STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulwant Singh S/O Sh. Bakhshish Singh,

# 62, Khalsa Avenue, 

P.O.Khalsa College, Amritsar.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Director, Public Instructions (SE), Pb,


SCO-97-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.


.....Respondent.

AC No-221-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Smt. Tarinder Kaur, APIO-cum-Supdt.,O/O/ DPI(S) Pb.



Sh. Mohinder Singh, Sr.Asstt. O/O DPI(S),Pb.


Order:



Vide letter dated 13.9.07, received on 18.9.07, supported by an affidavit dated 12.9.07, Sh. Kulwant Singh has stated that he has received the information/record from the Principal on 16.7.07. With this, he has received full information/record. Therefore, he wishes to withdraw his Appeal dated 10.7.07. In view of the facts, the Appeal is dismissed and withdrawn.

Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


12.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sushil Kumar S/O Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road, Malerkotla.


......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Executive Officer, MC Malerkotla.


.....Respondent.

CC No-376-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Sushil Kumar, complainant in person.



Sh. S.K.Bawa, Advocate, for the complainant.



Sh. Vikas Uppal, APIO-cum-Inspector, MC Malerkotyla.


Order:



The case could not be concluded as the court time is over.

2.

The Commission would also like to know the status of the disciplinary action which was being taken in pursuance of the order of the Commission against Sh. Harjinder Singh, who was found to have given false report concerning the information to be supplied and to had  been suspended in consequence thereof.



Adjourned to 20.2.08
Sd/-


  





  
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


12.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bishan Singh,

#1014, Phase 7, SAS Nagar, Mohali.



......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.


.....Respondent.

CC No-445-of 2007: 
Present:
Sh. Bishan Singh, complainant in person.



Sh. Ravinder Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO, Majri.


Order:



It appears from the statements of both parties that the copy of order of the Commission dated 28.8.2007 which had been sent with the notice dated 8.11.07 of the next hearing has not actually been received by them. A copy of the same have been provided to both the parties today. The PIO may carry out direction accordingly.



Adjourned to 5.3.2008.

Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


12.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sh. B.K.Gupta,

New Generation Apartments,Zeerakput.


......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.
O/O SDM Dera bassi.




.....Respondent.

CC No-547-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Gurmandar Singh, Tehsildar Derabassi for the PIO.


Order:



On the last date of hearing on august 28, detailed orders had been passed in this case in the presence of the complainant. In compliance thereof, the PIO vide his letter dated 29.11.07 provided copies of 13 documents (35 pages) duly indexed and paged to the complainant. However, vide his letter dated 14.11.07 the PIO states:


“That this Commission was pleased to order that the information sought by Sh. B.K.Gupta complainant be supplied to him and if there is any deficiency in the information Sh. B.K. Gupta will point out the same within a period of 15 days where after the PIO should rectify the same in another fortnight.


That the complainant Sh. B.K.Gupta has sent a letter dated 3.9.2007 (attested copy enclosed) to the under signed which was received on 5.9.2007. In this letter he has specifically written in para 4 as follows:


“I may submit here, I don’t need any paper from the respondent any more except the order of the Hon’ble Commissioner disallowing the question of the complainant.”


That keeping in view the application dated 3.9.2007 sent to the undersigned by Sh. B.K.Gupta wherein he has written that “copy sent by registered post to the PIO-cum-SDM with the request not to undertake the trouble of sending any paper to me as per orders of the Commission since the complainant does not need any paper from your side.”, no other document has been sent to him.”

2.

In accordance with the above, copy of the information duly indexed and paged containing 13 documents (35 pages) brought by him today for the record 
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of the Commission,  but it has not been supplied to the complainant due to the facts mentioned earlier.

3.

The PIO is hereby directed to send the papers to the complainant through registered post and to give proof of registry with in 2 weeks. Office should also send a copy of the orders dated 28th August, 2007 to the complainant once again, which had earlier been sent to the complainant with notice dated 8.10.07. With this order, the case is closed, since due opportunity had been given to the complainant to point out deficiencies in the information supplied, which had not been done by him. 



Thus, the case is disposed of.

                                                                


Sd/-

  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


12.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Verma,

Editor, Health Today,

Bindal Dharamshala Market, Bazar wakillan,

Hissar. (Haryana)






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Director Health and Family Welfare,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.





.....Respondent.

CC No-555-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO-cum-Supdt. with 



Sh. Mulak Raj, dealing Asstt.


Order:



In this case the APIO states that full information has been collected from all the districts and sent to the complainant from time to time vide letters dated 12.4.07, 31.8.07, 7.9.07, 17.9.07 and finally on 8.10.07. Photocopies of the dispatch register have also been produced with copies of the information sent for the record of the Commission.

2.

