STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurnam Singh

R/o Basti Amrtisariya Tanda

Tehsil Dasuya, Distt. Hoshiarpur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP, Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 108 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Narinder Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant filed an application with the PIO, O/o SSP, Hoshiarpur seeking information relating to case no. 147 dated 08. 07.2001 n/d 467-468-471   G. d , Thana Tanda and Case no. 707-P.S dated 23..06.2010, Respondent vide their letter dated 09.09.2010 informed the Complainant that the sought for information is not traceable from the record of the Police Station , Tanda. Respondent states that this information is to be provided by Sh. Jasbir Singh, MSC-Police Station, Tanda. Senior Superintendent of Police (SSP), Hoshiarpur is directed to conduct an enquiry regarding loss of record and action should be taken against the erring official/officer as per service rules under intimation to the Commission.

3.
PIO, O/o SSP, Hoshiarpur is directed to ensure that the sought for information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

4.
Adjourned to 17.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th  Feb.  2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase- 7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Council,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 38 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Harminder Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Ashok Pathria, APIO-cum-Accounts Officer on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2 
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant. Appellant states that incorrect and misleading information has been supplied to him regarding item no. 3. Respondent is directed to provide complete and correct information, as available in the record, regarding item no. 3 to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 18.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th  Feb.  2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Pritam Chand,

V.P.O.Sahowal,

Near High School,

Tehsil & Distt.Gurdaspur. 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o S.H.O.

Sadar Thana,

Gurdaspur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 186 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. This is the first date of hearing. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 18.03.2011 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th  Feb.  2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Preet Mohinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagmohan Singh

H.No. 25B, Ajit Road,

Bathinda 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

 Bathinda

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 113 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Preet Mohinder Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Amandeep Bansal, DTO-cum-PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. Respondent further states that earlier no such record was maintained. However, from this month such record regarding non-commercial vehicles are maintained in Suvidha Centre.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th  Feb.  2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill-Bholapur,

Jhabewal, P/o-Ramgarh,

Distt-Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Transport, Punjab.

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 198 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Jasbir Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Amarnath, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. He wants to know the time required to finalize the enquiry report. Respondent further states that there is no time limit fixed by Government to take action on the enquiry report. Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th  Feb.  2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill-Bholapur,

Jhabewal, P/o-Ramgarh,

Distt-Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Transport, Punjab.

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Transport, Punjab.

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 65 of 2011

Alongwith

AC: 64 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Jasbir Singh, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Amarnath, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Information sought by the Appellant from the Principal Secretary, Department of Transport, Punjab is similar, so both these cases are clubbed.

3.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is not satisfied with the information provided.
He wants to know the time required to finalize the enquiry report. Respondent further states that there is no time limit fixed by Government to take action on the enquiry report. Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the appeals are closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th  Feb.  2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Didar Singh Gill,

Flat No.12, Royal Apartment,

Barewal Road, Ludhiana.

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Zone-D, Nagar Nigam,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 06 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Didar Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M. MC, Ludhiana
ORDER

Heard

2.        On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Respondent is again directed to file an affidavit. Respondent has provided some of the information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. Respondent is directed to clarify that there is no other map approved by the Corporation regarding this property on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 17.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th  Feb.  2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. H.C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o Sh. Late Sunder Dass,

State President, RTI Activists Federation Punjab,

H. No. 2299. Sector 44C,

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3795 of 2010

Present:
  (i) Sh. Gurnam Singh, on behalf of the appellant 


(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk, O/o Director Health and Family Welfare Punjab on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.     Vide application dated 03.11.2010, the Complainant demanded following information from the PIO, Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab:
(ii) Copy of enquiry report submitted to your office by the concerned Enquiry Officer; and copy of noting sheets vide which the said enquiry report has been processed by your office before sending it to Government for further action on it;


(ii) In case your office has received any decision from Government about action to be taken on that enquiry report, a copy thereof be also supplied to me;

(iii) What is the status of the action taken on the enquiry report so far? Please inform on the basis of record.

Contd…P-2
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3.
On not receiving information, Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 14.12.2010 and hearing was fixed for 14.01.2011. During the hearing on 14.01.2011, Complainant states that no information has been provided to him sofar. 

