     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Parminder Singh,

S/o Shri Pritam Singh,

H.No.-305, Street Padhian,

Dhuri Gate,

Sangrur-148001.

                                                             ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad, Sangrur. 





        ….Respondent

CC NO.2813 & 2836 of 2009

ORDER 

Order reserved on 12.08.09

Announced in open Court on 23.12.2009


This case was heard on 12.08.2009 when Sh. Parminder Singh, Complainant in person Sh. Parveen Kumar, PIO-cum- Dy. CEO, on behalf of the respondent were present and orders were reserved. 


The Complainant asked the information from the respondent vide his applications dated 8.08.2008.  On receiving no response he filed a complaint before the Commission on 02.12.2008.  A notice of hearing was issued on 14.01.2009 to appear before the Commission on 6.04.2009 complainant did not present on 6.04.2009 and it was adjourned to 13.07.2009.  On 13.07.2009 Complainant and Sh. Harjit Singh Steno and Sh. Arun Sharma appeared on behalf of the Respondent.  On failure of Respondent to supply the information within the stipulated period a show cause notice for imposition   of penalty under Section 20 (1) of RTI Act at the rate of Rs.250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs.25,000/- was issued and it was fixed for hearing on 12.08.2009.  The respondent stated that information was unofficially given to the Complainant in compliance to order of the Commission and again delivered to him on 13.07.2009.  Although the Complainant states that he has not received the information from the respondent, it is not reliable because he has signed in 
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token of receipt of information from the Respondent on 13.07.2009.  The Respondent has failed to explain and justify the delay cause by him in supply of information in response to application dated 26.09.2009.  A delay of more 
than 8 months took placed in supply of information.  Similar complaint 
No. 2813/2008 was submitted by the complainant in which due to delay a penalty of Rs.25,000/- is imposed and a compensation of Rs.1,000/- is awarded in favour of the complainant U/s 20/19 of RTI Act 2005.  
 
Therefore, this case is clubbed for further action on 08.02.2010 at 12 Noon in the Chamber. 

 
Copies be sent to the parties and a copy of this order may also be sent to Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur for ensuring the compliance. 









          Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
CC:                 Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Parminder Singh,

S/o Shri Pritam Singh,

H.No.-305, Street Padhian,

Dhuri Gate,

Sangrur-148001.

                                                             ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Patiala.







        ….Respondent

CC NO. 2814 of 2009

  ORDER

Order reserved on 12.08.09

Announced in open Court on 23.12.2009


Arguments in this case were heard on 12.8.2009 when Shri Parminder Singh and Shri Parveen Kumar, PIO of Deputy CEO Sangrur were present.



Today, Shri Parminder Singh came present and he gave in writing that he had received information in time. Therefore, he do not want to pursue the complaint.



In view of above, the present complaint is dismissed.



Announced in the open Court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009

                          State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Singh

S/o Malkit Singh, 

H. No. 12, Sector 4,

Guru Gian Vihar, Near Jawaddi Kalan,

P.O. Basant Avenue, Ludhiana. 

                                      …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Ludhiana. 




                                        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2338 of 2008

ORDER 

Order reserved on 21.10.09

Announced in open Court on 23.12.2009
This case was heard on 21.10.2009 when Sh. Surinder Singh Complainant and Smt. Varsha Sukla, Deputy D.E.O. on behalf of the Respondent came present. After hearing both the parties orders were reserved.

In the instant case the application seeking information was made by the Complainant to the Respondent on 19.5.2009. The information sought primarily relates to the teachers and lecturers of District Ludhiana for the period 1.1.2003 to 30.4.2008. On receiving no response from the Respondent 
Sh. Surinder Singh filed a complaint on 16.10.2008.

