   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Shri Munshi Singh,

Vill: Harigarh,PO: Rai Purana,

Tehsil: Sunam, Distt. Sangrur

                                 .                                                                       --------Complainant

                                             Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Rajindra Hospital, Patiala. 

                                                                                                        -- -------Respondent

CC No.2358 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -  
Sh. Mangewal Singh, complainant in person.



Dr.Varinder Verma, PIO for the respondent

In compliance of the order dated 26.03.2012, PIO appeared and produced before the Commission the requisite information to be provided to the complainant.  The same has been handed over to the complainant who have gone through the same and is satisfied with the information provided to him.  The amount of compensation awarded to the complainant vide order dated 27.02.2012 has  also been paid to the complainant today in the court.  As regards the delay in providing the information to the complainant and penalty imposed on the PIO in this behalf, a detailed reply has been filed by the PIO today in the court.  

2
In his reply, PIO has requested for condonation of delay in providing the information to the complainant and waiving off  the penalty imposed upon him. In his reply he has  submitted as under:


“I, Dr.Virender Verma, PIO Rajindra Hospital, Patiala humbly submit 


                         before your good self that since last one year, I am working as PIO,    
          
              Rajindra Hospital, 
Patiala.  I have never disobeyed and never shirked 
   
              from my duty regarding my  efforts to trace the above said 
    
              
               record, I have left no stone unturned . 
i)  
 I wrote a letter to the Head of the Department, Forensic department          
which replied that the post-mortem was conducted by Dr.Deepak Walia 
and the report is in the custody of Dr.Walia.
ii) Then I approached Dr.Deepak Walia and wrote a letter to him.  He replied that after vigilance raid he was terminated from services by the Punjab govt. and all the record is lying with Vigilance Department, Punjab and it has become the property of the Vigilance Department;






-2-

iii) Then I approached the Police Station Kohrian and Police station Dirba where the FIR was lodged in the above said case.  The Insopector Incharge said that we have destroyed the record because it is 20 year old and advised me to approach the concerned court at Sangrur.

iv) Then I approached and applied in the Hon’ble court of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Sangrur from where after tiresome efforts I have procured the above said record which I am submitting before your good self today.


In view of the above circumstances and my sincere efforts to trace the 
record, I humbly request to your goodself to kindly foregive me and 
penalty of Rs.25,000/- imposed on me be waived off.. I shall be highly 
grateful to you.”
3
After hearing the submissions made by the parties and   going through the reply filed by the PIO,  it has been observed that the information has been provided to the complainant and the  amount of compensation awarded to the complainant has  been paid to him. According to the PIO, the information asked for by the complainant was 20 years old and the record was in the custody of different authorities.  The information was collected with sincere efforts and there was no intentional delay on his part.   Even if it is so,  diligent efforts should have been made earlier so that the information could have been provided to the complainant without any delay. However, keeping in view of the fact that the information was as old as 20 years back and the relevant record was stated to be in the custody of different authorities, the request made by the PIO for condonation of delay in providing the information and waiving off the penalty appears to be genuine.  Accordingly, the order imposing penalty upon the PIO is  modified  to that extent.. However,  PIO  is warned to be careful in future in dealing with the RTI applications  promptly and providing the information to the complainants within the specified period.
4
In view of the position explained above, the case is disposed of and is closed with the above observations










Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner.

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Sital Singh

Vil. Marauli Khurd, P.O. Morinda

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib, Distt: Rupar.










--------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh.



                                                            

     -------Respondent

CC No.3316 of 2011

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person


    Ms.Paramjit Kaur, Sr.Asstt. on behalf of PIO/DRME

In compliance of the order dated 26.03.2012, representative of the DRME, Punjab appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant on 25.04.2012 by ordinary post.  On the other hand, complainant submitted that he has not received the information till date.  Respondent assured that the said information will again be sent to the complainant by registered post within a day or so and intimation in this behalf  will also be sent to the Commission

2
Adjourned to 10.05.2012 for confirmation.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Jarnail Singh Dhillon,

Vill: Teud, Tehsil: Kharar,

District: Mohali.



                    
  
                            ……….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Power Corporation,

Ltd. Bhago Majra, Distt. Ropar



.


                            ………..Respondent

CC No.1838/2011





       ORDER
Present: 
Shri Jarnail Singh Dhillon, Complainant in person.

