STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Tarsem Lal Jain

# 372/R, Model Town,

Ludhiana.







......Complainant






Vs.
1. PIO/. District Education Officer (S),

 Ludhiana.

2. Sh. Jasbir Singh ,Principal,
   SDP, Sr.S.School, Hazoori Road, 
   Ludhiana.







....Respondent.

CC No-564-of 2007: 
Present :
None for Complainant.


Sh. Sham Singh, APIO O/o DEO(S), Ludhiana.



Sh. Jasbir Singh, Officiating Principal designated PIO by the 


Commission for the School Management.

Order :



In compliance of order dated 10.12.2008, PIO/DEO(SE), Ludhiana Smt. Sudesh Bajaj has deposited the fine and rendered the attested copy of the challan vide which it was deposited on 30.01.2009.  



The case is, therefore, disposed of in terms of order passed today as read with previous orders dated 25.09.2007, 31.10.2007, 09.01.2008, 20.02.2008, 02.04.2008, 21.05.2008, 07.10.2008 and 10.12.2008.

  







Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.02.2009

(LS) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Ms. Om Prabha, D/O Late Parshotam Ram,

R/O  Vill Thai,  # 29, Punjabi University,

Patiala.





--------Appellant 






Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Principal,

Medical College, Patiala.



____   Respondent.






AC No-352-2008 
Present :
Ms. Om Prabha, Appellant in person.


Sh. O.P.Sharma, PIO-Deputy Controller Medical College, 



Patiala.



Sh. Ravinder Kumar.  
Order :



In compliance with order dated 06.01.2009, the PIO has produced a set of papers with covering letter dated 10.02.2009 stating that the full information asked for by the Appellant is attached.  The appointment order supplied is not at all clear and cannot be read.  If a clear copy cannot be provided then she can be allowed to get it photo stated from a better machine at her cost (of the Complainant). Covering letter should contain index of papers being supplied with reference to her RTI application duly numbered, page marked and attested.  The receipt should be taken from the applicant on the face of the covering letter and photo stat of the full information being given to her should be placed on the record of the Commission.   
2.

Sh. Ravinder Kumar has given a letter dated nil addressed to the Commission stating that the documents concerning him (her husband) should not be released to Ms. Om Prabha because he has an on-going maintenance case with her and a case regarding dowry also.  He states that any documents which she requires should be accessed by her through the court where the matrimonial cases are pending.  It is observed that Sh. Ravinder Kumar only has objected to 
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her procuring the said documents through the Commission under Right to Information Act, 2005, but has no objections to her procuring the same through the court at Patiala where the cases are pending.  I do not see the rationale of this argument.  It is the right of every citizen of India to procure documents held by a Public Authority in its custody through the Right to Information Act, 2005, subjection to the exemptions specified in Section 8.  In any case, these arguments had already been presented by the PIO on the last date of hearing on the basis of the letter which had been addressed to the Principal Medical College by Sh. Ravinder Kumar.  It was stated that giving this information to his wife would cause him financial loss and therefore, the information should not be given to her.  However, the Commission had already commented on the plea of not giving the information in para 5 of the order dated 06.01.2009.  In the meantime, information has been brought by the PIO to be given to her, which the Commission had asked him to give today.  By the time a copy had been prepared with covering letter etc. as per directions of the Commission, the Appellant had left with the permission of the Bench, since she had stated that she was to travel back to Patiala and was alone and had a security problem.  However, a set of papers for the Commission be placed on the record and other set should be sent to Ms. Om Prabha under registered cover within 15 days.  In case, Ms. Om Prabha does not receive the said information within 15 days as directed, she is free to get the case re-opened by filing a simple application before this bench.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 

   







Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.02.2009

(LS) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Didar Singh,

S/o Sh. Bakshish Singh, 

VPO Bhokhra,

Via Goniana Mandi,

District Bathinda. 






--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Principal Secretary Education,

Punjab., Chd. 
  




  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1250-2008  

Present :
None for Complainant.


Mrs. Indu Mishra, PIO-cum-Additional Secretary in person.

Smt. Surjit Kaur, Assistant Director Branch Officer for PIO 

DPI(SE), Pb.

Order :



In compliance with order dated 07.01.2009, written explanation has been filed by the PIO/Secretary Education, Punjab.  I have gone through the same.  In view of the facts contained therein, the notice is hereby dropped and the case is disposed of.  
  







Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.02.2009

(LS) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Surinder Kumar, S/O Sh. Amar Nath,

R/O Jandawal Road, 

Santa Wali Gali, Barnala.

C/o Manchar Singh, Reader(Retd)

Private Typists,

District Court Complex,

Barnala- 148101.



&

Sh. Surinder Kumar,

C/o Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha,

Advocate, 

# 2017, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, State Transport Commissioner,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



____   Respondent.

CC No-1396-2008 & CC-2312-2008
Present :
Shri Surinder Kumar, complainant in person.



Shri J.S.Brar, PIO-cum-ADTO in person.

Order :


The complaint of Shri Surinder Kumar dated 17.6.08 in respect of his RTI application dated 14.5.07(including copy of affidavit dated 29.4.06 mentioning bank draft dated 7.5.07 for Rs. 90/-) was considered by the Commission on 7.10.08 and on 6.1.09 and detailed order passed for compliance. Today, Sh. J.S.Brar, PIO,  states that  reply has since been given to the complainant vide covering letter dated 6.2.09 with a one page note giving details as per orders of the Commission. The ADTO states that it has been sent to the Complainant through registered post. However, Shri Surinder Kumar has not received it. Another copy has been provided to him through Commission today.
Another case titled Sh. Surinder Kumar Vs PIO/Secretary to Govt., Punjab,  Deptt. of Transport culminating in CC-2312/08 which come up for hearing yesterday was ordered to be clubbed with CC-1396/08, which was fixed 
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for today. That case concerns the application under RTI dated 7.6.07 and is on the same subject and the same matter. It is disposed of by the same order. The factual position of the case has already been given to him in CC-1396/08 covering the position of the case of both Government as well as State Transport Commissioner. The present case is also hereby disposed of in terms of the same order. A copy of the order should be placed on 2312/08 also.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.02.2009

(Ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mangal Singh, S/o Assa Singh

Chamber No. 164,

New Courts, Jalandhar.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Sr. Supdt. Of Police, Jalandhar.

____   Respondent.





CC No-1404-2008

Present :
Shri Mangal Singh, complainant in person.
Shri Ashwani Kumar, Head Constable dealing with RTI, on behalf of the PIO/SSP Jalandhar.

Order :


In compliance of the order dated 6.1.09,  Shri Ashwani Kumar, Head Constable dealing with RTI, on behalf of the PIO/SSP Jalandhar states that  vide letter dated 6.2.09 addressed to the Commission, a copy of which was endorsed to Sh. Mangal Singh, status of his complaint  No. 1203 dated 26.5.04 has been given to  him.  Responsibility for the missing papers has been fixed and proceedings are being taken against the persons who have been found to be responsible. He has provided photocopy of the original, which I have seen and returned. A copy of the original complaint dated 26.5.04 bearing No. 1203/RTI has also been taken on record from the complainant. The complainant states that the said inquiry had not been entrusted to DSP Rural but to SP City –II and the notice had been issued by that office and he had appeared  at least 8-11 times before the SP City-II. He requested for some time to show that the reply given  today is incorrect. The complainant is directed to give his objections in writing to the State Information Commission with a copy to the PIO. The PIO may give his comments/ look into the actual position and give the correct record on the next date of hearing  to the applicant with copy to the Commission. A copy of the 
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complaint dated 26.05.2004 has also been provided to the PIO today.

Adjourned to 22.4.2009.









Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan-126,

Model Gram,

Ludhiana.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO/O District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana. 






  ---------Respondent.

CC No- 1452 of 2008
Present :
Sh. Saurabh Gupta on behalf of Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, 



Complainant.


Sh. Chander Gaind PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana.



Order :



Arguments heard. Judgment reserved.  The date of announcement will be communicated. 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.02.2009

(LS) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. S.P.Bansal,

# 321, Ward No. 9, 

Krishna Basti, Samana(Patiala)



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,The  Registrar,

Pb. Nursing Registration Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.


____   Respondent.






CC No-1750-2008. 
Present :
None for the complainant.


Shri Inderjit Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt. in person.

Order :

None appeared  for the complainant who had been given one more opportunity to appear and to make any submission with regard to the registered letter dated 2.1.09 vide which  29 pages information have been sent to him. He had been warned that if he did not appear and also did not point out any deficiency in writing. It would be presumed that he has nothing to say and the case would be disposed of.

2.
Despite due and adequate notice, the complainant has not appeared. It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

The case is hereby disposed of.







