STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh Pasricha,

North India SC/ST & BC,

Employees Presidium (Regd),

HQ- 1243, Sector 23-B, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Government, Punjab, Education

 Department (S), Mini Sectt.Sect:9, Chandigarh.
           
Respondent

CC No. 2244/2007

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh Pasricha , Complainant,  in person.

Shri Harbans Lal Chawla, APIO-cum-Superintendent and Shri Jaswinder Singh,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that a similar case (CC No. 2015/2007) is being heard by the Bench of Lt. Gen. (Retd.) P.K.Grover, SIC.  He further states that this case was last heard  on 15.1.2008 and judgement was reserved. The Complainant  requests that this case (CC No. 2244/2007) may be closed as the similar case (CC No. 2015/2007)  has been heard by the Bench of Lt. Gen. (Retd.) P.K. Grover and judgement has been reserved.  

 

2.

Accordingly, the  case is dismissed. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





            Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh Pasricha,

North India SC/ST & BC,

Employees Presidium (Regd),

HQ- 1243, Sector 23-B, Chandigarh.




Complainant








Vs
Public Information Officer,

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

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




           
Respondent

CC No. 2245/2007
Present:
Shri Manjit Singh Pasricha, Complainant, in person.

Shri Madan Lal, APIO-cum-Superintendent  and Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(S) Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

On the perusal of the file,  it is observed  that the Complainant has sent three different  applications dated 9.10.2007, 11.10.2007 and 22.10.2007.  seeking different information to the State Information Commission with one covering letter, as a result of which only one case(CC-2245/2007) has been initiated in the Commission.  However, he has filed separate applications with the concerned PIOs alongwith separate application fee. As the information demanded in the three applications is different, the Complainant is advised to file three separate applications dated 9.10.2007, 11.10.2007 and 22.10.2007 with the Commission so that three different cases could be initiated and taken up for hearing.   

 

2.

Accordingly, this case is dismissed. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


                   Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Sudershan Kumari, Junior Assistant,

O/O Director Horticulture Punjab,

SCO No. 843-844, Sector: 22-A, Chandigarh.



Complainant








Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Horticulture Punjab,

 SCO No. 843-844, Sector: 22-A, Chandigarh.



Respondent
CC No.1757/2007

Present:
Smt. Sudershan Kumari, Complainant,  in person.

Shri Lajwinder Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Shri Narinder Pal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 18.12.2007 when it was directed that the PIO will be present in person on the next date of hearing  alongwith an affidavit giving reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him for supplying the requisite information beyond a period of 30 days. 

2.

Accordingly, the PIO is present  today and submits a duly attested  affidavit dated 5.2.2008 alongwith enclosures. In the affidavit he has submitted that delay in the supply of information to the Complainant occurred because he has to attend a number of meetings as he is a  member of a number of Committees  constituted by the Director Horticulture Punjab, he is having independent charge of the post of Deputy Director Horticulture, Faridkot and he  had to attend 5th meeting of Punjab State National Horticulture Mission Society.
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 However, he has tendered un-conditional apology for the late supply of information and assured the Commission   that in future he will be more  careful in handling R.T.I. cases. 

3.

We are satisfied with the explanation put forth by the PIO and therefore, no penalty is imposed on the PIO for the late supply of information. 
 

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                    Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh Pasricha,

North India SC/ST & BC,

Employees Presidium (Regd),

HQ- 1243, Sector 23-B, Chandigarh.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Education Punjab(S),

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


           
Respondent

AC No. 412/2007

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh Pasricha, Complainant, in person.

Shri Harbans Lal Chawla, APIO-cum-Superintendent,   office of Secretary Education(S), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Respondent requests that some more time be granted to supply the requisite information to the Appellant in the instant case. 

2.

The request of the APIO is accepted and the case is fixed for further hearing on 13.3.2008.

 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                   Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswiner Pal Singh Sohi,








VPO: KAINAUR,

Tehsil: Chamkaur Sahib, Distt. Ropar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I.(S) Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.2276/2007

Present:
Shri  Jaswinder Pal Singh Sohi, Complainant, in person.

Shri Gulshan Lal, APIO-cum-Superintendent and Shri Vimal Dev, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(S),  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that  all the Principals of Aided Schools have been appointed as PIOs and the Complainant can seek information from the PIO of the concerned Public Authority. The Complainant states that 95% grant is given to the Aided Schools by the Punjab Government and DPI  and the concerned Public Authority i.e. D.P.I. is responsible for the appointment of teachers in the Aided Schools. The Respondent states that the D.P.I.(S) gives only approval for the appointment of teachers recommended by the Management Committee of the concerned school. Therefore, they have no record of employees in the D.P.I. office. He further states that an inquiry has been ordered to be conducted by Shri Swaran Singh, Principal, Government Senior Secondary
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 School, Ghanauli and after the receipt of the Inquiry Report, requisite information alongwith a  copy of the  Inquiry Report will be supplied to the Complainant.

2.

The Complainant states that he has submitted some observations/comments vide a letter dated 5.2.2008 addressed to the

 Commission, which has however not been received in the Commission office so far. He submits a copy of the said letter to the Commission and one copy is handed over to the Respondent today. It is directed that the Respondent will submit his response to the observations/comments made by the Complainant vide his letter dated 5.2.2008 to the Complainant with a copy to the commission. 
 

3.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 25.3.2008. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Arshwinder Kaur,

342/12, Indra Colony,

P.O. Khanna Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I. (SE) Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No. 2209/2007

Present:
Ms. Arshwinder Kaur, Complainant, in person and Shri Manvinder Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Shashi Gagg,  Law Clerk, office of D.P.I.(S),  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

It is directed that the Respondent will collect the requisite  information from the Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board as per demand of the Complainant and will supply the same to the Complainant within a period of one month. 

