STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jang Singh

s/o Sh. Milkha Singh,

Village Valle Shah Uttar,

Tehsil & Distt. Fazilka.

   

    

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Child Development & Project Officer,

(C.D.P.O)

Fazilka.






        
  …Respondent
CC- 395/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jang Singh in person.


None for the respondent.


In the earlier hearing dated 27.06.2012, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present.  The C.D.P.O. Fazilka was directed to provide the relevant information to the complainant, as per his RTI application within a fortnight.  He was further directed to be present personally in today’s hearing.  None of the directions of the Commission have been followed and no information has so far been provided to the complainant, as stated by him during the hearing today. 

One last opportunity is granted to the respondent CDPO, Fazilka – Sh. Amrish Jain to comply with the directions of the Commission as contained in the order dated 27.06.2012 and provide the complete, relevant, point-wise information sought duly authenticated, within 15 days under a registered cover and inform the Commission accordingly. 

The complainant lamented that there has been much delay on the part of the respondent and he had to face lot of harassment.


Sh. Amrish Jain, CDPO, Fazilka is directed to show cause as to why the punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 provided under Section 20(1) and 20(2) be not invoked against him for the inordinate delay in providing the information to the complainant.   He is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed, along with a copy of the information supplied to the applicant-complainant, and explain the matter.    It is made clear that no further time shall be granted for the purpose as already, a lot of delay has taken place.









Contd….2/-

-:2:-

Adjourned to 04.10.2012. 
Chandigarh



      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012
       State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
1.
Director, Social Security and Child & Women Development Department, Punjab, Chandigarh.


2.  
The Principal Secretary, Social Security, Punjab, Chandigarh.

The above officers to ensure the information is provided to the complainant and the CDPO, Fazilka appears personally before the Commission, on the next date fixed.


3.
Child Development & Project Officer (CDPO)




Fazilka.




For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 







      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. M.S. Gill,

5/IV,Janta Enclave,

Dhandra Road,

PO Basant Avenue,

Ludhiana-141013

   

    

 
   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab,

Sector 62,

SAS Nagar (Mohali) – 160062.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab,

Sector 62,

SAS Nagar (Mohali) – 160062.

        
 
…Respondents

AC- 166/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. M.S. Gill in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Asstt. 


In the instant case, the applicant-appellant Sh. M.S. Gill, vide his application dated 30.08.2011 addressed to the respondent, had sought under the RTI Act, 2005 information pertaining to an enquiry entrusted to the DDPO, Ludhiana, against the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Janta Enclave, Ludhiana.   It is further observed that the Law Officer of the respondent department, vide letter dated 16.09.2011, informed the applicant that the enquiry in question had not been conducted so far and hence no report could be provided.   He had, vide the same letter, written to the DDPO, Ludhiana to undertake the enquiry and submit his report, for onward transmission to the appellant. 


As a matter of fact, the information under the Act, as per the application stood supplied vide the above said letter dated 16.09.2011.  However, with a view to helping the applicant-appellant, the case was not closed.

 
Today, Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the relevant enquiry report had been sent to the appellant by registered post, under the cover of their letter dated 02.08.2012.   As the appellant lamented non-receipt of the same, another copy has been handed over to him in the presence of the Commission. 









    Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

Reply dated 07.08.2012 to the show cause notice issued to Sh. J.S. Ahluwalia, Law Officer-cum-PIO, has been received.   The perusal of the same indicates that there was no malafide on the part of the PIO for the delay in providing the information and the delay was due only to the procedure involved.    Hence, invocation of the penal provisions of the Act is not warranted.


As the complete information as per the application dated 30.08.2011 stands provided to the applicant-appellant Sh. M.S. Gill, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.  







      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mehar Chand

s/o Sh. Milkhi Ram,

Dheer wali Street,

Mansa.

 

  

    

 …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

SCERT,

SCO No. 66-67,

Sector 17-A,

Chandigarh

2.
Public Information Officer,


Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,


Phase VIII, Sector 62,


SAS Nagar (Mohali)


 
         …Respondents
CC- 1112/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In the present case, Sh. Mehar Chand, the complainant, vide application dated 17.02.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought to know under the RTI Act, 2005 if the self-financed private institute namely The Milkha Singh Education Institute,  Bareta (Mansa) is recognized by the Board for the Elementary Teachers Training (ETT).   The present complaint was filed with the Commission on 26.04.2012 when no information was provided.

In the hearing dated 03.07.2012, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent and the PIO was directed to provide complete relevant information to the complainant, duly authenticated under a registered cover, within a period of 10 days.  The PIO was further directed to be personally present in today’s hearing.   However, none of the directions of the Commission have been followed.   Neither any information has been provided to the complainant nor has anyone come present on behalf of the present. 


