STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh Pahwa,

R/o Goal Chaker 183-G, 

Mohant Jai Ram Dass,

Patiala.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Ayurvedic,Pb, 

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1552 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Om Parkash, PIO, O/o AYUSH, the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant sought information under RTI Act 2005 from Director Health Services. The grievances  of the Complainant was that he was appointed  as Demonstrator/ Dravyaguna  at the Government  Ayurvedic College Patiala but his appointment was cancelled  as per letter no/ 2533/I-GII-66/26348 dated 05.04.66 without any reasonable cause. He wants to know reasons for the cancellation of his appointment.  Respondent  states that as per available record , it is found that the appointment of the Complainant was not approved by the Government as he did not fulfill the requisite qualification in Sanskrit and English. Copy of the information supplied by the Respondent is taken on record, Respondent is directed to send this information to the Complainant by post immediately.  No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26h  May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Chander,

S/o Sh. Ram Kishan,

H.No.202/10, Preet Nagar,

Ladowali Road, Jalandhar.
         …………………………….Applicant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director Food & Civil Supplies,

Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

 MR-17/2009 
In

  AC No. 457of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Applicant


(ii) Sh. Parveen Sapra, Suptd. Grade-I on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that as directed by the Commission, the documents/files have been shown to the Complainant. Applicant is absent. Applicant has informed that due to unavoidable reasons, he is unable to attend the Commission. He has requested for another date. Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Applicant as demanded by him in his application dated 28.05.08 before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 18.06.09 (at 12.00 PM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26h  May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajesh Mohan,

General Secretary, 

National Federation of the Blind 

Punjab Branch,

4 (R ), Dogar Basti, Faridkot
…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.DPI(Schools) Pb.,

Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2864 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Rajesh Mohan, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Sr. Asst. on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 During the last hearing on 09.04.09, Complainant  pointed out the deficiencies,  in the information provided. Respondent states that these deficiencies is to be removed by various branches which is  as under:
	
	Deficiencies 
	Action to be taken


	1.
	Deficiencies  in the information  of vocational branch of DPI schools (secondary education)


	By vocational branch (Suptd. Vocational)

	2.
	Deficiency in the information of non teaching employees in regional offices of the department


	By M.E. branch (Suptd., ME)

	3.
	Deficiencies in the information of employee’s branch 1.


	By establishment branch (suptd. establishment branch for lecturer)

	4.
	Deficiencies in the information related to master/ mistress cadre
	By establishment 2 & 3 branch.


Contd…P-2

-2-

He further states that, perusal of the file shows that the representative of the PIO who has attended the last hearing has not forwarded the list of deficiencies to the concerned dealing hand in different branches.

3.
Copy of the deficiencies is again provided to Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Sr. Assistant who has attended the hearing on behalf of PIO.  PIO is directed to ensure that the information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. In this case Complainant sought information vide his application dated 12.09.08. A period of nine months has passed, but complete information has still not been provided.

4.
PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith complete information failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated.

5.
Adjourned to 26.06.09 (at 02.00 PM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26h  May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Niranjan Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagat Singh,

R/o H.No. 3497,

Sector 38D, Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.District Education Officer (SE),

Patiala 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2847 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Niranjan Singh, the Complainant


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


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he sought information vide his RTI application dated 04.09.08 but incomplete and irrelevant information has been supplied to him. Respondent is absent. She has intimated on telephone that due to imposition of curfew in Patiala city, she is unable to attend today’s hearing and has requested for another date.
3.
The grievances of the Complainant are that he was appointed as Vocational teacher against the regular post.  Against the same advertisement, some of the applicants were regularized from the date of appointment whereas he was regularized w.e.f.  01.04.1977. He wants to know why he was not regularized from his date of appointment. On the last hearing dated 27.03.09, Respondent was directed to write to DPI office to collect the sought for information as this was not traceable in their office. It is observed that Respondent has failed to provide the correct and complete information to the Complainant inspite of three hearings in the Commission. Respondent is directed to intimate the Complainant, why his case was not considered for regularization from the date of his appointment as is done for other candidates who joined against the same advertised posts, before the next date of hearing.

Contd… P-2
-2-

4.
Adjourned to 26.06.09 (at 02.00 PM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26h May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh,

S/o Sh. S. Gurmail Singh,

VPO- Rachhin,

Distt- Ludhiana.

         …………………………….Applicant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

Anand Isher Sr Sec Public School, 

Chhapar, Distt- Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

                  MR-113 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Applicant


(ii) Sh. Amarjit Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Applicant filed application for information to the Principal, Anand Isher Sr Sec Public School, Chhapar, Distt- Ludhiana seeking certain information.  Respondent stated that their school is not a public authority. Applicant and Respondent have filed their written arguments in this regard.  Commission has gone through the arguments submitted by both the parties. 
3.
In view of the fact that school is not aided and substantially financed, directly or indirectly by the Government and is funded out of public funds, fees and other sources generated of its own, the school is not a public authority  within the meaning of Section 2(h) RTI Act 2005. The RTI Act is, thus, not applicable to the Respondent. The instant application against the Respondent is not maintainable.

4.
The MR-113 of 2008 is, therefore, dismissed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26h  May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh..Rajesh Kumar, Press Secy.,

National Consumer Protection Awareness Forum,

Office # 259, Sector 4,

Near APJ Public School,

Mandi Kharar, Mohali
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Tehsildar,

Kharar
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3087 of 2008

Present:
(i)  Sh. Dharamvir Sharma on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Paramjit Singh, Asstt. Tehsildar, Kharar on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has filed affidavit in response to show cause notice. He has not filed affidavit whether information relating to conditions announced at the time of auction exists on the record or not. Respondent has requested for one more date to file the affidavit.  Complainant states that action should be taken against the Respondent for not providing the information in time. He further states that he should be compensated for financial loss suffered by him in attending the hearings in the Commission and harassment suffered by him for not providing the information in time. Respondent is directed to file a written reply that why Complainant should not be compensated for the delay and harassment suffered by him.
3.
Adjourned to 18.06.09 (at 12.00 PM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26h  May, 2009
