During the course of hearing, it has been disclosed by the respondent that identical information had been sought by the complainant earlier also and the same has already been provided in Complaint Case No. 505/09 which was disposed of by the court of ld. SIC Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover (Retd.) vide order dated 10.09.2009.



I have gone through the papers pertaining to the above CC No. 500/09 and find that exactly the same information already stands provided. 



Accordingly, the present appeal is hereby dismissed. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98155-62775)

Sh. Bachan Singh

735-R, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda







                   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt. 

Bathinda 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh






             …Respondents

AC- 206/11
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Bachan Singh in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Rupinder Kaur (99883-49624)

 

Vide original application dated 05.11.2008, Complainant sought the following information: 

“Fate of telegram sent by me on 27.10.2001 including action taken on the same.”



The first appeal was filed on 07.12.2010.  The instant second appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in the office on 07.03.2011 when no information was provided. 


Respondent present states that neither the original application nor the first appeal has been received in their office.  A copy of the original application for information has been handed over to her in the presence of the court. 



Appellant states that the information is regarding construction of a road in violation of the orders of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and in this matter, he had sent a telegram to the respondent office to enquire further about the said construction.  It is, however, pointed out that this hardly constitutes any information for the purposes of the RTI Act.   The respondent Ms. Rupinder Kaur should intimate Sh. Bachan Singh about the details of information sought. 


Respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the appellant within a fortnight, with a compliance report to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94640-43019)

Sh. Sandeep Kumar

s/o Sh. Sohan Lal

Village Ramsara,

Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Feerozepur






                   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Education Officer (EE)

Ferozepur 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instruction (EE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh






             …Respondents

AC- 197/11
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Sandeep Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Baldev Singh, Sr. Asstt. (94632-37158)



Vide letter dated 15.11.2010, Sh. Sandeep Kumar sought the following information: -

“The second counselling of teaching fellows was held during the year 2007 to 2010 and the applicant and one Manish Bhandari son of Rajinder Bhandari (in general category) and others were absent in the aid counselling.  In 45th counselling held in October, 2010,  Manish Bhandari son of Rajinder Bhandari r/o Abohar and otherfs who were absent in any other counselling have been appointed who have also joined their duties.  Shri Manish Bhandari aforesaid has joined at Ahle wala or Mahle village or some other place. 

(i) Under which rules Shri Manish Bhandari aforesaid and other candidates who remained absent in any of the counselling were issued the appointment letters?

(ii) That the applicant being similarly placed person as Manish Bhandari and others who remained absent in second counselling has not been appointed.  Please inform the reasons.  

(iii) Please supply certified copies of such candidates who remained absent in any of the counselling but have been appointed and also supply the information at which stations / where their postings have been done.”

 

When no information was provided, first appeal was filed before the First Appellate Authority on 25.01.2011.



The instant second appeal has been filed with the Commission vide
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letter dated 25.02.2011 received in the office on 07.03.2011 when no information was received. 


Sh. Sandeep Kumar submits that no information has been provided to him so far.



Respondent present submits that the application for information received in their office did not bear the signature of the applicant and vide communication dated 30.11.2010, the appellant was duly informed about it.  He also submits a letter dated 26.04.2011 addressed to the Commission, which reads: 

“It is submitted that the respondent has not been able to provide the information to Sh. Sandeep Kumar since the application for the same was without any signature.   The applicant was duly informed vide this office letter no. 376 dated 30.11.2010 and no response had been received from him.  Upon removal of the said objection, the information shall be provided to the applicant.”



A signed copy of the application is provided to the respondent in the presence of the court.



Complete and relevant information be provided to Sh. Sandeep Kumar, within a week’s time, with a compliance report to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 09.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98141-77567)

Sh.  Gurdeep Singh

F-4, Gobind Colony,

Rajpura-140401

(Patiala)







              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Rajpura 







               …Respondent

CC- 613/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurdeep Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Kuldip Sharma, L.A. on behalf of the PIO (93164-39063)



Vide letter dated 31.08.2010, complainant had sought the following information: 

“1.
Application for allotment no. 2082 dated 30.10.1992;

2.
Application for allotment no. 2083 dated 30.10.1992

3.
Transfer of site no.  308 dated 03.02.2010

4.
Complete proceeding file in the name of original allottee -  Ram Lal son of Topen Das a/c No. 59.”

 

Complainant has submitted that reminders also sent on 16.11.2010 and 16.12.2010.