A communication has been received from the complainant expressing his inability to attend the hearing today on account of his ill-health.   He has also annexed a medical certificate along with.  Sh. Mehar Chand has also submitted that no information has been provided to him.









Contd……2/-

-:2:-


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent PIO to provide complete relevant information to the applicant-appellant duly attested, under a registered cover within a fortnight, and inform the Commission accordingly.   PIO is further directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next date fixed, with a copy of the information provided.


Adjourned to 03.10.2012.








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

C.C.
Sh. Kamal Garg, PCS,


D.P.I. (SE), Punjab,


Chandigarh.


To  ensure compliance of the orders of the Commission. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh

(Retd. DPI)

s/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

VPO Bhumarsi Jaer,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.
   
    

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Headmistress,

Govt. High School,

Mullanpur Kalan,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




        
 …Respondent

CC- 37/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Baldev Singh in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Jasbir Kaur, SS Mistress.


In the case in hand, Sh. Baldev Singh, vide application dated 20.05.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought under the RTI Act, 2005 a copy of letter dated 28.03.2011 addressed by the School to the office of Accountant General.  The present complaint was filed with the Commission on 30.12.2011 pleading non-receipt of the information. 


In the hearing dated 20.03.2012, the complainant was not present and the respondent had submitted that no letter dated 28.03.2011 addressed to the Accountant General, Punjab originated from their school and hence they were unable to provide a copy of the same.   Respondent further informed the Commission that they had written to the office of A.G. requesting a copy of any such letter dated 28.03.2011 received by it from the school and their reply was awaited. 

In the last hearing dated 10.07.2012, again the complainant did not come present.


Today, the respondent has submitted copy of a letter dated 08.06.2012 received from the office of A.G. Punjab relevant part of which reads as follows: -

“As desired, photocopy of your office letter No. Nil dated Nil is enclosed.  It is, however, made clear that the date 28.03.2011 mentioned in our letter dated 27.10.2011 is the date of marking letter to the dealing Asstt.  Your letter did not bear any date or No. please.”










      Contd…2/-

-:2:-


It is thus apparent that no such letter dated 28.03.2011 was sent by the respondent to the office of A.G. Punjab.


A copy of the letter received from the A.G. has been handed over to the complainant.  With this, complete information according to the original application dated 20.05.2011 stands provided to Sh. Baldev Singh. 


In the light of the observations hereinabove, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 








       Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhagwan Singh

s/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

VPO Harpalpur,

Tehsil Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala.

   

    

 
   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1306/11
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Bhagwan Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Dharminder Singh, Steno.


In the present case, Sh. Bhagwan Singh, vide application dated 19.08.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought under the RTI Act, 2005 the action taken on his complaint dated 13.07.2011 regarding misbehaviour of Major Singh, a driver of Mini Bus No. PB-IIV-1172 on 09.07.2011 while traveling from village Harpalpur.

In the hearing dated 19.01.2012, Shri Karanbir Singh ADTO–cum- APIO appearing on behalf of Respondent stated that on receipt of this complaint, notice was issued to the driver of the Mini-bus no PB II V-1172.  He further stated that in response, Shri Gurmeet Singh s/o Shri Baldev Singh V.P.O Harpalpur, Tehsil Rajpuira, Distt. Patiala, owner of the Mini-Bus PB II V 1271, vide his letter dated 11.1.2012, had replied that there is no driver in any Mini Bus with the name of Shri Major Singh.  The appellant was not satisfied with the statement given by the owner of the Mini Bus. ADTO, as such, sought some more time for enquiring into the complaint made by the appellant and to apprise its status.   The case was thereafter adjourned.

 
In the hearing dated 10.07.2012, Sh. T.S. Dhaliwal appeared and submitted copy of a letter dated 09.07.2012 whereby the relevant information had been provided to the appellant.   The relevant part of the said letter reads as under: -

“DTO Patiala challaned Bus No. PB11V-1172 on 03.05.2012 (copy enclosed).  Photographs of the bus were taken and no defamatory slogans or tape recorder was found fitted in the bus.” 









    Contd…..2/-

-:2:-


Today, Sh. Dharminder Singh has appeared on behalf of the respondent along with an authority letter.  

Another letter no. 7882 dated 29.08.2012 has been received from the ADTO expressing his inability to attend the hearing today as he is bound to appear before the court of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Moga.  A copy of the summons has also been annexed.


Perusal of the records suggests that complete information as per application dated 19.08.2011 stands provided to Sh. Bhagwan Singh.


As such, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Varinder Singh,

Shop No. 184, Akal Market,

Chaura Bazar,

Ludhiana.


