STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Saran Dass,

# 2849, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.







......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/, Director Health & F.W., Sector 34, Chandigarh.
.....Respondent.

AC No-177-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Ram Saran Dass, complainant in person.



Sh. Narinder Mohan, Supdt.,O/O DHS for the PIO.



Sh. Som Nath, Supdt., O/O Civil Surgeon, Patiala.

Order:


Shri ram Saran Dass complainant has stated that he has received the full information asked for comprising 104 pages with covering letter dated 11.10.07 duly numbered and attested. A copy has been retained for the record of the Commission also. With this the present case is disposed of in terms of orders of the Commission July 4, 2007 as read with order dated 26.9.07.

Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


31.10. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh M.S.Toor, Advocate,

First seat, Backside, D.C Office, Ludhiana.


......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.
Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


.....Respondent.

CC No-55-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent.


Order:


The matter was considered and detailed order passed thereon on 13.6.07 and it was adjourned for further consideration for July, 18, 2007.  On July, 18, the PIO reported that information had been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated July, 2007. Since the applicant had given the receipt on which he had written that the information supplied was not sufficient. An opportunity was given to him to point out any specific deficiency strictly with reference to his original application dated 22.11.06 which he did vide letter dated 21.8.07. Now vide letter dated 10.9.07, the additional Commissioner General  as representative of the PIO, O/O D.C. Ludhiana has sent a detailed letter along with further information.

2.

On September 26, 2007, the following order were passed:


“2. 
He has not supplied receipt from the complainant neither has he 
produced any proof of Registry. On the other hand, Sh. S.S.Toor had full 
knowledge of the hearing today since notice had been given to him 
regarding the date of case as far as a month back. Since he has not 
appeared, it is presumed that he has received the full information.



3.
However, this case cannot be closed unless proof of receipt by the applicant/proof of Registry to him is supplied by the PIO. The representative has stated that he will bring the proof of receipt on the Dak Book by the complainant tomorrow when he comes here for another case. In case, the proof of Registry is received tomorrow, the case shall be considered as disposed of otherwise it will be adjourned to October, 31, 2007 for compliance.”

2. 
Although the receipt appears to have been sent by the PIO vide letter dated 22.9.07 by post as ordered, it was received only on 10th Oct. in this office. In the meantime a fresh notice had been issued for the hearing on 31.10.07. Since the PIO had already sent the receipt, it was not necessary for him to appear again. However, the PIO has pointed out an additional point that he is not SS Toor but M.S.Toor.  Another opportunity had been given to state what was misleading about information supplied to in specific terms. But he has not availed himself of the opportunity neither has he appeared nor he has sent any letter. Hence the complaint is hereby disposed of.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


31.10. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Bachan Singh Mundra,

# 1014, phase 4,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Registrar, Baba Farid

University of Health Sciences,Faridkot.



.....Respondent.

CC No-61-of 2007: 

Present:
Shri Bachan Singh Mundra, complainant in person.



Shri Tejinder Singh Dhindsa, Advocate for the PIO.


Order:



Shri Bachan Singh Mundra’s  request under the RTI Act made to the PIO, Registrar, Baba Farid University of Health Sciences, Faridkot., on  22.07.06 has now been completely complied with and full information with a covering letter duly paged and attested has been supplied to him (along with many papers which he had not asked for .  It is another matter that this information has been supplied after the Commission had to pass detailed orders and directions in its hearing held on 6.6.07, 18.7.08 as well as 26.9.07. It is observed that the PIO has finally supplied the documents only after he painted himself into a corner and was made to move in the matter. The Commission expresses his satisfaction that the said documents earlier stated to be “not available” have been unearthed through special efforts and supplied to the applicant.

3. 
The applicant has now sent another letter with copy to the PIO. In this he has expressed doubt about the version of Sh. P.L.Garg about how the letter dated 19.6.06 was misplaced/stolen but he had a photocopy which has now been supplied. He also took objection to the fact that the dispatch register which had been ordered to be produced had not been produced in today’s hearing.  While acknowledging the tenacity of Sh. Bachan Singh Mundra who has managed to extract the document from the reluctant PIO, the Commission considers that it is in the fitness of the things to now close the matter. The 
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applicant urges that the PIO deserves full penalty as provided under the Act. However, after considering the reply dated 31.10.07 of the PIO, present in the Court today, I feel we need not flog the dead horse any more and may let matters rest here. With this, the case is hereby disposed of.
Sd/-


  





 
   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 

31.10. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jain, 

# 372-R, Model Town, Ludhiana.



......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Principal Secretary School Education,

Punjab Mini Sectt., Sector 9,Chandigarh.


