
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jalour Singh,

 7  D, Dashmesh Nagar,

Amritsar Road, 

Moga.








        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab, 

SCO No- 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

CC No. 151 of 2011

Present:
i)    
Sh. Jalour Singh, complainant in person & Sh. Rajinder


Kumar Gupta.     
ii)   
Sh. Mohan Singh, Sr. Asstt., on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the list of selected candidates prepared by the selection committee has not been replaced by an amended list, incorporating the decision conveyed vide letter dated 04-05-2010, mentioned in the complainant’s application, nor is there any proposal for issuing any such fresh list. Therefore, the information for which the complainant has applied does not exist in the records of the respondent.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mehanga Ram,

169, Om Gali, 

Nangal, District Roop Nagar- 140124.



        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of  Secondary Education, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector- 9, 

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

CC No. 145 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Mohinder Pal, on  behalf of the complainant. 

ii)        Sh. Rajesh  Thakral, Clerk, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent, but he has not received the same . A copy of the concerned statements have therefore been made out and  given to the complainant in the Court today. It has been explained to him that literacy figures in the State of Punjab for the year 2011 will become available only after the current Census has been completed. 

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Shashi Bhushan Bansal, 

S/o. Sh. Telu Ram Patwari,

Ward No. 10, Near  Midha Bhawan,

Near Shiv Parvati Mandir, Mansa- 151505.


        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab, 

SCO No- 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

CC No. 136 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant. 

ii)    Sh. Bhupesh Gupta, Sr. Assistant,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

In his application for information, the complainant has asked for information about promotions made to the posts of Hindi Mistresses over a period of 8 years in accordance with a detailed proforma which he has prescribed.  The respondent has correctly informed the complainant that the information does not exist in the form in which it has been described, and therefore cannot be supplied to him.

Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Mandeep Kaur,

D/o. Sh. Lakhmir Singh,

156/1, Aslamabad, 

Dipu Wali Gali, 

District- Hoshiarpur- 146001.




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Education Officer (Elementary),

Hoshiarpur.






                     Respondent

CC No. 135 of 2011

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant. 

ii)       Ms. Usha Kumari, Sr. Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant was sent to him by the respondent  vide their letter dated 13-01-2011, and the complainant‘s written acknowledgement to this effect has been submitted in the Court today.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

133,    KSM Road, 

Rajpura,   District Patiala.




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Secretary, 

Department of School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector 9,

Chandigarh





                     Respondent

CC No. 224  of 2011

Present:
i)    Sh. Tejinder Singh,   complainant  in  person. 

ii)   Sh.  Gurdev  Singh, Sr. Assistant , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

There are two items of information in the application of the complainant, the position regarding each is as follows:-

i) The respondent states that the representation dated 13-09-2010 of the complainant is still under consideration and no final orders have been passed thereon.

ii) The respondent states that efforts are being made to locate the file in which the concerned decision was taken on the complaint dated 07-03-2007, mentioned at point no. (ii) of the complainant’s application.
This case has already been delayed and I therefore allow a period of seven days to the respondent to locate the papers mentioned at pt. no. (ii) of the complainant’s application and to intimate the date and time for the  inspection of the file, on or before 21st  March, 2011 positively.  The intimation  to be sent to the complainant should clearly mention the Room No. in which the inspection will take place and the name of the official to whom he should contact on his arrival.







---p2/-
CC No. 224  of 2011




---------2--------

In case these orders are not complied with, the PIO, Education II Branch, should show cause on the next date of hearing as to why a  penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, should not be imposed upon him.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 01-04-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kalia, Ravi  Datt, 

Chamber No.7, 2nd Floor, 

SCO 137-38 ( Above Corporation Bank),

Sector 8-C, Madhya Marg, 

Chandigarh.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Financial Commissioner,

Rural Development & Panchyat, Punjab, 

 Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, 

Chandigarh. 






                     Respondent
CC No. 253 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Kalia, R. D, complainant in person. 
ii)        Sh. Harbilas Mathan, Suptt.,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information for which the complainant has applied has been given to him by the respondent in the Court today. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th March, 2011.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ravinder Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Tirath Ram,

61, Bhawani Nagar, Odian Gali No.2,

Majitha Road, Amritsar. 





