STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dharamvir Khosla,

C/o Dharmshala Thakur Dass,

Bazaar Vakilan,

Hoshiarpur 
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3311 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Dharmvir Khosla, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Harjit Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed  by the Commission vide order dated 01.12.09, sought for information was sent to the Complainant vide their letter no. 1679 dated 01.02.10.

3.
Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. He has submitted as under:-

(i) As to why the basic application dated 19.08.2009, as per the copy  marked as Annexure-Dharama-1,’ was not treated as an official document and to what detailed effects?

(ii) As to because of what causes, the basic application was diarised by the receipt section of the Deputy Commissioner as D.No. 1811/S/2.9.2010 and by the M.A. Branch as diary No. 3462-M/ 10.9.2009 and to what detailed effects?”
4.
Regarding  the observation of the Complainant, he is advised that the opinion regarding information/ queries is only to be provided if it exists in the record and no information is to be created. 

5.
In the order dated 01.12.09, Respondent was directed to show cause as to why the Complainant should not be compensated for the detriment suffered by him. It is observed inspite of two opportunities, Respondent has not filed his reply in response to the order 
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showing cause. The Complainant has had to attend the Commission on three occasions in connection with this complaint.  In the facts and circumstances of the case, I am of the view that ends of justice will be met by allowing a compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rs. Two thousand only) to the Complainant. No case for imposing penalty under Section 20 has been made out.

4.
I, therefore, order that the Respondent Public Authority  shall pay a sum of Rs. 2000/- (Rs. Two thousand only) to the Complainant towards compensation within one week of the receipt of this order. To come up for confirmation of compliance on 04.03.10 (at 02.00 PMM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rakesh Gupta, # 35,

Lane No. 2, Opp. RAdha Swami Satsang,

Punia Colony, Sangrur - 148001 
 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o the Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D

Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 480 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Yash Paul, Assistant Director on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard
2.          Respondent states that sought for information could not be provide to the Appellant as the enquiry report was not available in their office. He further states that enquiry report was sent to their office by DEO (S), Sangrur on 12.03.2009 whereas application of the Appellant seeking information was filed on 25.04.2008, due to this reason, information sought by the Appellant could not be provided. Respondent further states that information was sent to the Appellant dated 10.02.2010 by registered post. Appellant is absent. She is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent within one week.

3.                Adjourned to 04.03.2010 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

S/o Sh. Kasturi Lal,

# 35, Lane No. 2, Opp. Radha Swami Satsang,

Punia Colony, Sangrur – 148 001
 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o the Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, SCO : 95-97, Sector 17-D, 

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 481 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Yash Paul, Assistant Director on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard
2.             Respondent states that information as available in the record has been provided. Respondent further states that information demanded by the Appellant for items No. 3,5,6 and 8 does not exist in their office record. Some of the information may be lying in the field with the different education officers. Appellant is advised to file separate applications with the different PIOs in the state. Appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided. 
3.           Adjourned to 04.03.2010 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sarvjit Singh,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 858, 8th Floor,

New Judicial Court Campus, 

Ludhiana
 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

2.
Public Information Officer 

First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner, Patiala Division,


Patiala 
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 28 of 2010, AC No.29 of 2010
AC No.30 of 2010 Alongwith AC No. 32 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Rajinder Oberoi , APIO-cum-Tehsildare on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.        Respondent states that information sought in the AC- 28, AC-29, AC-30 & AC-32 is similar, so all the cases are clubbed together. Respondent states that sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant dated 20.06.2008. Appellant has not provided any deficiency in the information provided. Appellant is absent. Appellant is advised to go through the information and point out deficiency, if any, to the Respondent within one week.

3.         Adjourned to 04.03.2010 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

34/10, Raj Nagar,

Basti Bawa Khel,

Jalandhar City
 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Jalandhar

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 611 of 2009

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. S.K.Lakha, BPEO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.           Respondent states that sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant vide their letter dated 17.12.2009. Appellant has not pointed out any deficiencies, in the information provided. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information. No further action is required.

3.            Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Adya,

983, Phallan Adan,

Ludhiana 
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue (Pb.)

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 50 of 2010
Present:
(i) Sh. Ramesh Adya, the Complainant

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

Heard
2.          Respondent states that sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant vide their letter dated 04.02.2010. Complainant states that he has not received any information sofar. Respondent is directed to provide another copy of the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. No further action is required.

3.           Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Taran Singh, S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

Green Avenue Street, H. No. B-V-1022,

Near Bus Sand, Malerkotla (Sangrur)
 ……………………………. Appellant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 451 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Pawan Kumar Singla, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.         Respondent states that Appellant has sought information regarding notifications from 01.05.1957 to 31.12.1995. He has not provided any specific details about the documents. In the absence of the details, it is not possible to trace the documents. Appellant is absent. He was absent on the earlier hearings also. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. No further action is required.

3.           Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Mohan Singh,

B-X1-2144, Mohmmad Daiar,

Opp. CMC Hospital, Ludhiana
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 87 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Pardeep Sharma, Medical Officer on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard
2.              Respondent states that copy of the medical certificate was not available in their office, as no duplicate record is maintained. Now the copy has been collected from the O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. Respondent is directed to send the copy of medical certificate to the Complainant by registered post. No further action is required.

3.             Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Rajnish,

329, Urban Estate,

Phase-2,

Jalandhar – 144 022
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Medical, Education & Research, Punjab,

Sector 40, Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 104 of 2010
Present:
(i) Dr. Rajnish, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Dhiraj, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.           Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 09.02.2010. Complainant states that he has not received the information. Another copy of the information is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information.  No further action is required.

3.                Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kewal Kumari,

Retd. Librarian,

Moh. Shah Sultan, Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt. Kapurthala - 144626
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Guru Nanak Khalsa College,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 74 of 2010
Present:
(i) Sh. Baljit Singh, Husband on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Principal on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard
2.         Complainant has authorized her husband Sh. Baljit Singh to appear on her behalf for today’s hearing. Complainant states that some of the documents provided by the Respondent are not attested. Respondent is directed to authenticate the same. Respondent states that documents mentioned in Para No.1(a)(b)(c)(d) are not traceable being very old and due to litigation at various Courts, these documents may be lying some where in the Court. Respondent has sought some more time to trace the record and provide the information as available in the record. 

3.          Adjourned to 15.03.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Saroj Goyal,

H.No. 1529,

Sector-22/B, Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

SKRM, College, Bhagoo Majra,

Kharar, Distt- Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2773 of 2009
ORDER

The judgment in this case was reserved on 02.02.10.
2.
Insofar as the supply of information in the instant case is concerned, it has been provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant. The Complainant, however, prays that the Respondent be penalized and she be compensated for the delay in the supply of information. 

3.
The perusal of the file indicates that the Respondent PIO has been making efforts to provide information. However, due to certain systemic deficiencies in the office of the public authority concerned, there has been delay in serving the request.  The Complainant has had to attend the Commission on four occasions in connection with this complaint.  She is living in Chandigarh. In the facts and circumstances of the case, I am of the view that ends of justice will be met by allowing a compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rs. Two thousand only) to the Complainant. No case for imposing penalty under Section 20 has been made out.  

4.
I, therefore, order that the Respondent Public Authority  shall pay a sum of Rs. 2000/- (Rs. Two thousand only) to the Complainant towards compensation within one week of the receipt of this order. To come up for confirmation of compliance on 15.03.10 (at 11.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

        


                                           (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 11th February, 2010



State Information Commissioner
