STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dharam Pal Singla,

H. No. 379, Gobind Colony,

Near Nastional Public School,

Gurdwara Akali Daftar Road,

Kharar, District: Mohali.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager/Secretary,

Arya Kanya Vidyalaya, 

Kharar, District: Mohali.






 Respondent

CC -  2103/2009

Present:
Shri Dharam Pal Singla,  Complainant, in person and Shri Charanjit Bansal on behalf of the Complainant. 

Smt. Harpreet Kaur, Headmistress-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Dharam Pal Singla filed an application with the PIO of the office of Manager/Secretary-cum-Correspondent, Arya Kanya Vidyalaya, Kharar on 25.05.2009 along with fee of Rs. 10/- in the shape of Indian Postal Order No. 83 E 034170, dated 25.05.2009. He has asked the following information:
(1)
Certified copies of audited Balance Sheet of Management of Arya Kanya Vidyalaya, Kharar, from the 1991-1992 to 2008-2009.
(2)
Certified copies of Annual Returns of Income Tax filed by Management of Arya Kanya Vidyalaya, Kharar from the year 1991-1992 to 2008-2009.
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(3)
Certified copies of TDS Returns for salaries in the Form No. 24 Q filed by Management of Arya Kanya Vidyalaya, Kharar, from the year 1991-1992 to 2008-2009.
(4)
Certified copies of details of Sources from where the deficit amount of salary was paid to the school staff(Teaching & Non-Teaching) of Arya Kanya Vidyalaya, Kharar from the year 1991-1992 to 2008-2009 with documentary proof.

After getting no response he filed a complaint with the Commission on 24.07.2009, which was received in the Commission on 28.07.2009 against Diary No. 11808. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The PIO places on record a photo copy of letter No. 1846, dated 25.9.2009, a copy of which has been sent to the Complainant.  Vide this  letter, requisite information has  been submitted as under:-
“(i)
gqpzX ;fwsh nkohnk ezfBnk ftfdnkbk yoV B/ ed/ th e'Jh nkfvN Balance  ;hN fsnko BjhA ehsh j? BK jh T[jBK e'b fJ; ;dk e'Jh foekov  j?.

(ii)
fBew N?e; dhnK ;kbkBk foNoB gqpzX ;fwsh nkohnk ezfBnk ftfdnkbk B/ ejh BjhA GohnK BK jh T[; dk ;kv/ e'b e'Jh foekov j?.

(iii)
gqpzX ;fwsh nkohnk ezfBnk ftfdnkbk yoV B/ fe;/ th eowukoh dk T.D.S. BjhA eZfNnk. Bk jh ed/ ckow BzL 24 Q Gfonk j?. fJj fizw/dkoh eowukohnK dh jh jz[dh j?. eowukoh jh Go e/ G/id/ oj/ jB. fJ; ;e{b dh D. D. Powers, D.E.O. w[jkbh e'b jB. T[j jh ;e{b ;Nkc dh sBykj tzvd/ jB.
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(iv)
Nhfuzr ns/ BkB-Nhfuzr ;Nkc dhnK deficit amount  ;?boh nkgD/ e'b s'A jh g{ok eodhnK jB T[; ;dk e'Jh th foejkov ew/Nh B/ nkgD/ e'b BjhA ofynk.

fJE/ fJj th dZf;nk iKdk j? fe gfjb/ gqSkB ;aqh ;'jB bkb ih dh w"s 21-2-2008 Bz{ j' u[Zeh j? T[j ;kBz{ e'Jh foekov d/ e/ BjhA rJ/ jB. w"i{dk gqpzX ;fwsh B/ cotoh 2008 ftu ekoi ;zGkffbnk j?. “
3.

The PIO states that they have not received application fee of Rs. 10/-  with the application submitted by the Complainant. The Complainant hands over Rs. 10/- in cash to the PIO, who will issue the receipt.
4.

