STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar, s/o Sh. Sadhu Ram, Central Jail,

Ferozepur.







             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Superintendent, Central Jail, Ludhiana.



------------Respondent





CC No.  3618  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



Cognizance was taken of the earlier order dated 9.2.2011 passed by the Ld. State Information Commissioner Shri D.S. Kahlon that the respondent-Deputy Superintendent, Central Jail, Ludhiana has asked the information-seeker to deposit the requisite fee before the information could be supplied to him.   The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 27.4.2011 to enable him to file his reply/rejoinder.  However, inspite of due and adequate notice, the complainant is again absent today without any intimation.  He has also not sent any written submission.

2.

On the other hand, the respondent has confirmed vide letter No.3636 dated 28.3.2011 that the information-seeker has still not deposited the requisite fee.

3.

In view of the above, the complaint case is ordered to be closed.  

4.

However, it is made clear that in case the information-seeker deposits the requisite fee with the respondent-PIO, the information shall be furnished as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.









              (R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011.





     Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrinder Singh (Advocate),

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA, 

House No.06, Sector-5, Chandigarh-160018.

                      _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Inspector General of Police (Headquarters), 

Punjab, Chandigarh- 160017.


 


           _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2574  of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Amrinder Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant submits his written submission.  A copy of the same be forwarded to the respondent for filing his reply.
2.

To come up on 23.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sewa Singh s/o Shri Gurmail Singh,

H.No.179, Gali No.3, Mohalla Indra Colony, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.








_______Appellant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

FAA-Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

_______ Respondent.

AC No. 937 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Sewa Singh appellant in person.

Shri Devinder Singh, Junior Draftsman on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



I have heard the parties.  The appellant confirms that he has received the information to his satisfaction, which has also now been furnished in Punjabi.  His plea, however, is that he had to approach the State Information Commission to get the information and resulting in wastage of time and money.

2.

The explanation given by the respondent is that they were busy to carry out an anti-encroachment drive in compliance with the directions of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and also in Census Operation.  It was further submitted that the application of the information-seeker originally did not bear his signatures. In view of the above reasons, some delay did occur.

3.

Even, if we accept the arguments that the respondent was busy in the anti-encroachment drive and census operation, the fact remains that it has caused inconvenience to the appellant who had to travel to Chandigarh to attend proceedings before the Commission on number of dates.  Consequently, it is a fit case to award compensation.  I, therefore, order that the respondent shall pay compensation of Rs.6000/- by way of a crossed treasury cheque to the appellant within a period of one month from today.

4.

To come upon 7.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M. for confirmation.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Sushila Devi mother of late Dr. Rakesh Lata,

Former AMO, Ayurveda Department Punjab,

Kothi No.314, Sector-55, Mohali-160055. 




      -------------Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance, Chandigarh. 



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

AC No. 153  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Parkash Chand on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Gurnam Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant had been given copies of the record asked for by him including a photocopy of note-sheet dated 17.3.2009.  Relevant part of this note of the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Finance states that instructions dated 16.7.1998 do not distinguish between father and mother for the purpose of family pension and therefore applicant has a right to know the reasons behind the clarification dated 24.7.2000. The plea of the appellant is that so-far he has not been conveyed the reasons, as ordered by the Principal Secretary to Govt. Of Punjab, Department of Finance on 17.3.2009. The respondent states that all relevant file-notings have been provided to the information-seeker and beyond these documents, there are no reasons behind the clarification dated 24.7.2000.

2.

In view of this categorical averment of the respondent, it is ordered that the respondent shall confirm this in writing to the appellant.  This would enable the appellant to approach the appropriate authority for any remedy, he may like to avail.

3.

With this direction, the case is closed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Tarlochan Singh (Retd.) Constable, s/o Sh. Hari Singh Jatt,

r/o Village-Tunga, Teh. & Distt.- Sangrur.                 



 -----------Complainant
                           

Vs
The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur.   