It is observed that due and adequate notices had been given to the complainant to appear in this case if he has to make any oral submission.  Since he has not appeared, it is presumed that he is satisfied and has received full information applied for. The case is therefore, disposed of.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


12.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Lt. Col Naresh Kumar Ghai,

C/O Ameliorating India 205-B, 

Modi Town Extn. Ludhiana-2.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Secretary School Education,

Punjab Mini Sectt., Sector 9,Chandigarh.



.....Respondent.
CC No-611-of 2007: 
Present:
Lt.Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai, complainant in person.



Sh. Harbans Lal Chawla, APIO-cum-Supdt. Edu. Branch for the 

Secretary Education.
Order:


Lt. Col. N.K.Ghai(Retd.) vide his complaint dated 11.4.07, made to the State Information Commission submitted that his application in form A dated 16.3.07 with due payment of fee had not been attended to. In this connection after due consideration detailed orders were passed on 18.9.07 when none appeared for the PIO despite due and adequate notice including the issue of show cause notice u/s 20(1).  In response, the APIO has presented copy of letter dated 7.12.07 vide which information has since been supplied to the applicant. It is seen that the demand was for inspection of copies of information/government instruction covering grant of leave to government school teachers on 3 points. It is seen that the reply states that other than CSR Vol. I Part I Rule 8, there are no other instructions available with the department in this connection. It is also seen that the APIO has asked the complainant whether any such instructions from 1966-90 are available with the applicant and are given/provided, the matter will be looked into further. Upon asking, the APIO informed the Commission that in this case the applicant had earlier told him that he had seen/was aware of certain such instructions other than those contained in the CSR and it was for this reason that he had been asked to provide copy, if available.  With this, the information asked for vide application is considered to be disposed of. The 
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complainant through  his representative stated that since this  letter has been endorsed to the Principal Secretary, Department of Personnel and Secretary, Deptt. of School Education, therefore, the application should be kept pending till definite reply is received from  all the quarters. However, it is felt that the ends of justice would be met by the undertaking of the APIO given today that in case any reply is received containing any such instruction in this matter, a copy of that would be supplied to the complainant as and when received. With this the case is disposed of.


                                                                      

Sd/-

  





    
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


12.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.P.Marwaha,

# 2076, Sector 45-C, Chandigarh.



......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/O F.C.R. Punjab Civil Sectt.,Chandigarh.

.....Respondent.

CC No-661-of 2007: 
Present:
Sh. S.P.Marwaha, complainant in person.



Smt. Neeta Bhalla, APIO-cum-Supdt with 



Sh. Bhupinder Singh, dealing Assistant.


Order:



Sh. S.P.Marwaha has confirmed the receipt of letter dated 16.11.07 in reply to his application. With this his application under the RTI act has been fully answered.

2.

Sh. Marwaha is not at all satisfied with the contents of the answer as he feels that no action is being initiated against those allegedly guilty officers who had helped the corrupt officials to go free although he had brought the full matter to the notice of the concerned authority. In this connection he has informed that he has given further application under the RTI dated 22.11.07 to the PIO O/O FCR. A copy has been endorsed to the Commission as follows:


“A copy is forwarded to the Chairman, RTI Commission, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh with reference to letter No. 11/1/2007/5Admn(i)6933 dated 16.11.07 from FCR to his address in case No. 661/07. The FCR is clearly giving misleading information after concealing the record made available to him, on 12.7.07 and 6.11.07 and is helping the accused despite the fact. Punjab Vigilance Deptt. clearly found  Mr. Gupta  guilty on all the charges and recommended prosecution to the UT Government of Mr. Gupta. S Darshan Singh, SP Vigilance who appeared before the RTI Commission on 26.2.07 in case No. 719/06 clearly informed the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab that follow up action of prosecution was to be taken by the UT Govt. and the VB 
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had already written to the UT Administration whereas the worthy FCR has given clean chit to the official of the Agriculture Branch who helped Mr. Gupta.



A copy of the orders of the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab dated 26.2.07 containing the statement of S. Darshan Singh, SP Vigilance is enclosed for ready reference.”

3.

He has also enclosed a copy of order passed by the bench presided over by Sh. Rajan Kashyap, CIC and Lt. Gen. P.K.Grover, SIC  dated 26.2.07.  in another related complaint regarding the same person in  CC-719/06 titled SP Marwaha Vs PIO O/O Director Vigilance Bureau.

4.

I have considered the letter of the complainant as well as the order of the bench dated 26.2.07 in relation to its order. In my view no further action is called for and the matter is therefore disposed of. 

Sd/-


  





 
   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


12.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dewan Chand, 

Centre Head Teacher, 

Govt. Elem. Schiool, Bhanowal, 

Block Bhunga-II, Hoshiarpur.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Secretary, School Education, Punjab

Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh.




.....Respondent.
CC No-679-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Sat Pal Gupta, APIO-cum-Supdt. with



Mrs. Renu Bala, dealing Asstt. O/O DPI(Pry). Pb.