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab, 

SCO No- 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

CC No.  316 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ravinder Kumar,  complainant  in  person.. 

ii)        Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information already given by the respondent has been amended by him in accordance with the complainant’s requirement, and the amended information has been given to him in the Court today.


Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th March, 2011.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashish Bansal,

621, Sector 48-A,

Chandigarh-160047.





        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab, 

SCO No- 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

AC No. 107 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ashish Bansal, appellant in person. 
ii)        Sh. Manjeet Singh, Registrar-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the appellant that the information for which he has applied is  “nil”. The appellant is not satisfied with this response and he states that one Sh. Ram Singh, who  was an employee in the O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab, died of cancer in the year 2006, after which his son was appointed on compassionate grounds, although his mother is also an employee in the O/o. DPI (Secondary), Punjab.  The respondent states that an effort will be made to locate this information and in case the facts stated by the appellant is correct, the information will be supplied to him before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 01-04-2011 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Tarlochan Singh,

# H. L. 168, 

Jamalpur Colony, 

Ludhiana- 141010.






        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






                     Respondent
AC No. 1178 of 2010

Present:
None.
ORDER


The appellant continues to be absent and no request has also been received from him for an adjournment. A perusal of the application for information in this case shows that it consists of a long list of misdoings allegedly committed by Sh. Jagmohan Saggar, an employee in the office of DC, Ludhiana, and acts of favoritism etc. shown to him by the Additional Deputy Commissioner. The items of information mentioned in the application either come within the ambit of Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, or are not covered by  the definition of “information” as given in the RTI Act, 2005.  Nevertheless, the respondent has given a point-wise reply to the application vide his letter dated 22-06-2010, and I find that no further information is due to the appellant in respect of his application. 

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Amrik Singh,

26/100, J-Block,

B.R.S. Nagar, 

Ludhiana.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive officer,

Punjab Waqf Board, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.






                     Respondent
CC No. 3779 of 2010

Present:
i)      None on behalf of the  complainant.

   ii)  Sh. Daneshwar Ali, Addl. Law Officer, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

On the last date of hearing it was noted that the orders dated 20-01-2011 have been complied with and the required information has been sent to the complainant.  Nevertheless, the case was adjourned at the complainant’s request and was fixed for today to give him an opportunity to make any further submission with regard to his complaint. The complainant however has not appeared, nor has any request has been received  from him for an adjournment.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Ranjit Singh, Retd. AEE,

Old Cantt Road, Near Octroi No-7,

Faridkot-151203.






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, (By Regd. Post)
O/o. DEO (Elementary )

Tarn Taran. 






                     Respondent
CC No.  71 of 2011

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ranjit Singh complainant in person.

ii)       Sh. Davinder Singh, District Science Supervisor, on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission that Government Middle School Jaur Singh Wala, (not Jaura as mentioned by the complainant in his application) comes within the jurisdiction of the DEO (Elementary), but the complainant’s  application could not be transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, because the school in respect of which information was required by him was not clear. In view of the above, the  PIO, O/o. DEO (Elementary),  Tarn Taran is designated as the respondent in this case. A copy of the complainant’s application dated 08-11-2010 is sent to him with the direction that the information required by the complainant should be sent to him within 30 days of the date of receipt of these orders.  



Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-04-2011 for confirmation of compliance. It would be necessary for the PIO or his authorized representative to be present in the Court on that date along with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant in compliance with these orders. In case these orders are not complied with, the PIO-cum-DEO (Elementary), Tarn Taran, should show cause on the next date of hearing as to why a penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, should not be imposed upon him. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th March, 2011.

Encl……

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Amrik Singh,

26/100, J-Block,

B.R.S. Nagar, 

Ludhiana.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Officer,

Fire Brigade office,

Near Railway Station,

Ludhiana.