In view of the position narrated above, it is directed that D.E.O. Mohali, who has DDO Powers, will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith all relevant record relating to running of Arya Kanya Vidyalaya, Kharar.  Smt. Harpreet Kaur, PIO will also bring the original record relating to the information demanded by the Complainant vide his application dated 25.05.2009.  
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.11.2009 at 10.00 A. M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri Niranjan Singh, District Education Officer(SE), Phase: 3B-1, Mohali. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vinod Kumar,

S/o Shri Hari Chand,

VPO: Agaul, Via Bhadson,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Govt. High School,

Agaul, Tehsil: Nabha, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC - 2084 /2009

Present:
Shri  Vinod Kumar, Complainant, in person.
Smt. Manjeet Kaur, Headmistress-cum-PIO, Shri Ram Asra Sarpanch, Shri Karam Singh, Panch and Shri Jasbir Chand, President PTA Committee,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard all the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the information demanded by the Complainant is not in the public interest. He is demanding  the information just to harass her.  He comes to school and abuses her. She is feeling mentally tortured. Shri Ram Asra, Sarpanch, Shri Karam Singh, Panch and Shri Jasbir Chand, President PTA Committee fully endorse the view point of the PIO. A copy of the  Resolution condemning the behaviour of the Complainant, passed by Panchayat  in this regard is submitted, which is taken on record.
3.

A perusal of the information demanded by the Complainant reveals
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 that the information demanded by him is not at all in  the public interest. He appears to have some personal grudge against some one. Therefore, PIO is directed not to supply any information to the Complainant. 
4.

Hence the  case is dismissed.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Lal Garg,

6-C-310, Dhobi Ghat,

Mohalla, Dhuri, District: Sangrur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC - 2145/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Ms. Kamal Kamboj, Drug Inspector and Shri Vinod Kumar, Clerk ,                    on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Krishan Kumar Garg filed an application with the PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon, Sangrur on 19.5.2009 for seeking certain information. The PIO sent reply  to him  vide letter No. RTI/09/407, dated 17.07.2009 as under:-



“ T[go'es ft;/ ;pzXh fbfynk iKdk j? fe sBykj fce; eoB bJh fJ; dcso d/ gZXo s/ ekotkJh ehsh ik ojh j?. sBykj fce; j'D T[gozs fog'oN nkg Bz{ G/i fdZsh ikt/rh.”

Not satisfied with the reply sent by the PIO, the Complainant filed a complaint dated nil with the Commission, which was received in the Commission on 29.07.2009. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

The Respondent states that information running into 2 sheets alongwith a copy of office order dated 24.08.2009 has been sent to the Complainant vide Edst.  No. RTI/OP/527, dated 27.08.2009. She submits a letter No. RTI/09/662, dated 6.10.2009 enclosing the requisite information, which is taken on record.  The Respondent pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant and the Complainant is not present today, the case may be closed. 

3.

The absence of the Complainant today shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 


4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gulzar Singh Dhindsa,

Village: Harigarh Gehlan,

P.O. Bhullan, Tehsil: Moonak,

District: Sangrur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sasrpanch Gram Panchayat,

Harigarh Gehlan, P.O.: Bhullan,

Tehsil: Moonak, District: Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC -  2153/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent and nothing has been heard from the Complainant. 
2.

Due to non-pursuance of the complaint by the Complainant, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhalinder Singh,

District Family Welfare Officer,

Barnala.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Barnala.





 Respondent

CC - 2137/2009

Present:
Dr. Bhalinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Dr. Bhalinder Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon Sangrur on 6.7.2009  and asked for the following information:-
(1)
T[go'es ;w/ dh sZBykj dk t/otk, fejVh fejVh fwsh Bz[ fdZsh rJh, t'uo Bzpo ns/ fwsh df;nk ikt/.


(2)
fejV/ fejV/ ;w/A dh sBykj eb/w BjhA ehsh ns/ Bk eoB d/ ekoD



;w;N ehs/ ikD.

(3)
w/ok ihHghHn?cH d/ yksk BzL 1104 ftu g/;/ iwQK eotk fdZs/ jB iK BjhA, i/eo jK sK wjhBktko   t'uo Bzpo ns/ fwsh do;kJh ikt/ ns/ c'N' ekghnK th fdZshnK  ikD.  i/eo yks/ ftu g?;/; iwQK BjhA eotkJ/ sK g?;/ Bk iwQK eokT[D dk ekoD df;nk ikt/.
The PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon Sangrur  returned the application, 
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alongwith Indian Postal Order, to the Complainant, vide Edst.  No. RTI/09/392, dated 13.07.2009,   with the remarks that since the information asked for by him relates to DDOs, he should demand information from the concerned SMO/DDO, who is also PIO.  Not satisfied with the argument of the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated nil which was received in the Commission on 29.7.2009 against Diary No. 11946. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. Inadvertently, Notice of Hearing has been issued to Civil Surgeon Barnala instead of Civil Surgeon Sangrur. 
2.

