
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

             SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Ms.Paramjit Kaur d/o Sh.Bhag Singh

N-8, Nursing Colony, Rajindra Hospital,

Patiala










--------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Rajindra Hospital,

Patiala

  
                                


                               -------Respondent

CC No.158 of 2012

ORDER

Present:  None for the parties.


On the last date of hearing none had appeared on behalf of the respondent and the case was adjourned for today giving one more opportunity to him to file his reply.   Today also, nobody appeared on behalf of the respondent nor sent any communication in this behalf.  The complainant is also not present to clarify the present position of the case.  In the absence of any communication or objection raised by the complainant about non receipt of the information. It may not be proper to imagine that the information has not been provided to him by the respondent. The matter cannot be prolonged for an indefinite period  Under these circumstances,  the Commission has no option but to presume that the complainant is not interested to pursue the matter further.   

2
For the reasons explained above, the case is disposed of and is closed as such.   









Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Harbhagwan Dass, Advocate,

Civil Courts, Nabha, Tehsil: Nabha,

District: Patiala.   
                 
  
                   

                             ………….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director SCERT, Punjab,

SCO No.95-97/17-D, Chandigarh.
                                                                                                         ………..Respondent

CC No.3835 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
None for the complainant


           Shri Jagtar Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent



In compliance of the order dated 09.04.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant  on 03.05.2012 by registered post.  A proof of registry has also been produced which has been taken on record.  Complainant is not present nor was present on the last date of hearing.  Also, nothing contrary has been heard from him.  It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied with the same.  As such, no further action is required.
2
Case stands disposed of and is closed as such










Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ratan Chand

House No. 304, Gali No. 17,

Ward No. 8. Krishna Colony,

Dasuya, Distt. Hoshiarpur.  
                                                                                 ………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(SE), Punjab

Chandigarh. 

FAA: Secretary, School Education, Punjab

Chandigarh.

                    
                                                                  …………..Respondent

CC No.132 of 2011 & AC-86 of 2012
ORDER

Present:  
 Sh. Ratan Chand, Appellant in person. 


   
 Shri Bimal Dev, Supdt  and Shri Ratan Singh, Senior Assistant .on behalf 

 of the respondent


In compliance of the orders dated 11.04.201 and 12.04.2012 passed in the aforesaid cases, representatives of the respondent appeared and submitted that part of the information has been supplied to the complainant and that the remaining information will be provided to him as soon as the same received from the authorities concerned.  However, the grievance of the complainant was that he was the senior most but his name has not been included in the seniority list.  It has been clarified to him that for redressal of his grievance, he may approach the competent authority.  So far as the information is concerned, the same stands provided to him.  As such, no further action is required.
2
Both the cases stand disposed of and are closed as such.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ratan Chand

House No. 304, Gali No. 17,

Ward No. 8. Krishna Colony,

Dasuya, Distt. Hoshiarpur 
                                                                                   …………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Circle Education Officer,

Jalandhar.    

                                                                                        …………..Respondent

CC No.131 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Rattan Chand, Complainant in person


Shri Kamaljit Singh, Supdt on behalf of Respondent.


In compliance of the order dated 12.04.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant as per their record.  As regards delay in supply of the information, the respondent has explained the matter in detail.  As such, no further action is required.

2
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

             SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Jaswinder Singh Randhawa

Patti Randhawa, M.K.Road, Longowal

Distt: Sangrur










--------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Executive Engineer,

Sub Division, Longowal,

Punjab State Power Corp. (Distt: Sangrur)

  
                                


                                 -------Respondent

CC No.155 of 2012

ORDER

Present:  None for the parties

On the last date of hearing, complainant was asked to visit the office of the respondent and inspect the relevant record when he will be provided the requisite  information by the respondent, and the case was adjourned for today for confirmation. However, none has appeared on behalf of the complainant nor has sent any communication in this behalf  Also, nobody has appeared on behalf of the respondent to clarify the position.  Under these circumstances,  Commission has no option but to presume that the complainant is satisfied with the information provided to him and he does not want to pursue the matter further  

2
In view of the facts and circumstances explained above, the case is disposed of and is closed as such.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
         SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH


                             Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. C.L.Pawar

Kothi No. 599, Phase-II

Mohali (Punjab).   
                                                                                        ………….Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

