STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ramesh Chander

85, Shivaji Nagar 2,

Dhagu Road,

Pathankot-145001.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent

CC No. 1113/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Sh. Ramesh Chander, vide his RTI application dated 28.02.2012 addressed to the Respondent-PIO sought information regarding admissibility of child care relief to the female employees working in the Education Department,  in  compliance with the  Personal Department letter No. 26/2011-6 dated 22.12.2011.

Failing to get timely response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he approached the Commission in complaint, received in its office on 26.04.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties, for today.


Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present nor has any communication been received from either of the two.


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete relevant information to the complainant within a period of three weeks’ time, under intimation to the Commission.  The complainant shall inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Adjourned to 30.08.2012 for further proceedings.


    Sd/-






Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Satgur Singh

s/o Sh. Gurjant Singh,

Jalvehra,

Tehsil Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Budhlada.







…Respondent

CC No. 1127/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Satgur Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Lal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, GP Jalvehra; and Sh. Baldev Singh, Sarpanch.


Vide his RTI application dated 19.09.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO, Sh. Satgur Singh sought information pertaining to various grants received by Gram Panchayat, Jalvehra during the period 01.04.2008 to 31.08.2011.  Similarly, the lease money received by auctioning the Gram Panchayat land during the said period.


BDPO, Budhlada transferred the application to Sh. Lal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, GP Jalvehra vide letter no. 3696 dated 29.09.2011.

Failing to get timely response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he approached the Commission in complaint, received in its office on 26.04.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties, for today.


Both the parties are present today.   Complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant has been provided today, during the proceedings. 


Regarding the delay, the respondent submitted that due to Vidhan Sabha elections in Punjab, the officials were assigned various related duties and hence some delay has occurred.


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant stands provided, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.  


    Sd/-






Sd/-

     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Dalbir  Kaur

No. 349, Sector 40-A,

Chandigarh.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (EE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent

CC No. 1137/12

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. C.K.Raina.
For the respondent: Ms. Parveen Walia, Dy.  BPEO, Mohali; Ms. Sunita Chandla, Asstt. S. Rachhpal Singh, BPEO Kharar-I at Mohali; and Sh. Mohinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. o/o DPI (SE)


Ms. Dalbir Kaur, vide her RTI application dated 21.03.2012 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought photocopy of each page of her service book and further stated that she was drawing her pension  from B.E.O. Mohali.   The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 25.04.2012 asserting that no information has so far been provided.

Respondents present submitted that with vigorous efforts, they were able to locate the service book in question and that the same is with the Govt. Sr. Secondary School, Sector 40, Chandigarh as the applicant-complainant remained on deputation with the U.T. Administration.   However, no information has so far been provided to the complainant. 


PIO-B.E.O. Mohali is directed to provide the requisite complete relevant information to the complainant duly authenticated, free of cost, by registered post, within a period of three weeks under intimation to the Commission, failing which the punitive / stringent provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 shall be invoked against him.   A copy of the provided information be presented to the Commission for its perusal and records.

Adjourned to 23.08.2012 for further proceedings. 


    Sd/-






Sd/-

     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Brijdeep Singh

H. No. 259, Sector 4,

Mundi Kharar,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Mohali.







…Respondent

CC No. 1138/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide his RTI application dated 15.12.2011 addressed to the respondent, Sh.  Brijdeep Singh sought information on 4 points pertaining to allocation of depot to house no. H.L. 104, Phase 7, Mohali.


Failing to get timely response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he approached the Commission in complaint, received in its office on 25.04.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties, for today.


Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present nor has any communication been received from either of the two.


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete relevant information to the complainant within a period of three weeks’s time, under intimation to the Commission.  The complainant shall inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Adjourned to 30.08.2012 for further proceedings.


    Sd/-






Sd/-

     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Anita Rani,

Hindi Mistress,

Street No. 5,

Shivam Colony,

Sangrur-148001.






…Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Sr. Secondary School (Boys), 

Bhawanigarh, 

District Sangrur.



First Appellate Authority,

Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…Respondents

AC No. 607/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Ms. Anita Rani in person.


None for the respondent. 


Ms. Anita Rani, vide her RTI application dated 21.09.2011 addressed to the Principal, Sr. Secondary School (Boys), Bhawanigarh, District Sangrur sought information regarding no. of cases received for approval of conveyance allowance to handicapped employees,  no. of cases approved and  the no. of cases pending along with reasons therefor. 


Getting no response within the prescribed time limit of 30 days, Ms. Anita Rani filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. DPI (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh vide her letter dated 02.02.2012 and the instant Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission vide her letter dated 26.04.2012 asserting that the information has not been provided to her so far.   Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

Ms. Anita Rani submitted that no information has been provided to her.

-:2:-


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.  One more opportunity is granted to the respondent-Principal, Sr. Secondary School (Boys), Bhawanigarh, District Sangrur / D.P.I. (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh to provide complete relevant information to the complainant within a period of three weeks’s time, under intimation to the Commission.  The complainant shall inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Adjourned to 23.08.2012 for further proceedings.


    Sd/-






Sd/-

     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Piara Singh

s/o Sh. Niranjan Singh,

VPO Latala,

Distt. Ludhiana.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Ludhiana.







…Respondent

CC No. 1076/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Piara Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Anil Kumar, clerk.


Complainant Sh. Piara Singh, vide his RTI application dated 20.01.2012 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought the status of his request submitted for change of option in accordance with Punjab Govt. Education Department (Education 3 Branch) Memo. No. 1/263/10-3E/366 dated 01.02.2011. 


Getting no response within the prescribed time limit of 30 days, Sh. Piara Singh has filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 25.04.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Today, the complainant states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the respondent.


Therefore, PIO-cum-Dy. DEO (SE), Ludhiana is directed to provide complete relevant information, free of cost, under registered cover, to the complainant within a period of three weeks’ time, under intimation to the Commission.  The complainant shall inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


On the next date fixed, both Ms. Paramjit Kaur, D.E.O. (SE) Ludhiana; and Sh. Charanjit Singh, Dy. D.E.O. (SE), Ludhiana shall appear in person along with a copy of the provided information.


Adjourned to 23.08.2012 for further proceedings.


    Sd/-






Sd/-

     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tejinder Singh

Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller,

Ludhiana.







…Respondent

CC No. 1115/12

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Ms. Gursimran Kaur.


For the respondent: Sh. Gurdip Singh, Legal Asstt.


Sh. Tejinder Singh, vide his RTI application dated 27.02.2012 addressed to the respondent sought information on the following three points: 
1.
Checking conducted in Feroz Gandhi Market from 2009 to 2012 to check unauthorised usage of domestic LPG cylinders;

2.
Action taken to check unauthorised usage of domestic LPG cylinders in Jamalpur Gol Market;

3.
Teams constituted for conducting the raids, from 2009 to 2012;


Getting no response within the prescribed time limit of 30 days, Sh. Tejinder Singh has filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 26.04.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Ms. Gursimran Kaur, appearing on behalf of the complainant, submitted that only vague information has been provided by the respondent.


On the other hand, Sh. Gurdip Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, presented copy of a communication dated 04.04.2012 addressed to the complainant, whereby point-wise complete information has been provided.   As the complainant submitted that it was not received at his end, a copy of the same is handed over to Ms. Gursimran Kaur in the presence of the Commission.

Upon perusal of the information provided vide letter dated 04.04.2012, the Commission is of the view that complete information as per the RTI application dated 27.02.2012 stands provided to the complainant.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


    Sd/-






Sd/-

     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldeep Kumar

107/C, Ravinder Nagar,

P.O. Model Town,

Jalandhar City-144003.




