STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Harjinder Singh Brar,

# 1180, Sector 21,

Panchkula.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Planning-III,

P.S.E.B., Patiala.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 240 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Harjinder Singh Brar, Complainant in person.


Mr. Rajinder Singh, APIO and Ashok Kumar Sr. Asst on behalf of Respondent. 



Today Sh. Harjinder Singh Brar the complainant is present and states that he could not attend the last hearing on 21.11.07 because of the postal delay in receiving the letters from the Commission.  Mr. Rajinder Singh, APIO states that all the information written in detail in the order dated 21.11.07 has been supplied. Sh. Harjinder Singh Brar the complainant states that he is satisfied.  Therefore the case is hereby disposed of.    









Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Harjinder Singh Brar,

# 1180, Sector 21,

Panchkula.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Planning-III,

P.S.E.B., Patiala.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 239 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Harjinder Singh Brar, Complainant in person.


Mr. Rajinder Singh, APIO on behalf of Respondent. 



Sh. Harjinder Singh Brar the complainant states that all the four points of information stated in the last order dated 21.11.07 have been duly supplied to him except point No. 3(a) which is

“Please supply printed copy or the photocopy (duly authenticated) of PSEB Service of Engineer (Electrical), Regulations, 1965, Reprint Edition 1971.”


 Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO presents, a letter dated 12.12.07 written by Dy. Secretary, P&R which states that the Regulation-1965 (reprinted edition 1971) is in a tattered condition. Therefore they cannot photocopy the said regulation.  The letter directs the complainant to examine the paper in, Patiala The complainant defers and presents a photocopy authenticated by the PIO O/o Dy. Chief Engineer Planning-III of the Regulation Act 1965.  According to the applicant this copy was given to another employee only four months back.  Therefore, seeing the arguments of the case, it is directed that regulatory act 1965 should be brought to the court on the next date of hearing where the complainant can examine it and if possible photocopy the document. The next date of hearing is 16.01.08 at 2:00 pm.    











Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Jaswinder Kaur,

W/o Late Sh. Jagjit Singh,

# 923, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sector 10, Badala Road Kharar,

Tehsil-Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Planning-III,

P.S.E.B., Patiala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1318 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Complainant in person along with her son 



Sham Singh

Mr. Rajinder Singh, APIO on behalf of Respondent. 



In the last order dated 21.11.07 direction were issued that the information sought by the complainant Smt. Jaswinder Kaur on four points should be provided in the Commission and sent to the complainant by 10.12.2007.  Hearing scheduled for the 10th was postponed due to declaration of government gazetted holiday. Today the complainant Smt. Jaswinder Kaur along with her son Sham Singh is present and state that all information in the original application dated 16.04.07 has been provided to her.  She is satisfied but adds that she received the documents only after her complaint was submitted to the Commission on 25.06.07.  The case is hereby disposed of. 









Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Karnail Singh Sidhu,

# 277, Phase-II, Model Town,

Bathinda-151001

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1720 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Karnail Singh Sidhu, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent. 



Sh. Karnail Singh Sidhu filed his complaint dated 25.09.07 received in the Commission on 4.10.07.  He has stated that  his application dated 8.08.07 made to PIO, O/o D.P.I. (SS), Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh with the required fee of Rs. 100/- has not been attended to.



The information sought by him relates to:-

1. C-DAC Agency had conducted an exam as per advertisement No. 2, October 2006, in which 500 science masters were to be selected..   He has sought information regarding the serial number, merit number, name, father’s name, school and district of the candidates who actually joined.
2. He has asked for the merit list and other details of male candidates from Punjab government where out of which 700 candidates science masters have been selected.




Today none has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  Since this is the first hearing, therefore, a lenient view is taken.  The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information as per application dated 8.08.07 within 15 days and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing, along with a copy of the receipt of the information by the applicant as well as a copy of the information supplied for record of the Court.  The next date of hearing is 7.01.08 at 2:00 pm.     









Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Parvinder Singh Kittna,

204, K.C. Tower,

Nawanshehar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Transport Deptt.,

Punjab, Chandigarh.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1725 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.


Sh. Balwinder Singh, Law officer & Bhupinder Singh, Auditor on behalf of respondent. 


The complainant had applied to the State Information Commission on 26.09.07 received in the Commission on 5.10.07. A reminder was again sent on 12.12.07.  In his complaint he has stated that his original complaint dated 7.08.07 has not been attended to.  The information sought by him relates to four points:-
1. Information sought regarding government vehicles of all the ministers and cabinet ministers of the Punjab Government. 

2. Photocopy of the insurances of the vehicles, valid till 07.08.2007.

3. Pollution certificate of all the vehicles valid till 7.08.07.

4. In case the insurance or the pollution of these cards is not necessary then copy of the notification should be provided.

                              A letter dated 6.12.07 was received in the Commission where it was stated that all the information asked by the complainant can only be obtained from State Transport Commissioner, Punjab.



