STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Tripat Pal Singh,

Dashmesh Transport,

Co. Regd, Bathinda,

SCF-11, Grain Market,

Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2873 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Davinder Kumar, Asstt. Secretary , RTA FR-2 on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard
2.
During the hearing dated 28.12.09, Complainant was advised to file his observations in response to the information provided.  Respondent states that complete information has been provided to the Complainant and he has not pointed out any deficiencies.  One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to file his reply.

3.
Adjourned to 05.02.2010 (at 11.00 A.M) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.K.Goswami,

4720, Guru Nanak Wara,

PO Khalsa College, Amritsar 
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Hindu College, Amritsar

2.
First Appellate Authority,


DPI(College) Pb.,


 66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 828 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. S.K. Goswami, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Rakesh Mehra, Principal, O/o Hindu College, Amritsar & Smt. Gursharan Kaur, Sr. Asstt. O/o DPI(Colleges) on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard
2.
Appellant states that complete information has not been provided to him.  Appellant is advised to point out deficiencies to the Appellant within one week. Respondent is directed to provide the information in response to the deficiencies pointed out by the Appellant, if any.  PIO should file an affidavit on the next date of hearing stating that information as available in the office record has been supplied. No other information as sought by the Appellant is available in the record.  
3.
Adjourned to 05.02.2010 (at 11.00 A.M) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lashker Singh,

# 172, Guru Arjun Dev Colony,

Bhoglan Road, Rajpura,

Distt- Patiala.

    ……………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fatehgarh Sahib.

……………………..Respondent

AC No. 348 of 2009

Present:
(i)  Sh. Lashker Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard


2.
In this case, Appellant sought information regarding action taken report on his complaint dated 23.06.08 from the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib. Sh. P.S. Sodhi, APIO , O/o Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib has filed an affidavit in response to the showing cause, submitting that he has joined on 13.10.09.  He has also submitted that RTI application of the Appellant dated 26.11.08 was sent to the Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib to supply the required information. Inspite of repeated hearings in the Commission, no information has been provided to the Appellant neither by the Tehsildar nor by the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib. It is observed that PIO was directed to file an affidavit whereas APIO has filed an affidavit. Respondent is again directed to provide the information i.e action taken report on the Complainant dated 23.06.2008. He should also submit the name of the PIO who is responsible for not providing the information. Copy of the affidavit submitted by the APIO is given to the Appellant.
3.
Adjourned to 05.02.2010 (11.00 A.M) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


  Sd/-                                                 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st January, 2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H.No. 50/30-A,

Ramgali, N.W,Bagh,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy., to Govt., of Pb,

Finance Deptt, Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer (in Education Branch -2),

O/o Secretary Education (Schools) Pb, 

Mini Sectt. Sector 9, 

Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1133 of 2009

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

(ii) Smt. Varsha Shukla, Deputy DEO, Ludhiana, Sh. Balwant Singh, PIO, O/o Secy., School Education, Pb., Sh. Madan Lal Garg, APIO, O/o Finance Deptt., Smt. Renu Kumari, Deputy Director, O/o DPI(S), Pb. & Sh. R.K.Sodhi, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Complainant has submitted that he has sought following information vide his application dated 10.03.2009 with the PIO O/o Secy., to Govt., Pb, Finance department:-
(i).    Is it a fact that Punjab Govt. lost SLP No.2611 of 2005 pertaining to      amendment of rule 6.1 of CSR volume 11, Part1 (State of Punjab Vrs. Amrik Singh)?

(ii).   Was AD (Principal Secretary to Government Punjab Education Department) ordered to file the review petition in accordance with the note of SSF cum OSD(L) dated 02.06.2005? If so, kindly supply copy of the communication so issued.
(iii).     Was review petition filed by the Education Department I accordance with the order of the Finance Department? If so, kindly supply copy of the same.

(iv).       What was the fate of review petition in the Honorable Supreme Court of India? Kindly supply copy of the judgment.

(v).         Were instructions dated 17.03.83 suitably amended as per suggestion of the SSF cum OSD (L) in his note dated 02.06.2005<if so, kindly supply of note and amendment issued in this regard.   
3.        Complainant has submitted that entire information was available with the Finance Department and it has not been supplied for eight months. During the hearings, Respondent O/o Finance Department has stated that some of the information was not supplied by O/o Secy., Education. Accordingly PIO O/o Secy., Education was directed to show cause. In response to the showing cause Renu Kamra Deputy Director (Vocational) O/o DPI (SE), Pb has filed an affidavit which was taken on record. Complainant has submitted that some of the information was delayed by the PIO O/o Finance Department, so the PIO deserves to be penalized and Complainant is entitled to be compensated for the detriment suffered by him.
4.        In view of the above, PIO O/o Secy., to Govt., Pb Finance Department is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information under Section 19(8)(b). 

