STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

R/o Backside, Sadar Khana, 

Faridkot.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DTO,

Moga.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1593 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Mohan Singh, Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant has sent Sh. Gurjit Singh to attend the Commission on his behalf. Sh. Ashok Kumar, Clerk appeared on behalf of DTO-cum-PIO, Moga and states that the record has been searched but transfer details of vehicle are not available.  Respondent is directed to search the record thoroughly and provide the information to the Complainant as it is required in an accident case.
3.
Adjourned to 16.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th  September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

556, Green Model Town,

Jalandhar City.
      …………………………….Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE) Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sec-17-D,

Chandigarh.
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 318 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Balbir Singh, the Appellant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER
Heard
2.
Appellant states that he had made request to the DPI (SE), Pb, Chandigarh vide letter dated 10.03.2008, to provide the information in response to the suspension/dismissal of Sh. Balbir Singh, Science Master, Govt Sr. Sec.School Kapoor Pind, Distt.Jalandhar. Since no information was provided by DPI (SE), Pb, CHD, first appeal was made to the Secretary to Govt. of PB, Department of School Education. First Appellate Authority directed the PIO O/o DPI (SE) Pb, CHD to provide the information immediately and also made clear that in case the information/documents are not supplied in time, PIO would be responsible for the delay.  
3.
The grievance of the Appellant is that despite the direction given by the first Appellate Authority, the information demanded has not been supplied.  However, today, there is no representation on behalf of the PIO.  Keeping in view 
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the fact, that this is the first date of hearing, another opportunity is granted to the Respondent to appear before the Commission and state his case.  

4.
Adjourned to 23.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  The Deputy Registrar is directed to send a copy of this order to the Principal Secretary, School Education, Pb with a covering letter requesting him to ensure that on the next date of hearing the Respondent (PIO) appears before the Commission in this case.    


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Man Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

# Saini Majra, Bhagwanpura.

P.O-Rajimajra, Via Sialba Majri,

Distt-Mohali.

       …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Agriculture (Govt. of Pb), 
SCO-85-88, Sec-34, 
Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1596 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Man Singh, Complainant alongwith his Counsel 
     Sh. T.P.Singh


(ii) Sh. Pritpla Singh, OSD-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that the information supplied to him is not as asked for in his application. He has requested that the information should be supplied to him as under  :
(i) Complete set of uptodate recruitment rules of the Drivers in the office of Director, Agriculture and the Subordinate offices.


(ii)  Number of sanctioned posts of the drivers in the office of Director and 
 
      in the sub-ordinate offices.


(iii) Details of posts of the drivers occupied and lying vacant in the head 
 
      office as well as in the sub-ordinate offices.

3.
Respondent states as the information demanded was not clear,  the required  information as stated now  will be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 23.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   










Sd/-
                                                        (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Sh. Jagjit Singh,

10-A, Dasondha Singh Road,

Amritsar.

         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family,

Welfare, Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1605 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO-cum-Suptd., on behalf of the 



     Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has already been sent to the complainant. Copy of the same has been taken on record.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswant Singh Brar,

# 905, Sec-a59 (Phase-iV),
Mohali.

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

O/o Punjab School Education
Board, Mohali.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 313 of 2008

Present:
(I) Sh. Jaswant Singh Brar, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Varinder Kumar, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the information for item no.1 and 2 have been supplied and for item no.3 the information is very voluminous. It will take some more time to prepare the information. Respondent is directed to supply the information before the next date of hearing as asked for by the Complainant in his application for information.
3.
Adjourned to 23.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   









Sd/-
                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Dr. Jaskaran Singh Sidhu,
W.No.16, Mohalla Radhorka,

Mansa.

         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o SCERT Pb,
Sec-17-C, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

 CC No.  1451 of 2008
Present:
(i) S. Sarbagh Singh on behalf of Dr. Jaskarn Singh


(ii) Smt. Harkesh Kaur, Suptd. & Smt. Manjit Kaur, Lecturer on 


     behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Dr. Jaskaran Singh authorized S. Sarbagh Singh to appear on his behalf. S.Sarbagh Singh states that no information has been supplied to him so far.  Respondent states that the information has already been sent to the Complainant by Registered post and has even supplied another copy to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant may go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, before the next date of hearing.