 

When no information was provided, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in the office on 09.03.2011. 


Respondent present states that the information had been provided their office letter dated 01.09.2010 and upon receipt of notice of hearing from the Commission, another copy of the same was sent to the applicant on 18.04.2011.  He further submitted that Sh. Gurdeep Singh, the appellant was in fact a tenant of Krishan Lal who had already been sub-let the premises in question by one Sh. Ram Lal who is the original allottee of the site.    



Respondent further stated that they do not have on their record any application for allotment of site with the particulars provided by the applicant-appellant.   Thus complete information as per original application stands provided.


Complainant expresses dissatisfaction on the statement of the respondent on which he has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.
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Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(97812-15415)

Ms. Rajwant Kaur

d/o Sh. Karam Singh,

No. 1594, Ward No. 10,

Payal

(Distt. Ludhiana)






              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Payal (Distt. Ludhiana)





              …Respondent

CC- 614/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Ms. Rajwant Kaur in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh, Inspector (98142-98700)



Complainant had sought outcome of his application submitted in July 2008 for the post.  Vide letter dated 15.12.2010, Respondent informed her that the said posts have not been filled so far.



The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in the office on 09.03.2011. 



Complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant has been provided in the court.  



Respondent states that already, a resolution has been passed on 18.04.2011 for releasing an advertisement in the newspapers, for filling up two vacant posts of teachers.



Complainant however, feels that she should be helped in the recruitment process upon which she has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.



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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohan Singh

s/o Sh.  Dalip Singh,

VPO Kalra,

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar





              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar







               …Respondent

CC- 619/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mohan Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Naib Tehsildar, Adampur (98553-19608)

  

Vide application dated 15.03.2010, Sh. Mohan Singh sought the following: 

“Demarcation report of Bidhi Singh, Kanungo dated 29.06.1993 of village Kalra, Sub Tehsil Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar.

Demarcation report of Bidhi Singh, Kanungo dated 29.01.1995 of village Kalra, Sub Tehsil Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar

Carried out under the directions of P.G.O. Sh. Sanjay Popli, PCS, Jalandhar dated 11.01.1995.

Please also supply a copy of order passed by the said court.”



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 23.02.2011 received in the office on 09.03.2011, when no information was provided. 


Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far. 



Respondent submits that the relevant application for information has not been received in their office.   Therefore, a copy of the same has been provided to him in the court. 



PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight, with a compliance report to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bal Krishan Saini,

# NA 167, 

Gali No. 4,

Kishan Pura,

Jalandhar City – 144004





            …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar






     
               …Respondent

CC- 3043/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. G.S. Khehra, PCS, Additional Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar (98143-16565)



Sh. G.S. Khehra, Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar has come present on behalf of the respondent and made written submissions which are taken on record.   Complainant, however, has not appeared in today’s hearing. 



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 14.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(99152-97095)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar

s/o Sh. Chaman Lal

VPO Jasso Majra,

Distt. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar

(Nawanshahr), Pb. – 144501




              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Senior Supdt. of Police,

Nawanshahr






                          …Respondent

CC- 622/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rakesh Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Jagir Singh, ASI (98140-92295)



Vide application dated 28.01.2011, Complainant sought the following information: 

“Application submitted to SSP Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar, regarding complaint against Dharam Pal, advocate marked as above diary no. 1338 & 1364.

 
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 07.03.2011, received in the office on 09.03.2011.


Respondent present states that investigation in the complaint is going on and the information shall be provided as soon as it is over.



It is observed that respondent is not able to understand the point as he is neither the APIO nor the PIO.    Complainant states that he is being harassed at the hands of the respondent and further stated that despite the fact that he had sought the information through post, respondent is deputing officials to his residence in his absence who have even got signatures of his mother on some papers.  Sh. Jagir Singh, ASI has no answers to these accusations since he is not aware of the facts of the case and states that it is not related to his office.


Respondent is directed to provide specific and to the point information within a fortnight, with a compliance report to the Commission.