---------Respondent 

CC No. 505    of 2011,
CC No. 508 of 2011

&

CC No.513/2011

Present:-  
Shri  Tarlochan Singh  complainant in person. 

Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



The complainant has filed three cases bearing No. CC-505/2011,
CC-508/2011 and CC-513/2011 seeking similar information.  With the consent of the parties, these three cases were clubbed and heard together.
2.

The respondent has given written reply in all the three cases to the complainant.  He states that steps have been initiated to remove the encroachment.
3.

However, the respondent has not explained the delay in furnishing of the information.  On the last date of hearing on 28.3.2011, he was called upon to show cause why penalty proceedings under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be initiated for non-compliance of the statutory period of 30 days.  No explanation has come on this issue.  As a last opportunity the case is adjourned to enable Shri Jaswinder Singh, PIO-cum-Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur to show cause why penalty should not imposed under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
4.

To come up on 6.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Pardeep Kumar, s/o Sh. Tilak Raj, 169/563, New Golden Avenue,

Back-side Maal Mandi, Amritsar.




                    -----------Appellant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Civil Surgeon, Amritsar. 

FAA-The Civil Surgeon, Amritsar.     



------------Respondent 

AC No.  101 of 2011
Present:-  
Shri Pardeep Kumar appellant in person. 

Shri Parminder Singh, Clerk o/o Senior Medical Officer, PHC, Lopoke on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent submits written reply vide No. RTI/2011/297 dated 26.4.2011, a copy of which has also been handed over to the appellant.

2.

The respondent submits that the dues of the appellant were deposited in his bank account.  The appellant, however, shows ignorance about the same.  The case is adjourned to enable the appellant to confirm that money was deposited in his bank account by the respondent-PHC, Lopoke.

3.

The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 20.5.2011.

4.

To come up on 20.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M. 





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Pardeep Kumar, s/o Sh. Tilak Raj, 169/563, New Golden Avenue,

Back-side Maal Mandi, Amritsar.                    



 -----------Appellant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Civil Surgeon, Amritsar. 

FAA-The Civil Surgeon, Amritsar.     




------------Respondent 

                      

AC No. 103    of 2011
Present:-  
Shri  Pardeep Kumar appellant in person. 

      
Shri  Manvinder Singh, Clerk on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent was asked on the last date of hearing to explain the position regarding missing documents.  He was further directed that a copy of letter said to have been written by 
Dr. Ravi Kant, Senior Medical Officer, Primary Health Centre, Sarhali to Civil Surgeon, Amritsar may be obtained from SMO, PHC, Sarhali.  The respondent submits letter No.543 dated 25.4.2011 stating that letter No.129 dated 2.3.2010 said to have been written by Dr. Ravi Kant is not traceable.  Probably, it has been misplaced at the time of shifting of the office to new premises and efforts are being made to trace it out.  It has been stated that letter No.129 dated 2.3.2010 has not been destroyed and will be found when the entire record has been traced.  The respondent further submits that efforts are also being made to trace out the office copy from the office of SMO, PHC, Sarhali.  
2.

To come up on 20.05.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Pardeep Kumar, s/o Sh. Tilak Raj, 169/563, New Golden Avenue,

Back-side Maal Mandi, Amritsar 






-----------Appellant
                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o the Civil Surgeon, Amritsar. 

FAA-The Civil Surgeon, Amritsar.    



------------Respondent 

                        

AC No. 109    of 2011
Present:-  
Shri  Pardeep Kumar appellant in person. 

      
Shri  Manvinder Singh, Clerk on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



The appellant had applied to PIO/Civil Surgeon, Amritsar on 29.6.2010 seeking information on certain points.  Reply was sent to him vide No.1156 dated 11.8.2010.  It transpires that the appellant was not satisfied with the reply and he moved the first appellate authority on 16.8.2010.  Appellate authority also conveyed to him that the information stood furnished to him vide No.1236 dated 20.8.2010.  However, the information-seeker has preferred to move the State Information Commission on 7.10.2010.

2.

