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


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

S/o Sh. Mohinder Kumar,

F-1/4A Infront of H.No# 2869,

Patel Colony, Rajpura Town-140401

                                                                             
                        ...………Appellant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Director Health and Family

Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh

FAA:       ….do……



                                                          









         ………...Respondent

AC-658/2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.


On the last date of hearing nobody had appeared on behalf of both the parties and the case was adjourned for today by giving another opportunity to  put their appearance   on the next date of hearing .  Today also nobody has appeared on behalf of both the parties nor has sent any communication. It appears that the parties are not interested to pursue the matter further.  Under these circumstances, no further action can be taken except to dispose of and close the matter for non prosecution.   Ordered accordingly. 
2

Copy of the order be sent to the parties.






















Sd/-


     
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 10.09.2012                                         State Information Commissioner

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


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

Prajapati , Village Mohalla,

Hisar-125042.
                    
 
                                                       








             ……………Appellant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Director, Health and Family,

Welfare, Punjab, Pariwar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh.

(ii) FAA: ….Do




            ………...Respondent

AC- 661/2012

ORDER

Present:  None for the appellant

      Shri Adarsh Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent


On the last date of hearing, nobody had appeared on behalf of the parties and the case was adjourned for today by giving another opportunity to the parties to put their appearance on the next date of hearing

2
Today, during the hearing, representative of the respondent appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide their letter dated 03.09.2012.  A copy of the said letter has also been produced for record of the Commission.  The complainant is not present nor has sent any intimation. It is thus  presumed that he has got the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter further.  As such, no further action is required.

3
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations. 
 4.
Copy  of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-


     
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 10.09.2012                                         State Information Commissioner

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


Shri Daljit Singh s/o 

Sh.Amrik Singh,

V&PO Baddon

Distt: Hoshiarpur-1440

                                         ---------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Bld.;

Mohali

FAA: Principal Secretary Education,

Punjab, Chandigarh                                                              -------------Respondent

AC No.1325 of 2011

ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Daljit Singh, appellant in person.

        
None for the respondent 

On the last date of hearing, Shri Bhagwant Singh, PIO/Assistant Director had appeared and sought adjournment to supply the requisite information to the appellant.  As such, the case was adjourned for today with a direction to the respondent to supply the necessary information to the appellant  before the next date of hearing. 
2
Today, during the hearing, appellant submitted that the information provided to him by the respondent is incomplete and not relevant.  None is present on behalf of the respondent.  

3
The appellant shall point out in writing the deficiency  to the respondent within 10 days from today  and thereafter the respondent shall make up the same  and provide complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing  failing which he will be liable for action under section 20(i) of the RTI Act. PIO (Shri Bhagwant Singh, Assistant Director) shall ensure that the requisite information is provided to the appellant as per his RTI  application at the earliest..  It is also clarified to him that no further adjournment shall be given on any ground.
4.

Adjourned to 18.10.2012 at 11.30 AM for compliance. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-

 Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 10.09.2012                                         State Information Commissioner

                                                        







STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Buta Singh Bairagi, Adv. 

House No.22, First Floor, 

Sector:2-A, Chandigar                                                           …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mukatsar.

                                                                    …………..Respondent

CC No.1081 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None for the complainant
Shri Balwant Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.


In compliance of the  order dated 16.07.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant.  A copy of the same has also been placed on record.  The complainant is absent without any intimation.  Also, nothing contrary has been heard from him.  As such, no further action is required.
2
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations.

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










Sd/-







     
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 10.09.2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



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

S/o Shri Mangal Singh,

R/o Basti High School (Boys),

Chalalabad, Tehsil: Jalalabad,

District: Fazilka.       

                                                         …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Manager Megma Company

Branch, Bathinda. 
                  

                                …………..Respondent

CC No.1070 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -  None for the parties.


On the last date of hearing, respondent was not present but had filed his reply stating that their Company is not a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Act and is thus not bound to provide the information to the complainant under the provisions of section 4 of the Act.  As the complainant was not satisfied with the same, the case was adjourned for today with a direction to the respondent to put his presence on the next date of hearing and explain the matter.  However, the respondent is not present nor has sent any communication.  The complainant is also not present nor has produced any document or material  which may establish that the respondent – organization is a body owned, controlled or substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate Government within the definition of section 2(h) of the RTI Act.  In the absence of such a document, it cannot be said that it is obligatory on the part of the  respondent authority to provide the information to the complainant under RTI Act.  As such, no further action can be taken except to dispose of and close the matter for non jurisdiction. Ordered accordingly. 
2.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     
Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 10.09.2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs.Swaran Kaur, W/o

Shri Lakhbir Singh,

# 24-B, Chand Avenue Fatehgarh

Churian Road Bye-pass,

Amritsar.       