         ..… Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

  
O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

   
Jalandhar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

   
O/o Deputy Director (Field),

   
Food & Civil Supplies Department,

   
Jalandhar.




                     ..…Respondents

A.C. No. 275/12
Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.


For the respondent:
Sh. Tarvinder Singh Chopra, DFSC.


In the earlier hearing dated 17.05.2012, the appellant stated that only incomplete information had been provided to him; and accordingly, the respondent was directed to provide point-wise complete relevant information to the appellant within a week’s time.

Today, Sh. Tarvinder Singh Chopra tendered a written acknowledgment from Sh. Kuldip Kumar regarding receipt of complete satisfactory information.    He has further prayed for closure of the matter.


The explanation given by the respondent regarding the delay has been found to be satisfactory and hence the delay is condoned.


As the complete satisfactory information stands provided to the appellant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


    Sd/-






Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Anil Shah

s/o Sh. Basnt Lal Shah,

# 1464/11/36, Bazar Sandookan,

I/S Ghee Mandi,

Amritsar




             
              ..… Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,


Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar




       
        ..…Respondents

A.C. No. 265/12
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Jiwan Bansal, EO along with Sh. Avtar Singh, Supdt. and Sh. Vikram Chand, Sr. clerk. 

In the earlier hearing dated 17.05.2012, the appellant stated that only incomplete information had been provided to him; and accordingly, the respondent was directed to provide point-wise complete relevant information to the appellant within a week’s time.


Today, Sh. Jiwan Bansal, E.O. has appeared and stated that duly attested complete information has been provided to the appellant vide communications dated 15.05.2012 and 13.06.2012.   He submitted a copy of the same with annexures, before the Commission.   In compliance with the directions of the Commission, Sh. Jiwan Bansal has also tendered his duly sworn affidavit, which is taken on record.   The explanation submitted by the PIO is satisfactory and the Commission is of the view that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information.

The information provided has been perused and the Commission is of the view that point-wise complete information as sought by Sh. Anil Shah vide his RTI application, stands provided to him.   It is further observed that no more information is available in the records of the respondent which could be provided to Sh. Shah in response to his RTI application.

Appellant is not present today.   However, a fax message has been received from him requesting that the information be sent to him by post, which has already been done by the respondent.    

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


    Sd/-






Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri G.S.Gandhi, Advocate, 

Kothi No. 2234, Sector 21-C,

Chandigarh-160022.                                                            …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries & 

Export Corporation Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.
                                                                    …Respondent. 

CC No 914/11
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. G.S. Gandhi in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO; Sh. Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-I; and Sh. Vijay Kumar, Sr. Asstt. 

In the earlier hearing dated 29.05.2012, the affidavits tendered by the respondent were taken on record; and it was recorded as follows: -

“The case file has been perused. It is observed that no discrepancies or deficiencies have been pointed out by the complainant till date with regard to the provided information. Further, a telephonic message has also been received from Sh. G.S. Gandhi, complainant for the adjournment of this case on account of his ill-health.”


The case was adjourned to date i.e. 12.07.2012 on the request of the complainant. 


Today, Sh. G.S. Gandhi agitated that no information has at all been provided to him and that the respondent is making factually incorrect statements on all issues.   He made written submissions in this connection, which have been taken on record.  He specifically pointed out that he had sought a copy of Policy for allotment of industrial plots in Focal Point, Mohali as mentioned in Para 3 of Memo. “Self Financing Scheme for the development of Industrial Focal Point, Mohali”.  Respondents, on the other hand, reiterated their earlier stand that complete information as per the RTI application of the complainant as available in their records has already been provided and that they had already tendered their duly sworn affidavits to the effect that no more information is available in their records which could be provided to Sh. Gandhi in accordance with his RTI application. 


Both the parties have been heard quite at length.   Their respective submissions have also been taken on record. 


