STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Malkit Singh,
500/E/7, Dashmesh Nagar,

Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Phillaur.








 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 3350 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
None for the parties.


A letter dated 26.05.2010 has been received from the complainant intimating that information has not been provided to him and he has asked for an adjournment due to ill-health.   He also mentions that information as promised by the respondent on the last hearing has not been provided to him. 



One more opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide complete information to the complaint within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission. 



To come up on 12.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
Sh. Jaswant Rai, clerk (94657-78360) came present for the respondent after the hearing was over.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(99157-29638)

Sh. Rajinder Singh,
s/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Village Pakka Kalan,

Tehsil Talwandi Sabo,

Distt. Bathinda.






     
 ---Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Bathinda.








 ---Respondent

A.C. No. 466 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Appellant Rajinder Singh in person.
Sh. Surinder Chugh (98886-95379), Junior Asstt. O/o RTI Bathinda for the respondent.



A letter dated 18.05.2010 has been presented from the Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Bathinda   stating: -

“In this connection, it is submitted that penalty imposed in AC 466/2009 of Rs. 25,000/- has been deposited vide Tr. No. 798903 dated 10.05.2010.  Photocopy of the challan is enclosed herewith for your kind information.  The case is fixed for 26.05.2010 at 12 Noon.”



Seeing the merits of the case, the complaint is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(99149-31133)

Sh. Satpal Gupta

# 212, Ward No. 1-B,

Sherpur Road,

Near Dr. Gupta Hospital,

Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.







 ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Schools)

Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.








 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 832 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Satpal Gupta in person.


For respondent: Ms. Kamlesh Sood, Deputy Director. (98156-99950)



Copies of two receipted challans whereby Rs. 12,500/- each has been deposited towards penalty, has been presented in the court.


Complete information has been provided to the complaint and he is satisfied.



Therefore, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

s/o Sh. Makhan Lal,

Flat No. 89, Sector 48-A,

Mayur Vihar,

Chandigarh.







     
 ---Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.








 ---Respondent

A.C. No. 343 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.
For respondent – S/Sh. Manjit Singh (98559-91360), Registrar Education, Mohan Singh Dhanoa, APIO, Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt., Varinder Singh, clerk and Gursewak Singh, Sr. Assistant. 



In the last hearing, a letter was presented by the Asstt. Director Public Instruction (SE)-II which stated that the following PIOs had to deposit the amount of penalty: 

	Name of Branch
	Period
	Name of PIO concerned

	Establishment I
	10.11.2008, 20.02.2009 and 30.04.2009
	Sh. Jagjit Singh, Sidhu, Deputy Director

	Establishment II
	-do-
	-do-

	Recruitment
	-do-
	Smt. Surjit Kaur, Asstt. Director 


Respondent Ms. Neelam Bhagat had assured the court that they had informed the Registrar Education to deduct the amount of penalty from the salary of these officers by the next date of hearing.



Today Sh. Manjit Singh, Registrar Education is present and submits that the amount of Rs. 6,675/- has been deducted from the salary of Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director and deposited in the Treasury.  As regards the remaining amount of Rs. 3,325/-, Ms. Surjit Kaur, now Distt. Education Officer (Primary) Mohali, is not responding to the letters written to her to deposit the amount.  Therefore, directions are given to D.P.I (Elementary) Sh. Sadhu Singh Randhawa, to deduct this amount form the salary of Ms. Surjit Kaur and positively deposit the same in the treasury before the next hearing with compliance report to the Commission.  A copy










….contd…..2/-

-:2:-

of the receipted challan be submitted to the Commission. 



To come up on 12.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
C.C. 
The Director Public Instruction (Elementary)


Punjab,


Chandigarh.


For necessary compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94179-50079)

Sh. Kirpal Chand

s/o Sh. Krishan Lal

Village Bhagatpur Rabbwala,

P.O. Qadian,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.







 ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.








 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2328 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Kirpal Chand in person.
For respondent: S/Sh. Mohan Singh Dhanoa, APIO, Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Varinder Singh, clerk.