                                                                     …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare,

Sector: 34-A,Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh.


                                            …………..Respondent

CC No.1073 of 201

ORDER

Present: None for the parties.


On the last date of hearing, respondent was directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant by registered post before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.

2
None has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor has sent any intimation in this behalf.  The complainant is also not present nor has sent any intimation. 

3
In the interest of justice one more opportunity is given to the parties to put their presence on the next date of hearing and explain the present position of the case. 

4
Adjourned to 18.10.2012 at 11.30 AM for confirmation.
5

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    
Sd/-
 
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 10.09.2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
(Mob:9914384060).
Sh.Dhiraj Sharma, S/o 

Shri Kharaiti Lal Sharma Baje ke,

Tehsil: Guruharsahai, Distt.

Ferozepur.                                                                                      …………Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

SHO Police Station, Abohar.                                                     …………..Respondent

CC No.1105 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.


On the last date of hearing, no body had appeared on behalf of the parties and the case was adjourned for today giving another opportunity to both the parties to put their presence before the Commission for hearing.  Today also neither the respondent nor the complainant is present.  Also, no intimation has been received from either side in this behalf.  It seems that the parties are not interested to pursue the matter further.  Under these circumstances, no action  can be taken except to dispose of and close the matter for non-prosecution..  Ordered accordingly.
 2

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     
Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 10.09.2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



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

S/o Shri Inder Singh,

R/o Ward No.1, Bhikhi,

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa.

(1052-275375)   
                                                           …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,Sangrur.

                                   …………..Respondent

CC No.1194 of 2012

ORDER
Present: None for the parties


On the last date of hearing, respondent was directed to allow the complainant to visit their office, inspect the relevant record  and to provide him the necessary information.  None has appeared on behalf of the parties.  However, the respondent has sent a letter to the Commission on 31.08.2012 (Diary No. 15105) whereby it has been stated that the complainant has been allowed to inspect the relevant record and provided the necessary information to his satisfaction.  Acknowledgement of the complainant in this behalf has also been enclosed therewith.  In this view of the matter information stands provided to him.  As such, no further action is required. 

2
 Case stands disposed of and is closed accordingly. 

3
Copy  of the order be sent to the parties.










     
Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 10.09.2012                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



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

Multipurpose Health Superviser,

Sub Center Togan,District Mohali.                                                 …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Medical Officer,Mini PHC Palheri

District: Mohali.
                                                       …………..Respondent

CC No.1248 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -Shri Bhupinder Singh, complainant in person.

      None on behalf of the Respondent.


On the last date of hearing, complainant was advised to point out the deficiency in writing to the respondent and the respondent was directed to provide him the complete information before the next date of hearing. 

2
Today, during the course of hearing, complainant submitted that he is not satisfied with the information provided to him by the respondent. He further stated that  no information has been provided to him in regard to point No.2 of his RTI application. Today also,  nobody has appeared on behalf of the respondent.

3
Respondent is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing and explain the delay in providing information to the complainant failing which he may be liable for action under section 20(I) of the RTI Act. 
4
Adjourned to 18.10.2012 at 11.30 AM for compliance. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                  
Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 10.09.2012                                         State Information Commissioner

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


                           Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gurtej Singh 

Near Baba Math, Patti Rolki

Village Tappa, 

Distt: Barnala.                                                                             ……..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (S), Punjab
Punjab School Education Board Building,

Mohali..
                                                                            .. ….Respondent

CC-3498/2011

ORDER

Present: -Shri Sarvinder Goel for the complainant. Shri Baljit Singh,Senior 
   
       Assistant and Sh.Varinder Singh, Clerk  on behalf of the respondent.


In compliance of the order dated 25.07.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and produced before the Commission a letter dated 07.09.2012 addressed to the complainant  wherein it is stated that the information collected from different DEOs is being sent to him. On the other hand, representative of the complainant contended that the information provided by the respondent is incomplete.  Respondent submitted that whatever information has been collected from the various DEOs has been provided to the complainant and that no further information exist in their record.  He also gave an assurance to the Commission that an Affidavit in this behalf shall be filed and copy of the same will be  sent to the complainant  in due course.
2
In view of the above, case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations. 

5.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








                   
Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)

Dated: 10.09.2012                                         State Information Commissioner

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

           SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Darshan Singh Longia,

S/o Shri Bachan Singh,

169, Sector: 70,

SAS Nagar.







