STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Retd. Teacher, # 8447/-,

St.No.1, Gurpal Nagar,

Near Kot Mangal Singh, 

Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Sec),
Ludhiana.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2400 of 2007

ORDER 

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


Sh. Santokh Singh, APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 05.03.2008 a lenient view was taken since it was the first hearing and the PIO was directed to supply information as per the original application of the complainant within 15 days and to file complaint report in the Commission on the next date. 



Today Sh. Santokh Singh, APIO is present and states that they have not received either the summons dated 26.02.08 or the order dated 5.3.08 and  have only appeared in the Commission because they are present in another case. The APIO is directed that since the case was not transferred to DEO(P), Ludhiana under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 therefore it is the responsibility of the DEO(Sec), Ludhiana to furnish the information sought by the complainant in his original application dated 5.09.07. A period of two weeks is given after which they will send the information to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission and if at the next date of hearing the complainant is satisfied, then the case will be disposed of.  

The next date of hearing is 23.04.2008 at 2:00 pm. 









           
Sd/-










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Om Parkash Garg,
# Street No.9, New Patel

Nagar, Nabha.

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary, 

School Education Board 

Punjab, Chandigarh. 
….Respondent

A.C. NO. 430 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Om Parkash Garg, Complainant in person. 

None on behalf of the Respondent,



Sh. Om Parkash Garg had filed second appeal dated 15.12.07 received in the Commission on 4.01.08. in which he has stated that his application dated 27.2.07 has not been attended to. In the original application he has sought:-
(1) Affidavit of persons who had complaint against him for an inquiry 
regarding his promotion.

(2) Report of inquiry conducted by CEO, ACEO, DEO and DPI  



Today none has appeared on behalf of the respondent and it seems that there is confusion in delivering the letters to the right address. The summons and the orders of February have been delivered to PIO, Punjab School Education, Mohali instead of PIO, Secondary School Education, Chandigarh, Punjab. On the other hand the appellant Om Parkash Garg has also not received any communication from the Commission. This explains the non-presence of the respondent at today’s hearing.  Therefore, it is, directed to the Deputy Registrar that the summons for the next hearing should be sent by registered post and the PIO is also directed to provide the information sought by the complainant in his original complaint dated 27.2.07 within 15 days and to file a complaint report in the Commission at the next date of hearing.    

The next date of hearing is 23.04.2008 at 2:00 pm.


















(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurmeet Singh,
Vill. Burj, P.O. Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Revenue Officer,
Sangrur.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1960 of 2007

ORDER 

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

Sh. Paramjit Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 27.2.08, the PIO S. Paramjit Singh, BDPO was directed to send the 4 pages information brought in the Commission by registered post. Today postal proof has been presented in the court dated 29.2.08. Since the complainant has not appeared today it seems that he is satisfied with the information sent to him, therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 







    

Sd/-









         
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008
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.


Sh. Santokh Singh, APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 18.02.08, the PIO was directed to be present at the next date of hearing otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be taken. 


Today Sh. Santokh Singh, APIO is present and has presented a letter by Manjeet Singh, APIO that information regarding Post Graduate Master who was awarded Lecturers’ scale on the basis of Higher Qualification has not been implemented because no such appointment has taken place. A letter has been received from the complainant stating that no information has been received by him “up to 17.03.2008”. The APIO is directed to send this to the complainant by registered post and the complainant is directed that if there are any discrepancies, he should specify clearly point-wise and at the next date of hearing, if no such discrepancies are communicated either to the PIO or to the Commission then the case will be disposed of. It is also pointed out that APIO is not familiar with the case since he has just joined the Department which shows disrespect of the RTI Act, 2005 by the Department concerned. The PIO is directed to appear personally at the next date of hearing to explain the neglect, irresponsible attitude of the department regarding this matter. 
The next date of hearing is 23.04.2008 at 2:00 pm.








    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amandeep Goyal,

Advocate, Court Complex,

Phul Town, Distt. Bathinda. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (S),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2048 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

None on behalf of the Respondent. .



In the earlier order dated 18.02.08 it was recorded that point No. 2 of the original complaint has been covered in the letter by Secretary Education to the D.P.I. on 2.09.07.