 

In the earlier hearing dated 05.04.2010, an opportunity was granted to the Director, Public Instruction to provide the exact details of the PIOs concerned along with the date, month and year from 22.04.2008 till date. 



Today a list of four PIOs as under has been presented: -

	S. No.
	Period
	Name of PIO
	Present Posting

	1
	22.04.2008 to 03.06.2008 (One Month 12 days)
	Concerned branch officers were appointed as PIOs.  However, during this period, there was no Branch Officer of the concerned Branch Recruitment Cell. 
	----

	2
	04.06.2008 to 19.07.2009 (1 Year 1 Month 16 days)
	Mrs. Surjit Kaur, Asstt. Director (School Admn. I)
	D.E.O. (E.E.) Mohali

	3
	20.07.2009 to 06.12.2009 (Four Months 16 days)
	Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director (School Admn)
	Retired w.e.f. 31.03.2010

	4
	07.12.2009 till date
	Smt. Neelam Bhagat, Deputy Director (School Admn)
	Deputy Director (School Admn)




Thus only two PIOs were posted till the time the penalty was imposed on 19.11.2009.   Therefore, the amount of penalty be divided between the two PIOs i.e. Mrs. Surjit Kaur and Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu according to the period of their posting as PIO in the relevant time i.e. in the ratio of 80:20. (Rs. 20,000/- to be deposited by Mrs. Surjit Kaur and Rs. 5,000/- by Sh.  Jagjit Singh Sidhu).


Therefore, directions are given to the D.P.I. (S.E.) Sh. Sukhwinder Singh to implement the order of the Commission.



As regards the information, it was recorded in the order dated 19.11.2009 that till date, no information had been provided to the complainant.  Information has been provided to the complaint from the CDAC which according to the complainant is irrelevant and not to the point.   The complainant had sought why 8 marks for M. Phil. had not been reckoned for the posts advertised by the Education Department.  
 

Respondent present submits that they have no reply to offer for the same.  With this explanation, the complainant is satisfied and he has been advised to take up the mater with the higher competent authority or a civil court. 


The order of the Commission regarding penalty should be implemented within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission. 



To come up on 12.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 

 

Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(987273-67068)

Sh. Madan Lal

s/o Sh. Om Prakash Jain,

Grahak Jago

Gali No. 18,

Parinda Road,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bathinda – 151001.







---Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.








 ---Respondent

A.C. No. 98 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
Appellant Sh. Madan Lal in person.


For respondent: Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Junior Asstt. (98767-09054)



The original application for information was submitted on 23.09.2009.  However, on getting no response, the first appeal was filed on 07.11.2009.  Again when no reply was received, the appellant had to file a second appeal on 03.02.2010.  The information sought was regarding selling of Soya milk in an unauthorized way.   



Information has been provided to the complaint.  According to the complainant, all information has been provided except on point no. 5 regarding the name of the manufacturer and his registration number etc.   Respondent states that no licence has been issued by their department.  Therefore, no such particulars can be furnished. 



Complainant is not satisfied.  Therefore, he has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.


The matter is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bagga Singh

s/o Sh. Kasham

Valmik Road,

Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur – 152002.






---Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur.








 ---Respondent

A.C. No. 126 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
None for the appellant.


For respondent: Sh. Surinder Chugh, Junior Asstt. (98886-95379)



The original application for information was filed on 19.10.2009.  Getting no response to the same, the first appeal was preferred on 30.11.2009.  Remaining unsuccessful, the second appeal was filed on 04.02.2010.



The information sought is: 

“How many trucks are there in the Truck Unions of District Ferozepur?  How much weight can be loaded in each type of such vehicles?

How many vehicles from outside Ferozepur or from other States are in operation?  What goods are being transported through them?” 



Respondent present states that they have not received the original application for information.  Therefore, a copy of the same has been provided to him in the court.



Directions are given to the respondent to provide the information within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission. 



To come up on 12.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bagga Singh

s/o Sh. Kasham

Valmik Road,

Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur – 152002.






---Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D)

Ferozepur.








 ---Respondent

A.C. No. 128 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
None for the appellant.


For respondent: Ms. Harjinder Kaur, APIO (9501276917)



The original application for information is dated 20.09.2009.  However, when no reply was received, the complainant filed the first appeal on 30.11.2009.  The same also remaining unacknowledged, the applicant filed the second appeal on 04.02.2010.   The information sought is:-
“1.
Details including number of the job cards issued to the villagers under the Employment Guarantee Scheme 2005.

2.
Details of jobs allotted and the details of workers.

3.
Details of unemployment allowance paid. 

4.
Accounts of Panchayat Fund for the years 2007/2008/2009.”



Respondent present states that a letter was sent to the appellant on 11.01.2010 asking him to deposit the fee for providing copies of the documents sought with the information.   Respondent has been informed that since it was done beyond the stipulated period of 30 days, therefore, the information ought to have been provided to the complainant free of cost.   Ms. Harjinder Kaur, the respondent present submits that information has already been sent to the complainant, free of cost, on 29.04.2010 by ordinary post.



Directions are given to the respondent to send this information to the complainant by registered post.



Complainant is not present.  Therefore, opportunity is provided to him to point out any objections in the information provided. 



To come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.  










….Contd…2/-

-:2:-

Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harjinder Singh

s/o Sh. Nirmal Singh

240, Bharat Nagar,

Near Subji Mandi,

Pathankot,

Gurdaspur.








 ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Pathankot.








 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 357 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent - Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Tehsildar Pathankot.



(94176-03055)



Respondent present states that Information sought by the compliant is with the office of Tehsildar, Gurdaspur.  This was communicated to the complainant on 18.11.2009.  



Since the application was not transferred within 5 days as required under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005, therefore, respondent / Tehsildar present Sh. Yash Pal Sharma is directed to procure this information from the office of Tehsildar, Gurdaspur and pass on the same to the complainant.  It is also mentioned that PIO at present is Sh. Sukhminder Singh, SDM.



Information should be provided to the complainant within one month with compliance report to the Commission. 



To come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.  



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajneesh Kumar

s/o Sh. Dharam Pal

Near Gas Agency,

Kot Ise Khan Road,

Zira

(Distt. Ferozepur).







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Zira.









 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 373 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.


For respondent: Dr. Nirmal Dass, SMO Rajindra Hospital, Patiala



(98554-60206)



The original application for information is dated 22.12.2009.  However, on getting no response, the present complaint was filed.  The information sought is as follows: -

“Copies of Daily attendance register and copies of roster of the staff from January 1, 2008 to December 22, 2009.”



Respondent present states that the complaint was addressed to the S.D.M. Zira which was handed to Dr. Nirmal Dass, SMO.   Therefore, the information was sent to the S.D.M. Zira vide letter no. 1978 on 22.04.2010.  He further states that a letter was sent by S.D.M. Zira to him stating that information has been provided to the complainant by hand. 



Complainant is not present today and no objections have been pointed out.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.   Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98553-44026)

Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa 
VPO Sarangdev,

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ajnala.








 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 390 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa in person.


None for the respondent.



The original application for information is dated nil.  However, the complaint was filed on 02.02.2010.   Information sought is: -

“A copy of the notification issued by Punjab State Govt. for regularization of the lands of cultivators.

How many files in all were submitted for the same?    Consequent upon checking, how many applicants-cultivators were asked to deposit the rent?

After deposit of the rent, how many applicants have been asked to deposit the full cost?  How many deeds have been registered?  In how many cases where rent was got deposited, the total cost has not been deposited uptil now and position regarding the remaining files.” 



None is present today for the respondent.  One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide information to the complainant, otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 


To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98553-44026)

Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa 
VPO Sarangdev,

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ajnala.








 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 391 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa in person.



None for the respondent.



The original application for information is dated nil.  However, the complaint was filed on 02.02.2010.   Information sought is: -

“Whether Khasra No. 31//1 village Sudargarh, is under any vegetation / cultivation or the same is being used for mining (taking out sand etc.)?  If it is under cultivation, what crop is grown?  Please give detailed report. “ 


None is present today for the respondent.  One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide information to the complainant, otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 



To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.  



