STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kumar,

S/o Shri Prem Chand,

W.No. 9, Karnail Singh Wali Gali,

BUDHLADA-151502,

District:  Mansa.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D. P. I. (S), Punjab, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC -  548 /2009

Present:
Shri  Rajesh Kumar, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Charanjit Singh Basra, Superintendent-cum-APIO, M.E. Branch and Shri Bhag Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 27.1.2009 for seeking certain information. The Respondent intimated the Complainant vide Memo. No. 20/10-09- d n (2), dated 16.2.2009 that it is not possible to supply the information demanded by him as the information relates to  third party , which can only be supplied after taking the consent of the third party. Not satisfied with the response, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.2.2009,  which was received in the Commission on 2.3.2009 against Diary No. 2936.
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2.

Heard both the parties. 

3.

On the request of the Complainant, he is allowed to inspect the record to identify the documents required by him.  After the inspection/identification, requisite information is handed over to the Complainant by the Respondent in the court in my presence. The Complainant states that he has received the  information and is satisfied and pleads that the case may be closed. 

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: 21. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar,

M/S Total Infotech,

Opposite: State Bank of India,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent

CC No. 67/2009

Present:
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Indu Bhushan Aggarwal, Assistant Civil Surgeon-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 16.04.2009 when the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant pleaded that though the information has been received but it is late by 330 days and therefore penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and the compensation  may be awarded to the Complainant.  Accordingly,  the PIO was directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing i.e. today to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of the information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him. 
2.

Dr. Indu  Bhushan Aggarwal, PIO, is present today and submits an 
Contd……p/2

CC No. 67/2009



-2-

affidavit explaining reasons in detail for the delay in the supply of the information. Commission is  satisfied with the plea put forth by the PIO as the delay is not intentional but it is procedural delay. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO.   However, the Complainant has attended  proceedings in the instant case four times and he has suffered mental agony during  this long  period.  Therefore, a compensation of Rs. 2000/-(Two thousand only) is awarded to the Complainant for the detriment and loss suffered by him  in obtaining the information. This amount of compensation  be paid to the Complainant by Civil Surgeon/Public Authority through a Bank Draft within 15 days. The PIO/Respondent is advised to be more vigilant in future in dealing with RTI applications.
3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance on 30.06.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pawan Kumar Garg and Smt. Kailash Devi,

S.B. S. C. Near Bus Stand,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Mour Road, Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.



 Respondent

AC No. 12 /2009

Present:
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri  Naveen Kumar Garg, XEN, PSEB , Rampura Phul and Shri Gurbaksh Singh, LDC,  on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 16.04.2009, when the Ld. Counsel for the Appellant intimated the Commission that the information regarding Para 1, 2 and 3 has been supplied but the information regarding Para – 4 is still pending. He further pleaded that since the information has been delayed for 235 days, action may be taken against the PIO and the Appellant may be awarded compensation for the detriment suffered by him.  Accordingly, Shri Naveen Kumar Garg, XEN-cum –PIO was directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing i.e. today to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him 
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for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him.
2.

Accordingly, Shri Naveen Kumar Garg, XEN-cum-PIO submits an affidavit explaining reasons for the delay in the supply of information to the Appellant. Commission is satisfied with the plea put forth by the PIO in his defence. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO and no compensation is awarded to the Appellant. However, the PIO is directed to be more careful in future in dealing with the RTI applications. 
3.

Ld. Counsel  for the Appellant states that he has received complete information in the instant case and pleads that the case may be closed. 

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: 21. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Panna Lal Chawla,

S/o Shri Mehar Chand Chawla,

# 1305, Namak Mandi, Amritsar-143 001



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

District  Industries Centre, Amritsar.




 Respondent

CC No.2215/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

A fax message has been received from the Complainant requesting the Commission for adjournment of the case till the month of June as he is not feeling well and cannot travel  due to hot weather. None is present on behalf of the Respondent also. 
2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 30.06.2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulwinder Singh,

S/o Shri Bikkar Singh,

Village: Mahmadpur,

Tehsil: Dhuri, District: Sangrur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D. P. I. (SE), Punjab, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
CC - 574 /2009

Present:
Shri  Kulwinder Singh,  Complainant, in person.



