STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri HItender Jain c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Pb.,

SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh-160017.
                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1303 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Hitender Jain complainant in person.
Ms. Manjit Kaur Superintendent alongwith Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



 The complainant states that the request made by him to the Directorate was returned to him in original with the instructions that details about collection of Red Cross funds may be obtained from the colleges concerned directly.  On the other hand,. Ms. Manjit Kaur, Superintendent appearing on behalf of the respondent-department stated that as per her knowledge, the Directorate has not issued such instructions.  It has been clarified that all Government colleges as well as Private colleges aided by Government Funds function as per the guidelines issued by the Director Public Instructions (Colleges) and   thus the Directorate is expected to collect the information from these colleges    The Information so collected from the colleges concerned should be compiled in the proforma provided by the complainant and supplied to him within three weeks from today.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 3.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri HItender Jain c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Pb.,

SCO No.95 -97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh-160017.
                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1304 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Hitender Jain complainant in person.


Shri Kartar Chand, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Kartar Chand, Superintendent who is stated to have joined duty on this seat only on 3.6.2009  is not well conversant with the facts of the case and  even does not know about  details of the collections made.  It is seen that since 1994, the funds are being collected from School Children in the name of Junior Red Cross.   The amount of collection has been revised from time to time and the last revision was made in the year 2006 in pursuance of the meeting held in 2004 under the Chairmanship of His Excellency the Governor of Punjab who is the President of Red Cross Society.  According to the circular issued in the year 2006 , the collection to be made  from  children studying in Classes  VI to VIII was  @ Rs.6/- per children and for the  children studying in  classes  IX to XII  was @ Rs.12/-  per annum.  According to Shri Kartar Chand, the Red Cross society held meetings directly with the District Education Officers and gave them the instructions without any intimation to the Director Public Instructions (Schools). Shri Kartar Chand also could not explain how the accounts are being maintained and how the amount retained in the schools i.e. 50% of the total collection is spent and if the accounts have been audited or not.  It is also not clear if the amount is being kept in the bank or not even In some of the schools/districts, the collection comes into lacs of rupees.

2.

Shri Kartar Chand requested that some time may be given to him for collecting and supplying the information to the complainant.  Original application for seeking information was submitted to the respondent-department on 16.1.2009 i.e. more than 6 months back. Though some information has been supplied  to the complainant by some of the District Education Officers but it is in a sketchy manner.

3.

A perusal of the information provided by the districts shows that besides Red Cross, collections are also made for Child Welfare Council. But nobody seems to be knowing what Child Welfare Council does at all.  On the face of it, it seems to be a small amount ranging from Rs.6/- to Rs.12/- per children per annum but in fact the amount   runs into crores of rupees.  Since the collection of amount is made from public, it is hoped and expected that proper account books are maintained and regular audit is conducted
4.

The case stands adjourned to 3.8.2009 with a direction to Shri Kartar Chand to collect the necessary details within three weeks from today and then supply the same to the complainant 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Shashi Bhushan Nagpal, Advocate,

#3094, Sector 23-D, Chandigarh.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions, Punjab (SE), Chandigarh.  ____ Respondent

CC No. 1308 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO alongwith       Shri Naginder Singh, Senior Assistant.

ORDER



Shri Nachhattar Singh, APIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant vide this office letter dated 5.3.2009 whereas the matter came up for hearing before the Commission is about complainant dated 27.2.2009.  A fresh and legible copy of complaint dated 27.2.2009 has been handed over to Shri Nachhattar Singh, APIO for giving point-wise reply to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Deepak Kumar s/o Shri Raj Kumar,

VPO Wadala Banger, District Gurdaspur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh_____ Respondent

CC No. 1306 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 7.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Vishakha Singh, H. No.162, W.No.3, 

Bhucho Mandi, Bhatinda.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, 
Chandigarh.       




____________ Respondent

CC No. 1296 of 2009

`Present:-
Shri Vishakha Singh complainant in person.

Ms. Surjit Kaur, PIO alongwith Shri Ram Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Reply given to the complainant by the respondent-department is not on the point on which information was asked for and is also contradictory to their reply given earlier vide their letter dated 2.7.2008 and 7.10.2008.  PIO of the respondent-department should clarify the position.  Case stands adjourned to 3.8.2009.
2.

Later on Smt. Surjit Kaur, PIO appeared and explained the position.  According to her, for promotion to the post of Lecturer (Biology), the required qualifications as given in the Rules is M.Sc., B.Ed. where  subject branch of M.Sc. is not indicated. In the year 2008 when meeting of  Departmental Promotion Committee (DPC) was convened under the Chairmanship of Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education, it was decided that for promotion to the post of Lecturer from that of  Science teacher in Biology, except M.Sc. Biology/Geology/ Botany no other subject related to Biology like Human Biology, Enthro Biology and Bio-chemistry etc. should be considered  As number of representations were received against the said ruling,  a Committee of the subject experts was constituted to sort out the issue. 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Anuradha d/o late Shri Balbir Singh,

