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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Mangal Singh,

S/o Sh. Kandhara Singh,

Vill & P.O: Bhangala,

Tehsil: Patti, 

Distt. Tarn Taran. 





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o President, 

Gurdwara Baba Sunder Singh 

Prabandhak Committee,

Vill. Bhangala, Tehsil: Patti, 

Distt. Tarn Taran. 





…..…… Respondent


           
  CC – 107 of 2010






         ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.
1.

The case relates to seeking financial details.  Initial request was sent on 23.10.2009 and on not getting a response, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 09.01.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present.  A FAX letter dated 15.2.2010 has been received from the Respondent stating that the information will be provided within fifteen days.  The Respondent is directed to provide information to the Complainant by 25.02.2010 and confirm.

3.

To come up on 25.02.2010 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

Advocate, H. No. 2123,

Sector 27 – C, Chandigarh.





…… Complainant





          
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Principal Secy. to Govt., Punjab,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice (Jails Br.),

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.




…… Respondent

                   CC – 2775 of 2009

      

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, Complainant in person.

Sh. Surjit Singh, Superintendent, Jails Br. and Smt. Babaljit Kaur, Senior Assistant, Jails Br., Deptt. of  Home Affairs & Justice, Pb., Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 27.01.2010, the PIO Respondent Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Under Secretary (Home), Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Pb. was directed to be personally present along with the documents as had been demanded by the Complainant.  He was also to make a written submission explaining reasons for the denial of each of the documents/files demanded by the Complainant.  This submission was to include response to the justification  of requirement of documents in public interest submitted by the Complainant vide his letter dated 18.01.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the PIO is not present inspite of orders issued on 7.1.2010 and 27.1.2010.  He has also not made any written submission explaining reasons for denial of each of the documents/files demanded by the Complainant. 
3. 

 Response of Sh. Harbans Singh has been received and is taken on record.

3.

In view of the foregoing :-

(a) Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, PIO – cum – Under Secretary (Home), Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Pb., will submit an affidavit explaining reasons for not making submission to the Commission as had been directed and for his continuous absence from the proceedings on 27.01.2010 and 16.02.2010.  This affidavit will be submitted by 25.02.2010.
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(b)   PIO is, once again, directed to submit his response as had been 

       directed  on 07.01.2010 and 27.01.2010.
(c)  He will also justify through a separate affidavit by 25.02.2010    as to why disciplinary action not be recommended to be initiated against him under the service rules applicable as per Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act, 2005 for persistently delaying response/furnishing of information and for non-implementation of orders of the Commission.

(d)  Copies of affidavits will be endorsed to the Complainant.
(e) In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity 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.  
(f) On the next date of hearing, the Respondent PIO will be personally            


     present.
5.  

The Complainant requests that penalty be imposed on the Respondent  under Section 20 (1) of the RTI ACT, 2005 for the delay in providing information and he be compensated for the detriment being suffered.

6.

The case will come up on 04.03.2010 at 2.00 PM wherein the PIO will be personally present along with copies of the submissions as has been ordered on 27.01.2010.

7.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties; Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Chandigarh for taking cognizance of this case and Sh.A.R.Talwar, IAS, Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb., Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Pb., Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

Advocate, H. No. 2123,

Sector 27 – C, Chandigarh.





…… Complainant





          
 Vs

(i)  Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Principal Secy. to Govt., Punjab,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice (Jails Br.),

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

(ii)  Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director General of Police (Prisons),

Inspector General of Prisons, Pb.,
SCO No. 8 – 9, Sector 17 – A, Chandigarh.


…… Respondents

                   CC – 2779 of 2009

      

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, Complainant in person.

Sh. Surjit Singh, Superintendent, Jails Br., Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice; Smt. Babaljit Kaur, Senior Assistant, Jails Br., Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice, Pb.; Sh. D.K.Sidhu, AIG (Prisons) – cum – APIO, O/o DGP (Prisons) and Sh. Amar Singh, Senior Assistant, O/o DGP (Prisons), Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 02.02.2010, the Respondent PIOs of Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Pb. and D.G.P. (Prisons) were directed to be personally present along with their responses to the observations submitted by the Complainant through his letter dated 18.01.2010 and through his interim response dated 21.12.2009.  The written responses were to be sent by 10.02.2010 with a copy to the Complainant.

2.

During the proceedings today, none of the PIOs is present.  Further, no written response has been submitted by the Respondents in this case.

3.

