STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jeet Singh

s/o Shri Hakam Singh,

Village Fatehgarh, P.O. Mandi Ladhuka,

Tehsil Fazilika, District Ferozepur.

…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o the District Education Officer (Elementary)


Ferozepur.

2.
State Public Information Officer,


o/o the Director Public Instructions (Elementary),


Department of Education, Punjab,


Sector 17,


Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent
AC No.90  of 2006
Present:-
Shri Jeet Singh complainant in person.


Shri Kesar Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent.

ORDER



None from  office of the District Education Officer (Elementary), Ferozepur  is present.  Shri Kesar Singh appearing for respondent No.2  is not conversant with the facts and  does  not know  even about the notices being sent to the department.   This is a sorry state of affairs.



Information sought by the appellant is about four persons.  Shir Kesar Singh tried to mis-lead the Commission by saying that two persons of the same name i.e.  ‘Om Parkash’ were selected and it was not clear  as to in favour  of which  Om Parkash information was being sought.  It is clearly mentioned that Shri Om Parkash who is presently officiating as B.P.E.O. Jalalabad (West) Block-I , District Ferozepur is  the concerned person.  It should not be difficult for the respondent No.1 as well as respondent No.2 to trace out the person about whom the information has been asked for. Information asked for is specific and should be supplied to the applicant 

within 15 days after collecting the same from the quarters concerned.  On the next date of hearing, PIO of respondent No.1 and PIO  of respondent No.2 should be present with full facts. 



In view of the fact that the applicant has come from Ferozepur after taking leave, his visit to this Commission shall be treated as on duty and he will be paid T.A. and D.A.  for the same by the department concerned.


  
The case is adjourned to 22.12.2006 for confirmation. 
A copy of this order be also sent to the Secretary Education (School Education).

Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sagar Samant,

C/o Mr. Vipan Mahajan,

Sri Ram Telecom, Main Market,

Jugial, Tehsil Pathankot.



…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Chief Engineer,

Ranjit Sagar Dam, 

Irrigation Works, Punjab,

Shahpur Kandi Township,

Pathankot.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.328  of 2006
Present:-
Shri Sagar Samant, complainant in person.



Shri S.R.Khatkar, XEN (Communication), RSD Pathankot 


alongwith Shri H.K.Mahajan, SPIO –cum-XEN, RSD, 



Chandigarh.
ORDER



 Heard both the parties. Shri Khatkar appearing for respondents took the plea that the asked for information is not traceable though he admitted that the whole information relates to the period after 1994.  It is difficult to believe that a financial record could be misplaced within a period of 10-12 years.  The information asked for includes the permission from the Labour Department for deploying   contract labour.  As per the Act,  the principle employer is supposed to get  permission from the Labour Department besides the contractor.  Shri Khatkar also took the plea that information have to be collected from Gurdaspur, Chandigarh and other places.


  
Since the information sought for is specific,   both Mr. Khatkar and Mr. Mahajan PIO-cum-XEN of the Irrigation Department have been instructed to collect and supply the same to the applicant within a period of three weeks from today.  Both of them should also be present personally on the next date of hearing. 



Case to come up on 22.12.2006 for confirmation

Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Charanjit Singh, Ex-Sarpanch,

s/o Shri Sardara Singh, V & PO Gill,

District Ludhiana.




…………………..........Complainant





Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.222  of 2006
Present:-
Shri Charanjit Singh complainant in person.


Shri A.S. Rai, IPS, SSP, Ludhiana alongwith Shri M.F. 



Farooqui, IPS, S.S.P. Khanna, and Shri Paramjit Singh Goraya, 

D.S.P. Jagraon for respondent.
ORDER


All the three officers appearing for the respondent-department mentioned that there are no orders in their offices for taking legal advice from J.D.(P).  Shri Farooqi mentioned that during his tenure of last six months no case  was sent for  taking legal opinion from J.D.(P)  and  so far as  the  earlier period is concerned,  he will  get  the information and let the applicant know by  coming Monday.