H. No.B-X/224, Bhadroya Road, Pathankot.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh.  ____ Respondent

CC No. 1261 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Vikramjit on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Vikramjit appearing on behalf of the complainant states that till today the asked for information has not been provided by the respondent-department.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Anuradha d/o Shri Balbir Singh,
 H.No.B-X/224,

Bhadroya Road, Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Education (Schools), Chandigarh.
__________ Respondent

CC No. 1260 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Vikram Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jagdeep Kapil, Senior Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complainant has filed this complainant through petitioner seeking same information from the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education (Schools), Chandigarh, Secretary, Subordinate Selection Board, Punjab, Chandigarh and also from Director Public Instructions (S), Punjab, Chandigarh.  Shri Jagdeep Kapil, Senior Assistant appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the petition received from the complainant - Ms. Anuradha has been forwarded to the Director Public Instructions (S), Punjab Chandigarh who is the custodian of the files/information which has been sought by the complainant.  In view of this, it may be treated as disposed of.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Anuradha d/o Shri Balbir Singh,
 H.No.B-X/224,

Bhadroya Road, Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary , Subordinate Service Selection Board, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.



_____________ Respondent

CC No. 1262 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Vikramjit on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Surinder Kanta, District Treasury Officer (Retd.),

H.No.1067, Urban Estate, Phase-II, Jalandhar-144022.__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Education,

Chandigarh.



                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1300 of 2009

Present:-
No body on behalf of the complainant.



No body on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mr. Manjit Singh Khalsa, Panch s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

V.P.L. Lodhana Jhikka, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.
_____ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Education,

Chandigarh.



                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1334 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Vijay Singh Chauhan, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Vijay Singh Chauhan, Senior Assistant who appeared on behalf of the respondent-department is not conversant with the facts of the case and is also not prepared to reply the queries raised by the complainant.  He is only beating around the bush taking a plea that information sought by the complainant does not come within the definition of information under RTI Act which is not correct interpretation.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.8.2009, when PIO of the respondent-department should be present personally to explain the position.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri HItender Jain c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Elementary), Pb.,

SCO No.31-34, Sector 17-E, Chandigarh-160017.
                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1305 of 2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain complainant in person.
Shri Sawaran Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Amarjit Singh Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Sketchy information has been provided to the complainant which is grossly insufficient and is not on the points on which it was sought.  Complainant has provided a copy to Shri Sawaran Singh indicating the deficiencies in the information provided to him as received from 7 districts out of 20 in the State of Punjab.  Shri Sawaran Singh, APIO is directed to collect the information and supply the same to the complainant within three weeks from today.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 3.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Kuldip Singh,  District Ayurvedic & Unani Officer (Retd.)

#1404, Sector 40-B, Chandigarh.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

Health &  Family welfare, Chandigarh.
            ________________ Respondent

CC No. 610  of 2009

Present:-
Dr. Kuldip Singh, complainant in person..

Ms. Renuka Sharma, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Ms. Renuka Sharma, APIO has produced before the Commission a copy of the reply for its perusal.  The same has been handed over to the complainant. Appropriate administrative action should be taken by the respondent-department   to redress the grievance of the complainant.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarsem Lal, #386, Ward No.6, Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar-144201.


__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh.
 __________ Respondent

AC No.  229  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Harjit Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Sudesh Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



As requested by the complainant, case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarsem Lal, #386, Ward No.6, Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar-144201.


__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh.____________ Respondent

AC No.  230  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Harjit Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Sudesh Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



As requested by the complainant, case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarsem Lal, #386, Ward No.6, Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar-144201.


__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh.____________ Respondent

AC No.  241  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Harjit Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Sudesh Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



As requested by the complainant, case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hitender Jain c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.
_________  Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Divisional Forest Officer, Opp. Westend Mall,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana-141012.
          ________________ Respondent

AC No. 301 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Hitender Jain appellant in person.

Shri Khushwinder Singh, Range Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant filed the original application on 16.1.2009 and some information was provided to him by the respondent-department vide their letter dated 17.6.2009 i.e. after a delay of about 5 months.  According to Shri Khshwinder Singh, till February, 2009, Shri Mahabir Singh was the Divisional Forest Officer, Ludhiana who was succeeded by Shri Jasmer Singh and 15 days back he was also transferred and in his place Shri Vishal Chauhan has joined. As such the information could not be supplied.
Shri Mahabir Singh who is C.C.F (Wildlife) in the office of Chef Conservator of Forests, Sector 17, Chandigarh and Shri Jasmer Singh, who is presently working as Divisional Forest Officer, Patiala should be personally present on the next date of hearing and explain about the delay caused in supplying the information
2.

Case stands adjourned to 3.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ujagar Singh Dhinda, Advocate,

H. No.3586/5, Lehal, Patiala.




_________  Complainant..

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food and Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.




          ________________ Respondent

CC No. 632 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department. The District Controller, Civil Supplies and Consumer Matters, Ludhiana being the public authority is directed to come personally on the next date of hearing.  He will also explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2009 for not deputing any representative to appear before the Commission in any of  the three hearings  held  till today  and also for not supplying the information within the prescribed period.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 3.7.2009
