STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

S/o Sh. Devraj, 

R/o Janta Colony,

Rampura Phul, Bathinda.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Arya High School,

Mandi Phool, Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 575 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Ashok Kumar, the Appellant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant states that information relating to items no.1 & 8 of his application dated 24.07.2008 has not been provided. Against item no. 7, he has demanded details of   expenditure from 22.08.2007 onwards, whereas, he has been provided details of  expenditure from 07.10.2007 onwards only. Appellant further states that in response to the application dated 19.07.2008, no information has been provided to him for item no. 6 & 8. Respondent is directed to make good the deficiencies in the information supplied to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 21.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prabh Singh,

HM-119, Phase-3-B-1,

Sec-61, Mohali.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Directorate of Technical Education

& Industrial Training Pb 

(Industrial Training wing),

Sector-36, Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2649 of 2008





Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Suptd-cum-PIO, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that all the sought for information has been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6h March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sahib Singh,

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill & P.O-Marri Panwa,

Tehsil- Batala, Distt- Gurdaspur.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy., SSS Board, Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2691 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Sahib Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Tejpal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Tejpal Singh, Sr. Assistant appeared on behalf of the PIO. He states that he is not aware about the status of the application for information made by the Complainant. He states that he has been directed by the PIO to attend the hearing on his behalf, as the PIO is unable to come on account of a scheduled meeting with the Director General School Education. Complainant states that in-spite of the order of the Commission no information has been provided to him.
3.
PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the affidavit as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information. He should file an affidavit and clarify his position as to why penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the complete information is supplied should not be imposed on him.
4.
Adjourned to 17.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Kapur Singh,

VPO- Rampura, Tehsil-Phul,

Distt- Bathinda.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

PRTC, Bathinda

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2617 of 2008


Present:
(i) Sh. Avtar Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Pritam Singh, Sr. Assistant, and Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Sr. Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Representatives of the Respondent states that they have sent the information to Complainant through messenger but the Complainant was not available at home, so he has brought the information in the Commission today. The information was handed over to the Complainant. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. Respondent further states that some of the information has to be collected from the Labour Court, and  they have requested Presiding Officer, Labour Court, Patiala to supply the record. On receipt of information from Labour Court, Patiala, the same will be given to the Complainant.

3
During the last hearing, PIO was issued a show cause notice why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 and was directed to file an affidavit but no affidavit has been filed by the PIO. One more opportunity is granted to the PIO to file an affidavit by the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be considered against him without any further opportunity.
4.
Adjourned to 17.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagdish Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

R/o Kothi No- 2642,

Phase-7, Mohali.
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Mohali.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2618 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Jagdish Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Narinder Singh, Deputy District Education Officer-cum-PIO, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent within week’s time. During the last hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005. Respondent has not filed the affidavit. He further states that he has not received the order dated 27.01.2009. Copy of the order dated 27.01.2009 be sent to the Respondent with today’s order.
3.
Adjourned to 17.04.09 (12.00 noon) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vinod Sharma,

S/o Sh. Darshan Dass Sharma,

H.No. 16415, Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

St NO. 17/3, Bathinda.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2745 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Vinod Sharma, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Kamal Kant, E.O-cum-PIO, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 As directed during the last hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice. Copy of the affidavit has been handed over to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant states that complete information for item no.1 has still not been provided to him. He wants to know as to what action has been taken on his application dated 12.07.2007. Respondent states that information regarding action taken on the application of the Complainant has been supplied.
3.
In view of conflicting stand of the Complainant and Respondent, Respondent is directed to bring the original file to show as to what orders were passed by Commissioner M.C, Bathinda and what action has been taken by the Respondent on the orders of Commissioner, M.C.Bathinda.
4.
Adjourned to 17.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarjinder Singh,

Lecturar Arthshastra,

H.No. 496/3, Mohalla Sikha wala,

Chatti Gali Patti, 


Distt. Taran Taran.
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy., Education (S) Pb.,

527/5, Mini Sectt.,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2647 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Tarjinder Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Purshotam, Sr. Assistant O/o Secy. Education and Smt. Tarinder kaur, Suptd-cum-APIO O/o DPI, Pb, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that information has been provided except item no. 5. Complainant states that he has asked the name of the officials responsible for not obeying the orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India.
3.
On the last hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to show cause notice issued to him. In today’s hearing, Smt. Indu Misra, Additional Secretary to Govt. of Pb Dept. of School Education-cum-PIO has filed an affidavit stating that this inforamtion is to be provided by the DPI (SE) and ‘complaint was transferred to her office under Section 5(4)of the RTI Act 2005 vide memo no.15/345/08-3C 2/4153-55 dated 24.10.2008 and was directed to supply the information to the Complainant within 
Contd….P-2