In the next hearing, Sh. Rakesh Aggarwal, SSP-PIO, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar shall appear in person to explain the matter.


For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh 
Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(99148-90172)

Sh. Joginder Singh

s/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

# 18, Gali No. 2,

Adarsh Nagar,

Kapurthala-144601. 

 



  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Council (Nagar Council),

Kapurthala 







    …Respondent

CC- 3913/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Joginder Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ajit Singh, APIO (97814-20994)



Respondent present submits letter dated 26.04.2011 addressed to the complainant with a copy endorsed to the Commission, which reads as under: -

“1.
From 01.01.2004 to 31.08.2010, 222 commercial plans were approved by the Municipal Council.  The records of the council are manual and hence compilation takes time.  Hence the remaining information sought in the para under answer shall be provided to you shortly. 

2.
As per section 121 of the Punjab Municipal Act, 1911, it is mandatory to obtain a licence from the council for carrying on the business from a site situated within the municipal limits.   Different fee has been prescribed for different trades, by the Punjab Government vide its notification.
3.
From 01.01.2004 to 31.08.2010, no request was received by the council for conversion of residential property into a commercial one.”



Respondent further submitted that the pending information on point no. 1 will take at least a couple of months before it could be provided to the complainant.  The said request is granted.



For further proceedings, to come up on 30.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/- 
Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94171-68380)

Sh. Deepak Mudgil,

Military Station Road,

Opp. Chankya School,

Fazilka-152123 

Distt. Ferozepur





                          … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fazilka







              …Respondent

CC- 190/2011
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Har Kishan Lal, BDPO (98761-13602)



In the earlier hearing dated 17.03.2011, one more opportunity was granted to the complainant to point out any discrepancies in the information provided. 



Complainant is not present today nor have any discrepancies / objections have been pointed out.  Therefore, it appears he is satisfied. 



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98722-10165)

Sh. Surjit Singh,

4, S.K.S. Nagar,

Phase 3 Extension,

Matharoo Chowk,

Jawadi (Ludhiana)






                   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Chuhar Chak,

Distt. Moga


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Chuhar Chak,

Distt. Moga






             …Respondents

AC - 48/2011
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Devinder Pal, Principal, GSSS, Chuhar Chak (98555-40086)



In the earlier hearing dated 17.03.2011, it was recorded: -

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



Ms. Bajaj also did not possess any copies of the orders whereby the said case had been decided by the Commission earlier.



Today, Ms. Sudesh Bajaj, former Principal of the school, is not present.  The complainant is not present either.  Sh. Devinder Pal submits that earlier, the said case was rejected by the court of ld. SIC Sh. P.P.S. Gill.  Upon perusal of the file, it is observed that the applicant in the said case was different.  



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



For further proceedings, to come up on 07.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94173-30956)

Sh. Janak Kumar (Retd. Lecturer)

Adarsh Colony,

Near Gurudwara,

V&PO Sarna,

Tehsil Pathankot

(Distt. Gurdaspur) – 145025




             … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

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

Punjab, Chandigarh





               …Respondent

CC- 472/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Janak Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Jagtar Singh, Supdt. (98148-10988)



Complainant is present and states that complete information to his satisfaction has since been provided to him and he has no objection if the case is disposed of. 



Therefore, 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: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulwant Singh,

s/o Karnail Singh,

VPO Kalie Wala,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga





                          … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Moga-2







               …Respondent

CC- 423/11
Order

Present:
Sh. H.S. Rathee for the complainant (97805-57163)

For the respondent: Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Sarpanch (94173-62233) along with Sh. Girdour Singh, Panchayat Secretary (98551-92251)



In the earlier hearing dated 30.03.2011, it was recorded:

“Respondent present states that complete information as per original application has been dispatched to the complaint by registered post, on 21.03.2011.  He also presented the postal receipt in support of his assertion.   However, the complainant stated that he has not received the same.  Therefore, a copy of the information has been provided to him in the court.  He seeks time to study the same. 

Discrepancies, if any, be communicated to the respondent who shall remove the same at the earliest.”



Today, Sh. H.S. Rathee is present on behalf of the complainant.  He did not provide the shortcomings as directed in the earlier order. However, he is providing the same in today’s hearing.