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98884-64968)

Sh. Kartar Singh

No. H-4/2, Adarsh Colony,

Rajpura.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Patiala.








 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 603 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Kartar Singh in person.


None for respondent.



Original application for information was filed on 10.12.2009.  However, when no response was received, the present complaint was filed on 15.02.2010.  Information sought is as under: -
1) That why the owner of the Chemist shops situated at the entrance gate of A.P. Jain Hospital, Rajpura don’t issue the cash memo on purchases of medicines prescribed by the serving doctors in the hospital or else. 


2) SMO A.P. Jain Hospital told me that he or any other doctor is not authorized to check these chemist shops. He further added that only drug Inspector is authorized to check these shops. Is it true or wrong?

3) If true! Then the details of checking report of these chemist shops by drug Inspector (Date wise) from Jan, 2009 to Nov, 2009 may kindly be supplied with. .

4) Why the medicine prescribed by the hospital doctor’s are available on these chemist shop only and not else where.

5) Whether has been inquired into the nexus in between the doctors of Hospitals & distributors of medicines. If so, action taken report is also required to be given. “


None is present on behalf of the respondent.  One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide information to the complainant, otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 










….Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



To come up on 22.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.  



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98884-64968)

Sh. Kartar Singh

No. H-6/21, Adarsh Colony,

Rajpura.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer, 

Patiala.








 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 604 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Kartar Singh in person.



None for respondent.



Original application for information was filed on 10.12.2009.  However, when no response was received, the present complaint was filed on 15.02.2010.  Information sought is as under: -

“1.
Why are private cars being allowed to be used as taxi in this residential area of Adarsh colony, Rajpura for past many months?  A news appeared in Chandigarh Tribune and Punjabi Tribune (Photocopy of the newspapers are being attached herewith for your consideration)

2.
How many times the DTO Patiala raided these unauthorized taxi stand where private cars are being used as taxi?

3.
Amount recovered by imposing penalty on these unauthorized taxi (Date-wise)?”



None is present on behalf of the respondent.  One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide information to the complainant, otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 



To come up on 22.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.   Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98786-03344)

Sh. Ramesh Kumar

Distt. Vice President,

Ferozepur N.C.A.G.

F.F. Road,

Jalalabad.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Govt. Hospital,

Jalalabad.








 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 605 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
None for the parties.


In the instant case, original application for information is dated 24.01.2010.  On getting no response, a complaint was filed on 15.02.2010.  Information sought is: -

“Details of cheques (date, cheque number and amount) issued by NRHM and RCH and cash spent by office of Civil Surgeon, Civil Hospital, Jalalabad from 01.01.2007 to 30.11.2009.

Details of cheques and cash received by NRHM, RCH and Civil Hospital, Jalalabad showing the accounts of the same in cash book along with photocopy of the relevant cash book.”


Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.   However, one more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide the information sought before the next date of hearing.



To come up on 22.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.   



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner










….Contd…..2/-
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After the hearing was over, complainant Sh. Ramesh Kumar and Dr. Baldev Raj (98883-43870), Sh. Vimal Khanna, Pharmacist and Ms. Anita Rani, Senior Asstt. for the respondent came present.  



During the arguments, the complainant was satisfied that the information has been provided to him except the photocopy of cash book of NRHM.  Respondent present assured the complainant that the same will be provided to him within 15 days.  The complainant is satisfied. 



The matter is hereby closed and disposed of accordingly.



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi

s/o Sh. Baru Ram

# 45, Adarsh Colony,

Bhadson Road,

Patiala.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Rajindra Hospital & Govt. Medical College,

T.B. Hospital,

Patiala.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 625 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.
For respondent: Dr. Achhar Singh, PIO (98881-31450), Ms. Jatinder Kaur (93162-01162), APIO, T.B. Hospital, Patiala and Ms. Anita Sharma (98762-19747) from Govt. Medical College, Patiala. 