Vide my order dated 21.1.2009 Respondent was granted one month to provide information since it had to be procured from various departments. On the 2nd hearing on 6.4.2009 incomplete information was provided to the Complainant. None was present on behalf of the Respondent on 15.7.2009 therefore a show cause notice was issued and a copy of order was also sent to Secretary School Education, Punjab and the case was adjourned to 26.8.2009. On 26.8.2009 the Complainant stated that information on all the points has not been provided as per his original application except number of
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employees sent on deputation for the period from 1.1.2003 to 30.4.2008. And the case was adjourned 21.10.2009. On 21.10.2009 both the parties came present and they were heard and orders were reserved even by the day complete information was not provided to Complainant and the Deputy D.E.O who appeared for Respondent assured to supply the remaining information within a week. It is obvious from the case filed that the Respondent started giving the information only after a notice of hearing was sent by the Commission on 29.12.2008. The original application for information was filed on 19.5.2008 and the Respondent was bound to supply the information within a period of one month as per provisions of RTI Act. From the reply to show cause notice the Respondent has failed to justify the delay for withholding the information for seven months. The failure to give information clearly shows an attitude of defiance. In the show cause notice the Complainant has tendered unconditional and unqualified apology. This does not excuse the Respondent who in my view has failed to supply information malafidely without any reasonable cause.

Therefore, I impose a penalty of Rs.25000/-(Rupees Twenty Five Thousand only) upon the Respondent which should be deposited within a period of one months in the Treasury under the relevant head of account. I direct the Principal Secretary, School Education Punjab to cause the recovery of the amount of penalty made from the salary of PIO Respondent and intimate the Commission accordingly.

To come up_on 08.02.2010 at 12.00 noon in the chamber for confirmation of compliance. 


Copies be sent to both the parties and to Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab.
       




Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated 23.12.2009                                          State Information Commissioner

CC:

Principal, Secretary School Education, Punjab Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Maluk Singh,

S/o Sh. Pala Singh,

Village Kamomajra Khurd Zila,

P.O.-Sangrur.

 


                            …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Fatehgarh Sahib.




                              …Respondent

C.C. NO. 1893 of 2009

ORDER 

Order reserved on 

Announced in open Court on 23.12.2009


In this case the application for information was made by the Complainant on 19.5.2009. The information required pertains to “Attested Photocopy of the statements of Nihal Singh Numberdar Manjit Singh, Smt. ParamJit Kaur, Smt. Gurmeet Kaur, G.S. Balgan, Sh. Mulak Singh (2) Attested copy of Eeq. No.196, dated 25.9.2008.” Information was provided to the Complainant in presence of Court on 30.9.2009. Sh. Maluk Singh demanded compensation and penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 therefore, PIO was issued a show cause notice on 30.9.2009.



A reply to the show cause notice was presented by the PIO on 18.11.2009 which indicates that Sh. Maluk Singh moved an application for information on 19.5.2009. On 20.5.2009 it was forwarded to the Tehsildar Fatehgarh Sahib vide letter No.436/SK/20-5-2009 with the directions to the Tehsildar Fatehgarh Sahib to provide the required information immediately. A
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letter dated 23.9.2009 was written by Tehsildar Fatehgarh Sahib to the Complainant to collect the information from the said office on any working day. The Complainant thereafter never met or visited the office of Tehsildar Fatehgarh Sahib or wrote to the PIO regarding any problems being faced by him in getting the required information. Seeing the merits of the case I do not consider it a fit case for imposing penalty on the PIO. Only two hearings have taken place and the only reason why the Complainant had to file a complaint to the Commission is because Sh. Maluk Singh did not procure the information as asked by the Tehsildar Fatehgarh Sahib.



Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Varinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Gopal Krishan Pathak,

Science Master,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Bilaspur, 

Via-Doraha, Ludhiana 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions(S),Punjab,

Chandigarh.







        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2502 of 2008

ORDER
Order reserved on 30.10.2009.
Announced in open Court on 23.12.2009
In the instant case the application seeking information was made by the Complainant to the Respondent on 28.7.2009. On receiving no reply the Complainant Sh. Varinder Kumar filed a complaint on 3.9.2008. The Complaint was fixed for hearing on 25.2.2009 before the Commission. None was present on behalf of the Complainant & Respondent on that day. On 20.7.2009, 31.8.2009 and 31.10.2009 none was present on any of the hearings. In the order dated 20.7.2009 it was recorded that in the earlier order dated 6.5.2009. Respondent Party had been wrongly mentioned as District Officer, Ludhiana and orders be sent to Director Public Instructions (S), Punjab SCO No.95-97, Sector-17D, Chandigarh. The conduct of the Respondent to say the least is contumacious. The non-presence of the Respondent during all the hearings and failure to give information clearly stems from an attitude of defiance to the mandate of the statues. In the instant case, the Respondent has failed to supply the information mala fidely and without any reasonable cause. But at the same time the Complainant has also shown his disinterest to pursue his case which is reflected
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from his absence on all the dates of hearings. Therefore, it is established that Complainant is not interested to pursue his case filed with the Commission.
Therefore, the instant complaint is hereby dismissed.