The Complainant states that as he was posted as Medical Officer  in Sangrur and his PIO was Civil Surgeon Sangrur, therefore he has demanded the information from Civil Surgeon Sangrur. He requests that Notice of Hearing may be issued to Civil Surgeon Sangrur instead of Civil Surgeon Barnala. Accordingly it is directed that a copy of the order be sent to Civil Surgeon Sangrur alongwith Indian Postal Order  worth  Rs. 10/- as application fee to supply the requisite information to the Complainant.
3.

The Complainant states that he has asked the information about his  salary drawn by Civil Surgeon Sangrur and deductions made from his salary during the period from 06.08.1986 to 13.06.1994 when he was posted in the office of Civil Surgeon Sangrur as Medical Officer.
4.

Accordingly, it is directed that PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon
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Sangrur will supply the requisite information, as has been  demanded by the Complainant, within a period of one month. 
5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 10.11.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon, Sangrur.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt Simerjeet Kaur,

w/o Shri Jasbir Singh,

R/o Patti Baloo Ki,

Village: Khadur Sahib, District: Tarn-Taran.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(SE), Tarn-Taran.



 Respondent

CC - 2100/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Nirmal Singh, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School, Goindwal Sahib and Shri Malkiat Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Nirmal Singh, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School, Goindwal Sahib states that as per the orders of Principal Secretary Education, Punjab,  amount of Ex-gratia grant, Family Pension, G.P. Fund, D.L.I., GIS and  leave encashment has been distributed among Smt. Harbans Kaur, mother, Smt. Gurmit Kaur, wife and   Smt. Simerjeet Kaur, Karamjit Kaur, Sandeep Kaur, daughters of deceased Shri Gurdial Singh, Peon. He further states that gratuity released by A.G. cannot be distributed as per orders of Principal Secretary Education. Therefore,  for  distribution of gratuity, case has been referred back  to A. G. Punjab to issue  revised Gratuity Certificate which  has not been issued as yet.  He assures that as and when revised Gratuity 
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Certificate is issued from A. G. Punjab, gratuity  amount will be distributed among the family members.  Shri Nirmal Singh,  Principal further states that Shri Gurdial Singh solemnized two marriages since his first wife  expired and Smt. Gurmit Kaur is his second wife and she has been given employment in the school on compassionate grounds. In the last he pleads that since the requisite information as available on record has been supplied, the case may be closed. 
2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri
Bhupinder Singh,

A-411, Ranjit Avenue, 

Amritsar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(Elementary),

Tarn-Taran.








 Respondent
CC -2107/2009

Present:
Shri  Bhupinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Sukhchain Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Bhupinder Singh filed an application with District Education Officer(Elementary) Tarn-Taran on 25.4.2009 for seeking information 
In respect of teachers,  who have been  working/have worked  in the schools under Block Taran-Taran-1 during the period from January, 1970 to December, 2008. The D.E.O (Elementary) Tarn-Taran vide letter No. 391-392, dated 26.5.2009 directed B. E. E. O, Tarn-Taran to supply requisite information to the Complainant under intimation to his office, with a copy to the Complainant.  On getting no information, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.07.2009, which was received in the Commission  on 28.07.2009 against Diary No. 11846.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

Shri Sukhchain Singh, Clerk, office of DEO, Tarn-Taran states that information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post on 23.06.2009. The Complainant states that he has not received the information till today.  The Respondent states that  he has only office copy of the information in his possession, which has already been supplied to the Complainant. He assures that he will supply photo copy of the information to the Complainant today.

3.

Since the information has been delayed, it is directed that the information be  supplied free of cost. The Complainant has asked for information for the last 39 years. He is directed to ask for specific  information relating to last 20 years as per the provisions of RTI Act in future. 
4.

After some time, Respondent reports that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. 

5.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Suresh Kumar,

S/o Shri Daljit Singh,

Gali No. 1, Kothi No. 21,

Guru Nanak Colony, Faridkot.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer, (SE), Faridkot.



 Respondent

CC - 2066/2009

Present:
Shri Suresh Kumar,  Complainant, in person.