   

    

 
   …Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 138/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Sh. Varinder Singh, vide application dated 25.10.2011 addressed to the respondent had sought under the RTI Act, 2005 information on various points pertaining to the diesel-run vehicles plying under the control of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  It is further the case of Sh. Varinder Singh that he preferred first appeal before the first appellate authority on 07.12.2011 and yet when no information was provided, he approached the Commission by way of Second Appeal, on 24.01.2012.

In the two hearings held so far i.e. on 03.05.2012 and 10.07.2012, the appellant has not come present.   No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent either. 


Today again, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication from either of the two has been received. 

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide point-wise complete relevant information as per the application, duly authenticated, under a registered cover, within a period of three weeks, under intimation to the Commission.  A copy of the relevant postal receipt and the information provided be presented before the Commission on the next date fixed.  Any more delay in compliance will attract punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 which should be carefully noted by the PIO. 


On the next date fixed, the PIO shall appear personally and explain the position. 









     Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

Adjourned to 04.10.2012.








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

C.C.
1.
The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana – to ensure that the PIO provides the information sought and appears before the Commission on the next date fixed. 







      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh

s/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

VPO Mithewal,

Block Malerkotla-II,

Distt. Sangrur.
   



    

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.





        
 …Respondent

CC- 409/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mohinder Singh in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Gurinder Singh, BDPO, Nirbhai Singh, Panchayat Secretary; and Ms. Tarinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt. and Ms. Kirpal Kaur, o/o CDPO, Malerkotla-II.

  
In this case, Sh. Mohinder Singh, vide his RTI application dated 03.12.2011 addressed to the SDM, Sub Division, Malerkotla, under the RTI Act, 2005 sought to have a copy of the investigation report carried out by the BDPO, Malrekotla-2, in response to his complaint dated 01.08.2011 sent under registered cover, vide which he had complained that grants meant for repairs etc. of ‘Katcha’ houses of BPL families had been diverted to well-off residents already having ‘pucca’ houses.  Besides, he had also sought information on 5 more points.   However, the said request of the applicant-complainant had been transferred under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 by the office of SDM, Malerkotla vide letter dated 12.12.2011, to the PIO-cum-BDPO, Malerkotla-2 to provide the requisite information to the applicant-complainant.  BDPO, Malerkotla-2 further directed Sh. Nirbhai Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Mithewal, vide his letter dated 14.12.2011 to provide the requisite information to the applicant-complainant direct.    Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Mithewal, vide his letter dated 28.12.2011 again wrote back to the BDPO, Malerkotla-2 stating that this information does not relate to him and is to be provided by the office of BDPO.


BDPO, vide his letter No. 1032 dated 10.01.2012 wrote to the complainant along with a copy of the investigation report sought by him.  He further advised Sh. Mohinder Singh, the complainant to obtain the remaining information on 5 points from the office of CDPO, Ahmedgarh at Malerkotla. 


Today again, both the parties are present and have been heard.  Perusal of the case file makes it clear that complete information as per the original application dated 03.12.2011 stands provided to Sh. Mohinder Singh.  Information on the points which pertained to the CDPO, Malerkotla-II has also been provided vide communication dated 02.07.2012.










         Contd…2/-

-:2:-


Complainant though convinced that complete information stands provided, lamented that the information provided is false and incorrect.   He has been made clear that such a matter is not in the domain of the RTI Act, 2005 and hence cannot be gone into by the Commission.


It is further observed that information has been provided to the complainant through various communications and no malafide is suspected on the part of any of the respondent officers for the delay in providing the requisite information.


As such, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Chander,

85, Shivaji Nagar-2,

Dhagu Road,

Pathankot-145001.
   



    

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE),

Phase 8,

Mohali.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 1113/12
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In this case, 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.

In the earlier hearing dated 12.07.2012, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present.  Same is the position today. 


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.  It is made clear that non-compliance of the directions of the Commission shall make the PIO liable to stringent provisions of the Act.  The PIO is further directed to be present personally on the next date fixed. 


Adjourned to 04.10.2012.








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

C.C.
Sh. Kamal Garg, PCS,


DPI (SE), Punjab.

To direct the PIO to provide the requisite information to the complainant and appear before the Commission on the next date fixed. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Brijdeep Singh

H. No. 259, Sector 4,

Mundi Kharar,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.
   

   


 

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distt. Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Mohali.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 1138/12
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Arvinder Singh.


For the respondent: Sh. Kulbir Singh, DFSO, Mohali.


Sh. Brijdeep Singh, vide application dated 15.12.2011 addressed to the respondent had sought information on 4 points pertaining to allocation of depot to house no. HL 106, Phase 7, Mohali. 