Notice was given to the respondents, who have explained the position and also furnished copy of the instructions which empowers the Civil Surgeon to take decision in respect of class-III and Class-IV employees.

3.

I have heard the parties and do not find any merit in the present appeal.  Information stood supplied to the information-seeker and hence, the appeal case is closed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, 5C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Distt.- Ludhiana.





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

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sidhwan Bet, District-Ludhiana. 

FAA- The District Development and Panchayat Officer, District-Ludhiana.

 ------------Respondent 

                       

AC No. 56   of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the appellant. 

Shri Dalip Singh, Superintending Engineer (P) alongwith Shri Gurcharan Singh, Junior Engineer  on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



The appellant has sent a written request for adjournment.

2.

The respondent –Shri Gurcharan Singh, JE, who was called upon to explain why penalty should not be imposed on him, as a deemed PIO, for non-supply of information to the information-seeker has not submitted any explanation.  As a last opportunity, therefore, he may file his written reply as to why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  He may also avail opportunity of personal hearing for which the case is adjourned to 10.5.2011.

3.

To come up on 10.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Kuldeep Singh, s/o Sh. Joginder Singh, 

VPO- Sant Nagar, Tehsil- Raniya, Distt.- Sirsa (HR)
                    -----------Complainant

                              Vs 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, 
Sector-34,Chandigarh. 





  ------------Respondent 

                        

CC No.  146  of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant. 

      
None on behalf the respondent. 

ORDER



None was present on the last date of hearing on 25.3.2011. Today again both the parties are absent.  As a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 10.5.2011.   Notice to both the parties should be issued through registered post. 
2.

To come up on 10.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





  Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab

 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajaib Singh s/o Shri Bhinder Singh,

Village Bishanpura, P.O. Gajewal, Tehsil Samana,

District Patiala.







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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala.


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

CC No. 485    of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri  Tejinder Singh, Superintendent o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent today without any intimation.

2.

The respondent had submitted on the last date of hearing that information stood furnished to the complainant.  The case, however, was adjourned to enable the complainant to confirm that he has received the information and he is satisfied with the same.  The information-seeker, however, has not responded, though due and adequate notice was given to him.  Continuous absence of the complainant on two consecutive dates only shows that he is not interest to pursue the matter any further.

3.

In view of the written submission made by the respondent, the case is closed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer, PWD (B & R), Division No.1,

Ferozepur
FAA-the Superintending Engineer, P.W.D. ( B & R), Ferozepur. 
      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 123 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Yogesh Mahajan appellant in person.

Shri Deepinder Pal Singh, Junior Engineer on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant had moved an application to PIO/Executive Engineer, PWD (B & R), Division No.1, Ferozepur seeking some information.  PIO responded back on 22.11.2010 and thereafter number of letters were exchanged between the parties.
2.

Today both the parties have appeared and confirmed that information has been furnished.  The appellant is satisfied with the information and does not want to pursue the matter further.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Anti Corruption Council,
Opp Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer, PWD (B & R), Construction Division-2,

Fazilika.
FAA-the Superintending Engineer, P.W.D. ( B & R), Ferozepur. 
      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 124 of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Yogesh Mahajan on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jagseer Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 8.4.2011, the respondent had stated that voluminous information had been furnished to the appellant, who, however, was absence and hence the case was adjourned to 27.4.2011.

2.

The information-seeker today points out certain deficiencies in the information.  He has made a written submission, a photocopy of which has been handed over to the respondent.  On the request of the information-seeker a long adjournment is allowed.

3.

To come up on 1.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.   -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer, Jandiala Division, Canal Complex,

Amritsar.

FAA-the Superintending Engineer, UBDC, Near Kundan Dhaba,

Amritsar.






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

AC No. 126 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Yogesh Mahajan appellant in person.

Shri, Ajit Singh, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written parawise reply, a copy of which has been handed over to the appellant alongwith its enclosure.

2.

The appellant seeks a long adjournment to peruse the same, which is allowed.

3.

To come up on 1.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 27, 2011





              Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab
