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

Shri Paramjit Singh, 34/10, Raj Nagar, 

Basti Bawa Khel, Jalandhar City.



__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (Ele), Jalandhar.______________ Respondent

AC No.  611       of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri S.K. Lakha, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri S.K. Lakha, APIO stated that the asked for information has been supplied to the appellant including the one obtained from the District Education Officer (SE), Jalandhar.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.12.2009 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surinder Pal Singh, #398,

Teacher Colony, Balachour, District S.B.S. Nagar.
__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (SE), S.B.S. Nagar.  ___________ Respondent

AC No.  610  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Surinder Pal complainant in person.

Shri Jagdish Rai, PIO alongwith Shri Tejinder Singh, Dealing Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Of the information asked for on two points, information about point No.2 has been provided.  As regards information about point No.1, it is stated that a proposal was sent by the school to the District Education Officer, SBS Nagar.  Since there were certain deficiencies, it was returned to the school on 8.10.2008 for removal of the deficiencies and no further action has been taken as yet. It was further pointed out by Shri Jagdish Rai, PIO that DEO (SE), SBS Nagar Shri P.C. Gupta was involved in a vigilance inquiry and he has been suspended and additional charge of DEO’s post has been given to the District Revenue Officer, SBS Nagar. Reply of the respondent-department is far from satisfactory. The PIO will ensure that  the proposal is again sent after reconstructing the file and in the meantime responsibility be fixed for misplacing the file.  Appellant who is a handicapped person is being harassed unnecessarily.   By following the matter at personal level including at DPI’s level, the Handicapped Conveyance allowance which is due to him  be sanctioned and paid to him  
2.

Case stands adjourned to 23.11.2009. There are number of cases of the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab fixed for hearing on that day. The PIO of the said office should come fully prepared to explain position of all these cases.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
CC

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

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

Shri Mohinder Singh Padda, V.P.O. Dehriwal,

Via Tanda, District Hoshiarpur-144203.



__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Programme Officer, Hoshiarpur.                      ________________ Respondent

AC No.  600       of 2009

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

Shri Kuldip Singh, APIO alongwith Shri Mukesh Gautam, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In his application, the appellant wanted to know about  disciplinary powers of  the superior authority. It was clarified to him that  appendixes of  the Government Rules and Regulations always carry details about   such appointing/disciplinary authorities.  Shri Kuldip Singh, CDPO, Talwara appearing on behalf of the PIO, Distt. Programme Officer, Hoshiarpur does not seem to have knowledge about the same. 
2.

What has come on record is that Smt. Tejinder Kaur, CDPO, Hoshiarpur-II had temporarily embezzled the honorarium of Anganwari Workers which was due to them for January, 2009  and their signatures were obtained in token of having disbursed the amount to them.  When complaints were received by the District Programme Officer, Hoshiarpur, he visited the office of Smt. Tejinder Kaur and after recovering the amount from her, the same was disbursed to the concerned Anganwari Workers in the presence of two witnesses viz. Smt. Ranjit Kaur and Smt. Raj Bala, Supervisors.  At his own level, District Programme Officer, Hoshiarpur issued  warning to the CDPO, Hoshiarpur-II and then referred the whole issue to the Head Office which is yet to take action.  The above facts clearly show that it was a case of temporary embezzlement/ criminal breach of trust for which proper course of action should have been taken as per law which has not been done.  However, this being not the subject matter of issue of the complainant, I refrain from  making any recommendation in this regard.  Shri Kuldeep Singh, APIO is directed to bring the Manual  on the next date of hearing   to  indicate the appointing/punishing authority of CDPO.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 11.12.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. R.P.S. Brar, #1, Stadium Road, Patiala-147001.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 910 of 2009

Present:-
Col. R.P.S. Brar complainant in person.

Shri Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In pursuance of the order dated 26.10.2009, Shri Naresh Kumar has submitted an affidavit stating that no completion or occupation certificate was issued to the owner of plan No.71 dated 14.5.2008.  Photocopy of the same is handed over to the complainant.



In view of the position explained above, case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. R.P.S. Brar, #1, Stadium Road, Patiala-147001.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 911 of 2009

Present:-
Col. R.P.S. Brar complainant in person.

Shri Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In pursuance of the order dated 26.10.2009, Shri Naresh Kumar has submitted an affidavit stating that no completion or occupation certificate was issued to the owner of plan No.71 dated 14.5.2008.  Photocopy of the same is handed over to the complainant.


In view of the position explained above, case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Navdeep Singh s/o Shri Parman Singh, W. No.12,

Kartar Nagar, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Colony, Amloh Road, 

Khanna, District Ludhiana.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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



                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 2487 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Harinder Kumar, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.
Shir Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information sought by the complainant is specific and has to be supplied to him.  The same should be supplied to the complainant within two weeks from today.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 20.11.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Varinder Singh s/o Sh. Gulzar Singh, 

Mohan Nagar, Bhawanigarh, Distt. Sangrur-148026.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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



________________ Respondent

CC No.  2466     of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent-department. 

ORDER



Complainant sent original request to the respondent-department on 9.7.2009.  According to Shri Baljit Singh,  detail regarding selected candidates was supplied to the complainant on 27.8.2009.  Shri Baljit Singh was instructed to supply  the other details within 10 days from today.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 20.11.2009. 
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Maghar Singh Sidhu, President, Khalsa High School,

Ward No.16, Mohala Radhraka, Mansa.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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



 ________________ Respondent

CC No. 2464 of 2009

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

Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands provided, cases stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Varinder Kumar s/o Shri Krishan Chand,

Opposite Sadhu Ram Lumba, Rangila Street, Ward No. 10,

Laluana Road, Mansa.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director General School Education, Pb. 104-106,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.  2463       of 2009

Present:-
Shri Varinder Kumar complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



According to the letter received by the complainant, Punjab I.C.T. Education Society has already written to M/s CDAC for supplying the asked for information on point at Sr. No.2 to 7.  Information about Sr. No.1 has already been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.12.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surinder Kumar Goel, Superintendent (Audit),

Markfed, Punjab, Chandigarh.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Auditor, Coop. Societies, Punjab, 
Chandigarh.                      



________________ Respondent

CC No.  2515       of 2009

Present:-
Shri Surinder Kumar Goel complainant in person.
Mrs. Paramjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Janak Singh, Senior Assistant.

ORDER



In an important case heard by the full Bench of this Commission a decision was taken that copy of Annual Confidential Report (ACR) of the complainant/appellant is to be supplied to him/her.  Here another issue has arisen as to whether   anybody can ask for copies of ACRs of other employees.  This issue is likely to have long term repercussion and may arise time and again in future.  To set the matter at rest, it is recommended that a full bench of the Commission be held to take a conscious decision in this regard.  It is also recommend that besides the department of the complainant the other departments like office of the Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh may also be issued notices.  The decision taken by the full bench of the Commission  will  act as  guidelines  for the departments in future.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner. 
Dated: 30.10.2009
CIC

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

Shri Sudhir Kumar Jakhar, V.P.O. Panjkosi,

Tehsil Abohar, District Ferozepur.   


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Manager, Fazilika Central Coop. Bank Ltd., 
Abohar.                      



________________ Respondent

CC No.  2497       of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri R.K. Gawri, Manger on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the instant case, no petition has been filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court so the question of stay does not arise.  It is fairly well established principle that  benefit of stay is applicable only to those petitioners who approach the Hon’ble High Court and not to all such persons who are placed in similar circumstances.  As such the plea of the respondent-department that the stay given by the Hon’ble High Court in CWP No.19481 of 2006 is applicable to them is not correct. The asked for information be provided in accordance with the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 11.12.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balbir Singh, Anand Nagar,

Street No.3, Plot No.4, Kotkapura ( Faridkot)

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Managing Director, MARKFED, Chandigarh.____________ Respondent

CC No.  2478 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Balbir Singh complainant in person.
Shri Veer Vikram Rajan, APIO o/o the MARKFED, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Veer Vikram Rajan, APIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the original letter was addressed to SPE Branch and the same was not received in the Head Office so the information could not be supplied to him.  A copy of the original application is handed over to Shri Rajan, APIO for providing the necessary information.  Shri Rajan assured that he will provide the required information within three weeks from today.  On the receipt of the information, complainant can go through the same and if he is satisfied with the same can just write a letter confirming receipt of the information.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 11.12.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balbir Singh, Senior Branch Manager (Retd.).

