STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Kuldeep Kumar Kaura,
Retd. Lecturer, 5-C, Phase-1,

Urgan Estate, Focal Point,

Ludhiana.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secy. To Govt.,

Pb. Health & Family Welfare

Deptt. Chandigarh. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2376 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Complainant in person.
Sh. Lal Singh, Supdtt./APIO, on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant submits that all information has been provided to him except Sr.No.3:


“If the doctors were granted the higher scale in accordance with relaxed conditions of the instructions dated 6.8.2000 given by the then Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab Health and Family Welfare Department as in the noting of the file it has been mentioned that the doctors have been granted higher scales in the light of the instructions of the Principal Secretary. Kindly supply the list of doctors who benefited from the instructions of the Principal Secretary seniority wise, in a chronological order of grant of grade showing date of appointment, date of grant of higher scale and No. and date of the order vide which the scales were granted”. 


One month is granted to the respondent to supply the information to the complainant and PIO is directed to file a compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing, along with a copy of the receipt of the information by the Complainant. 


The next date of hearing is 06.10.2008 at 2:30 P.M. 








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 20.08.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Er. K.R.Sharma,
V&PO Thana,

Vio Nurpur Bedi,

Distt. Ropar. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ropar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2223/2007
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Bal Krishan on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Yadav Rai Singh, Steno on behalf of the Respondent.
The complainant submits that all information has been provided to him except point No.3. The respondent is directed to provide the information within 15 days to the complainant 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 Complainant.  
The next date of hearing is 22.09.2008 at 2:30 P.M.





    











         


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 20.08.08
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Raj Hindi Mistress,

Govt. High School, 

Jallalabad (East) Moga.   
…..Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Head Mistress, Govt.,

High School (Girls) Takhanwadh,

Distt. Moga.    

….Respondent

C.C. NO.653 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Raj, Hindi Mistress, Complainant in person.
Mrs. Jatinder Kaur, (Retd.) Head Mistress wife of Narender Singh is present on behalf of the respondent. 
Ms. Raj filed a complaint on 31.3.2008 that incomplete information has been provided to her. Information sought by the complainant in letter dated 17.1.2008.is
5.
“Particulars of Information solicited.  ACRs 2004-2005 Evaluation


(1) Evaluation of Class Incharge (column No.3 sub para of B)


(2) Use of teaching aids (column No.4


(3) PTA contribution (Column No.9)


(4) 100% result (having 60 marks)

(5) Total marks of ACRs evaluation (2004-05)



(6) G-15 & GPF Slips (2004-2005)“

Smt. Jatinder Kaur (Retd.) Head Mistress Govt. High School (Girls) is present. The PIO is not present today which is against the directions of the Commission therefore this is not considered a proper representation. Therefore, The PIO is hereby directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to explain the callous attitude adopted by the school. The complainant is also not satisfied with the answers. Therefore the PIO is directed to provide information to the complainant within 15 days. The paper pointing out the discrepancies is attached along side. 
The next date of hearing is 06.10.2008 at 2:30 P.M.







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 20.08.2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. G.S.Sikka

43 Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal 

S.D.College for Women, 

Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 679 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. G.S. Sikka, Complainant in person.

Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent. 


Sh. G.S. Sikka filed a complaint on 07.03.2008:

“1.
That the appellant filed an application u/s 6 of RTI Act 2005 to PIO 6.2.08 demanding information/documents and paid the requisite fee as per rules. The copy of application is annexed as Annexure-I.
2.
That as per section 7 of RTI Act, the respondent shall duty bound to supply the information within 30 days from the receipt of the application but in the present case neither the respondent accepted the application nor rejecting the same and communicated any order to the appellant as per the provision of the act.”



Letter was sent by the Deputy Registrar requesting the complainant to send an affidavit that “no other matter on the same point is pending or disposed off by any other bench of the Commission”. Letter along with affidavit was received in the Commission on 10.4.08. Information sought by the complainant is regarding:
“1. 
Copy of approved of DPI(college) Pb. Chd. With regard to appointment

 of present Principal.

 2.
Copies of NOC issued by the College for the last 5 years regarding 


applying by staff for another post. 


 3.
Copies of NOC received by the college along with application from 


candidate applied for any posts in the college for last 5 years.” 


The respondent submits that he has already supplied this information to the complainant but cannot recall the date or how it was sent. Therefore, another date of hearing is granted. He is directed to supply to the information within 15 days and to file compliance report in the commission on the next date of hearing. 


The next date of hearing is 29.09.2008 at 2:30 PM.







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 20.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Smt. Kanta Devi

H.No.19641, Gali No.6,

Ajeet Road, Bathinda. 
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(E),

Bathinda. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO.665 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Roop Chand Sharma, Supdtt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant filed a complaint on 31.3.2008 that the reply sent to her on 21.1.2008 is incomplete. Information sought by her is regarding:

“a.
Explain the reason, as to why the four special increments have 
not been granted to Smt. Kanta Devi W/o Suresh Kumar Jain.


b
If there was any letter, notification or legal implications in this 
regard, supply the photocopy of the same.


c.
Give information about the employees/dealing persons who 
were responsible for this negligence and inquiry status against 
the responsible persons if any.”


The respondent presents the information sought by the complainant in his original application dated 21.01.08.  He is directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post 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 Complainant. 
 

The next date of hearing is 06.10.2008 at 2:30 PM.