SAS Nagar, Mohali. 
                                                                                 …………..Respondent
AC-72/2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Virendar Madan, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 


In compliance of the order dated 12.04.2012, representative of the respondent submitted that the information in regard to point No.9 has been supplied to the appellant by registered post.  A copy of the information provided to the appellant has also been placed on record of the Commission.  Appellant is not present.  Also, no objection has been raised on his behalf in regard to the information provided to him.  As such, no further action is required.
2
As the requisite information stands provided to the appellant, case is disposed of and is closed as such.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mrs.Harinderjit Kaur (Staff Nurse)

Vill: Gannapind, PO:Haripur,

Tehsil: Phillaur,

Distt. Jalandhar-144 410.

                            


                                          --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Health and F/W,

Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.  

                         

                      
                       -------Respondent






CC No.2286 of 2011






ORDER

Present: Shri Dalbir Singh on behalf of the complainant


    Dr.Davinder Bimbra  on behalf of the respondent


In compliance of the order dated 09.04.2012, Dr.Bimbra, PIO/SMO, Phillaur appeared and stated that the requisite information has been procured from the A.G., Punjab, Chandigarh, copy of which was produced before the Commission.  A copy of the same has also been provided  to the complainant today in the court.  A perusal of the information provided by the A.G.Punjab shows that copies of STR-17 for the year 2008-09 as available in the pay bills of SMO, Civil Hospital, Phillaur have been provided and as  regards the information pertaining the period 2003-04 and 2004-05,  the relevant record  is  stated to have been destroyed.  The contention raised by the complainant is that such information must be available with the Provident Fund Commissioner who may be approached by the PIO in this behalf. 
2
After hearing the submissions made by the parties and going through the documents on record, it has transpired that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant.  As such, no further action is required.

3
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Shri Shalinder Singh s/o Sh. Tarsem Lal

Village: Pannumajra, P.O. Saloh,

Nawashehar






 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Saheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,


                                                                            -------Respondent

,

CC No.2949  of 2011

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person


  Shri Ravinder Kumar, Jr.Asstt.  on behalf of the respondent


In compliance of the direction of the Commission dated 04.04.2012, representative of the PIO appeared and submitted that the process is going on to procure the information from the concerned authorities.  He gave assurance to the Commission that as soon as the information is procured, the same shall be provided to the complainant under  intimation to the Commission. The complainant raised no objection to the same.
2
In view of the assurance given by the respondent that the requisite information will be provided to the complainant in due course, case is disposed of and is closed as such.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Daljit Kaur 

C/o Sh. Harjit Singh,

# 3547, Basti Shekh Road

Model House, Jalandhar. 
                                                                                    ………….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO (SE),

Jalandhar.  
                                                                                       ………..Respondent

CC No.89 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Amandeep Singh on behalf of the Complainant.



Ms. Neelm Kumari, PIO on behalf of the respondent

In compliance of the order dated 09.04.2012, PIO appeared and explained about the delay in providing the information to the complainant. She further stated that some of the information has been provided to the complainant and the remaining is in process.  She gave assurance to the Commission that the remaining information will be provided to the complainant  in due course. 

2
The PIO is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant as early as possible and intimate her about the position of her medical claim from time to time.  In case the complainant does not get the requisite information from the respondent within a reasonable time, she will be at liberty to approach the Commission in this behalf.
3
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jasvir Singh,

S/o Shri Atma Singh,

# 352/15, New Aatam Nagar,

Jagraon, District: Ludhiana. 

                                                                                         --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (SE), Punjab,

SCO No.95-97/17-D,Chandigarh.

                                                                                           -------Respondent

CC No.85 of 2012

ORDER

Present: None for the complainant


   Shri Parminder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.


In compliance of the order dated 09.04.2012, respondent has endorsed a copy of letter dated 8.5.2012 whereby some of the information collected from different schools has been supplied to the complainant.  It has also been stated that the remaining information  to be provided as soon as it was received from the other schools.  A Fax  message has also been received from the complainant that he has received the information  about 19/40 schools.  
2
In view of the above, the case is disposed of and is closed 










Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms.Sanyukta Kumari,

81-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana-141 001.
                                                                                            --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Education(S),

Govt. of Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

Sector:9, Chandigarh.  
                                                                                             -------Respondent

CC No.49 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
Prof.R.L.Aggarwal on behalf of the Complainant.