Today Rupinder Garg is present on behalf of the complainant and submits that no such letter has been received by him nor is there any record in the Commission.  In the earlier hearing it has also been observed and noted in the order that the respondent has no documents regarding this case and it has been recorded that information should be provided on the original application of the complainant.  The respondent was also directed to take photocopies of the file in possession of the Commission, so that, he could provide the information sought for.  But it seems that none of the directions of the Commission has been followed and no action has been taken so far.  Therefore a show cause notice is issued to the PIO to submit written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing  before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.


The next date of hearing is 23.04.08 at 2:00 pm. 




    




Sd/-






                


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008
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 Officer,

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. 


Sh. Surinder Singh, Accountant/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Kuldeep Singh had filed a complaint in the Commission on 29.10.07 received in the Commission on 8.11.07 in which he had stated that his application in form-A on 26.09.07 has not been attended to.  



Today Sh. Surinder Singh, Accountant/APIO is present and has presented proof that identical case has been disposed of in the Hon’ble Court of Sh.  P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner on 15.02.08.  Therefore, the case is hereby dismissed. 









Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Bal Krishan Singal,
S/o Late Dr. Kukam chand,

B-1, 363, Guru Nanak Pura,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,
Pb. State Electricity  Board,

Patiala. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1432 of 2007

ORDER 

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


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



In the earlier order dated 18.02.08 it was directed that in the first week of March the complainant Dr. Bal Krishan Singal will go to the P.S.E.B office in Malerkautla and examine the money ledger bill ledger from 1.01.1999 to 26.07.1999. But due to some unavoidable circumstances the complainant did not go to the concerned office but the information sought by him has been presented to him in the court today and according to me is satisfactory. The complainant states that he wants to challenge some of the discrepancies in the information provided.  It has been pointed out to him that this is not the court to decide matters and he should go to the higher competent authority.  Bal Krishan Singal is satisfied regarding the directions cited above therefore the case is hereby disposed of.   

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Malkit Singh
# 500-E-7, Dashmesh Nagar,

Kharar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,
Phillaur.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1997 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Malkit Singh, Complainant in person.



Navpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


In the earlier order dated 13.02.08 the respondent was directed to deliver the pending information to Sh. Malkit Singh and to file compliance report in the Commission at the next date of hearing.  Today the complainant contends that all information regarding his original application dated 4.09.07 has been supplied to him but is not authenticated. The respondent Navpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar has agreed to certify the copies in the presence of the court. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 







           
Sd/-










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Malkit Singh

# 500-E-7, Dashmesh Nagar,

Kharar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Jallandhar 

2.
 Public Information Officer,


O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate , 


Phillaur 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1990 & 1994 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Malkit Singh, Complainant in person.



Navpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


In the earlier order case No. CC-1990 and CC-1994 of 2007 have been clubbed together The information relates to enquiry report conducted according to SC/ST Atrocities Act 1989 and law enforcing agency.  



Today Sh. Navpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar/APIO has presented four pages along with a covering letter. The respondent has been directed that point No.1 should be worded in such a way so that the complainant should be satisfied, to which the respondent has agreed. Information on point No.2 is satisfactory and the complainant is directed that if he is not satisfied with the information then he should dispute file appeal before the higher competent authority. Therefore, both the cases are hereby disposed of. 







           
Sd/-










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Darshan Singh Kang,

# 421, Ward No.01,

Samrala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (S),

Ludhiana.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1773 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant and respondent.



Today nobody has appeared on behalf of either of the parties. However, a communication dated 13.2.2008 has been received from the respondent. In this communication, it is stated that as per the direction contained in the order dated 6.1.08, the complainant inspected the record on 12.2.08. It is also mentioned in this communication that the entire relevant information has been delivered to the complainant and that he is satisfied with the information supplied. 



Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant. In this view of this matter, the case is disposed of and closed.







           

Sd/-










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Anil Sandhir,

# 2994, HIG, Phase-I,

Dughri, Ludhiana. 
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1890 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh Anil Sandhir, Complainant in person.


Sh. Satpal Dhiman and Avtar Singh is present on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order the DEO was directed to supply the information as per original application dated 01.09.2007. 



Today Sh. Avtar Singh, Legal Advisor of the DEO office, Ludhiana is present.  He states that neither does he have any documents nor he is the PIO any more of the DEO’s office in Ludhiana.  He has appeared in the Commission today on the basis of telephonic message from the DPI office. Considering the irresponsible and callous behaviour taken by the PIO/DPI (S), a show cause notice is issued to the PIO to submit written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.  A copy of the order is being sent to the Education Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh. 



The next date of hearing is 16.04.08 at 2:00 pm. 








    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 26.03.2008