                     Respondent
CC No. 3780 of 2010

Present:
None.
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case. I, therefore, presume that the orders of the Court dated 11-02-2011 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Binni Mittal,

F-5, Civil Lines, 

Jail Road,

Bathinda.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Additional District Judge,

Mansa.






                     Respondent
CC No. 59 of 2011

Present:
None. 
ORDER

The complainant has again not appeared in the Court and no request for an adjournment has been received from him  on this occasion. The application for information of the complainant in this case seeks clarifications about a judicial order, which is not covered by the definition of  “information” as given in the RTI Act, 2005. A copy of the orders, nevertheless, has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 05-02-2011, and the complainant may now seek legal assistance for its interpretation. 

Disposed of. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road, 

Mandi Mullanpur, District-Ludhiana-141101.


        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

D-- Zone, Municipal Corporation Building, 

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.


                     Respondent
CC No. 3671 of 2110
Present:
i)   
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, complainant in person.   

ii)        Sh. Jasbir Singh, Jr. Auditor, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent requests for some more time to comply with the orders dated 11-02-2011.


One last opportunity is given to the respondent for this purpose and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 01-04-2011 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Tejvinder Singh,

28- Mirpur Colony, 

Near Model High School, 

Pathankot, District- Gurdaspur. 




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Principal,

Shree Guru Arjun Dev Girls High School,

Sarain Mohalla, Pathankot,

District- Gurdaspur. 





                     Respondent
CC No. 38 of 2011

Present:
i)      Sh. Tejvinder Singh, complainant in person.   

ii)     Mrs. Rimpy, Officiating Principal,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information which has been supplied by the respondent to the complainant vide an unsigned communication has been signed and handed over to the complainant in the Court today.


The respondent has reaffirmed that there is no settled seniority amongst the teachers of the school and their names are not mentioned in the attendance register in accordance with their seniority.


Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldeep Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Hari Singh,

Gali No. 12, Hira Bagh, Kacha Malak Road,

Jagraon, District-Ludhiana.





        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Sangrur.






                     Respondent
AC No. 1072 of 2010
Present:
None
ORDER


The respondent has sent a copy of the information which has been given to the complainant in compliance with the orders dated 04-03-2011.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.

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





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Gupta,

S/o. Sh. Raj Kumar Gupta,

# 989, Sector 15-A, 

Opposite Bishnoi Colony Market,

Hisar, Haryana.125001




________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Director, 

Food & Civil Supplies Deptt. Punjab, 

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

AC No.  832 of 2010
Present          i)        None on behalf of the appellant.
        ii)   Sh. M. S. Narang, Director-cum-PIO Finance, Ms. Ranjit Pawar, Nodal Officer, Sh. Parveen Sapra, Suptt.-cum-APIO SE-I, Sh. Kulwant Singh Sodhi, Suptt.-cum-APIO, SE-III, Sh. Ravi Khanna, Suptt.-cum-APIO, and Sh. Charanjit Singh, Suptt.-cum-APIO (Storage). 
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent and the deficiencies pointed out by him were also removed by supplying  additional  information to him,  which had recorded in the orders dated  24-01-2010.

Today’s hearing was fixed  to give an opportunity to the appellant to make  any further submission in respect of his complaint, if he wishes to do so, but he is not present.

With regard to the Commission’s  suggestion regarding the need for appointing a single PIO for the Directorate of Food and Supplies, Punjab, a reply has been received from the Director, Food and Supplies, to the effect that  since 
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AC No.  832 of 2010
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it is a very large department, it is necessary to have several PIOs in the Directorate in accordance with the  Government of India’s guidelines dated 14-11-2010.
 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.
After the above orders were recorded a fax message was received from the appellant in which he has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information provided to him. All of the points mentioned in the message concern PUNGRAIN. A copy of this message is therefore sent to the PIO, O/o. Managing Director, PUNGRAIN, Chandigarh, with the direction that a response to the  points raised by the appellant should be sent to him before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 07-04-2011 for further consideration and orders.


It would be necessary for only the PIO, O/o. Managing Director, PUNGRAIN, Chandigarh, to personally appear on the next date, along with a copy of the response sent to the appellant.          
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


11th  March, 2011.

