STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,
C/o Resurgence India,
903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana
…………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Dept. of Education,
Govt. of Punjab,

2nd Floor, Mini Secretariat (PB.),

Sector 9, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No.  632 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Hitender Jain, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Rajinder Singh, Suptd-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that application for information has been sent to DEO (SE) Ludhiana as this relates to him.  Mr. Ravi Kant, Junior Assistant appearing on behalf of the DEO, states that this information is to be collected from all schools of the district. He further states that this is voluminous information and it will take about two months to compile the information. PIO O/o DEO (SE) Ludhiana is directed to provide this information within 2 months to the Appellant free of cost as the information has not been provided within time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.
3.
Adjourned to 25.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
CC: District Education Officer (SE), Ludhiana

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana
         …………………………….Appellant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Department of Forests & Wildlife,

17, Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

AC No:  633 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Hitender Jain, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that he has brought  some of the information which is handed over to the Appellant today in the Commission. Respondent  further states that the remaining information is to be collected from different offices in the Punjab and instruction in this regard has already been issued to all the offices to submit the information. Respondent has further requested that some more time should be given to collect the information.
3.
Keeping in view, the request of the Respondent , a time of two months is given to the Respondent to collect the information at his level and provide  complete information to the Appellant before the  next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 25.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaskaran Singh,

S/o Jasvir Singh,

R/o Vill. Daggo Romana,

Tehsil & Distt. Faridkot

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2861 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that as directed during the last hearing, a sum of Rs.1000/- as compensation has been paid to the Complainant vide bank draft dated 20.02.2009. No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt.Vinod Bala,

W/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

C-2227, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal Secretary 

Education Punjab,

Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 600 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Smt. Indu Mishra, Additional Secretary-cum-PIO the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant is absent. Smt. Indu Mishra, PIO-cum-Additional Secy., states that the   Government  has decided to report loss of file/record to the police. Superintending of Police , UT, Chandigarh has been requested, vide letter dated 26.03.09, for investigating the case. 
4.
Adjourned to 28.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
Note:-
After the hearing , Appellant appears and states that sought for information is vital for her. She further states that Respondent be asked to supply the information regarding action taken on the complaints against her. Keeping in view, the request of the Appellant, it is directed that the Respondent should summon & examine  the record of DPI(SE) office .In case any decision/sought for information  is available in the record of the DPI office regarding the complaints, the copy of the same be provided to the Appellant by the next date of hearing. 

                                                  (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi - 110048
        …………………………….Appellant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala 
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 621 of 2008
Present:
(i) Dr. Pardeep Dutta, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Surinder Goswami, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard
2.
On the last hearing, dated 27.02.2009, Appellant was advised to point out deficiency in the information provided. In today’s hearing, Appellant has pointed out deficiencies with regard to the enquiry conducted by SSP, Patiala. He has submitted that enquiry was not conducted properly and the report does not reflect correct facts and circumstances. He has also submitted that he has been provided information after more than three months and prays that action under RTI Act 2005 be taken against the person/s who is/are responsible for not providing the information in time.

3.
In his application dated 30.06.2008, submitted to the Deputy Commissioner, Paiala, Appellant had requested that a gazetted officer be asked to conduct an enquiry /re-investigate the case and that Sh. Hari Singh be removed as the investigating officer in this case as his mala fides have been proved beyond doubt. Subsequently, the  Appellant filed an application under RTI Act 2005  on 16.07.2007 to Deputy Commissioner Patiala to know as to what action had been taken on his complaint dated 30.06.2008, vide which he had sought re-investigation of the case. 
Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
Deputy Commissioner, Patiala has forwarded his RTI application to the SSP, Patiala, who vide his letter dated 15.12.2008 provided the sought for information to the Appellant. 

5.
I have gone through the deficiencies pointed out by the Appellant. The Appellant has submitted that the enquiry has not been properly conducted. This is not in the purview of the Commission to go into the merits/demerits of the enquiry got conducted by SSP, Patiala. As regards delay in providing the information, PIO O/o SSP, Patiala and PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala are directed to file a written reply giving the reasons for delay in providing the information to the Appellant. PIO O/o SSP Patiala and PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala should also show cause why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not providing the information in time as prescribed under the Act.
6.
Adjourned to 25.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
CC:-

PIO O/o SSP, Patiala.


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. Dharamveer Sharma on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, Tehsildar, Kharar on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has received the information except copy of the conditions announced at the time of auction. Respondent states that all the conditions were verbally announced at the time of the auction and there is nothing on record.  As directed on the hearing dated 17.02.09, Respondent has not filed reply to the show cause notice issued to him. Respondent is again directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him.  He should also file an affidavit submitting that there is nothing on record regarding the conditions announced at the time of auction.
3.
Adjourned to 26.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 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. Bandhan Preet Singh, Son of Sh. Niranjan Singh on behalf of the   Complainant


(ii) Smt. Manjit Kaur, Suptd., on behalf of  the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that most of the information after searching the old record has been provided to the Complainant. Respondent further states that Complainant is free to visit their office on any working day to inspect the record in their office and any document pointed out by him will be provided to him. Complainant is advised to visit the office of District Education Officer, Patiala to inspect the old record and point out documents required by him. Respondent is directed to provide the copies of all the documents pointed out by the Complainant. Respondent is also directed to write to DPI to provide the copy of the letters written by DPI, regarding which information has been sought by the Complainant as the same is not available in the office of the Respondent. 
3.
Adjourned to 26.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Beldev 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) Sh. Baldev Singh, the Applicant


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


Heard

2.
 Applicant has submitted his written arguments. Copy of the same is handed over to the Respondent.  He may submit his written reply on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 26.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.. Major Singh,

S/o Naraian Singh,

Village Banwala, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar,

Cooperative Societies (Pb.),

Chandigarh
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1995 of 2008

Present:
(i)  Major Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Smt. Narinder Kaur, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is satisfied. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Murti Kaur,

W/o Sh. Major Singh,

VPO-Kumber Wal,

Tehsil-Dhuri, Distt-Sangrur,

Near Gurdaspur Sahib.
        …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Malwa Gramin Bank,

Balian, Distt-Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 88 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Applicant
(ii) Smt. Nisha Batra, Manager, O/o Malwa Gramin Bank, Sangrur & Sh. Bikar Singh, Suptd., O/o D.C. Sangrur
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been sent to the Applicant with a copy to the Commission. Respondent has submitted that with regards to the Malwa Gramin Bank, Balian, the appropriate Government is Central Government. The plea under RTI Act can only lie with Central Information Commission. Sh. Bikar Singh, Suptd., O/o D.C. Sangrur has also been submitted his reply. Since, information stands supplied. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of.   Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh,

# 1676, Phase-3-B-2,

Mohali.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 329  of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh, the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Jagjit Singh Sandhu, Deputy Director and Sh. Lokesh Kumar, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has filed an affidavit stating that information for item no.2,3,4,5,13 & 20 cannot be supplied as this record is not available in his office.  On this plea of the Respondent that record is not available the case can not be disposed of.  Respondent is directed to submit the names of the officials/officers responsible for keeping this record as on 30.04.03 so that action under RTI Act be initiated against the officials/officers responsible for the loss of record.  Respondent is further directed to collect this information from the office of CEOs and DEOs  and provide it to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 

3.
For item no. 15, during the hearing dated 23.01.09, Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, A.D.O  stated that enquiry officer have been appointed  to conduct the enquiry. He is directed that on receipt of the enquiry report, copy of the same be submitted to the Appellant under intimation to the Commission. 

4.
Adjourned to 25.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th March, 2009