None for the respondent

On the last date of hearing, representative appearing on behalf of the respondent had submitted that the  information in regard to Para 2 has supplied to the complainant and  in regard to para 1,3 and 4, the information is in the custody of  Education-II Branch which is in the charge of   Shri Mohinder Singh, Superintendent.  Accordingly, the concerned PIO/respondent was directed to provide the remaining information to the complainant by registered post  within 10 days under intimation to the Commission.  However, the complainant submitted that the information has not been provided to her so far.  None has appeared on his behalf nor has sent any communication  in this regard.
2
 The concerned PIO/ Education-II Branch is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing and explain why action be not taken against him under section 20(I) of the RTI Act for failure to provide the requisite information to the complainant with the specified period. 
3
Adjourned to 28.05.2012 at 2.00 PM for compliance.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.


Copy of this order is sent to the PIO/Education-II Branch, O/O Principal Secretary Education (S), Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh for compliance
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
               SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH


                              Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Ashok Kumar,

S/o Sadhu Singh,

V& PO Badesron

Tehsil Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur
                                          .                                                    ………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Punjab,

SCO: 95-97/17-D, Chandigarh.  
                                                                                                     ………..Respondent

                                                            CC No.90 of 2012
ORDER

Present: -
Shri Ashok Kumar, Complainant in person.


             None for the respondent

This case was heard on 09.04.2012 when the representative of the respondent failed to give satisfactory reply and a direction was given  to the respondent to file reply  in writing with respect to the RTI application.   However, none is present on behalf of the respondent nor has filed any reply.  Such an attitude on the part of the respondent is not appreciated and tantamount to disobedience of the order of the Commission 
2
PIO is directed to show cause in writing  why action be not taken against him/her under section 20(I) of the RTI Act for failure to supply the information within the prescribed  time period  and why complainant  be not compensated under section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act.  
3
Adjourned to 28.05.2012 at 2.00 PM for compliance.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Kuldip Kaur,D/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh
Back Side Gurdwara Bhai Jagata Ji,

Gali No. 1, House No., 164, Ward No. 10,

Malout, Distt. Shri Muktasar Sahib. 
                                                                              ………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(SE), Punjab,,SCO No.95-97/17-D, 

Chandigarh.      
                                                                                …………..Respondent

CC No.125 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
Ms. Kuldeep Kaur, Complainant in person.



Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant and Ms. Rakesh, Clerk  on behalf 
  

of Respondent.


On the last date of hearing, respondent present had submitted that the relevant record is in the custody of Chairman-cum-Director  SCERT  Mrs. Neelam Bhagat.  Accordingly, she was directed to be present in person in the court  alongwith the record.  Today, during the hearing, representative from the Directorate SCERT produced a letter seeking some more time to supply the information on the ground that the relevant record has to be collected from C’Dack., Mohali and the APIO of respondent office is on leave from 9.5.2012 to 11.05.2012. The respondent  gave a misleading statement that the record is  with C’Dack.  On the other hand, the complainant contended that she has to travel all the way from Malaut to Chandigarh to attend the hearings  and has to incur expenditure of Rs.2000/- per trip besides unnecessary harassment at the hands of the respondent.  
2
After hearing the parties and perusing the documents on record, it has been observed that the respondent has not complied with the order and has mislead the Commission.  Order regarding producing of the record  was  passed on 12.04.2012 







-2-

and sufficient time was provided  to the respondent for keeping the information ready to be supplied to the complainant, and the  APIO has gone on leave  only just one

day before the hearing.   This amounts to intentionally withholding the information.  PIO is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him/her under section 20(I) of the RTI Act for the delay in providing the information to the complainant and why  the complainant be not compensated under section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act for the detriment  and financial loss caused to her on this count..

3
Adjourned to 28.05.2012 at 2.00 PM for compliance 










Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.


Copy to Ms.Neelam Bhagat, Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, SCO 66-67, Sector 17, Chandigarh for necessary action.
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
         SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH


                             Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Rajbir Kaur,

C/o Amandeep Singh, Advocate, 

H.M.26, Sector 59, Mohali.
                                                                                     ……….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(E),Amritsar 

First Appellate Authority

DPI (E), Punjab,

SCO:31-34/17-E, Chandigarh.
                                                                                ……………..Respondent

AC-75/2012

ORDER

Present: -
None for the parties. 