Information to the complainant has been provided by the PIO Rajindra Hospital, Patiala on 02.02.2010 and the same has been acknowledged by the complainant.  The delay has occurred as the compliant was asked on 10.12.2009 to deposit Rs. 50/- towards charges of the documents which he did not acknowledge.  The information has been provided free of cost.



APIO from T.B. Hospital, Patiala Ms. Jatinder Kaur states the complainant Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi sent request for information only to the PIO, Rajindra Hospital.   A copy of the request was provided to the PIO of T.B. Hospital about 15 days back.  Information has been brought to the court but since the complainant is not present, therefore, directions are given to send the same to the complainant by registered post. 



PIO from the Medical College, Ms. Anita Sharma states that as in the case  of T.B. Hospital, letter seeking information was addressed only to Rajindra Hospital and not to the Medical College.  Information has already been sent to the complainant by the PIO of Medical College, Patiala.



Since the original application for information was sent only to the Rajindra Hospital, Patiala, there does not seem to be any substance in acquiring information from the other two PIOs.    Even though I have allowed the information to be provided to the complainant and respondents from the Rajindra Hospital, Medical College and T.B. Hospital are present today, I feel no point in giving another date of hearing, since the information from Rajindra Hospital was provided to the










…Contd….2/-
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complainant against his acknowledgment on 02.02.2010.


Complainant is not present today.  No objections have been pointed out in the information provided.  Therefore, it seems the complainant is satisfied. 



Accordingly, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Man Singh

s/o Sh. Sohan Singh

Marar Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Muktsar – 152025.





---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Special Land Acquisition Collector,

Rani Ka Bagh,

Amritsar.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 589 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.


For respondent: Sh. Paramjit Singh, Junior Assistant. 



(98155-86396)



Information sought vide original application dated 12.12.2009 is: 

“CWP No. 7760/2006 was disposed of by Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court vide order dated 10.10.2007 and a copy of the order was made available to Special Land Acquisition Collector, Rani Ka Bagh, Amritsar some time in the first week of January, 2008.   Detailed account of the action taken on the said order of the Court.”

 

Respondent present today has submitted a copy of letter dated 24.04.2010 which reads as under: -

“On the subject cited above, vide this office letter no. SLAC/1 dated 11.05.2010, it was intimated that the original letter for information dated 12.12.2009 from the applicant Maan Singh son of Sohan Singh resident of Marar Kalan, District Muktsar has not been received by us nor has the applicant ever represented before this office.  The execution petition in CWP No. 7760 was pending in the court; of Hon’ble District & Sessions Judge Sh. Bhupinder Singh which was disposed of on 11.03.2010.  As per this order, all cases of similar nature were dismissed sine die.


It may be informed that the post of SLAC is lying vacant for the last 5-6 years and the additional charge of this post was given to the undersigned on 10.05.2010.  The applicant had sought the action taken on the order of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in CWP No. 7760 of 2006.  A copy of the order in Execution Petition has
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been forwarded to the complainant vide this office letter No. SLAC/2 dated 11.05.2010. Keeping in view the above, the matter may kindly be closed.”



Complainant is not present today nor have any objections been pointed out.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

 

Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94176-47438)

Sh. Sampuran Singh

s/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh 

VPO Seed Farm Khana

Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur.







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o G.S.S. School,

Bahmni Wala,

Ferozepur.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 291 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Sampuran Singh in person.


For respondent: Sh. Sukhtiar Singh, Principal. (94175-16245)



Information sought vide original application is: 

“Attendance of all the +1 students with attested photocopies of their admission cards.  Please inform how many students were there in December-January and their attendance report for the month of January.” 



Copy of a letter dated 10.05.2010 has been presented by the respondent which reads as under: -

“I have been asked to appear in person before your Court on 26.05.2010 in hearing of the complainant. In this connection, for advance (prior) information, some documents are being sent.