None  is present  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 04.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint  with the State Information Commission on 26.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on 03.03.2009 against Diary No. 3075. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today.
2.

The Complainant pleads that since no information has been supplied to him so far and none is present on behalf of the Respondent, action may be taken against the PIO  and compensation may be awarded to him as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 

3.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.06.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jarnail Singh,

Retired Lecturer,

VPO: Fatehgarh Niara,

District: Hoshiarpur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D. P. I. (SE), Punjab, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
CC - 558/2009

Present:
Shri  Jarnail Singh ,  Complainant, in person.




None  is present  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 22.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint  with the State Information Commission on 27.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on 04.03.2009 against Diary No. 3146. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today.

2.

The Complainant pleads that since no information has been supplied to him so far and none is present on behalf of the Respondent, action may be taken against the PIO  and compensation may be awarded to him as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 

3.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.06.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shrimati Anguri Devi,

House No. 20639, Gali No. 26/2,

Ajit Road, Bathinda.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal, Government Senior Secondary

School, Bhucho Kalan, Distt. Bathinda.




 Respondent

CC No. 571 /2009

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar on behalf of Complainant.



Ms. Navtej Kaur, Math. Lecturer-cum-PIO,  on behalf of 



Respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information stands supplied.  The respondent states that the complainant is in the habit of filing applications and openly claims that he will harass the teachers and other staff of the school. 

3.

Since the information as available on the record has since been supplied, the case may be closed. Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh          Dated: 21.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner


 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardev Singh s/o Shri Jagat Singh,

Sagar Basti, Chunagra Road,

Patran- 147104, Distt. Patiala.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 553 /2009

Present:

Shri Hardev Singh, the Complainant, in person.




Shri Yashpal Manvi, Deputy District Education Officer 



(SE), Patiala.

ORDER

1.

Shri Hardev Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of District Education Officer (Secondary Education), Patiala, on 20.12.2008. After getting no response, he filed a complaint dated 20.2.2009 with the Commission which was received in Commission office on 23.02.2009 against receipt No. 2943. 

2.

The Respondent states that the information running into 3 sheets has been sent through registered post vide Memo No.G-1(List of schools)/791, dated the 4th May, 2009 addressed to the Commission with a copy to the complainant. Since the requisite information stands supplied and the complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied. The respondent pleads 
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that the case may be closed. Accordingly the case is disposed of.
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: 21.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avtar Singh,

House No. 25/1, Sector:41-A,

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Secto-17, Chandigarh.   





 Respondent

CC No. 515 /2009

Present:
Shri Avtar Singh, the Complainant, in person.



Shri Ruldu Ram Sharma, Superintendent, Grade-I and Shri       


Jaspal Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Avtar Singh, filed an application with the PIO of office of Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, on 14.11.2008.  After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint dated 27.2.2009 with the Commission which was received in Commission office on the same day against receipt No. 2773.  Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The Respondent supplied the information, as demanded by the Complainant in the Court today.  
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3.

The complainant has received the information in person and he states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

4.

Since the required information has been supplied and the complainant is satisfied with the information, the Respondent pleads that the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
5.

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

6.

Copies of order be sent to both the parties.

 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Balkar Singh Sidhu,

Son of Shri Jagdev Singh Sidhu,

Near Primary School, Sidhwan Bet,

District Ludhiana.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Sidhwan Bet, Distt. Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC No. 2842 /2008

Present:

Shri Balkar Singh, the Complainant, in person.




Shri Teja Singh, Panchayat Secretary.




Shri Pawan Bansal, Advocate, on  behalf of Respondent.




Shri Kuldeep Singh, SIPO, Sidhwan Bet.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 16.04.2009 when penalty imposed on Shri Teja Singh was held in abeyance on his request.  

2.