Today Sh. Balwinder Singh, Law Officer and Mr. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor have appeared on behalf of the respondent and have stated that all the information have been sent to the complainant by registered post.  The information sent has one covering letter and 71 pages.  All papers have been examined and relates to information sought. Therefore the case is hereby disposed of. The respondent is directed to supply the record of registered post dispatched from his office in the commission by tomorrow.   










Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Gurmeet Kaur Dhaliwal,
VPO – Jhandiana Sharki,

Teh. Moga, Distt Moga. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

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

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1701 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.


Sh. Yoginder Dutt, APIO, Supdt. Recruitment Cell & Shashi Gagg Clerk are present on behalf of respondent. 


Smt. Gurmeet Kaur Dhaliwal complained to the State Information Commission on 22.09.07 received in the Commission on 3.10.07.  She states that she had sent an application dated 21.07.07 along with a fee of Rs.5o/-seeking information from PIO o/o DPI (SE) Dr. Jagtar Singh Khatra Even though 5 reminders were written she received no response.  Today Yoginder Dutt, APIO/Supdt. along with Mr. Shashi Gagg, Clerk has appeared and stated that all the information has been brought to the court.  The information sought by the complainant relates to:-


“That I desire to obtain the information of those SC(M) (Mazahbi/Balmiki) candidates who were shown in the waiting lists in the appointments which were made in December 2001 by Departmental Teaching Committee (Edu) Punjab, SCO No. 130-131, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh in lecturer cadre as well as master/mistress cadre.”   


The reason why the information pertaining to 17 pages has not been delivered is because contingency funds are not available in the office.  This being the first hearing and the in the absence of the complainant,, the respondent is that the correspondence should be sent by registered post (on Monday). The proof of registered post should be communicated to the Commission.  If on the next date of hearing the complainant does not appear that mean she is satisfied with the information sent by the respondent, then the case will be disposed of.  The next date of hearing is 16.01.08 at 2:00 pm.  

























Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Paramjit Kaur,

S.S. Msitress,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School, 

Thales, (Sangrur)

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S),

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1724 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.


Sh. Jaspal Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent. 



The complainant had filed a complaint dated 24.09.07 received in the Commission on 5.10.07. Her contention is that her application dated 8.08.07 addressed to the PIO Director Public Instruction of in prescribed form alongwith the requisite fee of Rs. 50/- had not been attended to.  The information sought by the complainant concerns the Arya Adarsh Secondary School Nandgarh, Bathinda.  The information sought relates to certain day to day notings in Arya Adarsh Secondary School, Nandgarh, Bathinda for the period 23.08.05 to 29.05.06.   Jaspal Singh, Sr. Asstt. attends on behalf of the respondent. As his designation is not even of an APIO and has expressed ignorance of the RTI Act, there has not been a proper compliance in response to the Commission’s notice. He is not even aware whether  the school mentioned above in the said complaint is substantially financed by the State. Therefore, he has been made aware of the provisions of section 2(h).  

                               Sh.Jaspal Singh has, however, brought the information sought  by the complainant. In the first instance it has to be established whether the RTI Act would apply to the concerned school. Therefore the PIO of DPI, Schools is also directed that in future it should first be examined whether the information sought is covered by the provisions of the Act and compliance is to be made by either the PIO or the APIO and not the clerical staff.  The next date of hearing is fixed for 14.01.08 at 2:00 pm.  










Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Jaspal Singh,

# 13, Rana Mill,

Old Sandhu Avenue,

Chheharta, Amritsar. 

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer(SE),

Amritsar. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 232 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Rajvir Singh on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Harjit Singh, PIO in person  



In the last order dated 28.11.07, Sh. Harjit Singh PIO had been directed to supply the two points within one week.  
Point No. 2 :-
Records of Dr. Jaspal Singh regarding his appointment as Head 
Master which are available  in the O/o PIO, DEO (SE), Amritsar.

Point No. 3:-
Principal Government Sr. Secondary School, Sohal have stated in his letter No. 325 dated 27.08.05 that he has written three letters to you, i.e. letter No. 74 dated 6.10.03, 112 dated 3.02.04 and 278 dated 4.05.05 for guidance.  Provide me the copies of the letters written by you to the school in reply to these letters.  Also provide me the copies of the letters written by you while forwarding the letters written by the Principal to you to the higher authorities.  


Today Mr. Harjit Singh has appeared in the court with a letter of his appointment as PIO by District Education Officer (SE).  A letter has also been received in the Commission where point No. 2 and 3 have been covered as follows:-

Point No.  2

Photostat copy of complete file pertaining to approval case 
of Jaspal Singh comprising 54 pages is being supplied to 
you.
Point No. 3
That letter No. 74, dated 6.10.03, letter No. 112 dated 3.2.04 and letter No. 378 dated 4.5.05 were written by the principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School Sohal to District Education Officer (SE) Amritsar regarding your long absence from duty and working as Headmaster Guru Nanak Khalsa Shaheedi High School Fatehpur Rajputan without prior approval of Department.  The Principal did not receive any response to these letters because they were only to provide information..  However, a consolidated report regarding your absence as well as your working as Headmaster Guru Nanak Khalsa Shaheedi High School Fathepur Rajaputan without prior approval of department was submitted to DPI (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter no. E-7/2005/14978-79 dated 2.09.05. Copy of this letter has already been supplied to you vide this office letter No. RTI/2007/14-15 dated 23.11.07.