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 20.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sudarshan Kumar Arora,
Advocate 

District Court Complex,

Ferozepur.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(E),

Moga. 

….Respondent

C.C. NOs.670  of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Pritam Singh, BPEO, on behalf of the Respondent. 


The respondent submits that an identical case No.793/08 has been disposed of in the Hon’ble Court of Lt. Gen. P.K.Grover (Retd), State Information Commissioner. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 20.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Charanjit Singh, R/o 838, 

Nanak Nagar, St.No.8, Backside, 

New Subji Mandi, Ludhiana.










….Complainant

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, 

Govt. Sr.Sec. School, Goraya, 

Distt. Jalandhar

…..Respondent
CC No.  705 of 2008
Present:
Sh. Charanjit Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Pal Singh, Principal on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Charanjit Singh filed a complaint on 03.04.2008 that his application dated 09.02.2008 has not been attended to. 


Information sought by him is about “A.C.Rs with counter signs of 1995-96 to 2002 but no response has been received. I am sending A-Form under R.T.I. attached, Application and I.P.O. of Rs.50/-“. 



The Respondent is directed to provide the information within one month 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 Complainant. 



The next date of hearing is 08.10.2008 at 2:30 P.M.








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)



State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

20.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Sanjogta 

# 67,Sector 15-A, 

Chandigarh.










….Complainant

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal 

Govt. Sr.Sec.School

Vill. Hoshiarpur Tehsil

Kharar, Distt. S.A.S. Nagar,

Mohali

…..Respondent
CC No.  695 of 2008
Present:
Smt. Sanjogta, Complainant in person.

Mrs. Veena, Incharge Principal on behalf of the Respondent.



Smt. Sanjogta filed a complaint on 07.04.2008 that an original application dated 29.11.2007 has not been attended to. 


Information sought is inter alia regarding her GPF statements for the years 2003-2008. The Respondent submits that information has been provided to Smt. Sanjogta but Complainant contends that the information provided to her is incomplete. The Respondent is directed to supply the full information as per her original application to her 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 Complainant.  



The next date of hearing is 22.09.08 at 2:30 pm.








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)



State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

20.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Er.I.P.Singh Bains,

429 Mota Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.










….Complainant

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalandhar 

…..Respondent
CC No.  2184 of 2007
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant and Respondent. 



In this case, I find that neither the complainant nor the respondent is appearing before the Commission throughout the proceedings. Initially the case was fixed for hearing on 16.04.2008 and thereafter it was adjourned to 07.05.2008. Thereafter, the case was taken up for hearing on 21.7.2008 and was adjourned to 20.08.2008. None on these four dates any of the parties appeared. In this view of the matter, I am left with no option but to dismiss this case for non-prosecution.








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)



State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

20.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. M.M.Sharma,

# 3276, Sec-21-D,

Chandigarh. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Pb. School Education Board,

Mohali. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 59 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. M.M.Sharma, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 23.7.2008, the respondent was directed to provide information relating to “Memo No.SEB-PB-69/135 dated 12.09.1969”. A letter has been received from the PIO stating that “the concerned file could not become available in the absence of which required information could not be supplied”. The complainant has also submitted some documents where another paper is presented which the complainant has obtained from the Lower Court which stated that “Vice Chairman and Secretary of the Board had meetings with the Finance & Development officer on the 10th, 11th and 12th September, 1969 and scrutinized in detail the allocations of all categories of staff made by the University and had preliminary examination of the whole list with reference to principles for division of cadres followed at the time of the reorganization of Punjab”.  



The first statement recorded from the Lower Court stands against the submission sent by the Deputy Secretary Establishment. 



The complainant considers this statement false and misleading and he has been advised to challenge this information with the higher competent authority or in the civil court. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 









    











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 20.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurnam Singh,

S/o Sh. Jaskewal Singh R/o

Vill. Kukowal, P.O., Dihana,

Tehsil Garhshankar, Distt.,

Hoshiarpur, 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalandhar-II.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 53 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gurnam Singh, Complainant.


Sh. Ram Anand, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of the Respondent. 



The last date of hearing in the instant case was 21.07.2008. On that date the representative of the Respondent brought to my notice a letter from the SDM that the PIO had not received the Annexures with Form-A and, therefore, the request for information could not be dealt with. Therefore, 10 days time was granted to the Respondent to provide the information to the Complainant and the matter was adjourned to 20.08.2008 i.e. today‘s date

.

The representative of the Respondent places on record the submission dated 20.08.2008 made by the Respondent/PIO. In this written submission the PIO states that the relevant file No. 35/Cr.P.C./99 from which the information was to be supplied is not traceable. It is stated that all efforts to trace the file have proved futile and therefore, the matter has been reported to the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar requesting him to initiate disciplinary action against Sh. Prem Kumar, Clerk, who, at the relevant time was working as Reader to SDM, Jalandhar-II.    



From the averments made by the PIO in the written submission, it is clear that the request for information could not have been served by the Respondent/PIO on account of the loss of file containing the information.  It has also come on record that disciplinary proceedings have been initiated against the delinquent clerk. In this situation it would be pointless to keep this matter pending. 



In view of the foregoing, the case is disposed of and closed. However, in case the relevant file is traced at some time in the future, it is directed that the information demanded by the Complainant be supplied to him forthwith. 







    











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 20.08.2008

