STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Harvinder Singh Sarang,

#1005/2, Sector 39-B, Chandigarh-160036.


      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Medical Officer, Civil Hospital,

Phase-VI, Mohali.

FAA-Civil Surgeon, Mohali.



      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1203 of  2012

ORDER



On 15.11.2012, the appellant-Dr. Harvinder Singh had confirmed that he has received the information.  However, the case was kept pending for the explanation of the PIO regarding delay in furnishing of the information.  There is correspondence on the subject vide letter No.250 dated 1.2.2012 from PIO/Civil Surgeon, Mohali to Senior Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Mohali and thereafter from Senior Medical Officer to Civil Surgeon, Mohali vide No.174 dated 6.2.2012.  There is another letter on record from Civil Surgeon, Mohali dated 16.6.2012.  I have also considered the reply of the Civil Surgeon, Mohali submitted vide his No.259 dated 27.9.2012.

2.

Undoubtedly, there was  delay in furnishing of the information.  However, considering the fact that the respondents were seized of the matter and there was correspondence between them on the issue, the delay was procedural and not  intentional or willful.    I, therefore, do not deem it a fit case for imposition of penalty.  However, a word of warning to the respondent to be careful in future in  adhering to the time schedule laid down by the Right to Information Act, 2005 would be appropriate in this case.  The PIO, therefore, is cautioned to be careful in future.  With this, the case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Raj Rani w/o Dr. Harminder Singh,

Kothi No.2, Civil Hospital, Residential Complex,

SBS Nagar.






      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.



FAA- the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.  
   -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1079 of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Rahul Jain, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The appellant is absent without intimation.  One adjournment, therefore, is allowed.

2.

To come up on 14.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pardeep Kumar s/o Shri Tilak Raj,

169/563, New Gold Avenue, B/S Mall Mandi, Amritsar.

      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Health & Family Welfare, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

FAA- o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Health & Family Welfare, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

     -------------Respondents.

AC No.  952 of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Karam Chand, Superintendent  alongwith Shri Vikram Singh, Senior Assistant  (Health-5-Branch) o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh .

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the appellant was absent, though he had sent a written representation.  The respondent had stated that the information had been sent vide the respondent’s letter dated 20.11.2012 and a copy was also placed on record.  The respondent has again submitted a copy of the letter addressed to the information-seeker on 29.11.2012.

2.

On 21.11.2012, it was made clear that case is being adjourned as a last opportunity to the appellant to file his written objections or appear in person to explain his position/deficiencies in information, if any.

3.

The appellant has neither appeared today nor sent any written objection.  Hence, I do not find any merit in lingering this case and accept the plea of the respondent that information stands duly furnished and order the case to be  closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab


Subsequent to the hearing and closure of the case, Shri Pardeep Kumar appeared and has submitted a written submission, which is taken on record, a copy of this representation be sent to the respondent for filing their reply.
2.

To come up on 8.1.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Suruchi Dogra d/o Shri Amar Nath Dogra,

EE-169/8, Near Railway Road, Jalandhar.

      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 48 of 2012

Present:-
Ms. Suruchi Dogra appellant in person.


Shri Ashok Kumar Lohghari, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondent has still not given any written reply regarding query at Sr. No.3 (c ) of the RTI application dated 21.4.2011.  Orally it is submitted by the respondent that the relevant file had gone missing and they have ordered an inquiry on 19.10.2012.  Shri Surinder Pal, Assistant Director (Funds) has been appointed Inquiry Officer with the direction to complete the inquiry within 15 days.

2.

Whatever action has been initiated by the respondent is on the administrative side.  However, the respondent has to file a written reply in response to the query of the information-seeker at Sr. No.3(c ) on her RTI application dated 21.4.2011.  The case has been lingering on since 22.2.2012 in the Commission and even when a notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 was issued to Shri Ashok Lohgarhi, APIO to explain the delay,though an explanation has been received in the Commission on 5.11.2012, information pertaining to point at Sr. No.3( c) has still not been given.
3.

The respondent is directed to supply the information. The issue of imposition of penalty will be considered thereafter.

4.

To come up on 3.1.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjinder Singh, 29, Mali Road,

Ferozepur Cantt.






      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer,  Provincial Division,

P.W.D. ( B & R), Ferozepur.

FAA-the Superintending Engineer (Construction Circle),

P.W.D. (B & R), Ferozepur.



      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 618 of 2011

Present:-`
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Inderpreet Singh, Assistant Engineer for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record, a written reply stating that 
Shri Harjinder Singh was given information on 6.4.2012.  Photocopy of the receipt given by Shri Harjinder Singh on 6.4.2012 has also been placed on the record of the case file.

2.

Shri Harjinder Singh, however, has sent a written representation received in the Commission on 23.11.2012 stating that he has still not received the information.  Since the appellant is absent, the case is adjourned to give him an opportunity to appear in person so that the issue may be settled, in view of the photocopy of the acknowledgement receipt filed by the respondent, which shows that, the information was in fact received by the present appellant.
3.

To come up on 11.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pardeep Dutta s/o Shri P.K. Dutta,

r/o A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi-110048.



……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Patiala.

FAA-Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Pb/PR/Patiala.