Shri A.S.Rai, SSP, Ludhiana confirmed about non-availability of the orders but he mentioned that during  the last three years there were 60 cases in which  information of J.D.(P) has been obtained.  He is instructed to supply this information to the applicant.   Shri Paramjit Singh Goraya, DSP Jagraon also confirmed that there is no case in which information has been taken from JD(P).  The DSP Jagraon is instructed to give this statement to the applicant in writing. Applicant can contact all these three officers in their offices on any working day during the next week.   Personal appearance of these officers on the next date of hearing is dispensed with.



 As far as entrusting of work of prosecution and creation of JD(P) is concerned, no representative from the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, the Director General of Police and Director Prosecution  has appeared.   Notice be issued to the PIOs of all these departments to be present on the next date of hearing.



Case to come up on 22.12.2006.
Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Davinder Pal,

Reporter Punjabi Tribune,

c/o Tribune Officer,

SCO 20, Ladhowali Road,

 Jalandhar.





…………………..........Complainant





Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.343  of 2006
Present
:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Vijay Kumar, Sr. Assistant for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Vijay Kumar has produced a photocopy of   information which has been supplied to the complainant in regard to electricity expenditure, telephone bills, petrol bills, mobile bills and employees posted in camp office of the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar’s residence from 1.4.2005 to 31.3.2006.  According to photocopies of this information, this information was dispatched to the complainant on 8.11.2006. However, this does not contain information about the expenses of the Red Cross Society.




Shri Vijay Kumar has stated that  as per the  information  given to him by the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar,  it is not known whether  the D.C. has one telephone line or more at his  residence and similarly whether he has one Mobile  or more. 



 
It will be proper that PIO o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar should come with full information pertaining to the last three financial years.  It should also be certified that no other vehicle, telephone, mobile phone are available at the residence of D.C.



Case should come up to 22.12.2006.

Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ramesh Goyal, 

287, Advocate Society,

Sector 49-A, Chandigarh.



…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director General of Police (Pb.),

Police Headquarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.352  of 2006
Present:
Shri Vikas Goyal, Advocate for the complainant



Shri Ravinder Singh, DSP o/o the DGP, Pb. for the respondent. 



.
ORDER



Shri Ravinder Singh, DSP-cum- PIO is not clear about the position.  The only plea taken by him is that a High Level Committee has been set-up to decide the issue. In my earlier order dated 20.10.2006 it was mentioned that the DIG (C & T) in his letter dated 20.7.2006 had stated that seniority list will be ready within 2-3 weeks.  Shri Ravinder Singh was not able to commit specifically as to when the list will be ready. 



The matter is pending since August, 2006 without any progress. In view of the delay caused, the fee paid by the complainant should be refunded to him and no fee shall be charged from him for any copies to be supplied to him. On the next date of hearing, SP or DIG (C & T) should be present to verify the position.  



Case to come up on 22.12.2006.

Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurdial Singh,

Finance Secretary, Pensioners,

Information Centre Management Committee,

Pensioners Bhawan, Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.





…………………..........Complainant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Employment, Punjab,

SCO 46/2, Sector 17-E,

Chandigarh.








…………………..Respondent.
CC No.375 of 2006
Present:-
Shri Gurdial Singh complainant in person.



Shri Sher Singh, Employment Officer o/o the Director 



Employment Punjab for the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant states that information supplied to him by the respondent-department is incomplete and still requires further clarification.  He is  advised  to visit the office of  Director Employment, Punjab  on 22.8.2006,  go through  the record and  obtain photo copies thereafter.



Case to come up on 22.12.2006.

Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri H.K. Tewari,

HJ-116, H.B. Colony,

B.R.S. Nagar, Ludhiana.



…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer,

Ludhiana.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.387  of 2006
Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Madanjit Singh, Superintendent Establishment for the 


respondent.

ORDER



The applicant wants this case to be listed on Monday the 18.12.2006 and clubbed with his other case CC-71/2006 which is listed on that day.  



C.I.C. may pass suitable orders in this behalf.
Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

All India Steel Rerollers Association,

Ram Bhawan G.T. Road,

Mandi Gobindgarh.