.....Respondent.

CC No-109-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Tarsem Jain, complainant in person.



Sh. Jasbir Singh PIO-cum- Principal, SDPC Sec. School, 



Ludhiana.



Sh. Sawinder Singh, Dy. Director, O/O DPI, Punjab.



Sh. Madanjit Singh, APIO-cum-Sr. Asstt. O/O DEO, Ludhiana.



Smt. Shahinder Kaur, sr. Assttt. For the PIO O/O Secy School 


Education, Punjab.


Order:



The present matter has been considered and detailed order passed in the hear of the Commission on 13.7.07 as well as 1.8.07. Shri Tarsem Jain, in his application dated  14.9.06 had asked the PIO, O/O Principal Secy. School Education, Punjab “for information of the follow up action taken by your good self as you were respondent No. 1 in CWP 18806 of 2004”. The matter concerns the implementation of the interim order of the High Court with respect to payment of subsistence allowance for suspension period and source of such payment, with reference to the application he received vide communication from the DEO dated 23.11.06, giving latest position regarding the subsistence allowance. However, he is insisting on the reply from the PIO, O/O Secretary, School Education and filed a complaint in the Commission on the last date of hearing. Representative of the and the Principal of the said management who were present today, made different statements regarding the reasons for non payment of subsistence allowance, which it appears is now to embroiled in the matter of the basis on which it is to be calculated, whether on revised scale or unrevised scale, whether increments are to be accounted for during the period of suspension etc. The matter had been adjourned for today after giving following directions:-


“The D.E.O. is, therefore, hereby directed to take the said Draft from the Manager and to send it to Shri Tarsem Lal Jain by Insured Regd. Post. There is no requirement for getting a “clear-cut” receipt in any form from him (or sending the draft to him with any conditions attached to it.) since the very encashment of the Draft and the out-go of the funds from the Management Account is a clear proof that he has received the amount. This should be done within a week positively and under intimation to the Commission only thereafter the case will be considered as disposed of.


For the rest, since the Court has ordered the payment of subsistence allowance @ 50 per cent. for six months and 75 % thereafter up to the date of approval of the dismissal by the D.P.I. by the Management out of its own funds, including the grant received from the government, on the basis of revised pay scales., further action in the matter would naturally have to continue in case this Draft is based on un-revised scale. So far as this Commission is concerned, the case will be considered disposed of after submission of proof of Registry of the Demand Draft has been received for record. This should be done within ten days by the D.E.O.

2.

Today, Sh. Sawinder Singh, Dy. Director, Private aided schools, appearing on behalf of PIO, Principal Secy. School Education has given a letter dated 31.10.07 stating that in accordance with directions, a letter was issued by the DEO)S) Ludhiana to the Management in respect of the  draft (copy enclosed), but the Management had informed him that it had gone to the High Court for clarification. The Principal, vide his letter dated 31.10.07 has also written to the DEO and copy of the letter has also been given by the PIO to the Commission today. A copy of the COCP No. 445 of 2007 in case of Tarsem Lal Jain Vs Brij Bhushan and another has also been rendered for the record of the Court. He states that the hearing of the said application fixed in the High Court is 2nd Nov, 2007.

3. 

With this, latest information on various aspects had been provided to     Sh. Tarsem Jain.  The Commission cannot continue monitoring the progress till the payment of subsistence allowance is made, which is not within the scope of the jurisdiction of the Commission. The information sought by the applicant had been supplied to him vide letter dated 3.9.07 by the Department of Education in which copies of earlier letters with respect to his subsistence allowance has also been enclosed. Nevertheless, I had in the presence of Sh. Tarsem Jain in my order dated 1.8.07 called for the complete file in which action had been taken since the disposal of the SLP so that the complainant could inspect it. However, he did not show up on the last date of hearing for the same although the file was duly brought to the Commission. The information was in any case to be supplied for the period up to the date of application and cannot continue to be supplied in the future also from time to time under the same application. Therefore, the matter is hereby disposed of.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


31.10. 2007.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Etr\r. Rajive Prashar, 
132 KV Sub Station,

Narayangarh, Amritsar.





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.



.....Respondent.

CC No-318-of 2007: 
Present:
Shri Devinder Singh, LDC, O/O Electricity Board, for the 



complainant.



None for the PIO.

Order:


On the last date of hearing on 26.9.07, the detailed order had been passed on the present complaint. The necessary papers containing the documents requested for had been located with SDM Amritsar-I and on the request of the PIO-cum-District Revenue Officer,  a week’s time to given to enable him to supply information to the complainant and the case had been adjourned to 31.10.07 for compliance. However, the representative of the complainant has stated that no information/document has been received from the PIO and nor has any other communication been received from them.