On the last date of hearing, case was adjourned for today for confirmation about the information provided to her by the respondent. Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present.  Also, no objection has been raised on behalf of the appellant in regard to the information provided to him by the respondent.  It is presumed that the appellant has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same.  As such, no further action is required;
2
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
               SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH


                              Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Sudarshan Kumari

D/o Sh. Padam Singh

Lane-5, Abrol Nagar

Distt. Pathankot (Punjab).
                                                                                …………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary School Education,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

Sector: 9, Chandigarh. 
                   
                                                          …………..Respondent

CC-53/2012

ORDER

Present: -
Smt. Sudarshan Kumari, Complainant in person.

Shri Subhash Chawla, Supdt for the Respondent.

              In compliance of the order dated 09.04.2012, representative of the

Respondent appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been

provided to the complainant as per record.  However, grievance of the

complainant is that shehas not been promoted.  It has  been clarified to her that

she may approach the competent authority for redressal of her grievance in this

behalf.
 2       Information stands provided to the complainant as per record.  As such, no

further action is required. 
3
 Case stands disposed of and is closed as such.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

S/o Sh.Nachattar Singh

V&PO: Khemuana,

District: Bathinda-151201
                       .

 
                                           --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Director Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Chandigarh.

(ii) Director Research and Medical

Education, Punjab,SCO No.87,

Sector:40-C,Near Delhi Public School,

  Chandigarh.
                                                                                             -------Respondent

CC No.2986 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.


On the last date of hearing, none had appeared on behalf of the parties and the case was adjourned with a direction to the PIO  to provide the necessary information to the complainant before the next date of hearing and that in case he does not submit his reply to the show cause notice in wiring and also does not avail opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, the Commission shall go ahead and decide the case on merits ex-parte.  However, nobody has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor has sent any communication.  The complainant is also not present nor has sent any communication in this behalf.   In the absence of any objection or  written reply  on his behalf about non receipt of the information,  it may not be advisable to imagine that the information has not been provided to him by the respondent.  Under these circumstances, Commission has no option but to close the case being received no intimation from the complainant on the 3 consecutive dates of hearing. 
2
In view of the facts and circumstances explained above, the case is disposed of and is closed as such.











Sd/-

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

             SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Shri Jaspal Khokhar s/o Sh.Hem Raj

Ward No.9, Near Dhall School, 

Mansa-151 505 (Punjab)










--------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab

Chandigarh

  
                                


                               -------Respondent

CC No.170 of 2012

ORDER

Present:  None for the complainant


       Sh.Jatinder Dhawan, Sr.Asstt. on behalf of the respondent


In compliance of the order dated 11.04.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and submitted that part of  the information running into 58 pages has been provided to the complainant on 3.05.2012 by registered post.  He further produced before the Commission the remaining information running into 11 pages  to be provided to the complainant.  However, the complainant is not present.  He was also not present on the last date of hearing.  PIO is directed to send the said information to the complainant by registered post, under intimation to the Commission.  
2
In view of the above, no further action is required.  Case stands disposed of and is closed as such.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

             SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Varun

R/o H.No.124, St.No.31, Green Avenue,

Bibi Wala Chowk, Bathinda.                                                            --------Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab

Chandigarh.

FAA   -do-   
                                


                          -------Respondent

AC No.85 of 2012

ORDER

Present:  Appellant in person. 


    Ms. Gurnam Kaur, Sr.Asstt. and Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Sr.Asstt. for the 
   
    respondent


In compliance of the order dated 11.04.2012, representatives of the respondent appeared and produced before the Commission a copy of  letter dated 9.05.2012 whereby the remaining information has been provided to the appellant.   On the other hand, the appellant contended that the information has been delayed and it has not been supplied to him within the prescribed period.  Respondent explained the delay in providing the information.
2
After hearing both the parties and perusing the documents on record, the Commission came to the conclusion that as per record, the information has been provided to the appellant.  As such, no further action is required.

3
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                    Dated: 09.05.2012                                       State Information Commissioner.