As per the orders and directions issued on 05.02.2009 and 10.03.2009, the BDPO was directed to attend the proceedings in person on 16.04.2009.  The Commission has taken a very serious view of the absence of BDPO.  He is again directed to attend the Court on 30.06.2009, along with the explanation of being absent to attend the Court during the last proceedings. The ld. Counsel, on behalf of the PIO, pleads that the case may be adjourned for one month.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 
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30.06.2009 with the directions that Block Development & Panchayats Officer and 

Shri Teja Singh, VDO-cum-Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO will submit his written arguments about the imposition of penalty.  The BDPO will attend the proceedings in person along with Shri Teja Singh.


3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30-06-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jarnail Singh s/o Shri Ram Kishan,

VPO: Fatehgarh Niara,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab School Education Board,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).






 Respondent

CC No. 607 /2009

Present:
Shri Jarnail Singh, the Complainant, in person.



Shri Swarn Kumar Seth, Assistant Secretary, Punjab School 


Education Board, Mohali on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jarnail Singh filed an application with the PIO for seeking information on 22.12.2008.  After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 27.02.2009 which was received in Commission office on 06.03.2009 against receipt No. 3240.

2.

The respondent made a submission that the information vide memo No. 280(225)-PSEB-PIO-2009/268, dated 18.05.2009, running into 8 sheets has been supplied to the complainant.  The respondent further states that as per the appointment letter issued to him appointing him as Superintendent of Examination Centre, there is a condition that the Superintendent /Deputy Superintendent/ Supervisor/ Assistant Supervisor will be paid remuneration for 
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conducting the examination per session at the rate of Rs. 50/40/35 respectively and there is no provision for  giving them TA/DA etc. The complainant states that 

he was put on duty in the school which is 37 kms away from his place of posting. Thus he is entitled to T.A. as per Punjab Government T.A. Rules.  The respondent states that on his request, his T.A. claim was presented to the Audit for pre-audit for making the payment, but the Audit has made objection as per the instructions of Punjab School Education Board for giving only remuneration not TA/DA to the staff put on duty for conducting the examinations. 

3.

The complainant states that the respondent may be directed to give him remuneration as per rules as he was appointed as Superintendent Incharge for the examination at Government Senior Secondary School, Mehngarwal, Distt. Hoshiarpur.  The respondent states that he may directed to submit his claim so that the payment can be made as per rules. Shri Swarn Kumar Seth, Assistant Secretary-cum-APIO assured the Commission that his payment will be made as and when they receive his claim.

4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied to the complainant, the respondent pleads that the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of.  
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: 21.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardev Singh s/o Shri Jagat Singh,

Sagar Basti, Chunagra Road, Patran,

District Patiala-147105.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Patiala.








 Respondent
CC No. 552 /2009

Present:
Shri Hardev Singh, the Complainant, in person.



Shri Yashpal Manvi,  Deputy District Education Officer(SE),



-cum-PIO, on behalf of Respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Hardev Singh, filed an application with the PIO of office of District Education Officer (SE), Patiala on 11.11.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint dated 20.02.2009 in the Commission which was received in Commission office on 02.03.2009 against receipt No. 2941.

2.

On the consent of both the parties, they were made to sit in the library to inspect the documents/ information.  After inspection, they  state that the information as available on record and as per inspection will be supplied to him in the Court today. Since the information available with the respondent has been supplied to the complainant, the respondent pleads that the case may be closed. 
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: 21.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardev Singh s/o Shri Jagat Singh,

Sagar Basti, Chunagra Road, Patran,

District Patiala-147105.





      Complainant








     




  


Vs

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

Patiala.








 Respondent









CC No.551  /2009
Present:
 Shri Hardev Singh, the Complainant, in person.



Shri Yashpal Manvi,  Deputy District Education Officer(SE),



-cum-PIO, on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Hardev Singh, filed an application with the PIO of office of District Education Officer (SE), Patiala on 10.11.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint dated 20.02.2009 in the Commission which was received in Commission office on 02.03.2009 against receipt No. 2940.

2.