In view of the foregoing :-

(a)  Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, PIO, O/o Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Pb., Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh and Sh. Jagjit Singh, PIO, O/o DGP (Prisons), Pb., Chandigarh will submit affidavit explaining reasons for not making submissions to the Commission as had been directed  on 02.02.2010.  These affidavits will be submitted by 25.02.2010. 
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(b)  Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, PIO – cum – Under Secretary (Home),            Department  of Home Affairs and Justice, Pb., Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh and Sh. Jagjit Singh, PIO – cum – DIG (Prisons) O/o DGP (Prisons), Pb., SCO No. 8 – 9, Sector 17 – A, Chandigarh. will submit affidavits explaining reasons for their absence from the proceedings today.
(c)  They will justify as to why disciplinary action not be recommended to be initiated against them under the service rules applicable as per Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act, 2005 for persistently delaying response/furnishing information and for non-implementation of orders of the Commission 
(d)  Copies of affidavits will be endorsed to the Complainant.

(e)  In addition to the written reply, the PIOs are also hereby given an opportunity for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  They may take note that in case they do not file their written replies and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte.  
(f) On the next date of hearing, the Respondent PIOs will be personally present.

4.

The case will come up on 04.03.2010 at 2.00 PM wherein both the PIOs will be personally present.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties; Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Chandigarh for taking cognizance of this case and Sh.A.R.Talwar, IAS, Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb., Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Pb., Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs. Maninder Grewal,

313, Sector-71,

Mohali- 160071.





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Managing Director,

Grecian Hospital,

Sector - 69, Mohali. 





…..…… Respondent


    
      CC – 60 of 2010


                         
ORDER

Present:
Wg Cdr R.S.Grewal husband of Smt. Maninder Grewal, Complainant.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking information of a patient admitted to the Respondent hospital on 2.12.2009 and for having been denied this information, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 7.1.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent is not present.  The Complainant present states that the Respondent is a Public Authority under the provisions of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act since PUDA has allotted 3.10 acres of land to the Respondent on concessional  rates.  Thus, the Respondent is being funded indirectly by the State.  To support his contention, the Complainant submits a copy of PUDA’s letter No. 7352 dated 1.4.2005.

3.

In view of the foregoing, a notice be issued to the Respondent to make a written submission regarding the status of Respondent in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005.

4.

To come up on 4.3.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Dr.P.P.S.Coonar, Registrar, Punjab Medical Council, SCO No. 25, Phase – 1, Mohali for taking cognizance of this case and for ensuring presence of the Respondent on the next date of hearing.  Copy be also sent to the Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb., Department of Health & Family Welfare, Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal,

Jiwan Niwas, Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur  City – 152 002.




.……… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Industrial Tribunal – cum -

Labour Court, Bathinda.                                                      ….…… Respondent




CC – 26 of 2010

                                          ORDER

Present:   
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Nazar Singh, Reader, Industrial Tribunal – cum – Labour Court, Bathinda.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 2.2.2010, the PIO Respondent had been directed to provide the requisite information.  He was to be personally present for the proceedings today.  He was directed to make a written submission dated 12.2.2010 explaining reasons for refusal to accept the speed post letter addressed/sent by the Complainant on 9.12.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent states  that :-

(a) No PIO has been appointed.  He makes a written submission from Sh. J.S.Khushdil, Addl. Distt. & Sessions Judge, Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal, Bathinda vide letter No. 131 dated 8.2.2010 which is taken on record.
(b) The Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent vide letter No. 133 dated 8.2.2010.

(c) In response, the Complainant submits that he has been informed status of his application No. 198/91 up to 30.01.1994 and not thereafter.  He further states that vide Memo. No. 25/12/2008/318 dated 8.2.2010, Sh. J.S.Khushdil, Addl. Distt. & Sessions Judge has been directed to deal with this case.  He also makes a written submission vide letter dated 9.2.2010 addressed to the Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal – cum – Labour Court with a copy to the Commission.

 








Contd….page….2





- 2 -

3.  

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent is directed :-

(a) Provide response to the observations submitted by the   Complainant         vide his letter dated 9.2.2010, handed over to the Respondent during proceedings today, by 25.2.2010.

(b)  This case will be placed before Sh. P. Ram, IAS, Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Deptt. of Labour & Employment, for taking necessary cognizance.  It is brought to his notice that the Respondent has not appointed a PIO resulting in problems to the information seekers.

(c)   The Complainant is free to submit his observations, if any, on the next date of hearing.

4.