Information on points no. 1 and 2 of the original application have been provided.   Information on the following two points is pending:

3.
Copies of tenders / quotations for the work done.

4.
Copies of contractor’s bill and payment thereof in detail relating to construction of streets during January 2008 to December, 2009.



Regarding point no. 3, respondent submits that they did not follow the process of tenders and the work of Gram Panchayat is got executed as per the muster rolls.  For information on the last point, respondent states that they did not get the construction of streets done from the contractors and hence no such bills can be provided.



Respondent has given both these points in writing and the complainant feels 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: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Kapoor

# 43, White Enclave,

Near Green Field,

Majitha Road,

Amritsar







        …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

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

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Secretary School Education, 


Punjab, Chandigarh. 




  …Respondents

AC- 1119/10
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


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

“The shortcomings in the information have been noted by the respondent who stated that within 10 days, the same shall be removed.”



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.   It appears the objections of the appellant have been removed by the respondent, as directed in the previous hearing.



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Asstt. (94637-12978) came present from the office of D.E.O Gurdaspur and stated that complete information has since been provided to the appellant, to his satisfaction.   He has been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing. 

Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ankur Jindal,

S/o Ramesh Kumar,

House no. 321, 

Ward No-8, Preet Vihar 

Dhuri (Pb.)






 
             … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

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

SCO No. 95-97, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh






         
               …Respondent

CC- 441/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. along with Sh. Varinder Singh, clerk.


In the earlier hearing dated 30.03.2011, it was recorded:

“Respondent present states that they had demanded a sum of Rs. 18/- from the complainant towards cost of the documents to be provided for the information sought which has not been done.   While the complainant was ready to pay the amount in the court, the respondent stated that the same be paid by means of Indian Postal Order.  The information had been brought to the court which has been handed over to the complainant, who assured the requisite fee would be sent to the respondent office, as desired.”



Respondent present states that the amount of Rs. 18/- has not yet been deposited by the complainant; however, he said complete information has since been provided.



Complainant is not present today nor have any discrepancies been pointed out.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 



Therefore, 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: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Rama Kalyan,

# 838 HIG,

Phase 2,

Mohali







 
             … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. 

Punjab, 

Chandigarh





         

              …Respondent

CC- 496/11
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. S.P. Paul, advocate (98885-69798)

For the respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, PCS, Dy. Secretary Local Govt. (97798-11500)


Respondent present states that the matter had been referred to the Vigilance Department and their response has been received only yesterday.   He further states that whatever nominal dues of the complainant are pending, will be released soon.  At this, Sh. Paul stated that payment of a good amount is pending.


Sh. Sukhwinder Singh further states that despite the fact that the communications of the complainant were addressed to the Director, they have made efforts and procured and provided the information.



Complainant submits that he has been harassed by one Sh. Kamal Kumar, the dealing clerk in the office of Deputy Director.   Respondent assures that if this fact is put in writing by the complainant, the necessary steps will be taken in this regard.



Complete information stands provided.  However, complainant prays for imposition of penalty on the respondent and award of compensation for the loss suffered.



Therefore, PIO, office of the Principal Secretary Local Govt.  Punjab,  Chandigarh
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. 25,000/- 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. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.











Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sohan Lal Sandha

s/o Sh. Hakam Ram

House No. 42,

Ward No. 1,

Sardulgarh-151507 (Distt. Mansa)



             … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE) Punjab, 
SCO No. 96-97, Sector 17-C,
Chandigarh





         

              …Respondent

CC- 464/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 30.03.2011, it was recorded: -

“Respondent present states that vide letter dated 12.08.2010, the application of the complainant dated 02.08.2010 had been transferred to the PIO, office of DPI (SE), SCO 96-97, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Accordingly, Public Information Officer, office of Director, Public Instruction (SE) Punjab, SCO 96-97, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh is substituted as respondent in place of PIO, office of Director General School Education, Punjab. 

PIO, office of Director, Public Instruction (SE) Punjab, SCO 96-97, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.   The PIO shall also appear in person in the next hearing to explain the matter.”



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



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight, with a compliance report to the Commission.  Complainant shall inform the Respondent and the Commission of the discrepancies, if any, in the information when provided.