MARKFED, Anand Nagar, Gali No.3, Kotkpura (Faridkot) …… Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Manager, MARKFED, Faridkot.
 ________________ Respondent

CC No.  2474       of 2009

Present:-
Shri Balbir Singh complainant in person.

Shri Sukhpal Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



As admitted by the complainant, asked for information has been supplied to him.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurpal Singh s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

r/o Village Bholapur, P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, 
Chandigarh.     




________________ Respondent

CC No. 2465  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Tarsem Lal, Superintendent Grade-I alongwith Shri Navinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands provided as admitted by the complainant.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ajay Kumar (Member), Manav Sewa Mission,

Near Bus Stand, Maur Mandi, Bhatinda -151509.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Sector 17, 
Chandigarh.                    



________________ Respondent

CC No.  2450       of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 7.12.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Balbir Singh s/o Shri Piara Singh,

Resident of 45/5, Passi Road, Patiala.


__________ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Social Security Officer, Roop Nagar.
___________ Respondent

CC No. 1818 of 2009

Present:-

Ms. Sonia, Advocate on behalf of the complainant




None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER




Respondent-department has neither supplied the information nor deputed any body to appear on behalf of him, which is a sorry state of affairs.  Copy of the order may also go to the Director Social Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh who will instruct the District Welfare Officer, Roop Nagar to be present on the next date of hearing with the complete information.
2.


Case stands adjourned to 4.12.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ram Shah Bhumbla, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Bagowal,

P.O. Kathgarh, Tehsil Balachaur,
Distt. Shahid Bhagat SinghNagar-144522.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instruction (S), Pb., 
Chandigarh.                      



________________ Respondent

CC No.    835     of 2009

Present:-
Shri Ram Shah Bhumbla complainant in person.

Shri Naginder Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Ram Shah Bhumbla complainant confirmed that information about 18 districts has been provided. Information about two districts is still to be provided.  Information will be supplied to the complainant within 10 days from today alongwith compensation as ordered by this Commission vide order dated 18.9.2009.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 23.11.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harjinder Singh s/o S. Surjan Singh, 

Ro Vill. Sureshwala Sainia, P.O. Karani Khera, 
Teh. Fazilika (FZR)





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

District Forest Officer, Ferozepur.

           ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1068  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jagmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar-cum-APIO, Fazilika alongwith Shri Baljit Singh, Forest Range Officer, Fazilika  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



It is said by Shri Jagmail Singh and Shri Baljit Singh that when officers of their departments went to the site, they found that paddy crop is standing as such demarcation (Nishandehi) could not be done.  They further stated that paddy crop is likely to be harvested by the end of November, 2009 (Basmati Rice).
2.

Case stands adjourned to 14.12.2009 on the request of the departments as well as by the complainant.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gaurav c/o Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Sadiq Road, Faridkot.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Sacred Heart School, Doosanj Road, Moga.
__________ Respondent

CC No. 2173   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



As observed in order dated 18.9.2009, the respondent is a private school and not an aided school, hence, does not come within the purview of Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sube Singh Sheokand s/o Sh. Rati Ram

Village and P.O.Dumrakha Khurd, 
Narwana (Jind)-126116.




__________  Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (Ele), Sangrur.      ____________ Respondent

AC No.  525   of 2009

Present:-
Shri Sube Singh Sheokand complainant in person



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of specific directions, District Education Officer (E), Sangrur is not present.  Appellant, who is a senior citizen, is being unnecessarily harassed.  The Director, Public Instructions (E), Punjab, Chandigarh will ensure that on the next date of hearing i.e. 23.11.2009, District Education Officer (E), Sangrur should be present.  He should also explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 23.11.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 30.10.2009
CC

The Director Public Instructions (E), Punjab, Chandigarh.