This case will come up on 02.03.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Dev Raj, 

Assistant Engineer, 

Agriculture  Department, Pb.,

Hoshiarpur. 






…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Financial Commissioner (Dev.), 

Deptt. of Agriculture, Pb., 

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh. 



…..…… Respondent


    
     CC – 69 of 2010


 



ORDER

Present:   
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Counsel for Sh. Dev. Raj, Complainant.

Sh. Pritpal Singh, APIO – cum - Chief Inspector, Fertilizer, Agriculture Department, Pb., Chandigarh; Sh. D.P.Mangla, Superintendent, Agriculture Department, Pb., Chandigarh and Sh.Gurdip Singh, Sr. Assistant, Estt. – 1 Br., O/o Director of Agriculture, Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to a service matter.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 18.8.2009.  On not getting a proper response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 18.12.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that information pertaining to Item No. 1 had been provided earlier and information pertaining to Item No. 2 is provided in my presence.  Information with regarding to Item No. 3, that is, reasons for deferment of the D.P.C. scheduled for 30.7.2009 is deficient.  The Respondent agrees to provide the requisite information by 22.2.2010.

3.

This case will come up on 24.02.2010 at 11.00 A.M. 

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Harjinder Singh S/o

Sh. Puran Singh R/o  Saedo Majra,

Navin Abadi, Block Khera, 

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Khera, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



…..…… Respondent


                 CC – 90 of 2010


 
 


ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant.
 

Sh. Rajbans Singh, Supdt. – cum – APIO, O/o BDPO, Khera.

1.

The Respondent present states that this case is identical to CC – 3932/ 2009 disposed of on 14.01.2010.  He makes a written submission vide letter No. 20 dated 15.02.2010 wherein the Complainant has confirmed that he has received the requisite information.  The case is, therefore,  disposed of and closed.

2.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.B. Malhotra, 

Kothi No.569, Phase-2,

Mohali.  






…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Director,

 Information & Public Relations Deptt., Pb.,

5th Floor, Room No.9, Pb. Civil Sectt., 

Chandigarh.  






…..…… Respondent


 
    CC – 113 of 2010


 



ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Chaman Lal, Supdt., Estt. Br., O/o Director, Information & Public Relations, Pb., Chandigarh; Sh. P.S.Kalra, PIO – cum – Deputy Director (Field), Information & Public Relations Department, Pb., Chandigarh and Sh. Gulzara Ram, Supdt., RTI Br., O/o Director, Information & Public Relations, Pb., Chandigarh. 

1.

The case relates to a service matter and has relation to AC – 460 of 2008 which was disposed of on 26.3.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Complainant is not present.  The Respondent present states that he had not received the request for information from the Complainant.  Based on the notice issued by the Commission, he had sent information vide letter No. 76 dated 15.02.2010 to the Complainant which he had refused to accept.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent is directed to send the requisite information by registered post free of cost to the Complainant.  The case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Deepak Bansal, 

S/o Sh. Vinod Kumar, 

R/o 2555, Phase-I, 

Dugri, Urban Estate, 

Ludhiana. 






…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o PUNGRAIN AGENCY, 

M.C. Building, 

Zone-D, Sarabha Nagar, 

Ludhiana. 






…..…… Respondent


                CC – 58 of 2010


 



ORDER

Present:   
Sh. Deepak Bansal, Complainant in person.
 

None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking details of purchases during the period 2009 – 10.  Initial request was sent on 27.11.2009.  On not getting a response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 04.01.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Complainant states that he has received no information.  The Respondent PIO is directed to provide the requisite information by 25.02.2010 with a copy to the Commission.

3.

To come up on 02.03.2010 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kulwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

Vill. Shergarh, Tehsil: Patran, 

Distt. Patiala. 





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Patran, Distt. Patiala (Pb.). 




…..…… Respondent


    
    CC – 117 of 2010






ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.

1.

Since none on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent is present, one more opportunity is given to the Complainant to progress his case.

2.

To come up on 26.02.2010 at 11.00 A.M.

3.

Copies  be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sardar Singh,

H.No.826, Street No.8,

Nanak Nagar,

Near New Sabzi Mandi,

Ludhiana (Pb.). 





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana (Pb.).  





…..…… Respondent



CC – 118 of 2010


 
 

       ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.

1.

Since none on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent is present, one more opportunity is given to the Complainant to progress his case.

2.

To come up on 26.02.2010 at 11.00 A.M.

3.

Copies  be  sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 16.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