Sd- 
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.02.2009

(Ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Iqulab Nagpal, Advocate,

Court Complex., Fazilka.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.

____   Respondent.





CC No-1756-2008. 
Present :
None for the complainant.


None for the PIO.

Order :


Shri Inqulab Nagpal in his Appeal filed on 28.7.08  stated that his application dated 8.5.08 and 10.6.08 had not been dealt with properly and partial information has been given to him vide PIO’s letter  dated 18.7.08. In that information certain deficiencies have been pointed out. A full set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for 2.12.08 which was further changed for administrative reasons to 6.1.09 and both parties informed. On 6.1.09 none appeared on behalf of the complainant or the PIO and the matter was adjourned to 11.2.09 to give both parties chance to present their case. This was in view of the fact that  the PIO/Tehsildar Fazilka had sent a copy of the receipt dated 27.11.08 by Sh. Inqulab Nagpal stating “Received information of all kind which has been demanded by me.” Sh. Inqulab Nagpal vide letter dated 28.11.08 stated that he has given the receipt for the information received but certain information asked for had not yet been received by him.

2. In view of this, another chance had been given. However, he does not appear to have sent copy to the Tehsildar. The PIO on his part vide letter dated 23.12.08 has sent a full set of papers supplied to the complainant along with receipt. The complainant has not appeared despite two opportunities given to 
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him. In the face of his receipt  for the information given to the PIO, and his having provided no details of the deficiencies found by him, complaint against the PIO cannot be entertained. The complainant is advised to apply fresh for any information which is still needed. With this, the case is hereby disposed of.










Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mehanga Ram (Ex. Panch)

S/O Sh. Mansa Ram,

V&PO:  Dholbaha, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Joint Secretary Revenue(A),

Punjab Civil Sectt.,Chandigarh.




&

PIO, O/O,Chief Secretary to Govt.,Pb.

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.



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

CC No-1777-2008 and CC-1778 of 2008

Present :
Sh. Mehanga Ram, Complainant in person.


Sh. Sajan Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent Land Revenue 


Branch with Sh. Harbhajan Singh Dealing Clerk for PIO.

Order :



In compliance with order dated 06.01.2009, the APIO has vide his letter dated 09.01.2009, supplied the full information with covering letter containing index of documents duly attested and Sh. Mehanga Ram confirms having received the same, however, he states that page 2 para 5, 6 and 7 of the para wise comments of his complaint of Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur sent with his letter dated 4th September, 1987 are obliterated through faulty photo stat.  The APIO and Assistant present before the Commission have assured that this page will be got replaced and a legible and complete copy will be given to Sh. Mehanga Ram within 15 days and the same also be given for the record of the Commission also. 


With this, CC-1777 of 2008 and CC-1778 of 2008 are both disposed of in terms of today’s order as read with 06.01.2009.  In case, this information is not provided within 15 days as assured, Sh. Mehanga Ram has the option to get this case re-opened by filing a simple application before this bench.     




Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.02.2009

(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 






CC No-1782-2008. 

On the last date of hearing on 06.01.2009, this case was considered.  A copy of the order passed is at C-35. Thereafter, the complainant  Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, vide his letter dated 20.1.09, addressed to this Bench, with copy to Shri P.K.Verma, State Chief Information Commissioner, made a representation and complaint which is at Corr/37. In view of this, I would not like to continue hearing this case. It may kindly be transferred to any other Bench.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 
C.I.C.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Shakti Bala,

W/o Mr. D.K.Dhir,

# 1220, St. No. 8,

Jawahar Nagar, Moga.




----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Public Instructions (SE)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D 

Chandigarh 





       -----Respondent.

CC No-1954 -2008. 
Present :
None for the complainant.


Smt. Tarinder Kaur, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O DPI(S), Punjab.

Order :


Smt. Tarinder Kaur, APIO states that she had attended the Commission on the last date of hearing, but on that date order in the said case had already been dictated. Therefore, she left a letter dated 6.1.09, with the reader on 7.1.09 (found on record) and  sent the information to the complainant vide registered post.  She has produced the proof of Registry No. 8663 dated 14.1.09 also which I have seen in original and returned to her.  She states that full information/latest status of the case had been given to the complainant vide that letter.
2.
The complainant had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today, but she chosen not to come. It is presumed that she has received the information and has no submitted to make. The case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.02.2009

(Ptk) 