   
Shri Jagdish Lal, SDO and Shri Gurvinder Singh, SDO on behalf of 
  

the respondent. 

In compliance of the order dated 26.03.2012, representatives of the PIO appeared and produced before the Commission a letter No.319 dated 30.04.2012. stating  that the requisite information had already been provided to the complainant on 20.05.2011.  It has further been stated that as the orders and directions of the Commission were not received in their office, the hearings of the Commission could not be attended  to by the PIO.  He has tendered apology for the same and has prayed that  the amount of penalty imposed upon the PIO  by order dated 15.02.2012 be waived off.  The amount of compensation awarded to the complainant has been paid to him today in the court.  
2
After hearing the submissions made by the parties and going through the reply filed by the respondent, it has been observed that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant.  The amount of compensation has also been paid.  As regards, the amount of penalty imposed upon the PIO vide order dated 15.02.2012, PIO has tendered apology and explained about non-compliance of the directions of the Commission. Keeping in view the facts and circumstances of the case,  the order whereby penalty was imposed upon the PIO is modified to that extent.  However, the PIO is warned to be careful in future in dealing with the RTI applications promptly and providing the requisite information to the complainants within the prescribed period.
3
Case stands disposed of and is closed with the above observations.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner.

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


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

S/o Joginder Nath

Ward No. 12, Shaheed Bhagat

Singh Basti Lehragaga – 148 031.  
                                                                                                ………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer

Lehar Division, I.B. Patiala 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary Irrigation Punjab, Chandigarh. 
                                                                                                  …………..Respondent
AC-73/2012

ORDER

Present: -
None for the Appellant.



Shr Navdeep Singh, SDO for the respondent

In compliance of the order dated 12.04.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 20.04.2012.  A copy of the information provided to the appellant and proof of registry has also been produced before the Commission which has been taken on record.  None is present on behalf of the appellant.  Also, nothing contrary has been heard from him.  It is 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.

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










Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner.

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                    SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


        Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jaspal Singh s/o Sh. Ami Singh

St. No.3, Jasdev  Singh Nagar, Machhiwara, 

Near Span Walia Di Kothi, Tehsil Samrala

Distt: Ludhiana.








               --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) DPI (SE), Punjab,

SCO: 95-97/17-D,Chandigarh;

(ii) Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




                                                     -------Respondent

CC No.3392 & 3393 of 2011

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person 


    Mrs. Pankaj Sharma, Dy. Registrar and Shri Balbir Singh, Sr.Asstt. on behalf of 
    the respondent


In compliance of the order dated 26.03.2012, representatives of the respondent appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant.  On the other hand, complainant stated that he has received the appointment letter but has not joined the post.  He further submitted that he is not interested to get the amount of compensation awarded to him by the Commission vide order dated 22.02.2012.  
2
Respondent has filed reply to the show cause notice regarding delay in filing the reply a  decision on which will be taken and orders in this behalf will be pronounced in due course. 
3
Orders reserved.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                    SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


        Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Amar Singh, S/o Shri Kesar 

Singh, 424/1,House fed Complex, 






                                   SBS Nagar, Ludhiana.







          ------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health Family  Welfare,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector:34-A,

Chandigarh.
    
                                                                                 -------Respondent

CC No.3540 of 2011

ORDER
Present: -
 Shamsher Singh on behalf of the Complainant




            None for the respondent



On the last date of hearing, PIO was directed to make up the deficiency pointed out by the complainant and to provide him complete information in regard to the female candidates before the next date of hearing.  None is present on behalf of the respondent nor has sent any communication. Last time  also none had appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The Commission takes serious view of such carelessness on the part of the respondent.  PIO is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under section 20(I) of the RTI Act for the delay in providing the information to the complainant failing which decision may be taken ex-parte. 
2
Adjourned to 24.05.2012 at 11.30 AM for compliance 











Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner.

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


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

House No. 12, Sector 4,

Gurgian Bihar, Near Jawadi Kalan,

Ludhiana – 141 013.    

                                                                                         …………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o S.C.E.R.T (Punjab)

Sector 17, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o S.C.E.R.T (Punjab)

Sector 17, Chandigarh.     

                                                                                                   …………..Respondent
AC-84/2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant..