Shri Iqbal Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Suresh Kumar filed an application with the PIO of the office of DEO(SE) Faridkot on 15.12.2008 alongwith requisite fee of Rs. 10/- in the shape of Indian Postal Order. He sent a reminder to the PIO on 11.05.2009. On getting no response he filed a complaint with the Commission on 18.05.2009, which was received in the Commission on 29.05.2009 against Diary No. 7992.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The Respondent states that information relating to Points  1 to 8 has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter  No. APIO/2009, dated 12.01.2009. The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him regarding Points  1 to 7 but the information relating to Point 8 is 
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incomplete and not proper.  The Respondent states that he has brought original file for inspection by the Complainant. The Complainant inspects the file and states that his misplaced ACR for the year 1995-1996 is not available and Inquiry Report of the Inquiry conducted by the Principal is also not available.  The Respondent states that inquiry is being conducted and as and  when the inquiry is complete, complete information relating to point No. 8 will be supplied to the Complainant.  The Respondent places on record a photo copy of the ACR of the Complainant for the year 1995-1996. It is directed that a photo copy of the ACR, duly authenticated, be supplied to the Complainant. 
4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhjant Singh Khalsa,

Qr. No. E - 1, Municipal Colony,

Near Rose garden, Bathinda.





Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Bathinda.




 Respondent

AC - 373 /2009

Present:
Shri Sukhjant Singh Khalsa,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Lakhbir Trikha, Accountant and Shri Suresh Kumar, Clerk, on                     behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the original files are brought by the Respondent in the court today. After detailed deliberations/arguments, it is directed that photo copies of 5 files, relating to the  appointment, inquiry and dismissal of the Appellant  be supplied to the Appellant  today. After  some time, the Respondent reports that photo copies of all the above-said five files have been handed over to the Appellant.
3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                            REGISTERED
Shri Rabinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

6, Yyoti Nagar Extension, Jalandhar.




Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

AC - 202/2009

Present:
Shri Rabinder Singh, Appellant,  in person.


Shri  Tarlok Singh, MTP , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 17.09.2009 when it was directed that PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar  and MTP  will attend the proceedings in the instant case on the next date of hearing i.e. today. 
2.

The Respondent states that Orders of the Commission dated 17.09.2009 have not been received by him so far.  The PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar also might not have received the orders of the Commission as no one is present on his  behalf.  It is directed that copy of the orders be sent to PIOs of the offices of Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar, Municipal Corporation Jalandhar and to the Appellant by registered post. 
3.

Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP, states that the Appellant can inspect the files on any working day in his office and he will supply the requisite information 
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to the Appellant after the inspection. As the information has been delayed, it is directed that the information be supplied free of cost. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.10.2009 at 10.00 AM in Court No. 1 on second floor o f SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
CC:
Public Information Officer of the office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Kumar,

138, Choti Baradari Part -1,

Jalandhar.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

AC - 493 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri  Harmesh Kumar, Trust Engineer,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 14.09.2009, when it was directed that the PIO will go through the observations submitted by the Appellant and will supply complete information and will provide requisite clarification, within a period of 15 days on the basis of deliberations held in the court and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance.
2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information, running into two sheets,  as per demand of the Appellant vis-à-vis the deliberations held on 14.09.2009,  has been supplied to the Appellant vide Memo. No. RTI/309, dated 24.09.2009 personally on 25.09.2009 and due receipt has been taken from him.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, P.O.: Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent
CC -1166 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 29.09.2009, when PIOs of M. C. Patiala and Amritsar were directed to attend proceedings on the next date of hearing i.e. today,  alongwith requisite information.  Besides, question of imposing penalty on the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government  is to be considered today. 
2.

As none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. More-over, PIOs of M. C. Patiala and Amritsar are also not present.
3.

Taking a serious view of their absence, the case is fixed for further hearing on 03.11.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh, with the directions that they must attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing otherwise necessary action will be taken against them as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties,
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

(1)
PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.



(2)
PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Patiala.

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Rajinder K. Singla, 








C/o Mr. Jatijnder Moudgil,

E.1/12, Panjab University, Chandigarh – 160014.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
CC - 1362/2009
Present:
Dr. Rajinder K. Singla, Complainant, in person.


Shri Gurnam Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that Executive Officer, Improvement Trust Ludhiana has been transferred and new incumbent has not joined  as yet.  He assures that as and when new Executive Officer joins, information will be supplied to the Complainant.  He further states that Shri Subhash Gupta, PIO has intimated that information will be supplied to the Complainant as and when new Executive Officer joins.
3.