 

……………....Respondents

AC-312 of 2012
Present:-
Dr. Pardeep Datta appellant in person.

Shri Pritpal Singh, SP(D) alongwith HC Hakam Singh o/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala and  ASI Rupinder  Singh o/o Police Station (City), Rajpura on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 22.10.2012, it was observed that letter No.8029-A/SPL dated 14.10.2012 written by Shri Pritpal Singh, SP(D) to Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala does not relate to any inquiry against the then Station House Officer, Police Station (City), Rajpura.  The information-seeker had specifically asked whether the Police Department had received an application dated 30.8.2011 and if so, to furnish a copy of the final inquiry report of SP (D), Patiala about the allegation regarding supply of wrong information in AC-691/2010 to the RTI appellant.  It was further inquired by the information-seeker as to whether any notice was issued to SHO, Police Station (City) Rajpura-cum-APIO in this matter.

2.

The respondent has submitted written replies dated 1.12.2012 alongwith its enclosures with a copy to the information-seeker.  It has been clarified by the respondent that no separate inquiry has been conducted by the respondent on application of the information-seeker dated 30.8.2011.  During the course of hearing, it was further clarified by the respondent that no notice was issued to Shri Bikramjit Singh, SHO, Police Station (City), Rajpura-cum-APIO in this matter. With this, queries of the information-seeker  stand answered.  Why the Police Department did not take action against SHO is a purely administrative matter to be decided by the senior police officers.  This issue does not fall in the domain of the State Information Commission.  The information sought has been furnished and, therefore, queries of the appellant have been answered.
3.

If the information-seeker still has any grievance, he is free to take appropriate action, as may be permissible under the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

The second issue pertains to delay in furnishing of the information.  I have heard the parties on this.

5.

To come up on 11.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for orders.

      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

#397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9, Panchkula.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Managing Director,

Radha Soami Satsang Beas Society,

Dera Baba Jaimal Singh, Beas,

District Amritsar.






    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1973 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.



Shri S.S. Katnolia, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has placed on record his reply to the application dated 18.10.2012 moved by the complainant under Section 18(3) (b) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  A copy of the respondent’s reply has also been furnished to the complainant.
2.

The case involves an important question of law pertaining to the scope of Section 18(3) of the RTI Act and also whether a non-statutory NGO involved in religious activities would fall within the ambit of “public authority” under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act.  The matter is, therefore, referred to the Registry for constitution of a larger bench.  The Registry is directed to convey the composition of the bench to the parties before that date. To avoid the delay in the matter, parties are directed to appear before the reconstituted bench on 20.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

#397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9, Panchkula.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director, Adesh Institute of Technology, 

Village Gharuan, Distt. Ajitgarh.




    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  2969  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  It is observed that the complainant was absent even on the last date of hearing on 6.11.2012 and a copy of the order dated 6.11.2012 has not been returned by the postal authorities undelivered.  In fact, a notice was also issued vide Commission’s No.14626-27 dated 19.11.2012 re-fixing the date for 3.12.2012, which has also not been returned by the postal authority.

2.

As a last opportunity to the PIO/Managing Director, Adesh Institute of Technology, Gharuan district Ajitgarh, notice be issued to appear before the Commission on 20.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. and file its reply in the complaint filed by the  present information-seeker.

      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kumar, #20489, A-1 Street No.25-B,

Ajit Road, Bathinda. 




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1656  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Kumar complainant in person.


Shri Varinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the complainant.

ORDER



No information has been furnished till now even though the RTI application is dated 3.5.2012 and the case has been adjourned in this Commission on number of dates.  I, therefore, deem it appropriate to issue a notice to the PIO/Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Mohali to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed on him for non-adherence to the statutory time limit of 30 days for furnishing of the information.  Shri Baljit Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO may file his written reply before the next date of hearing when he may also avail an opportunity of personal hearing.

2.

To come up on 3.1.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kumar, #20489, A-1 Street No.25-B,

Ajit Road, Bathinda. 






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1653  of 2012

&

Ms. Anita Pal  #20489, A-1 Street No.25-B,

Ajit Road, Bathinda. 






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1655  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Kumar complainant in person.


Shri Varinder  Singh, clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In these two cases, the respondent has furnished information pertaining to Ms. Anjali d/o Shri Satpal Singh and Shri Amit Kumar s/o Shri Raj Kumar.  However, photocopies of DMCs of B.Ed. and M.Sc. in respect of Shri Vimal Kumar s/o Shri Kama and Shri Jaswinder Lal have still not been furnished by the respondent.
2.

The representative of the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh submits that this information is available at government level with the office of the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of School Education as recruitment of lecturer is done at that level.
3.

 A copy of this order, therefore, shall be endorsed to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of School Education to file reply regarding the above mentioned two candidates.

4.

PIO/Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh is also directed for formally transferring the RTI request pertaining to these two candidates to the PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of School Education, Chandigarh under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

5.

To come up on 3.1.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

December 3, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
CC

PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of School Education, Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri P.K. Gupta, Chief Reporter,

Punjab Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh.



      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o  Punjab Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh.

FAA- Punjab Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondents.

AC No.  507 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Chhotu Sharma, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



To come up on 17.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for orders. 

                                           
        
                                     
( R. I. Singh)


Dated: November 12, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