Sh.Mohan Singh, Sr.Asstt. for the 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 appellant.  Acknowledgement of the complainant in this behalf

has also been produced which has been taken on record.  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: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner.

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


        Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Amrit Lal Garg,

S/o Shri Pritam Chand,

R/o # 92, Mubarak Colony, Sangrur.
                                                                                                                 --------Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Director,Food & Supplies,

Punjab, Jeevandeep Building,

Sector:17, Chandigarh,

(ii) FAA-cum- As above- 

                                                                                                           ……….Respondent






AC-768/2011
ORDER

Present: -
Shri Amrit Lal Garg, Appellant in person.

None for the Respondent. 

On the last date of hearing, respondent was directed to intimate to the appellant before the next date of hearing  as to whether the departmental Rules/Instructions sought by the appellant exist  in their department or not.  The appellant has contended that no intimation in this behalf  has been received from the respondent till date.  None  has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor has sent any communication.  Last time also, none had appeared on behalf of the respondent.  Such an attitude on the part of the respondent is not called for and calls for action against him under section 20(I) of the RTI Act.  

2
PIO is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under section 20(I) of the RTI Act for the delay in providing the information to the appellant failing which decision may be taken against him ex-parte. 
3 Adjourned to 24.05.2012 at 11.30 AM for compliance











Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Major (Retd) Hardip Singh s/o Sh.Balwant Singh

V&PO Sarhali Kalan,

Distt: Taran Taran-143412

                                                                                           ……...Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  D.E.O. (S), Taran Taran










… ….Respondent

CC–41 of 2012

ORDER

Present: None for the parties.


Neither the respondent nor the complainant is present.  Last time also, none had appeared on behalf of both the parties.  It appears that the parties are not interested to pursue the matter further.  As such, the case is dismissed for non prosecution.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Navneet Kumar s/o Sh. Baldev Raj

 c/o  Bittu General Store,Village: Baboowal, Jail Road,

Distt: Gurdaspur

                                                                                               ……...Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/oD.P.I. (SE), Punjab, 

Chandigarh                                                                          …… ….Respondent

CC–33 of 2012

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person

        Mrs. Pankaj Sharma, Dy. Director  and Shri Sunil Kumar, Clerk on behalf of 
   
        the  respondent


In compliance of the order dated 04.04.2012, representative of the  respondent appeared and submitted that the information has been collected from the concerned authorities and has been provided to the complainant.  On the other hand, complainant  stated that he is not satisfied with the information provided to him; Representative of the DEO )SE), Moga stated that  the original record  pertaining to the period 5.4.2008 to 6.4.2008 had been submitted in the office of DPI (SE).  He has also produced a copy of the letter in this behalf.  

2
PIO is directed to produce the original record pertaining to the period 5.04.2008 to 6.4.2008 within 15 days from the date of receipt of a copy of this order.  Any further delay on his part will amount to willful denial to provide the information which will call for action against the PIO under section 20(I) of the RTI Act.

3
Adjourned to 16.05.2012 at 2.00 PM for compliance,,, 










Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


        Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Daljit Singh s/o Sh.Amrik Singh

V&PO Baddon

Distt: Hoshiarpur-14406





                                         --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/oDPI (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh

FAA: Principal Secretary Education, Punjab, 

Chandigarh                                                               -------Respondent

AC No.1325 of 2011

ORDER

Present: Sh.Kultaranjit Singh on behalf of the appellant

        Sh.Rattan Singh, Sr.Asstt. for the respondent


On the last date of hearing, appellant was advised to visit the office of the respondent and inspect the relevant record.  Today, during the hearing complainant submitted that he visited the office of the respondent on the appointed day and time but the concerned officials viz. Shri Bimal Dev. Sr.Asstt. and Shri Sukhtej singh who were the custodian of the record were not present

2
The complainant may visit the office of the respondent on 16.05.2012 at 11.00 AM and inspect the relevant record.  The POIO should ensure that the concerned custodian of the information  are present and the appellant is allowed to inspect the relevant record on the said date.

3
Adjourned to  24.05.2012 at 11.30 AM for compliance 











Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



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

S/o Natha Singh

VPO Lakhewali, Distt. 
Shri Mukatsar Sahib.  
                                                              ………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(SE), Punjab,
Chandigarh. 
                                                                              …………..Respondent

CC No.103 of 2011

ORDER

Present: None on behalf of the complainant

    Mrs. Pankaj Sharma, Dy. Director on behalf of Respodnent


In compliance of the order dated 12.04.2012, represenrtative of the respondent appeared and submitted that the necessary information has been sent to the complainant by registered post.  Complainant is not present nor  there is any objection on his behalf.  As such, no further action is required.