…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

District Town Planner,

District Complex, 

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.394  of 2006
Present:
Shri Rakesh Sharma for the complainant.



Shri Harnek Singh, District Town Planer in person.

ORDER



Shri Harnek Singh, District Town Planner, Ludhiana states that as per guidelines issued by the State Public Information Officer vide letter dated 6.10.2006, a sum of Rs. 5000/- is to be deposited for the first Acre and Rs.1000/- for additional Acre and so on.  On the next date of hearing State Public Information Officer, Town Planning Department, Punjab should be present personally to clarify the matter.  



Case is fixed in January, 2007.  The exact date will be communicated in due course.
Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldip Singh Kahlon,

#5/5051, Shakti Nagar,

Khandwala, Chhaheratta,

District Amritsar.




…………………..........Complainant
Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (S.E.)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.404  of 2006
Present:-
Shri Kuldip Singh Kahlon complainant in person.



Shri Harbans Singh Sandhu, PIO for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Sandhu appearing for the respondent-department states that the   information sought for was about a third party.   Since no reply was received from the party concerned, no information could be supplied. He further states that the original application has been smudged because of rains.  Some of the information has been supplied to the applicant.  



The complainant may supply a copy of the application to the respondent-department.   Further information which is available with the department should be supplied to the complainant.



For confirmation, the case to come up in January, 2006.
Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhminder Singh s/o

Shri Balbir Singh,

Via Maliana, Block Zalalabad,

District Ferozepur.




…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

District Education Officer (Elementary)

District Ferozepur.




...….…………….......Respondent
CC No. 496  of 2006

Present:-
None  for the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Singh, Sr. Assistant o/o the District Education Officer (Ele), 


Ferozepur

ORDER



The complainant is not present.  The present case is similar to that of CC-494/2006.    The orders passed in that case shall   be applicable in this case also.   Shri Rajinder Singh will  inform the complainant accordingly.


Case to come up for confirmation on 22.12.2006.

Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Mangal Singh

s/o Shri Gurdit Singh,

Vill. Fattu Wala,

Tehsil Zalalabad,

P.O. Lamochad Kalan,

District Ferozepur.



…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer 

o/o the District Education Officer (Elementary Edn.)

District Ferozepur.




...….…………….......Respondent
CC No. 494 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Rajinder Singh, Sr. Assistant o/o the District Education Officer (Ele), 


Ferozepur



Shri Mangal Singh complainant in person.

ORDER



Heard both the parties.



The information asked for by the complainant is specific and should be supplied to him without any delay.   Shri Mangal Singh may visit the office of District Education Officer, Ferozepur on 21.11.2006 and get the required information.  



Case to come up on 22.12.2006 for confirmation.

Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj,

49, Preet Vihar,

Mehs Gate, Nabha.




…………………..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

Punjab Irrigation Department,

Hydel Building, Sector 18-A,

Chandigarh.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No 482  of 2006

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini for the complainant.



Shri Wattan Singh, PIO  alongwith Shri Bhatia, PCS, Administrative 


Officer o/o the Chief Engineer, Irrigation Department, Punjab.




ORDER



After hearing both the parties, I find that the Information asked for is specific.  Shri Bhatia has consented to supply the information asked for by the complainant.    Complainant is advised to visit the office of Mr. Bhatia and get the required information.



Case to come up on 22.12.2006 for confirmation.

Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon,

#5/5051, Shakti Nagar,

Khandwala, Chheharatta,

Amritsar.





…………………..........Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal,

Government Senior Secondary School,

Manawala, Tehsil Ajnala,

District Amritsar.




...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.406  of 2006
Present 
:
Shri Kuldip Singh Kahlon complainant in person.




Shri Surjit Singh, Clerk o/o the Principal, Government Senior 



School, Manawala, Teh. Ajnala, District Amritsar  alongwith Shri 



Harbans Singh Sandhu, PIO o/o the DPI, Pb.

ORDER




It is stated that the information has been supplied to the complainant.  However, the complainant  is not satisfied with the information supplied to him.  Shri Paramjit Singh of District Education Office, Amritsar who was also present, offered to supply the  information to the satisfaction of the complainant. 