4.
On the hearing dated 18.01.2011, Dr. Ramesh Garg, Ex-PIO and Sh. Karanjit Singh Gill, Present PIO was directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information within time prescribed under the Act. 

5.
Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit of Dr. Ramesh Garg, Ex-PIO and Sh. Karanjit Singh Gill, Present PIO in response to the show cause notice issued to him in which he submitted that the sought for information has been provided to the Complainant on 18.01.2011.
6.
It is observed that none of the PIO had read the application for information of the Complainant. Even the date of receipt of application mentioned in the affidavit is not correct. Complainant has submitted that he filed his application on 08.11.10 but Respondent – PIO has mentioned date of receipt as 14.09.2010, which is the receipt of earlier application of the Complainant. In the affidavit, both the PIOs have submitted that the information was provided on 18.01.2011, whereas the facts are that even today complete information has not been provided. In the hearing dated 14.01.2011, Respondent was directed to provide copy of the enquiry report on the same date but the same was not provided inspite of the direction of the Commission and again in the hearing dated 18.01.2011, it was observed that the copy of enquiry report provided was not authenticated and moreover, copy of noting sheets vide which enquiry report has been processed before submitting to the Government as sought by the Complainant in his application for information has still not been provided.
7.
In view of the foregoing, I find that the information request has not been properly dealt with in this case on account of the composite default on  the part of 
Contd…P-3

-3-

both the PIOs. Respondent has submitted that Dr. Ramesh Garg was PIO from 10.06.2010 to 14.12.2010. He was responsible for the delay upto 14.12.2010 (i.e. 37 days). Dr. Karanjit  Singh was responsible for delay from 15.12.2010 from the date he was appointed PIO till now (i.e. 57 days).
8.
In exercise of the powers vested in the Commission under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, I imposed a penalty of Rs.9,250/- (Rupees Nine thousand two hundred and fifty only) @ 250/- each day upon Dr. Ramesh Garg, Assistant Director-cum-Ex-PIO, and Rs. 14,250/- (Rs. Fourteen thousand two hundred and fifty only) @ 250/- each day upon Dr. Karanjit Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO. They are directed to deposit the amount of penalty in the State treasury within 10 days of the date of receipt of this order. In case they fail to do so, the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab is hereby directed to ensure that the amount of penalty is recovered from the pay of Dr. Ramesh Garg, Assistant Director-cum-Ex-PIO, and Dr. Karanjit Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO and deposited in State treasury.

9.

PIO is directed to ensure that the complete information as sought by the Complainant be provided to him before the next date of hearing.

10.
The case is adjourned to 18.03.2011 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and also to the Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab through registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th  Feb.  2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC: Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Chandigarh-160023.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Rajinder K. Singla

C/o Mr. Jaswant Singh

# 3016, Tribune Colony,

Sector 29-D, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar 

Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Indl. Training

Sector 36A, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3425 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Dr. Rajinder K.Singla , the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Sandeep Kumar Bajaj, Dy. Director-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
 
ORDER

Heard

2.         All the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Complainant. Respondent is directed to clarify the information regarding item no. 1 on the next date of hearing. Regarding item no. 3 & 4, Complainant states that incorrect information has been supplied to him.  Respondent is further directed to provide the correct information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. Regarding item no. 5, Complainant seeking information regarding saving bank accounts, the information regarding the same is not to be provided.
3.
Adjourned to 17.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th  Feb.  2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jeewan,

W/o Sh. Manohar Lal,

Chawani Mohalla

Near Kandu Ki Factory 

Near Daal Atta Chakki,

Ludhiana

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Drug Controller (Pb.),

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34, Chandigarh

2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Drug Controller (Pb.),

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 809 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Gurnam Singh, on behalf of the appellant 

(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk, O/o Director Health and Family Welfare Punjab on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

 Heard

2.         On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Respondent is again directed to file an affidavit. Regarding item no. 3 & 4, Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. Appellant further states that regarding remaining information, he has not been provided authenticated copy of the information demanded by him. Respondent has agreed to provide authenticated documents to the Appellant.
3.
Adjourned to 18.03.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th  Feb.  2011

               State Information Commissioner