Sh. Sampuran Singh son of Sh. Gurbachan Singh, VPO Seed Farm Pakka, Abohar has sought some information under the RTI Act.   His application was received in this office on 31.12.2009.   We have not denied the information.  Rather we wrote to him vide our registered letter dated 23.01.2010 informing that this information cannot be provided to him directly. If this information is in pubic interest, we shall provide the same upon order of the Court / competent authority.   A copy of the postal receipt as well as a copy of the reply sent are enclosed. 
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The assertion of the complainant that we are denying the information is wrong.  The information sought is being sent to your office so that it can be passed on to the applicant / complainant.”



The contention of the respondent is not accepted since the information sought is not a third party information.   Respondent has not understood the Act and has admitted that he is not aware as to what is the procedure to be followed by him.  Therefore, he sent the information to the Commission.  



Information is provided in the presence of the court.  The complainant is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(01651-233552)

Sh. Sudarshan Kumari

W/o Sh. Ramesh Chander Ghai,

Near Nahri Kothi,

Rampura Phul – 151103

Distt. Bathinda.







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o G.S.S. School,

Bahmni Wala,

Ferozepur.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 290 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
Sh. Ramesh Chander, husband of the complainant.


For respondent: Ms. Santosh Kumari, Senior Asstt. (98881-15360)



Original application for information is dated nil.  However, the complaint was filed on 28.01.2010.   Information sought is: 



“1.
”Has any increment been sanctioned for me for headteachership /


high responsibility?



2.
What was the date of sanction of aforesaid increment?

3. When was it credited into my salary / pension?

4. What was the rate of interest raised?

5. What arrear has been paid to me till date? Also give complete details of the period for which arrear have been paid. 

6. Why an amount of Rs. 1466 has been deducted out of pension (Reference pass book entry of State bank of Patiala Pension account no. 55069924390. date of entry is 30.04.2005). Also furnish the reason in detail for this deduction.

7. Is any amount regarding the aforesaid increment is still due to me? If yes, why has it not been paid so far? Please also intimate the date by which this amount will be credited into my account.”



Complainant states that information was provided to him only yesterday but he had no time to examine the same.  He has been informed that 
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he should have studied the information by now.



One more opportunity is provided to the complainant to study the documents provided to him.  By the next date of hearing, he should point out specific objections, if any.



To come up on 22.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.   



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vikas Singla

Advocate,

# 171, Kesar Market,

Amargarh,

Distt. Sangrur – 148022.






---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Primary)

Punjab,

Sector 17-D, 

Chandigarh. 








---Respondent

C.C. No. 284 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
Sh. Abhishek Dogra, advocate for the Complainant. 


(97808-41946)



For respondent: Sh. Pawan Kumar, Junior Assistant. 



(98727-34727)



Respondent present states that the information was sent to the complainant by registered post on 16.02.2010.  Sh. Abhishek Dogra, advocate for the complainant states that the same has not been received by the complainant.  Information is handed over to the complainant in the presence of the court. 



Copy of the postal receipt has not been provided since the respondent states that the dealing hand is gone to the High Court.  Therefore, directions are given that this should be provided to the Commission within two days.



Complainant is satisfied with the information.  Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

(99884-34741)

Sh. Atul Kumar

s/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

Street Kucha Daulati Ram Kalia,

Near Armya Samaj Chowk,

Ferozepur City.







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S)

Ferozepur. 








---Respondent

C.C. No. 273 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Atul Kumar in person.


For respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh Zirvi, Senior Assistant. 



(98554-84216)



Respondent states that Information was provided to the complainant on 26.04.2010 by registered post.    The complainant states that he has been harassed and demands punishment for the respondent.  Respondent present states that a letter was written to the complainant on 22.11.2009.



Respondent cannot properly explain as to why there has been delay in providing the information as per original application dated 04.11.2009. 



Therefore, PIO Office of D.E.O. (S) Ferozepur is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



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. 



Directions are also given that on the next date of hearing, the D.E.O. Sh. Harbans Singh should be personally present.



To come up on 21.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.   
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Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.05.2010




State Information Commissioner