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Janak Kumar (Retd. Lecturer)

Adarsh Colony,

Near Gurudwara,

V&PO Sarna,

Tehsil Pathankot

(Distt. Gurdaspur) – 145025



                         … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE) Punjab, 
SCO No. 96-97, Sector 17-C,
Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o The Distt. Education Officer (SE)


Gurdaspur.







  …Respondents
CC- 471/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Janak Kumar in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Jagtar Singh, Supdt. (98148-10988)



In the earlier hearing dated 30.03.2011, it was recorded:

“Respondent present states that vide letter dated 21.10.2010, the application of the complainant dated 12.10.2010 had been transferred to the PIO, office of DPI (SE), SCO 96-97, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Accordingly, Public Information Officer, office of Director, Public Instruction (SE) Punjab, SCO 96-97, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh is substituted as respondent in place of PIO, office of Director General School Education, Punjab.”



Today, Sh. Jagtar Singh is present and states that they had written to the D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur and even a reminder was also sent but the case file of the complainant has not been received in his office from the said office.  In view of this submission, the PIO, office of the D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur is impleaded as a party.  In the next hearing, PIO, office of the D.E.O. (SE) Gurdaspur shall also appear in person to explain the matter.


For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali

16, Batala Road,

Amritsar- 143001






             …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

Chandigarh







              …..Respondent

CC- 3520/10

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali in person.


For the respondent: Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, APIO (98140-14860)

 

Dr. Pasricha states that Punjab Financial Rules do not provide for Double-Bid system as the same were formulated years back.  He further stated about 5-6 years back, they switched over to the Double Bid System approved by the Purchase Committee since it was being followed by the Controller of Stores also.  He further submitted that he was unable to put this statement in writing on behalf of the Director.   Sh. Bali states such a statement could have been made in the earlier hearings as well.


On query of the complainant as to who be impleaded as a party from the department if a writ petition is filed before the Hon’ble High Court, the respondent has no answer.



Sh. Bali states that with this statement, the information stands provided.   He further submitted that already, four hearings have taken place and the information has been delayed beyond the stipulated period. He further prays for award of compensation to him and for imposition of penalty on the respondent.



Therefore, PIO, office of the Director, Animal Husbandry,  Punjab,  Chandigarh
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. 25,000/- 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. 



The PIO is also directed to show cause as to why suitable compensation be not awarded in favour of the complainant for the detriments suffered for obtaining the information under the RTI Act, 2005.











Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94172-42420)

Sh. Munish Kumar Seth

s/o Sh. Sudesh Kumar,

Near Main Post Office,

Dhuri (Sangrur)






                   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh




             …Respondents

AC - 1077/2010
Order

 

This case was last taken up for hearing on 30.03.2011 when the appellant was present in person while Dr. Karamjit Singh, PIO along with Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Asstt. appeared on behalf of the respondents.    Submissions of both the parties were taken on record and for pronouncement of the order; the case was posted to date i.e. 27.04.2011.


In the first hearing dated 10.01.2011 when the appellant did not come present, it was recorded as under: -

“Respondents present state that complete information has been sent to the appellant by registered post on 31.12.2010.  However, nothing has been heard from the complainant nor is he present today.

One more opportunity is granted to the appellant to inform the Commission if there are any specific deficiencies in the information provided.”



In the subsequent hearing dated 21.02.2011, it was recorded: 

“It was informed that complete information as per the original application stands provided. However, the appellant who was accompanied by a representative, demanded compensation and prayed for imposition of penalty on the respondent for the delay in providing the information sought.” 



A show cause notice was issued to the PIO in the light of the demand of penalty and compensation made by the appellant.



In the last hearing dated 30.03.2011, reply to the show cause notice was submitted which reads as under: -











Contd……2/-

-:2:-

“It is submitted that application for information from Sh. Munish Kumar was received in this office on 26.08.2010 and the same was sent to the concerned branch for providing the information.   The information pertained to attendance reports of a Class IV official.
The said official was appointed in the Civil Hospital, Phillaur.  Thereafter, from 08.10.2008, the said official has been working in different branches of this office.   Since the said official was a Class IV employee, his attendance was being marked in the respective branches where he was posted.  The attendance reports had been obtained from the branches concerned and provided to the applicant vide this office letter no. 4491 dated 28.12.2010.  A copy of the appointment letter had been sent to the applicant by registered post on 10.02.2011.    An explanation for the delay caused has been obtained from the concerned branch and is annexed herewith.