 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Housing & Urban Development

(Housing Branch-II), Punjab, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.





                                                              -------Respondent

CC No.2778 of 2011

ORDER




(Order reserved on 26.03.2012)

Present: Complainant in person 


        Shri Harbans Lal, Sr. Assistant  for the respondent


The grievance of the complainant in the instant case is that he  had filed his RTI application  before the PIO/Departemnt of Housing & Urban Development, Mini Secretariat Sector 9, Chandigarh on 29.08.2011 seeking information on 3 points regarding  attested photo copies of certain documents and about the action taken on his representation dated 11.07.2011 etc.. On not having received the information within the specified period he filed this complainant before the Commission on 15.09.2011 with the grievance that he has suffered harassment at the hands of the respondent for the delay in providing him the information. 

2
Case was initially heard on 19.12.2011 when it was adjourned to 09.02.2012 giving another opportunity to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant regarding point No.1.  On 09.02.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and provided to the complainant the requisite information. but the complainant was not satisfied with the same..  He demanded that  action be taken against the officials  of the department who were responsible for the delay in providing him the information.  The case was again adjourned to 26.03.2012 with a direction to the PIO  to file his written reply before the Commission with regard to delay in providing the information.  In compliance thereof,  representative of the PIO  appeared on 26.03.2012 and  submitted  written reply on behalf of the PIO. 







-2-

3
Both the parties were heard at length and the documents on record were also perused..  The reply filed by the PIO in regard to delay in providing the information to the complainant has also been gone through thoroughly.  In his reply filed on 26.03.12, PIO has, inter-alia  stated that the complainant had sought a copy of the file containing noting and correspondence portion  of the Administrative Department in regard to his complaint/representation dated 11.07.2011 and that the same was duly supplied to him vide their letter of even number and dated 13.09.2011 after seeking  comments from the Chief Administrator, PUDA   As regards the information about his application dated 08.07.2011,10..11.2010, 17.01,2011 and 12.08,2011,  it has been stated that no such applications were received in their record.   After having gone through the reply filed by the PIO, it has been observed that requisite information  stands provided to the complainant by the respondent  and there was no malafide intention on his part to delay the information   As regards his grievance about taking action against the officials of the respondent-department , he may approach the appropriate authority for redressal of such grievance.  As such, no further action is required.

4
In view of the above, the case is disposed of and is closed  

5
Pronounced in the open court










Sd/-

Chandigarh


           


 (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated
 : 10.09.2012                                        State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajinder singh

7-B, Majithia Enclave,

Patiala -147005.                                                                   …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, SCs/BCs Development 

Department, Punjab

SCO: 128-129 Sector -34 A 

Chandigarh.
                                                                                …………..Respondent

CC No.1243 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Rajinder Singh, complainant in person. 

Shri Karamjit Singh Brar, APIO-cum-Supdt and Shri Sukhdev 
Singh Computer Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.


In the present case, by an RTI application, complainant had sought information regarding the status of payment of scholarship to  the two students – Arshdeep Singh and Gurmannat Singh and also reply given to the District Welfare Officer, Patiala.
2
After having received no information from the respondent,  he  filed complainant in the Commission on 04.05.2012 and the case was heard on 25.07.2012.  Respondent placed a copy of information vide which it has been stated that scholarship of 172 students  of the amount of  Rs.12,62,150 had already been sent vide their letter  No. 1463 dated 28.05.2012 by Speed Post.  Regarding scholarship of  the two students – Arshdeep Singh and Gurmannat Singh, data of year 2009-2010 had been checked and names of these two students did not exist in the list.  No scholarship  could  be given to them for the session 2009-2010 but they  can  apply for the same  in  the session 2012-2013. 





-2-

3

I have gone through the record and  also the RTI application of the applicant. The complainant in his application had explained in detail that he visited the respondent office many times  and the said office  assured him  that payment will  be made in due course  of time but the officials denied him to make the  payment because of which he  has to face hardship, harassment.   He was also aggrieved in regard to the attitude of the concerned department as to  why they have not acted timely and why he will have to  apply again.  It  is the responsibility of the concerned department to act diligently.
4
In the light of the above circumstances I am of the  view that information, as per record,  had been supplied to the complainant. If he has any issue regarding functioning of the officials of the department, for this,  he can take this issue with the higher authorities.

5
With these observations, the case is disposed of.








Sd/-

Chandigarh


           

        (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                Dated
 : 10.09.2012                                        State Information Commissioner.