Perusal of the file reveals that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent vide various communications dated 27.01.2011, 29.04.2011, 03.04.2012, 16.05.2012 etc. 

-:2:-

Respondent is directed to go through its records once again and verify if any more information as sought by Sh. Gandhi vide his RTI application, can be provided to him.   Any such pending information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight.   However, if there is no more information which could be provided to the complainant in respect of his RTI application, S/Sh. G.S. Randhawa, General Manager; and Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-I are directed to file their specific duly sworn affidavit attested by a magistrate / Notary Public stating the relevant facts in the same.   


Respondent is also directed to make available to Sh. Gandhi a copy of Policy for allotment of industrial plots in Focal Point, Mohali as mentioned in Para 3 of Memo. “Self Financing Scheme for the development of Industrial Focal Point, Mohali” as he states that he has not received the same. 


Also, S/Sh. G.S. Randhawa, General Manager;  and Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-I are directed to appear personally on the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 28.08.2012 for further proceedings.  


    Sd/-






Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri G.S.Gandhi, Advocate, 

Kothi No. 2234, Sector 21-C,

Chandigarh-160022.                                                           …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries & 

Export Corporation Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.
                                                                    …Respondent. 

CC No 915/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. G.S. Gandhi in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO; Sh. Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-I; and Sh. Vijay Kumar, Sr. Asstt. 

In the earlier hearing dated 29.05.2012, the affidavits tendered by the respondent were taken on record; and it was recorded as follows: -

“The case file has been perused. It is observed that no discrepancies or deficiencies have been pointed out by the complainant till date with regard to the provided information. Further, a telephonic message has also been received from Sh. G.S. Gandhi, complainant for the adjournment of this case on account of his ill-health.”


The case was adjourned to date i.e. 12.07.2012 on the request of the complainant. 


Today, Sh. G.S. Gandhi agitated that no information has at all been provided to him and that the respondent is making factually incorrect statements on all issues.   He made written submissions in this connection, which have been taken on record.  Respondents, on the other hand, reiterated their earlier stand that complete information as per the RTI application of the complainant as available in their records, has already been provided and that they had already tendered their duly sworn affidavits to the effect that no more information is available in their records which could be provided to Sh. Gandhi in accordance with his RTI application. 


Both the parties have been heard quite at length.   Their respective submissions have also been taken on record. 


Perusal of the file reveals that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent vide various communications dated 27.01.2011, 29.04.2011, 03.04.2012, 16.05.2012 etc. 

-:2:-


Respondent is directed to go through its records once again and verify if any more information as sought by Sh. Gandhi vide his RTI application, can be provided to him.   Any such pending information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight.   However, if there is no more information which could be provided to the complainant in respect of his RTI application, S/Sh. G.S. Randhawa, General Manager; and Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-I are directed to file their specific duly sworn affidavit attested by a magistrate / Notary Public stating the relevant facts in the same.   


Also, S/Sh. G.S. Randhawa, General Manager;  and Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-I are directed to appear personally on the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 28.08.2012 for further proceedings.  


    Sd/-






Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hem Raj S/o Shri Parkash Ram

V.P.O: Passiana

Tehsil & Distt: Patiala.





…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal,

Dhudhial Senior Secondary School,

Patiala.







 …Respondent

CC – 1166 of 2012

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Hem Raj in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ravinderjit Singh, Science Teacher.

In the earlier hearing dated 26.06.2012, the respondent was directed to supply the photocopies of the documents sought by the complainant in his RTI application dated 24.03.2012 within a fortnight, free of cost, under intimation to the Commission. 

Today, Sh. Ravinderjit Singh submitted copy of a letter dated 10.07.2012 addressed to the complainant whereby the relevant documents have been sent to him by registered post.   Perusal of the same reveals that complete relevant information as per the RTI application dated 24.03.2012 stands provided to Sh. Hem Raj.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


    Sd/-






Sd/-
     (Parveen Kumar)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.07.2012