However for the non-appearance of Respondent on all the dates of hearing and also his failure to give any written response to the show cause notice issued to him, Secretary Education (School) Punjab is directed to take suitable disciplinary action against the delinquent PIO and progress of action taken be sent to the Commission.

      

Copies of the order be sent to the parties and Secretary Education (Schools) Punjab, Chandigarh.

                                                                                               Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
CC:                 Secretary Education (Schools) Punjab, Chandigarh.

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near O.B.C. Bank,

Lehra Gaga-148031,

Distt-Sangrur.


                                                  ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.







        ….Respondent

AC NO. 300 of 2009

ORDER

Order reserved on 23.11.09

Announced in open Court on 23.12.2009


Arguments on the question of imposition of penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 were heard on 23.11.2009 and the judgment was reserved.



The original application was filed on 6.1.2009. After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when the Complainant did not get any information, he filed first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority i.e. Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur on 12.2.2009. Again on receiving no reply from the 1st Appellate Authority he preferred, Second Appeal in the Commission on 3.5.2009. Information sought is regarding Movement Register to be maintained by the Revenue Department. Incomplete information was provided to the Complainant on 10.3.2009 and entire information was finally provided on 10.9.2009 and he expressed satisfaction at the hearing held on 30.9.2009.



Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla, Complainant states that original application was filed on 6.1.2009 and he demands penalty and compensation under the provision of the RTI Act 2005. A show cause was issued on the same hearing.
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The appellant submitted a letter dated 23.11.2009 in which he has stated that he has suffered physical and mental harassment due to delay in supply of information and he demanded imposition of penalty and award of compensation to him.



I have gone through the reply to the show cause notice sent PIO DC Office, Sangrur which states that information had to be obtained from 3 branches which caused delay to provide the information. At the same time Lok Sabha elections were being held. The entire machinery of the Government was busy in this exercise. In view of reply of respondent no penalty under Section 20 of RTI Act is imposed as the delay in supply of information on the part of respondent is not deliberate. However, a compensation of Rs.1000/- is awarded in favour of complainant which should be paid by the respondent Public Authority within a period of 10 days against a proper receipt. A copy of the receipt may be sent to the Commission.



To come up_on 08.02.2010 at 12.00 noon in the chamber for confirmation of compliance.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009.



        State Information Commissioner.
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kul Shashi Parkash

S/o Sh. Ram Partap,

# 1919/3, Ragho Majra,

Neemwala Chowk,

Patiala.
…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Patiala.

…Respondent

CC No. 2106 of 2008

ORDER
Order reserved on 10.06.2009

Announced in open Court on 23.12.2009


After hearing both the parties, orders were reserved on 10.06.2009 when the complainant and Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, clerk were present. 

 
 
In this case vide order dated 31.3.2008 a compensation of Rs. 10,000/- was awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act. The Respondent challenged this order by way of writ petition before the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana Chandigarh. The prayer made in the writ petition to set aside the order of the Commission was not allowed. The Complainant has informed the Commission that he has received the compensation amounting of Rs. 10,000/- from the Respondent. Since the compliance of Commission’s order stood made.

Therefore, the complaint is closed and disposed of.


A copy of this order be sent to both the parties.



 
 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009



        State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Smt.  Acme Mittal 

w/o Er. R.K. Mittal, M.A., B. Ed., M. Phil.

Mall Road,

Goniana Mandi,Distt. Bathinda.


                        ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Education (Schools), Punjab,

Chandigarh.





                          ---Respondent

C.C. No.  3495 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Hem Raj Mittal, father-in-law of the Complainant.



Sh. Jatinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent.