3.
Adjourned to 23.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   










Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th September, 2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Harinder Pal,
H.No.182, Tarkhana,

Mohalla, Sunam,

Distt-Sangrur.

         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal, RPS,
Sunam (Rotary Public School).

……………………………..Respondent

MR No.  61 of 2008
Present:
(i) Harinder Pal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Ashish Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Sh. Ashish Gupta, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Principal, states that he has just been authorized to represent the PIO. He needs some more time to give the information and has asked for another date Respondent is directed to ensure that the information be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 23.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   




   Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Parveen Kumar,
S/o Sh. Harbans Lal,

Vill-Niwan Dhukala,

P.O.Bahi Rampur,

Distt-Gurdaspur.

         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

 CC No.  1470 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Parveen Kumar, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Senior Assistant and Joginder Dutt, Superintendent- cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him and has asked that he should be supplied photocopies of the certificates of the candidates who appeared in the second scrutiny. Respondent has agreed to supply the same within a week.
3.
Adjourned to 23.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Bachan Singh Datewasiyan,
# 735-R, Partab Nagar,

Bathinda.

         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
MC, Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

 CC No.  2270 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Bachan Singh, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Kamal Kant, Executive Officer-cum-PIO
ORDER


Heard.
2.
PIO states that a departmental enquiry was conducted in this case, but the persons responsible for the loss of record could not be pin-pointed. He further states that the investigation by the police has still not been completed It will take some more time.

3.
Adjourned to 16.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   









Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th September, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Parveen Deepak Arya,
S/o Sh. Murari Lal Arya,

R/o H.No.4572, Mohan Lal Street,

Muktsar.

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

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

 AC No.  320 of 2008
Present:
(I) Sh. Jaspreet Singh on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Harcharan Singh Supt.-cum-APIO on behalf of the
 Respondent

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Jaspreet Singh to appear on his behalf. Appellant states that incomplete information has been supplied to him by the O/o DPI and further states that from 04-1993 to 03-1998 no information has been supplied regarding deductions of G.P.F of Smt. Amarjit Kaur, Science Mistress, Govt. Girls Senior Sec. School Rupana and further states that he filed first appeal to Principal, Secretary, Dept. of School Education, CHD on 06.12.2007, but received no response till date.  Sh. Harcharan Singh, Supt.-cum-APIO states that details of deductions of G.P.F of Smt. Amarjit Kaur is to be supplied by Principal Govt. Girls Senior Sec. School Rupana and she has been directed by the Memo no.1 (10) 53973 dated 29.08.2008, to provide the details of the deductions of the G.P.F immediately and further directed to be present in the Commission with all the relevant record.
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3.
In respect of the directions of the DPI, Principal Govt. Girls Senior Sec. School Rupana, neither provided the details of deductions as asked by the Appellant nor sent the record as directed by the DPI.  Principal Govt. Girls Senior Sec School Rupana, is directed to immediately supply the details of the deductions of the G.P.F to Smt. Amarjit Kaur failing which it will be presumed that the information is not being provided deliberately. Principal is further directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 23.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

CC-Principal, Govt. Girls Senior Secondary School, Rupana.




Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th September, 2008
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, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Ram Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO & Smt. Indu Bala, Sr. 



     Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Appellant states that he has received the information of item no. 6, 7 22,23,24,25  but  for item no. 15 incomplete information has been given. Respondent is directed to provide the information of balance points before the next date of hearing. 

3.
 Sh. Ram Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO & Smt. Indu Bala, Sr. Assistant appearing  on behalf of the PIO state that the information is to be supplied by various branches and that there are different APIO’s for each branch such as Deputy Director School Administration and Vocational branch. Since, it is the duty of PIO to arrange information, he is directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing and also ensure that the information be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

4.
Adjourned to 16.10.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   





Sd/-

                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 5th September, 2008