-2-
stipulated period.’ The DPI (SE) has been impressed upon telephonically as well as through memo no. 15/345/08-3C2/1320-21 dated 20.02.2009 to supply the requisite information to the Complainant
4.
Keeping in view, the reply of Smt. Indu Misra, Additional Secretary to Govt. of Pb Dept. of School Education-cum-PIO proceedings under Section 20 are dropped.

5.
Respondent is directed to ensure that information relating to point no.5 is provided by the Director Education to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
6.
Adjourned to 21.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th March, 2009
CC:-
Director Public Instructor (SE) , SCO 95-97, Sec-17/D, Pb, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

President,

Sh. Atma Nand Jain Sabha,

Purana Lohtiya Bazar,

Malerkotla-148023.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO (S)
Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2665 of 2008


Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Ajaib Singh, Junior Assistant and Sh. Ashok Kumar Joshi, Headmaster on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 As directed during the last hearing, Sh. Ashok Kumar Joshi, Head Master, S.A.Jain High School, Malerkotla has filed an affidavit submitting that information demanded by the Complainant is not available with him as the case for approval of Correspondent & School Committee might have been sent directly to the District Education Officer by Sh. Paras Kumar Jain who was earlier working as Manager in his personal capacity. Respondent further states that all the original record relating to said approval might be with the DPI Schools. Respondent is directed to transfer the application of the Complainant to DPI to provide information relating to the approval of the Correspondent and School Committee of S.A Jain High School, Malerkotla. DPI School is further directed to provide the information before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 21.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th March, 2009
CC:-
DPI,  (SE) Schools Pb, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lekh Raj,

# 47. Sarvmangal,

Cooperative House Building Society,

Part-11, Lohgarh Road,

Near Gagan Park, Zirakpur, Mohali.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o S.S.S. Board, Pb,

SCO-156-160, Sec-8-C,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2664 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Tejpal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2. 
Complainant has filed application for information on 05.09.2008 Respondent has not provided any information on the plea that the result of Arts and Craft teachers is being revised.

3.
During the last hearing, Respondent was directed to supply the information within two weeks. Respondent has failed to provide the information. PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the affidavit explaining as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information.
4.
Adjourned to 17.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Devinder Mohan Khetarpal,

S/o Sh. Navnit Rai,

R/o Prem Basera, Tej Enclave,

Nabha-147201.

.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director, 

DPI (Sec. Education) Pb,

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2695 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Ramnik Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard
2.
 Complainant states that he was to retire on 31.10.2008. In order to receive his pension and gratuity, clearance certificate from Vigilance Department is required. He filed an application for information on 18.09.2008 to DPI (SE) Pb, demanding information whether any vigilance enquiry is pending against him or not. He submits that the information was required as the release of gratuity on retirement depended upon the clearance certificate from the vigilance department.  

3.
Respondent has provided information to the Complainant today in the Commission and has clarified that head of institution where he was working for the last 10 years was to write to the DPI (SE), who was further to write to the Vigilance Department to issue the certificate. Since, head of the institution of the Complainant has not written to DPI in this behalf,  his case could not be sent to the Vigilance Department.

Contd….P-2
-2-

4.
During the last hearing, Respondent was issued show cause notice and was directed to file an affidavit as to why action should not be taken against him. No reply has been filed by the Respondent. PIO is directed to file reply and to be personally present on the next date of hearing, failing which, decision regarding action under Section 20 RTI Act 2005, will be taken against him without any further opportunity to file reply. 
5.
Adjourned to 17.04.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

# 148, Sec-111,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Kharar Mohali.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Government

Physical Education College,

Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1531 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Mohinder Singh, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing, notice was issued to Smt. Jaswinder Kaur ( third party) to explain as to whether she has any objection to the  disclosure of information relating to her. Two opportunities have been provided to her but she has not submitted any reply. Complainant was also asked in the hearing on 23.01.2009 to show the public interest involved in the disclosure of information demanded by him. He has also not submitted any reply in this regard. One more opportunity is granted to him to establish that the information demanded is linked with any public interest/activity. 
3.
Adjourned to 21.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th March, 2009