Order:



Vide complaint dated nil received on 25.4.07 in the Commission, Sh. Dewan Chand complainant stated that his application dated 27.2.07, addressed to the Secretary, School Education, Punjab under the RTI Act with due payment of fee had not been attended to. The complaint was sent to the concerned PIO and the date of hearing was fixed for 5.9.07 and both parties informed.

2.

On 5th September, 2007 none appeared from both the sides. In the interest of justice the case was adjourned to Nov. 14 and then December 12, 2007. In the meantime a reply dated 3.9.07 received from the education Department (Education 7 Branch) under the Signature of Supdt. stating that the information has since been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 22.9.07 by the APIO. A copy of the letter sent was enclosed. It is noted that the notice for hearing on 14.11.07 was issued on 8.10.07 and then the said date of hearing was postponed to 12.12.07. Thus adequate notice was sent to the complainant. In case he wished to make any oral submission today. Since he has not appeared and in view of the reply already sent by the PIO, it is presumed that he is satisfied and has got full information. Accordingly, the case is hereby disposed of.

Sd/-


  





    
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


12.12. 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Pritam Kaur, 

#57-B, Partaqp Nagar, Patiala.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/O Secretary Higher Educastion & Language Deptt., 

Punjab Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh.


.....Respondent.

CC No-907-of 2007:

Present:
Sh. Bhagat Singh H/O Smt. Pritam Kaur complainant.



Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, APIO-cum-Asstt. Dir. Language Deptt. 


authorized Rep. of Spl. Secu Education due to their being no 


official available in the Deptt.



Sh. Gulwant Singh Sr. Asstt.


Order:



On the last date of hearing full information had been admitted to be supplied except that regarding two letters received by the Chief Secretary through registered post and further sent to the department for necessary action with orders of the C.S. This matter was covered in point No. 2 of the application dated 8.11.06 under the RTI Act. In para 2 of the order of this Commission dated 10.10.07 reads as under:


“It is observed that the present information covers the assurance given by Sh. Jaspal Singh, Secretary Higher Education Punjab in the hearing who has asked regarding action taken on is representation dated July 18, 2005 and January 15, 2005. However, information regarding two letters dated November 09, 2005 and January 15, 2006 (both stated to be registered letters) were received by the department through the Chief Secretary. It has been stated that letter dated January 11, 2006 is not available, but nothing has been said about letter dated November 9, 2005 received from the same quarter. APIO has asked for some time to give reply to the original application which is granted being the last opportunity.”

2.

Before proceeding further a correction needs to be made in the order of the Commission dated 10.10.07. In para 2,  January 11, 2006 may be read as January 15, 2006 which is as per the statement under the RTI Act as well as the reply dated 9.10.07 provided by the department to the complainant. A letter which is missing is letter dated 9.11.05.

3.

Now vide letter dated 16.11.07 from the Special Secretary addressed to the Commission, it has been stated that in fact letter No. 128 dated 15.1.06 has been diarized at Sr. No. 158 on 17.1.06 and the other letter dated 9.11.05 has not been received. Even with respect to letter dated 15.1.06, it is stated to be not available and steps are being taken to fix responsibility for the same. With this letter the information is complete. Armed with the facts she has obtained through the RTI, she may approach the Competent Authority for redressal of her grievances, if advised. With this, the complaint is hereby disposed of.

Sd/-


  





    
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)







State Information Commissioner 


12.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Simmi Saini, W/O Rajinder Singh,

VPO Muchhal, Distt. Amritsar.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Dy.. Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.


.....Respondent.

CC No-20-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Manjit Singh, APIO-cum-Naib Tehsildar, Hoshiarpur.



Sh.Sukhwinder Singh Sodhi, Regn. Clerk for the PIO.


Order:


The APIO-cum-Naib Tehsildar Hoshiarpur has presented a letter dated 11.12.07 addressed by the Tehsildar-cum-Sub Registrar, today. Earlier another letter dated 16.6.07 addressed by the Tehsildar-cum-Sub Registrar to the State Information Commission was received through post after hearing of 10.10.07. These letters have 3-4 annexures each.  However, none of them appears to have been sent to Smt. Simmi Saini by post. The APIO is hereby directed now to make an index of the documents provided to Smt. Simmi Saini. The PIO states that these papers have been given to her in the Court in which case it would have been specifically mentioned by me in my order.  Any way to be on the safe side, a complete list of all the papers provided/to be provided to her duly indexed and attested should be prepared and sent to her  free of cost against due receipt and a copy alongwith a copy of indexed documents supplied, should be given to the court also for record. The Commission would also appreciate if the list of documents with gist could be prepared since the Commission would like to make a reference to DLR/FCR for corrective action. This is the rare case where in view of the Commission a serious offence of missing of the government’s copy of the Registered Will has taken place and appears to have been treated very lightly by all concerned. The case will be disposed of on the next date of hearing



Adjourned to 27.2.2008.

Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


12.12. 2007.