On the consent of both the parties, they were made to sit in the library to inspect the documents/ information.  After inspection, they state that the information as available on record and as per inspection will be supplied to him in the Court today. Since the information available with the respondent has been supplied to the complainant, the respondent pleads that the case may be closed.  Accordingly the case is  disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.



Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardev Singh s/o Shri Jagat Singh,

Sagar Basti, Chunagra Road,

Patran, Distt. Patiala-1471105.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education),

Punjab, Sector-17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC No. 554 /2009

Present:
Shri Hardev Singh, the Complainant, in person.



Shri Avtar Singh, Sernior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Hardev Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education) on 08.12.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 20.02.2009 which was  received in Commission office on 02.03.2009 against receipt No. 2944.

2.

On the consent of both the parties, they were made to sit in the library to inspect the documents/ information.  After inspection, they state that the information as available on record and as per inspection will be supplied to him in the Court today. Since the information available with the respondent has been supplied to the complainant, the respondent pleads that the case may be closed.  Accordingly the case is  disposed of. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dilbag Singh s/o Shri Jang Singh,

Village: Mahima, PO: Khanpur Gandian,

Tehsil Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 517 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Yashpal Manvi,  Deputy District Education Officer(SE),



-cum-PIO, on behalf of Respondent.


ORDER

1.

Shri Dilbag Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of District Education Officer (SE), Patiala on 08.02.2009.  After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 09.02.2009 which was received in Commission office on 27.02.2009 against receipt No. 2784.  The respondent states that the information running into six sheets has been sent to the complainant vide registered letter No. E-2/2/2009/RTI/ 793, dated 12.05.2009.  

2.

As the complainant is not present, it shows that he has received the information and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him. Moreover, no communication has been received from the complainant.  The respondent pleads that as the information has been supplied as per the demand of the complainant, the case may be closed. Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
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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: 21.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shrimati Parvinder Kaur,

Saraswati Vihar-20. Jodhamal Road,

Civil Lines, Hoshiarpur- 11461001.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of School Education,

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 559 /2009

Present: 
Smt. Parvinder Kaur, the Complaint in person.



Shri Avtar Singh her husband, on her behalf.



Shri Bahadur Singh, Assistant, office of DPI(SE) on behalf of 


the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Smt. Parvinder Kaur filed an application with the PIO of office of Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab, on 28.11.2008.  The office of Principal Secretary, Education transferred the application to the PIO(S) vide letter Memo No. 18/113/08-3Edu.6/ 1328-33, dated 16.12.2008 with a copy to the complainant.  After getting no response from the PIO(s), she filed a complaint with the Commission dated 28.02.2009 which was received in Commission office on 04.03.2009 against receipt No. 3151.

2.

The complainant states that she has received two letters on 16.12.2008 and one dated 23.01.2009, directing the PIO(S) to supply the information immediately.  She further states that the PIO of office of State Project Director, Sarv Shikhya Abhiyan has supplied the information vide letter No. 
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18/1/2008/SSA/RTI/ 23057, dated 15.01.2009 running into two sheets including one sheet of covering letter.

3.

The application of the complainant would have been transferred to the concerned public authority/PIO under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, intimating that your application has been transferred to the concerned PIO.  

4.

From the perusal of the complaint, it is found that she is asking for the information from the Headmistress, Government High School, Nasrala and she might have asked the information from the Headmistress, Govt. High School, Nasrala.  The government should have transferred the application direct to the PIO of office of abovesaid school.

5.

It is directed that the DPI (SE) will transfer the application to the Headmistress, Govt. High School, Nasrala within a period of 15 days and it is directed that Ms. Jaswant Kaur, Headmistress, Govt. High School, Nasrala, District Hoshiarpur will supply the information as per the demand of the complainant and will attend the proceedings, in person, on the next date of hearing.  Copy of orders be sent to her through registered post for 30.06.2009.  Copies may also be sent to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of School Education, Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh and Director, Public Instruction (School Education), Sector-17, Chandigarh. 
6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30-06-2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to all the concerned  parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.05.2009

                         State Information Commissioner