 

The complainant may visit the office of DEO, Amritsar on Monday the 20th of November, 2006  and get the information accordingly.   Thereafter, he shall inform the Commission that he is satisfied with the information received.

Case to come up in January, 2007 for confirmation.
Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldip Singh Kahlon,

#S/5051, Shakti Nagar,

Khandwala, Chhaheratta,

District Amritsar .




…………………..........Complainant






Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the District Education Officer (S),

Amritsar.
...….…………….......Respondent
AC No.407  of 2006
Present:-
Shri KuldeepSingh Kahlon complainant in person.


Shri Harbans Singh Sandhu, PIO o/o the DPI, Pb. Alongwith Shri 


Paramjit  Singh o/o the District Education Officer, Amritsar

ORDER



After hearing both the parties, it is found that the information asked for is the same as asked for in CC-404/2006 and applicant is also the same.   Thus, the order passed in CC-404/2006 shall be applicable in this case also.



The case stands disposed of accordingly.

Chandigarh



Sd/-
Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Bishan Singh s/o

Shi Mansha Singh,

Resident of #1014, Phase-7,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)



…………………..........Complainant






Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kharar







..….…………….......Respondent

AC No.332  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Bishan Singh Complainant in person



Shri D.K. Saldi, Block Development and Panchayat Officer,



Majri for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Saldi appearing  on behalf of the department pleads that  he received a  letter from SDM Khanna only on 16.11.2006.  He further pleads that the communication sent by the SDM  alongwith a copy of letter dated 26.6.2006  does not relate to this case but relates to another case.  It is further pleaded that the complainant has got copy of the judgment  and if he wants more copies,   he can  get the same from the court being a party in that case.  He, however, admitted that a photo copy of the judgment is also available with the department.



 It is not for the department to say whether  copies applied for by an applicant are already available with him or not. Under the RTI Act,   the department is supposed to supply a document  which  has been applied for and for which  requisite fee has been paid..



In view of the above, copies of the information asked for by the complainant should be supplied to him forthwith.  The complainant  shall inform this Commission as soon as the same are received by him.  



The case is adjourned to 22.12.2006 for confirmation when the SDM Kharar and B.D.P. O., Majri  shall be present.

Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Raj Kumar Lamba, Teacher (Retd)

r/o Ashish Cottage,

Govt. Institute for the Blind,

Braille Bhawan, Chandigarh Road,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana.



.…………………..........Complainant






Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Social Security for Women

and Child Development Department, Pb.

SCO 102-103, Sector 34-A, 

Chandigarh.





...….…………….......Respondent
CC No.330  of 2006
Present: 
Shri Sham Lal Saini representative of the complainant alongwith 



complainant in person



  Ms.Shakuntla, PIO and Ms. Rama  on behalf of the department

ORDER



Heard both the parties



The PIO appearing on behalf of the department states that the complainant had been granted increment in 1978  as per the rules.  It is further stated  that no junior to the complainant  was drawing higher pay than him  so  he was thus not entitled for any increment.  It has also been stated that as per Government orders, all officials who were drawing basic salary  between 220 to 258 were given the initial pay of Rs.. 700/- whereas the complainant  who was drawing a basic salary of  Rs.288/- only   was not found entitled  for any  additional increment.  It is further stated  that in the Education Department, a teacher who improves his educational qualification is given  incentive increment.  The complainant has already got such  increment  in 1978.



  An increment  granted to him in 1992 and withdrawn before he could draw the same  has resulted in misinterpretation and wrong repercussion.  The complainant may  move a fresh application  for his claim  with the department  which shall be re-considered by the department. 



In view of the above, the complainant can move a fresh application  claiming increment for the years 1978 as well  1992  with consequential benefits to  the department which shall be considered and decided by the department sympathetically within three weeks from the date of receipt of application from the complainant.  



The case is adjourned to 22.12.2006

Chandigarh


Dated: 17.11.2006





         
        (R.K.Gupta)







       State Information Commissioner

