STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Satish Chander Bhagat,
5-A, New Model House, 
Jalandhar  

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,
Jalandhar.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1814 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.

Sh. Om Parkash, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 21.01.08 the following directions had been issued. 



“The PIO has not followed the directions of the commission either in the order dated 09.01.2008 or in the letter issued from the office of the commission on 27 Dec. 2007. Therefore, the commission hereby issues notice to the PIO to show cause through a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of two hundred and fifty rupees each day till the information is furnished. However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to twenty five thousand Rupees as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005”. 



Today Om Parkash, Administrative Officer/APIO is present and presents a letter dated 15.02.2008 which states that the information sought by Satish Chander Bhagat has been delivered to him on 02.01.2008 by post. The letter further submits that information regarding point No.7 was delivered to the complainant by letter No. No.A-1/2008-3968-69 dated 12.02.2008. The respondent is not aware (since he is not carrying the file) as to if this information is delivered either by hand, registered or ordinary post. It is unfortunate that PIO of DEO Office along with APIO does not find it befitting to appear in the court by studying the case.


The respondent Mr. Om Parkash is not aware of the orders which were passed in the court on 09.01.2008 and 01.01.2008. This is the reason why no written explanation has been given to the show-cause-notice issued in the earlier order. A letter has been received from Sh. Satish Chander Bhagat on 18.02.2008 which states 

“District Education Officer, Jalandhar is purposely not providing the required information and is trying to conceal the information. It is a matter of concern that inspite of the directions of Hon’ble Commission vide letters dated 27.12.2007, 17.01.2008 and 29.01.2008, the required information has not been provided by the concerned officer”.
Seeing the negative attitude and disrespect shown to the direction of the Commission a copy is sent to the Education Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh and the APIO is directed to being all the record along with the written explanation to the show cause notice at the next date hearing. 


The next date of hearing is 24.03.2008 at 2:00 pm. 


 








Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amandeep Goyal,
Advocate, Court Complex,

Phull Town, Distt. Bathinda
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,
Bathinda.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2047 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Gurinderjit Pal Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


The complainant filed his complaint dated 12.11.07 received in the Commission on 15.11.2007 that his original application dated 03.09.2007 along with the requisite fee of Rs.10/- has not been attended to Information sought by the complainant relates to the period 2004 to 2007 regarding rules for vehicles and instructions for school vans. The regulations and information sought also includes Tractor  Trolleys and ‘Peter Radiyan’ being plied in the District of Rampurapura Phull.  Gurinderjit Pal Singh, Assistant Transport Officer, APIO is present and presents 18 pages including covering letter.  The letter has been received in the commission written by Sh. Amandeep Goyal, Advocate dated 18.02.2008 that he is occupied with some urgent work and therefore has requested for another date of hearing. 


The respondent is directed to dispatch the documents to the complainant by registered post and at the next date of hearing if the complainant is satisfied with the information then the case will be disposed of.   


The next date of hearing is 07.04.2008 at 2:00 pm. 








    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amandeep Goyal,
Advocate, Court Complex,
Phull Town, District Bathinda
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (s),
Punjab, Chandigarh.  
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2048 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, PIO is present on behalf of the Respondent.  


Sh. Amandeep Goyal filed application dated 12.11.2007 received in the commission on 14.11.2007 that his original application dated 01.09.2007 along with the requisite fee of Rs.10/- has not been attended to. The information sought relates to:-
1. “Give the following information in relation to appointed candidates for the post of Punjabi Master/Mistress against the advertisement given by S.S.S. Board, SCO No. 156-160, Sector 8-C, Chandigarh in the year 2006.

2. Give the following information in relation to appointed candidates for post of Punjabi Master/Mistress against the advertisement given by C-Dac Mohali on behalf of the Secretary to Punjab Government Department of School Education in the year 2006.”


Today the respondent Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, PIO is present.  He has none of the papers attached in the file in the Commission either regarding the original complaint dated 01.09.2007 or the letter sent by Secretary School Education to the DPI on 02.09.2007. The information which is presented to court only covers point No.2 of the original complaint. The respondent has not supplied information during the stipulated period but his callous attitude is against the spirit of the RTI Act 2005. The complainant had also sent a letter dated 18.02.2008 thereby requesting for another date of hearing since he is occupied with some urgent work. 