The Complainant vide her original application dated 24.11.2008, had sought the following information from the office of the Respondent: 

(a)
Merit list of vocational teachers – mistresses (Code 1212) recruited in Punjab during 1996-97 as also the names, residential addresses, certified copies of educational qualifications, experience certificates submitted by the selected candidates;

(b)
Names of Centre Head Teacher and Head Teacher of District Bathinda recruited in 2001, their residential addresses at that time, their educational qualifications, experience etc. attested copies of the certificates submitted by the selected candidates, a copy of the advertisement issued at that time.  

(c)
Merit list of English teachers appointed in Punjab from April 2007 up to date, including the names, residential addresses, certified copies of educational qualifications, experience certificates submitted by the selected candidates;  Please also specify if the selected teachers had taught B. Ed. Classes the subject ‘Teaching of English’ or not.   How were they selected?
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(d)
Why no action has been initiated against the private school in Punjab despite the fact they are charging exorbitant fees, funds and they pay nominal salaries to private teachers and steps taken for their derecognition?  What are the proposals?  Please specify. 

(e)
The reason for opening the accounts of Mid-Day Meal (S.S.A.) and Elementary Teachers of Bathinda District in a private bank instead of nationalized Banks.   Without authority, charges are being deducted from the salaries of the teachers by these banks.   In case if such banks due to financial reasons or global recession go bankrupt,  how will the interest of the private teachers drawing salary from these banks be saved?  Who will be responsible for the same?

(f)
No. of Elementary teachers, no. of students (school-wise) in the District Bathinda.  Please mention names of all the schools with details as on 24.11.2008.

 

Smt. Acme Mittal’s letter dated 16.02.2009 addressed to the respondent has not been attended to.   It is further stated the original letter from the DPI addressed to the DEO has been sent to the complainant. 



The representative of the respondent has not brought any information with him.



Accordingly, PIO Sh. Balwant Singh is directed to provide the desired information to the complainant within 15 days and also on the next date, he is required to be personally present, otherwise show cause notice will be served on him.



To come up on 18.02.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-

Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
23.12.2009



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. B.D. Bhardwaj,

28/1-D, B.N. Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.   






              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

Ludhiana. 





                          ---Respondent

C.C. No. 3512 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Ms. Varsha Shukla, Dy. DEO, Ludhiana for the Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 06.11.2009 that his original application dated 26.08.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: All documents related to re-employment of Sewing Teachers in case of Smt. Parveen Rani, Sewing Teacher, Govt. Girls High School, Dakha, Distt. Ludhiana.


The information has been brought to the court.  Therefore, directions are given to the respondent to send the same by registered post to the complainant.  If by the next date of hearing, no objection / discrepancies are pointed out, the case will be closed.

 

To come up on 17.02.2010 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009
                                   State Information Commissioner

 
Sh. B.D. Bhardwaj, Complainant came present after the hearing.   He has been informed of the next date of hearing. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009
                                   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.  Malkiat Singh Josan,

S/o Sh. Ujagar Singh 

H. No. 15, Sukh Enclave,

Talwandi Chaudhrian,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt. Kapurthala. 

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.P.I. (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh 

…Respondent
C.C. No. 3522 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None present on behalf of the parties.




In this case, the complainant, vide his application dated 07.08.2009, has sought information regarding ‘exemption from refresher course for DPE / Lecturer Physical Education as also Lecturers of all categories of Govt.-aided colleges’. 



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to come present and also to provide the information sought, to the complainant within 15 days.



To come up on 18.02.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
23.12.2009



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Harpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh 

C/o Sh. Puran Singh

Village Bereta, Ravidass Mandir,

VPO Bareta,

Tehsil Budhladha, Distt. Mansa.

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Mansa. 

…Respondent
C.C. No. 3530 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Harpal Singh, Kanungo for the respondent.



A letter has been tendered by the PIO, Office of SDM, Budhladha stating that the information sought has been provided to the Complainant by hand. 



The Complainant is not present.  Also no objections or discrepancies have been pointed out.  Therefore, it seems that the Complainant is satisfied. 



Accordingly, the complaint is closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
23.12.2009



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.  Darshan Singh

s/o Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

C/o Sh.Puran Singh,

R/o Tarewala,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga.

  






                        ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Moga.