Today Mr. Rajvir Singh has appeared on behalf of Dr. Jaspal Singh with a medical certificate that another date of hearing should be provided.  The letter dated 19.12.07 from Dr Jaspal also states that information provided by the PIO on 6.12.07 is deficit, false and misleading.  Therefore, one more chance is given to Dr. Jaspal Singh to specifically write to the Commission as to which information is deficit, false and misleading.  In case a satisfactory answer is not given by 31st December 2007 then the case will be dismissed..    The next date of hearing is 16.01.08 at 2:00 pm.









Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Lachhman, Singh,

S/o Sh. Shamsher Singh,

Vill. Chatha Nanhera,

Teh. Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Sangrur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1467 of 2007

ORDER 

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


Sh. Ashok Bhalla, DEO, PIO in person along with Mr. Ajaib Singh, Jr. Asstt. 



In the last order dated 12.11.07, directions were issued to Sh. Ajaib Singh, Dealing Asstt. that it is duty of the PIO, DEO to supply the information sought in the original application dated 14.06.07 under Section 3(6).  It was also mentioned in the order that the person representing the PIO is not of the rank of APIO nor carrying an authority letter. The Commission issued a show cause notice to the PIO to submit a written reply and affidavit as to why action should not be taken against him if a reasonable explanation is not submitted. The complainant has also stated that he should be compensated for the delay in supplying the information.  The PIO was directed to appear personally at the next date of hearing.  


Today Ashok Bhalla, DEO (S), PIO, Sangrur contends that he was unable to attend the last hearing due to his presence required in another court..  He   has promised to provide an affidavit giving an explanation in the Commission by Tuesday.  Information relating to vocational schools run under the Kita Mukhi Scheme has been presented in the court. These documents relate to the cost and the material purchased for this scheme.  152 pages and a covering letter are provided to the complainant who is satisfied with the information but demands compensation under section 19(8)(b).  Therefore, it has been directed that compensation of Rs. 2,000/- should be given by demand draft. Photocopy of the demand draft should be supplied to the Commission by Tuesday along with the affidavit.  Since the information sought has been provided, therefore the case has been disposed of.  









Sd/-


    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007

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 Office,

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

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 315 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant and Respondent 



The appellant submitted an application dated 14.07.07 along with a requisite fee of Rs. 10/- to the DPI (Sec. Schools).  When the stipulated period of 30 days was over he submitted his 1st appeal on 20.08.07.  The applicant received a letter on 27.08.07 from recruitment branch of DPI (Sec. Schools) demanding additional fee of 450 pages.  Sh. Harshpinder Singh Sandhu wrote on 12.09.07 that information covered only three pages and he had already submitted Rs 50/- for the required information.  More than 70 days have passed and no reply was received by the appellant.  On 26.09.07 second appeal was submitted to the Commission, which was received on 5.10.07.  In his original complaint dated 14.07.07 information was sought on

“Number of posts filled of Math Masters/Mistress selected by C-DAC vide Adv. No. 2/October, 2006.  Number of pots  filled of Science Masters/Mistress selected by C-DAC vide Adv. No. 2/October, 2006.”



Period to which information relates is from 27.10.06 till date.  Today none have appeared on behalf of appellant and respondent.  This being the first hearing another opportunity is given to the respondent.  It is also noted that it is a grave matter and against the spirit of the RTI Act-2005 that the directions of the Commission are not followed by the PIO, DPI (Sec. Schools), Punjab, Chandigarh.  Therefore on the next date of hearing only PIO or APIO will appear with the information sought, otherwise a show cause notice will be issued under section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.   The next date of hearing is 23.1.08 at 2:00 pm.









Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. P.D. Sharma,

32, Bhagat Singh Colony,

Ferozepur – 152002.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Public Instructions (E.E.),

Punjab, Chandigarh.   

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1761 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


Sh. Gyan Chand and Smt. Jaswinder Kaur on behalf of respondent. 



The complainant had filed a complaint to the Commission on 3.10.07 received on 5.10.07.  In his application dated 25.07.07 he has sought information on photocopy of oral orders and rules from D.E.O. Ferozepur regarding head teachers promotions.  Point No. 4 relates as to why he was not promoted which pertains to opinion and cannot be provided under the RTI Act-2005.  Reply to Sh. P.D. Sharma was sent on 6.06.07 which states that oral instructions are issued regarding the head teacher’s promotion.  Another letter dated 12.12.07 sent to the Commission states that a copy of school cadre  Rules 1997 regarding State Education Class-III has been dispatched to Sh. P.D. Sharma.  Today none has appeared on behalf of complainant and representatives of the Department  Sh. Gyan Chand and Smt. Jaswinder Kaur  state that a fresh date of hearing should be issued since the PIO is on medical leave.  Therefore, the next date of hearing is 28.01.08.









Sd/-
    






           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 19.12.2007