In the hearing dated 12.07.2012, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present.   Granting one more opportunity to the respondent to provide the information, the case was adjourned to date i.e. 30.08.2012.


Today, Sh. Kulbir Singh, DFSO, Mohali, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter no. 3032 dated 30.08.2012 intimating that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide their letter no. 2769 dated 06.08.2012 a copy  whereof has also been annexed.


Sh. Arvinder Singh, present on behalf of the complainant expressed satisfaction over the information provided. 


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








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Devinder Kumar Sethi

s/o Sh. Ram Rakha Sethi,

Mohalla Arora Rasta,

Sultanpur Lodhi

Distt. Kapurthala.
   



    

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE),

Phase 8, Punjab School Education Board, Building,
Mohali.






        
 …Respondent
CC- 1258/12

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Navdeep Sethi.


None for the respondent.


Vide application dated 17.11.2011 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Devinder Kumar Sethi sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -
1.
Rules and regulations governing appointment as District Education Officers / Dy. District Education Officers. 

2.
Seniority list of school lecturers for district Kapurthala and Jalandhar.  Particulars of the appointments to the posts of DEOs / Dy. DEOs made in these areas during last 5 years.

3.
Attested copy of Pay Revision Notification w.e.f. 01.01.1978 along with Pay-fixation rules.

 
The present complaint has been filed before the Commission on 07.05.2012 pleading that no information has been provided.


No one has come present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide the complainant point-wise complete relevant information duly authenticated, under a registered cover, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.   

On the next date fixed, the PIO shall be present personally along with a copy of the information provided. 










     Contd…..2/-
-:2:-


Adjourned to 25.09.2012.








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

C.C.
Sh. Kamal Garg, PCS,


DPI (SE), Punjab,


Phase 8, Sector 62, 

Punjab School Education Board Building,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)
Being the controlling authority, to ensure the information is provided to the complainant immediately. 







      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vinay Mohan,

No. 1404, First floor,

Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.


   

    

 
   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Zirakpur

Distt.  Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Dera Bassi 

Distt.  Mohali.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 240/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Parvinder Singh, Supdt.


Sh. Vinay Mohan, vide application dated 27.11.2011, sought information regarding the residential project ‘Onyxe Paraiso’ under MC Zirakpur on two counts, i.e. (i) the electrical connections given to the occupants of residential project ‘Onyxe Paraiso’ ; (ii) the requisite clearance from competent authority i.e. MC Zirakpur for obtaining the electrical connections.


Since no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO vide order dated 29.05.2012.  In the subsequent hearing dated 23.08.2012, the Executive Officer-cum-PIO requested an adjournment as he had to appear before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court on the said date. 

Today detailed written submissions have been made by the respondent, which are taken on record.   It has been stated that the information sought does not pertain to the respondent office and this fact has already been communicated to the applicant-appellant vide letter dated 16.12.2011.


Keeping in view the aforesaid, the show cause notice issued to the respondent PIO is no longer relevant and is therefore, foregone.


Since the information sought is not available with the respondent, the applicant-appellant is advised to approach the correct Public Authority for seeking the information.


The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of. 








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagtar Singh

s/o Sh. Kaur Singh,

C/o Prem Chand ‘Beehle wale’,

B-XI/2720, Aman Street No. 3,

Near MC Office,

Ram Bagh Road,

Barnala-148101.

   
    

 
  
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab,

Sector 9, 
Chandigarh.



        
 
 

…Respondent

CC- 213/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Balbir Singh, Supdt. and Surinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of Respondent No. 2. 

Vide an RTI application dated 25.11.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab, the complainant sought certain information pertaining to recruitment of 7654 teaching and non-teaching posts regarding sports quota, which was done in October, 2011, in response to the advertisement published in September, 2009.  It is noted similar RTI applications were also addressed by the complainant to the Director Sports, Punjab; and the Departmental Selection Committee (Teaching), Education Department (EE), Punjab, Chandigarh.   Since various applications were addressed by the complainant to different departments, he could not get the requisite information within the stipulated time period.   He filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 18.01.2012.


In the hearing dated 19.04.2012, it transpired that the information sought in fact, pertains to the office of Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab and accordingly, the Public Information Officer of this office was impleaded as respondent. 


In the hearing dated 27.08.2012, it was observed that part information containing 11 pages had been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 5467 dated 03.08.2012.   


Today, the respondents stated that the remaining information too has been mailed to the complainant vide their endorsement no. 17/203/12-1E2/5893 dated 29.08.2012.

-:2:-

From a thorough perusal of the case file, it is clear that complete information as per the application dated 25.11.2011 stands provided to Sh. Jagtar Singh and no part of the information is now pending.


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








      Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.08.2012

State Information Commissioner