2
Case stands disposed of and is closed as such.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


        Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Ram Asra s/o Sh.Hari Ram

c/o Chander Medical hall, Purana Bus Adda

V&PO Appra, Tehsil Phillaour,

Distt: Jalandhar






 
                                  --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DEO (SE), Jalandhar, Punjab





                                                              -------Respondent

CC No. 3671  of 2011

ORDER
Present: None for the complainant

        Shri Hem Raj, Supd   on behalf of the respondent


In compliance of the order dated 21.03.2012, representative of the  respondent appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant is not present.  Last time also, he was not present.  Nothing contrary has been heard on his behalf.  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: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ravinder Singh
S/o Sh. Hoshiar Singh

VPO Gera, Tehsil Mukerian

Distt. Hoshiarpur – 144 221.  
                                                                      ……………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(SE), Punjab,
Chandigarh.
                                                                               …………..Respondent

CC No.107 of 2012

ORDER

Present: None on behalf of the Complainant

    Mrs. Pankaj Sharma, Dy.Director on behalf of  Respondent


In compliance of the order dated  12.04.2012, represehntative of the respondent appeared and submitted that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant by registered post.  A proof of registry has also been produced which has been taken on record of the Commission.  None is present on behalf of the complainant.  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.  










Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner

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


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

S/o Shri Gajan Singh, Vill:

Bopa Rai Baj Singh,

PO: Khassa, Distt. Amritsar. 



                                                           --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI(S), Punjab,

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




                                                    -------Respondent

CC No.3529 of 2011

ORDER
Present: None for the complainant

         Shri Mohinder Singh, Sr.Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent


In compliance of the order dated 26.03.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and produced before the Commission the information to be provided to the complainant.  The complainant is not present nor has deputed any representative.  The respondent is directed to send the said information to the complainant by registered post today itself under intimation to the Commission.

2
At this stage, respondent appeared and submitted that the information has been sent to the complainant by registered post today and proof of registry has been produced which has been taken on record.  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: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 


                             Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Mohinder Singh s/o Sh.Niranjan Singh

V&PO Naag Kalan via Majitho

Distt: Amritsar


                                                                     --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  DEO (S), Amritsar

FAA O/O DPI (S), Punjab,Chandigarh




                                                       -------Respondent

AC-1060/2011

ORDER

Present: Appellant in person

         Shri Jovinjit singh, Sc.Master on behalf of the respondent


In compliance of the order dated 25.03.2012, a representative of the respondent appeared and submitted that the remaining information has been provided to the appellant vide their letter dated 23.04.2012.  a copy of the said letter has also been produced which has been taken on record.  On the other hand, the appellant submitted that the information has been delayed for about 10 months and the information provide o him is still incomplete.  Respondent gave assurance to the  Commission that full information will be provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing.

2
Adjourned to 28.05.2012 at 2.00 PM for compliance.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





              (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Swarn Singh,

S/o Shri Raghbir Singh,

Vill: Chokran, PO: Mandiya,

ehsil: Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur

                 
  
         


                                     Complainant

versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Power Corporation,

Limited, Lassoi, Distt. Sangrur.




       


                                                         Respondent

CC No.1730 of 2011

ORDER

Present: None for the complainant

        Shri Tarsem Chand Jindal, Sr.XEN on behalf of the  respondent


In compliance of the order dated 26.03.2012, representative of the respondent appeared and produced before the Commission a letter No 4513 dated 26.04.2012 wherein it has been stated that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant on 09.04.2012 which has been duly acknowledged by him on 10.04.2012.  It has also been stated that the amount of penalty has been deposited in the Government Treasury and that the same will be recovered from the salary of the concerned officer 
2
After hearing the submissions made by the respondent and perusing the documents on record, it has been observed that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant and the amount of penalty  imposed upon the PIO has been deposited in the Govt. Treasury.  The complainant is not present nor has raised any objection in regard to the information provided to him.  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: 30.04.2012
                                       State Information Commissioner