2.

The PIO is hereby directed to produce the said file containing these documents in the Commission on the next date of hearing and to supply the documents through Commission to the complainant without fail.

3.

The PIO is also hereby given an opportunity to show cause why penal action is envisaged u/s 20(i) be not taken against him by imposing of fine of Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- for the delay. It is mentioned that the matter has been adjourned on the last day of hearing specifically on the request of the PIO-cum-DRO, Amritsar contained in his application dated 25.9.07 in which he has requested for a week’s time and had ensured that the information would given to the complainant.

CC-318/07









P-2
4.

Adjourned to 9.1.2007 for compliance/consideration of reply of PIO to show cause notice.

Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


31.10. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Shri Ved Parkash Grover,

Grover Niwas shastri Basti

Rama Distt. Bathinda.





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Principal Secretary, school Education,

R.No. 223/2, Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







.....Respondent.
CC No-561-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Smt. Shavinder Kaur, Sr.Asstt. on behalf of PIO, Principal 


Secy. Education.



Shri Gulshan Lal Vig, Supdt., on behalf of PIO, O/O DPI.



Sh. Santokh singh, Sr. asstt. on behalf of PIO, O/O DPI.


Order:



With reference to the application of Sh Ved Parkash Grover, dated 19.3.07, information had been supplied on 5th sept.,2007 and on the complainant’s pointing out certain deficiencies  vide letter dated 17.9.07, Information has been  brought up by the PIO vide letter dated 30.10.07, with a copy for the record of the Court. The PIO is hereby directed to send it to the complainant through registered post as requested by him in his application in form A.  It is observed that Shri Ved Parkash Grover has asked for detailed record vide application dated 25.7.06. He wishes to know details about the status as per 4 columns in the Performa provided by him. However, the PIO as in the earlier communication as well as the latest communication stated that the reference was never received. However, such information, as is available, has been provided to him. In case Sh. Ved Parkash Grover has any complaint in the matter, armed with the information he has got under the RTI Act, he can make a complaint to the Competent Authority.


With this the matter is disposed of.
Sd/-


  





   
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


31.10. 2007.


 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Saroop Singh, S/o Sh. Partap Singh,

R/O V&PO Awankha, Teh & distt. Gurdaspur.

......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.
Naib Tehsildar,Dinanagar,

Teh. & Distt. Gurdaspur.





.....Respondent.
CC No-563-of 2007: 
Present:
Sh. Saroop Singh complainant in person.



Sh. Ashok Kumar, Patwari on behalf of the PIO.


Order:


On the last date of hearing on 25.9.07, the detailed order had been passed on this complaint. In compliance thereof, the PIO has sent a letter dated 30.10.07 reiterating that the said Roznamcha Vakyati is missing from the record since the time of Sh. Bakhshish Singh, Patwari, Dinanagar and therefore a copy of the Roznamcha Vakyati entry dated 29.5.68rapat No. 337 cannot be given to the applicant. A copy of the detailed report of the Patwari and the Naib Tehsildar, Dinanagar, The. & Distt. Gurdaspur gives the above facts.

2.

I have asked the applicant (who is hard of hearing) as to why he needs this information and he has stated that there is a case pending in the Court of DDPO filed by the Panchayat claiming land which was allotted to him during consolidation operation by Sh. Lal Singh, the then Additional Director Ranike Bagh, Amritsar and that has been put in possession vide this Rapat in pursuance thereof.  He stated that the Nakal already available with him but was rendered in the Court of DDPO which was prepared in original in the writing of Sh. Bakhshish Singh, Patwari In which he had certified that it was a true copy of the original. He is carrying a photocopy thereof. He has been advised to get back the original from the Court of the DDPO and to place an attested copy of the original on the record of the DDPO instead.



With this, the matter stands disposed of.










Sd/-
  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


31.10. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pawan Kum,ar Kaushal,

W/8/41, Mohalla gobind Pura,

Khusal Street, Doraha (Ludhiana)



......Complainant






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


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










.....Respondent.

CC No-569-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal, complainant in person.



Sh. Subhash Chand, APIO-cum-Supdt, O/O DPI(S), Punjab.


Order:


On the last date of hearing on 25.9.07, the case had been adjourned for giving break-up of the annual statement of GPF month-wise. Today, vide letter dated 30.10.07, the needful has been done. I have seen the information supplied which contains full information. A copy of the same has been placed on the record of the Commission.