                                    ---Respondent

C.C. No.  3536 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Complainant in person.



None on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 06.11.2009 that his original application dated 12.08.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: His motor cycle No. PB29E-3617.  



The complainant states that no information has been received by him.  He also laments that he has paid innumerable visits to the office of DTO but to no avail. 



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent – PIO O/o District Transport Officer, Moga, to provide the information to the Complainant within 15 days.

 

To come up on 17.02.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009
                                   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur



General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Organization, 


Village Rasulpur,

Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.


                  

            ---Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,Ludhiana.



2.
Public Information Officer,


Commissioner, Patiala Division,
Patiala.                         ---Respondents

A.C. No. 916 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Parties. 


In this case, the information sought was with respect to cleaning of drains for village Rasulpur.



The information has not so far been provided to the Appellant.   Respondent is given another opportunity to provide the information to the Appellant within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission.



To come up on 17.02.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh 

Date: 23.12.2009



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Darshan Singh, XEN Ludhiana for the respondent came present and submitted that a letter has been sent on 28.10.2009 to the D.R.O. with a copy to the Complainant.   He states that they are short of funds but they have prepared the project.  The letter further states: -

“However, detailed estimate for the cleaning / de-silting of Chachrari Drain has been prepared by this office.  Funds to the tune of Rs. 40 
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 lacs for the above purpose have been demanded from the Govt.  As soon as the funds are made available, the process of cleaning / de-silting would be taken in hand on priority. “


I am satisfied with the reply. Assurance is given that as soon as the project is approved, the process of cleaning / de-silting would be taken up.  Directions are given to the respondent to send the reply by registered post. 



Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
23.12.2009



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Karnail Singh

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

New Jagritr Mohalla,

Village Mangwal,

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur.

   






                         ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.







                                    ---Respondent

A.C. No. 920 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Kanail Singh, Complainant in person.



Shri  Jeet Singh Dhindsa, Sr. Asstt.   on behalf of Respondent.



The information sought by the appellant is regarding his application dated 26.05.2009 for recruitment as S.C. Numberdar.  Respondent states that he has sent this information by registered post to the complainant but the complainant submits that he has not received the same. Information submitted to the complainant is regarding an enquiry being conducted by SDM Sangrur.  The complainant is not satisfied unless he is informed about the outcome of the enquiry, he is not satisfied.

 

Therefore, directions are given to the respondent Sh. Hartej Singh Sidhu, PIO that the information should be provided within 15 days and he should be present at the next date of hearing to explain the callous attitude of the department concerned.  It is also pointed out that the summons sent by the Commission dated 07.12.2009 categorically states: -

“You are required to appear before the Commission on the said date and time either personally or through an authorized representative not below the rank of Assistant Public information Officer, who should
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 be well conversant with the facts of the case and his statement of facts will be treated as if it is given by you and you will be responsible for its correctness.  In case of non-appearance is made on your behalf, the case will be decided exparte in your absence.

“

Respondent is only Senior Assistant and he does not even know the name of the SDM.  .  



To come up on 18.02.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009
                                    State Information Commissioner

 
 
At the end, Sh. Jeet Singh submits that Sh. Avtar Singh, PCS is the PIO - Respondent. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.12.2009
                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Harbhajan Singh

S/o Sh.  Gurdit Singh,

VPO Kohali,

Patti Mahooke,

Tehsil Ajnala,Distt. Amritsar 


                             ---Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.

2.
Public Information Officer,


Commissioner,


Jalandhar Division,
Jalandhar.
                                   ---Respondents

A.C. No. 929 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Complainant in person.

Shri Amandeep Singh, clerk, DC Office, Amritsar, on behalf of  Respondent.


The original application is dated 13.07.2009.  Upon no response, first appeal was preferred on 07.11.2009.  Still being unsuccessful in getting the information, the second appeal has been filed before the Commission on 18.11.2009.



Since the information has not so far been received by the Complainant, one more opportunity is hereby granted to the respondents to provide the information sought to the Complainant within a period of 15 days otherwise penal action for imposition of penalty and also the compensation to the Complainant will be initiated against them. 



To come up on 18.02.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh.





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Date:
23.12.2009



State Information Commissioner