The respondent is therefore directed to take photocopy of the file in possession of the commission and at the next date of hearing to provide information so that, the time of the commission is not wasted by the irresponsible attitude of the respondent. Copy of the same is being sent to the Secretary Education, Punjab.


The next date of hearing is 26.03.2008 at 2:00 pm. 









    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. G.D.Nahar,
Controller, Para Medical Council.
Punjab Mohali.
…..Complainant
Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Directorate Homeopathic, 

Punjab, Chandigarh. 
2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director, Animal Husbandry,


Punjab, Chandigarh

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2013 & 2014 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. G.D. Nahar on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Jodh Singh, Asstt. Controller Finance & Accounts, PIO and Dr. Darshan Singh, Jt. Director Animal Husbandry, PIO.


The complainant had filed two complaints both received in the commission on 12.11.2007 where the information sought is identical. Case No. CC-201/07 was addressed to the Director, Homeopathic, Punjab, Chandigarh and case No. CC-2014/07 was addressed to Director Husbandry, Punjab Chandigarh. In both the cases complainant demanded information regarding Life Stock Inspector exam and Veterinary Pharmacist Exam.  Since both the cases are identical, they are clubbed together. 



Today the complainant submits that all information pertaining to the original application dated 27.11.2007 in both the cases has been supplied and he is satisfied. Therefore, both the cases are disposed of. 








    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Harshpinder Singh Sandhu,
S/o Sh. Major Singh Sandhu,
# 1043, Opp. Bus Stand, 

Malout Road, Muktsar
…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (Sec. Schools), 

Punjab, Sector -17, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 315 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, PIO & Prem Nath, Supdt./APIO. 


The appellant filed an appeal dated 26.09.07 received in the commission on 5.10.07 in which he has submitted that: 


“The appellant prepared an application under Section 6 of the R.T.I. Act and dispatched through registered post on 14.07.2007 along with required application fee of Rs.10/- through postal order No.41C070697, 41C070698 of Rs.5 each dated 13.07.2007 & information fee Rs.50 through postal order no. 32G5458571 dated 13.07.07 & a self addressed envelop to D.P.I. (Sec. School) Punjab, Chandigarh (copy of the application is annexure A, copy of postal order of application fee is annexure B, Copy of information Postal order is annexure C & Postal receipt is annexure D).”


When the statutory period was over the appellant preferred an appeal to the Secretary Education Punjab dated 20.08.07. Harshpinder received a letter dated 27.08.07 (No. 8/89-2007) from the recruitment branch of the DPI office demanding more fees. since the information is of 450 pages. But the complainant had written that the information required by him is only of 3 pages. 

Today an affidavit is presented in the court to state that the earlier summons of 30.11.07 and 19.12.2007 were not received by them.  Order dated 23.01.2008 was received by the department and they could not appear for that hearing since there are couples of branches in the same section of the Education Department. So letter of summon was not communicated to them and explanation is accepted and a lenient view is taken since information asked by the complainant covering 3 pages has been brought to court. It is directed that the documents should be sent to the complainant by registered post and if the next date of hearing the complainant is satisfied with the delay and the information then the case will be disposed of.  
The next date of hearing is 24.03.2008 at 2:00 pm. 








    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. G.D.Nahar,

Controller, Para Medical Council.

Punjab Mohali.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Directorate Ayurvedic & Unani, 

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2012 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. G.D. Nahar on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Sumitar Singh, Supdt. on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant had filed a complaint dated 12.11.07 received in the Commission on 12.11.07 that his application dated 27.09.07 has not been attended to.  Information was sought regarding:-

“Under the  RTI Act the organization wants to know that two years diploma course in Ayurvedic Pharmacy comes under your jurisdiction or not?  The required fee is being sent with this application”.  




Today Sh. Sumitar Singh, APIO is present and presents the information sought by the complainant.  Mr. G.D. Nahar is satisfied. Therefore the case is hereby disposed of. 