 

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 13.3.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ved Parkash Grover,

Grover Niwas, Shastri Basti Rama,

District: Bhatinda.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o the Director General School Education,

Mini Secretariat, Sect.9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 281 /2007

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Gulshan Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO and  Shri Santokh Singh, Senior Assistant,  office of D.P.I.(S), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the request of Complainant case was re-opened and fixed for hearing on 27.12.2008 but the Complainant was not present. Today, again he is not present. The Respondent states that the requisite information stands supplied to the Complainant. 

2.

Since the Complainant is not present for the second consecutive hearing, it is presumed that he might have received the requisite information and is satisfied.  

 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani  Kumar Kukkar,

Phase-1, Civil Lines, Fazilka.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary School Education,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



Respondent

AC No.95/2006

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Smt. Tarinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Rattan  Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(S), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 29.11.2007 when it was directed that the Respondent will supply the requisite information to the Appellant as per written submission made  by the Appellant on 23.11.2007, a copy of which was handed over to the Respondent. The APIO states that information as per submission made by the Appellant on 23.11.2007 has already been supplied to the Appellant on 2.11.2007. She further states that a letter has also been written to the Appellant on 8.1.2008 stating that the information supplied on 2.11.2007 is the only information which is available with them. She further states that appeal pending with the Government has already been decided on 5.2.2008 by the

 Punjab Government vide Office Order No. 15/535/07-1Edu.-2/3390-92 dated 
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5.2.2008,  a copy of which has already been sent to him. A copy of this office order  is also taken on record. 

2.

The Appellant vide a letter dated 4.2.2007 requests that penalty be imposed on the PIO for the late supply of information and compensation be given to him for the detriment suffered by him as he had to incur huge expenses on attending the court in the office of the Commission at Chandigarh. The APIO states that the information is very old and the old record was not easily accessible, from which it was to be traced and more-over it was collected from different Sections of the Department,  which ultimately  took greater time. She further states that the information was not intentionally delayed. She assures the Commission that they will be more careful in handling RTI cases  in future.  Thus she requests that no penalty be imposed on the PIO and no compensation be given to the Appellant. While accepting the plea of the APIO no penalty is imposed on the PIO and no compensation  is given to the Appellant. 

 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri V.R.Shankar,

Y-191, Regency Park-II,

DLF Phase- IV, Gurgoan-122002.





Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health Services, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

 









Respondent






CC- 2214 /2007    

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Narinder Mohan, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Director Health Services Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. R.T.I.(1)-Punjab-08/449, dated 6.2.2008 by registered post . The Complainant is not present. 

 

2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohinder Singh,

# T-1/99, Jugial Colony,

Shahpur Kandi Towonship,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer, Irrigation Works, Punjab,

R.S.D. Shahpur Kandi Township,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.





Respondent

AC No.100 /2006
Present:
Shri Mohinder Singh, Appellant,  in person.

Shri I.S. Jaryal, XEN-cum-PIO, Shri Sudesh Sharma, XEN Township,  Shri Chander Kant, A.E. and Shri Tarsem Singh, SDC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO has informed the Commission vide his letter No. 12271-72/220-E/MS/Misc. dated 4.12.2007 that requisite information to the satisfaction of the Complainant has been supplied to him and has requested that the case may be closed.   He has enclosed a copy of a  letter dated 29.11.2007 from the Complainant addressed to the PIO in which the Complainant has stated that he is fully satisfied with the information supplied to him and has requested that the case may be treated as closed.  
 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. However, a compensation of Rs. 1000/-(Rs. One thousand only) is ordered to be paid to the Complainant by the Department through a Bank Draft for the detriment suffered by the Complainant,  within 15 days.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 26.2.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Singh,

M/s Raghunath Dass & Sons(Regd.),

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal, Govt. Higher Secondary School,

Near Clock Tower, Hoshiarpur.





Respondent

CC No. 2278/2007

Present:
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the  Complainant.

Smt. Kanwaljit Kaur, Principal-cum-PIO,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information running into 40 pages including one page of covering letter has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 423 dated 25.10.2007. The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kuldip Singh,

M/s Raghunath Dass & Sons(Regd.),

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal,

District Institution of  Education Training,

Ajowal, District : Hoshiarpur.





Respondent

CC No. 2240/2007

Present:
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the  Complainant.

Smt. Sudesh Kumari, Principal-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The PIO states that the requisite information running into 70 pages including one page of covering letter has been sent to the Complainant in time  by registered post but the Complainant has not deposited the necessary charges at the rate of Rs. 2/- per sheet. The Complainant states that the information supplied has not been authenticated. The PIO authenticates the information supplied and the Complainant makes payment of  Rs. 238/-(Rs. Two hundred thirty eight only) as charges at the rate of Rs. 2/- per sheet  plus postal charges of Rs. 100/-) and takes due receipt from the PIO. 

 

2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Singh,

M/s Raghunath Dass & Sons(Regd.),

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(S),

Hoshiarpur.








Respondent

CC No. 2239/2007

Present:
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Inderjit Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(S), Hoshiarpur and Shri Narinder Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Complainant states that the District Education Officer  Hoshiarpur has returned his application him but it should have been sent to the concerned PIO/Public Authority under the RTI Act.

2.

The Respondent states that they will be careful in future. He further states that the information is ready and he hands over the same  to the Complainant . Indian Postal Order received in the Commission’s office is handed over to the Deputy D.E.O. after taking receipt in the office file. As the information has been delayed, it will be supplied free of cost.  

 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




                     Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 07.02.2008


               State Information Commissioner