With this the case is hereby disposed of.
-Sd-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


31.10. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Tarsem Lal Jain,

# 372/R, Model Town,Ludhiana.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/, Distt. Education Officer(S),Ludhiana.


.....Respondent.

CC No-564-of 2007: 
Present:
Sh. Tarsem Lal Jain, complainant in person.



Madanjit Singh, APIO-cum-sr.Asstt, O/O DEO(S), Ludhiana.



Principal,SDP Sr.Sec. School, Hazuri Road, Ludhiana.


Order:



On the last date of hearing on 25.9.07, the date has been fixed for 12.10.07 after consultation with the APIO as well as the complainant for his to visit the office of APIO to get documents. The DEO had been directed to ensure that the papers were procured from the Management well in time so that the complainant did not have to undertake fruitless exercise. Shri Tarsem Jain told me that he has visited the office of APIO not once but thrice on 12th, 15th and 24th October, but has to return disappointed. Since he was told by Sh. Madanjit Singh, APIO that he had no papers to give him. Shri Madanjit Singh, APIO states that immediately after going from the hearing in the Commission, he had addressed the Management on 27.9.07 to make the documents available immediately and he also followed it up with the telephone call, under intimation to the Commission, but the school had not complied. Today, the APIO has presented a letter dated 31.10.07 enclosing a letter dated 24.10.07 of the Principal of the said school stating

 “we have tried at our level best to trace the information and record required under RTI act, but all in vain. I have searched thoroughly in all the corners of my office through my dealing officials who have reported in negative.


So, this office is not in a position to give the information. This is for your kind information.”

CC No-564-of 2007:                                  
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2.

This is not satisfactory and I would have expected that the DEO would comment on this. It is no use for the Principal to be looking into nooks and crannies and cupboards of his office since the record of the proceedings of the Board should always with the official authorized to maintain and look after them, usually the Secretary to the Board or a Member of the Board of Directors. It also strains the credulity to believe that  record of the proceedings of the Board of Directors are lost since these are most important and are kept in high security by the Management. 

3.

The PIO of the school is hereby directed to make all out efforts to supply the said information. The Principal of the school who is present before me is also appointed by the Commission as PIO in the present matter since he has been attending the court and that the present PIO is one of the Junior Lecturers of this school.



Adjourned to 9.1.2008.



                                                                   
  Sd/-

  





  
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


31.10. 2007.



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Subhash Rangbulla (President) 

Lok Shakh Consumer Association

Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur




.....Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.Secretary, Deptt. of Revenue, 

Punjab Civil Sectt.,Chandigarh.



.....Respondent.

CC No-584-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Supdt, O/O FCR, Punjab.



Sh. Amrik Singh, Sr. Asstt.


Order:



In compliance of the order of the Commission passed on the hearing of 25.9.07, the matter was adjourned for today in order to given an opportunity to the applicant to make any statement, if any, since the information had been sent to him by post on the date of hearing itself.  The complainant is not present despite notice.  It is presumed that he is satisfied. The proof of registry has also been produced and photocopy of the dispatch register has been rendered for the record of the Commission.



With this the matter is hereby disposed of.






















Sd/-

  





  
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


31.10. 2007.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Surinder Pal advocate,

Lawyers for Social Action Hall No. 1,

Opp. Chamber No. 106, Ist Floor, 

Lawyers Complex, Distt. Courts, Ludhiana


......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Deputy Commissioner-cum-

Election Officer, Jalandhar.




.....Respondent.
CC No-589-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Suresh Kumar, Head Registry Clerk, O/O D.C.Jalandhar, 


on behalf of the PIO.


Order:



This matter was considered on the last date of hearing on 25.9.07 and detailed direction given to the PIO. In response, the PIO had addressed a letter dated 30.10.07. The DRO-cum-APIO has rendered his explanation regarding alleged misleading information given to the applicant. After considering the matter I am satisfied with the explanation. The representative of the PIO has also presented a copy of the information supplied to Sh.  Surinder Pal Advocate vide letter dated 9.10.07 (covering letter plus 2) pages free of charges. Sh. Suresh Kumar, HRC has made a statement that the said information has been supplied to the applicant through registered post and a copy had been endorsed for the in formation of the Commission. The HRC also states that he had spoken to the applicant on telephone who was satisfied with it. It is observed that the complainant was present on the last date of hearing and well aware of the fresh date of hearing. Once again a notice was sent to him on 8.10.07 for the hearing for today, enclosing a copy of the order dated 25.9.07.  Since he has not come despite due notice, it is obvious that he is satisfied. The case is hereby disposed of in terms of present order as read with orders dated 25.9.07.



Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


31.10. 2007.