    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurmeet Singh, 
Jr. Asstt. DRA Branch,
D.C. Office, Mansa.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Mansa. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1966 of 2007

ORDER 

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


Sh. Surjeet Singh, D.C.Mansa, PIO on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 21.01.2008 it was directed that if the PIO does not appear personally strict action pertaining to a show cause notice will be taken against him. Today Mr. Surjeet Singh PIO/Deputy Commissioner is present. The complainant states that information only to point No.19 has been supplied to him. The respondent argues that the 18 points are file noting  of the DC’s orders and are not covered under the Act. He is not familiar with the Act therefore Section 2 (f) and 8 are read out to him His defense is that he has to study the act and decide whether the 18points are exempted from disclosure of information under Section 8 of the RTI Act. Therefore at the next date of hearing, reply should be presented in the court and it will be decided if according to the RTI Act 2005 the file noting asked in the original application of the complainant Gurmeet Singh have to be disclosed or not. 


The next date of hearing is 31.03.08 at 2:00 pm.







    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Bal Krishan Singal,
S/o Late Dr. Hukum Chand,

B-I, 363, Guru Nanak Pura,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala.  
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1432 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Dr. Bal Krishan Singal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent. 


In the last order dated 23.01.08 it was directed that “the complainant has agreed that if the respondent supplied copy of ledger regarding connection No. A/C No. LB-68/141 and A/c No. LB-68/0353 then he will be satisfied and at the next date of hearing the case will be disposed of.”  



Today Bal Krishan Singal states that he did not get the required information because only 1 month bill ledger was shown to him.  Therefore it is directed that in the first week of March he should go to the P.S.E.B. office in Malerkautla and examine the money bill ledger from 1.01.1999 to 26.07.1999.


The next date of hearing is 26.03.08 at 2:00 pm.







    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sunil Kumar 
S/o Sh. Megh Raj,

Main Chowk Bazzar,

VPO Boha, Teh. Budhlada,

Distt.  Mansa. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Scert, State E.T.T.
Admission & Counseling Committee, 

Chandigarh, Punjab. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1804 of 2007 
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Smt. Harkesh Kaur, Supdt Grade-1, APIO & Sh. Kesar Singh, Sr. Asstt on behalf of the Respondent. . 



In the last hearing the respondent was directed that “at the next date of hearing postal proof should be presented to the Court and if the complainant does not appear in the court then it will be assumed that he is satisfied with the information then the case will be disposed of.”



Today postal proof dated 17.10.07 in the form of receipt from PNT department is presented Information sought by the complainant has been sent to him.  Since the complainant is not present therefore, it seems that he is satisfied with the information.  Therefore the case is hereby disposed of.   







    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Surender Mohan Gupta, 

B-18/132, Purian Mohalla,

Sheikhan Gali,

Batala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S)

Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2059 of 2007 

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


None on behalf of the Respondent.



The complainant Sh. Surender Mohan Gupta filed complaints dated 28.06.07, 09.10.07 and 04.11.07 in the commission stating that his original application dated 14.05.07 has not been attended to. The information required is regarding “Names of Post Graduate Masters with school addresses who were awarded Lecturer scale on the basis of Higher Qualification vide FD Letter No.9/9/79-FR(2)143 Dt. 19.02.79 & FD Letter No.8937-5ED(11)-79/2059 Dt. 20.09.79”.



Today none is present and the absence of the respondent is against the direction of the commission. Considering this is the first hearing a lenient view is taken and it is directed that the PIO should be personally present at the next date of hearing otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be taken. 



The next date of hearing is 26.03.08 at 2:00 pm.








    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Kashmir Singh,

Vill. Japhalpur, P.O. Bhattian,

Teh. & Distt. Gurdaspur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The President, 

Govt. Medical College,

Majitha Road, Amritsar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1993 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant & Respondent. 



The complainant Sh. Kuldeep Singh filed a complaint dated 29.10.07 received in the Commission on 8.11.07 that his application dated 26.09.07 has not been attended to.  A notice of hearing was issued to both the parties to appear on 18.02.08 at 2:00 pm.  Today none has appeared from either side. This being the first hearing a lenient view is taken and the fresh date of hearing is provided. The PIO is hereby directed that at the next hearing he should be present otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be issued.  The next date of hearing is 26.03.2008 at 2:00 pm

 





 






    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 18.02.2008