It is submitted that the official remained posted with different branches / officers and hence the information had to be collected from all of them.  The delay is not at all intentional.  It is submitted that since the complete information has already been provided to the applicant, the notice dated 21.02.2011 may kindly be dropped.”


It is noted that the original application for information was submitted on 19.08.2010 and as per version of the respondent during the first hearing dated 10.01.2011, complete information had been sent to the applicant by registered post on 31.12.2010.   Even after exclusion of the statutory period of 30 days for providing the information, the delay of at least three months is apparent and admitted by the respondent.   Apart therefrom, as per the appellant, complete information reached his hands only on 22.02.2011.  It is also noted that the appellant appeared only in the last hearing and did not come present in either of the earlier two hearings.   Yet in view of the mental detriments which may have been caused to him, a compensation of Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two Thousand Only) is awarded in favour of Sh. Munish Kumar Seth, which is payable by the Public Authority i.e. O/o The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Sector 34, Chandigarh.   The amount be paid to the appellant within a fortnight, against his acknowledgement.  A copy of the receipt obtained from the appellant shall be forwarded to the Commission for records.  



It is also noted that poor infrastructure and lack of manpower etc. have been named as the main factors responsible for the delay caused in providing the information sought.   Besides, it is also noted that though the information sought pertains to third party, the respondent did not take this plea and rather proceeded to part with the same.  Apparently, respondent is not aware of the various relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    Secretary Health, Punjab is advised to follow the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 in general, and Section 4(1) in particular, which reads as under: 



“4 (1)
 Every public authority shall—









Contd…..3/-

-:3:-

 
 

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerised are,  within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerised  and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;”



Secretary Health, Punjab should follow the advice and to inform the Commission if any of the provisions of Section 4 have been implemented. 



Apart therefrom, necessary changes / additions in the infrastructure, computerization, budget allocation, provisions of manpower etc. should also be made to ensure better implementation of the RTI Act, 2005.    Formal training to the staff regarding the Act should also be arranged and imparted as far as possible.


No order as to penalty since the delay caused is not intentional or deliberate. 


For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 
09.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbhajan Singh

s/o Sh. Ram Singh,

Ward No. 10,

Near PWD Store,

Lehragaga- 148031






              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Executive Officer,
Municipal Committee,
Lehragaga







              …Respondent

CC- 642/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide letter dated 09.12.2010, complainant sought the following information: 

“Regarding Ram Gopal son of Sh. Ruldu Ram, clerk, Municipal Council, Lehra Gaga.

A copy of certificate granted to above official upon qualifying a typing test conducted by Languages Department, Patiala.  

A copy of the letter sent to the Languages Department, regarding verification of the certificate; 

A copy of letter received from the Languages Department, Punjab regarding the above certificate.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 01.03.2011, received in the office on 10.03.2011, when no information was provided. 


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



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight, with a compliance report to the Commission.  Complainant shall inform the Respondent and the Commission of the discrepancies, if any, in the information when provided.



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94630-03284)

Sh. Raghubar Dyal Gupta,

s/o Sh. Parmanand,

H. No. 874/KL,

Street No. 3,

Bajwa Colony, Green Park,

Nehru Market Road,

Jagraon City – 

(Distt. Ludhiana)






                   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

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

SCO No. 95-97, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

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

SCO No. 95-97, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh

3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o D.E.O. (SE)


Ludhiana.
   





             …Respondents

AC - 116/2011

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. R.D. Gupta in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Jagtar Singh, Supdt. (98148-10988)



In the earlier hearing dated 24.03.2011, it was recorded: 

“Respondent present has submitted copy of a letter dated 22.03.2011 addressed to the D.E.O. (SE) Ludhiana reminding him to send the information sought from him by the department earlier.  Sh. Jagtar Singh assured the court the needful would be done shortly.”



Respondent present submits that no response has been received from the office of D.E.O. (SE) Ludhiana so far.   In view of this submission, the PIO, office of the D.E.O. (SE) Ludhiana is impleaded as a party.  In the next hearing, PIO, office of the D.E.O. (SE) Ludhiana shall also appear in person to explain the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