The Complainant makes a written submission, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent . The Respondent is directed to send the written submission of the Complainant to the PIO of the office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana for supplying information on the basis of this submission to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 03.11.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17,  Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karnail Singh,

S/o Shri Jiun Singh,

Kartar Nagar, Gali No. 3, 

Amloh Road, Khanna, District: Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Khanna, District: Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC - 2124/2009

Present:
Shri Pal Singh on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Amarjit Ram, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Karnail Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of B.D.P.O. Khanna on 10.06.2009, alongwith fee of Rs. 10/- in the shape of Indian Postal Order,  for seeking information about the Resolution passed by Gram Panchayat Alaur on 08.06.2009.   On getting no information, Shri Karnail Singh and Shri Pal Singh filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.07.2009, which was received in the Commission on 28.07.2009 against Diary No. 11781. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing  was  issued to both the parties today. 
2.

The Respondent states that the information was sent to Shri Pal Singh and Shri Karnail Singh at the address given in the application by registered post which was received back with the remarks “Refused by the Complainant”.  He produces envelope in the Court. He further states that he went to the
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 residence of Shri Pal Singh to supply the information but he refused the information stating that he will get the information in the Court on the next date of hearing. 
3.

 Original copy of the information running into 19 sheets is handed over to Shri Pal Singh in the Court today  in my presence. He pleads that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant,  the case may be closed. 

4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjinder Singh Cheema,

# H – 591, Phase-1, Mohali.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal,  Industrial Training Institute,

Samrala.








 Respondent

AC - 479 /2009

Present:
Shri  Harjinder Singh Cheema, Appellant,  in person.


Shri  Nahar Singh, Group Instructor, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Harjinder Singh Cheema filed an application with the PIO of the office of Principal I.T.I., Samrala on 14.02.2009. He was supplied some information by the PIO.  Shri Harjinder Singh vide  letter dated 21.05.2009 informed  the Principal  explaining in detail  that the information supplied to him  is incomplete and incorrect.  On getting no response, he filed an appeal with the Commission on 21.07.2009, which was received in the Commission on 23.07.2009 against Diary No. 11459. Accordingly Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties. 
2.

The case has been heard on 15.09.2009 and 29.09.2009. During hearing on 29.09.2009  directions were issued  to Shri Nasib Singh, Principal, 

 I. T.I,  Samrala to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today  alongwith original file relating to allotment of houses to the employees of I. T. I. Samrala including allotment to the Appellant.  He was also directed to 
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bring files including noting portion relating to the allotment of houses to the employees for the last 20 years. 
3.

Shri Nasib Singh, Principal, I.T.I. Samrala has deputed Shri Nahar Singh, Group Instructor-cum-PIO, vide order dated 06.10.2009, to attend the proceedings on his  behalf stating that he joined I. T. I. Samrala as Principal only in the last month. Thus he has disobeyed the orders of the Commission. 
4.

According to Shri Nahar Singh, files have been  prepared only after the issuance of orders of the Commission  dated 29.09.2009.

5.

On the perusal of files I find that pages in the files have not been arranged date-wise, which shows that files have been reconstructed  only after the  issuance of  orders of the Commission. It proves that no proper record is being maintained in  the I. T. I. Samrala.

6.

Accordingly, it is directed that disciplinary action be taken against the erring officers/officials, who were responsible for  the maintenance of record. Principal Secretary, Technical Education and Industrial Training may take necessary action against Shri Nasib Singh,  Principal, I. T. I. Samrala for deliberately disobeying the orders of the Commission by not attending the proceedings today. 

7.

After the inspection of the record brought by the Respondent, Appellant has identified some documents, which have been supplied to him in the court today.
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8.

It is directed that necessary action be taken as per Rules/instructions regarding cancellation of allotment of house to the Appellant and thereby refunding the amount of house rent deducted  and consequently making payment of house rent he is entitled for.


9.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

10.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties,  Principal Secretary, Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab, Mini Secretariat Sector:9, Chandigarh and Director Technical Education and Industrial Training, Sector:36, Chandigarh.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Principal Secretary, Technical Education and Industrial  

                                Training, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.

2.
Director, Technical Education and Industrial Training, Sector: 36, Chandigarh.