5.
In the hearing dated 18.12.2009, PIO O/o Secy., Education Schools Pb was directed to file an affidavit in response to the showing cause for not providing the information in time but the reply by way of affidavit has been filed by the PIO O/o DPI (SE) Pb. Since the PIO O/o Secy., Education Schools was directed to file a reply, he is again directed to file an affidavit in response to the order dated 18.12.2009. PIO O/o Secy., Education and PIO O/o Secy., to Govt., Finance department and Complainant is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing to decide the issue of fixing responsibilities for the delay in providing the information. PIO O/o Secy., Education and Secy., Finance may note that this is the last opportunity given to them failing which ex-parte  decision will be taken.
6.
Adjourned to 26.02.2010 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Er. M.R.Dubey,

Kothi No.121-K,

Lane No.6. Majitha Enclave,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Nursing Registration

Council, SCO-109, Sector-40/C,

 Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1792 of 2009

Present:
(i) Er. M.R.Dubey, the Complainant

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


Heard
2.         Complainant has informed the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. He has also requested that penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and compensation may be awarded to him as information is not provided in time and he has suffered financial loss while attending the hearings in the Commission.

3.       In response to the show cause, Respondent has filed an affidavit that application of the Complainant was not available in their office. He has submitted that he came to know about the application of the Complainant only when the State Information Commission, Punjab sent a letter dated 30.09.2009. Respondent has also submitted that information was sent to the Complainant on 26.10.2009 through registered post. The information relating to the deficiencies was also given to the Complainant on 04.12.2009.

4.      Sh. Inderjit Singh, Suptd. grade-2-cum-PIO is present today and states that he has already filed an affidavit in response to the show cause. Commission is not satisfied with the plea put forth by the PIO that the delay is not intentionally as the application of the 
Contd…P-2
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Complainant was not found in the office. Respondent has also not attended the hearing dated 03.09.2009 for which notice of hearing was issued on 17.07.2009. Respondent states that this notice of hearing was also not received in his office. Before imposing any penalty on the PIO, the facts stated by PIO needs to be verified, regarding non receipt of letter dated 03.10.2008 and 17.07.2009 in the office of the Respondent. Therefore, Respondent is directed to produce the receipt register of his office on the next date of hearing. 

5.   Complainant has attended proceedings in the instant case four times and he has suffered mental agony during this long period. Complainant deserves to be compensated, therefore, compensation of Rs. 2000/- is awarded to him for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in obtaining the information. This amount of compensation is to be paid to the Complainant by the O/o Punjab Nursing Registration, Council, Chandigarh within fifteen days. The case is fixed for 26.02.2010 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.     


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.C. Verma,

A-76, Ranjit Avenue,

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

O/o Principal, Hindu College, Amritsar

2.
First Appellate Authority,


DPI(College) Pb.,


 66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 839 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. R.C.Verma, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Rakesh Mehra, Principal O/o Hindu College, Amritsar and Smt. Gursharan Kaur, Sr. Assistant O/o DPI (Colleges), Pb on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard


2.
Respondent states that Appellant has sought details of the provident fund of other employees which can not be supplied. Appellant states that he had been authorized to collect the provident details. Appellant is advised to provide authority letters from ten employees within one week to the Respondent. Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. PIO should also file an affidavit that information as available in the record has been provided to the Appellant.
3.
Adjourned to 05.02.2010 (11.00 A.M) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.C. Raghav,

94, Thakur Villa,

Preet Vihar, Opp. Central Jail,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar
 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Hindu College, Amritsar

2.
First Appellate Authority,


DPI(College) Pb.,


 66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 830 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. R.C.Verma, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Rakesh Mehra, Principal O/o Hindu College, Amritsar and Smt. Gursharan Kaur, Sr. Assistant O/o DPI (Colleges), Pb on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that complete information has not been provided. Respondent states that information as available with the PIO has been provided. He further states that information relating to the Managing Committee is not available with the PIO. PIO is directed to file an affidavit that information as available in the record has been provided to the Appellant.

3.
Adjourned to 05.02.2010 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.C. Raghav,

94, Thakur Villa,

Preet Vihar, Opp. Central Jail,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar
 …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Hindu College, Amritsar

2.
First Appellate Authority,


DPI(College) Pb.,


 66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 827 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. R.C.Verma, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Rakesh Mehra, Principal O/o Hindu College, Amritsar and Smt. Gursharan Kaur, Sr. Assistant O/o DPI (Colleges), Pb on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that complete information has not been provided. Respondent states that information as available in record has been supplied.

3.
Respondent is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing stating that information as available in the record has been provided to the Appellant and no other information as sought by the Appellant is available in the record.

4.
Adjourned to 05.02.2010 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Niranjan Singh,

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

S/o Raju Ram,

R/o Vill. Rathian, PO Chappar,

Distt. Patiala 
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
1)  Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala
2)  SDM, Patiala,

3) Tehsildar, Patiala.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No:  2982 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Niranjan Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Paramjit Singh Jindal, Kanungo, on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kalia R.D.,

Ganpati Solutions,

Chamber No. 7, SCO 137-138,

IInd Floor, Sector 8C,

Madhya Marg, Chandigarh
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director State Transport (Pb.),

Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector : 17, Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3281 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Kalia, R.D. the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Paramjit Singh, ADM on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he wants to inspect the record. Respondent and Complainant has mutually fixed the 10th February, 2010 as the date for inspection. Respondent is directed to show all the record as available in the office to the Complainant.

3.
Adjourned to 26.02.2010 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

H.No.5-C, Phase-1,

Urban Estate, Focal Point,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb

Sector-34/A, Chandigarh.
(2)
Public Information Officer,


O/o Principal Secy.,


Health & Family Welfare, Pb,


Civil Sectt., Chandigarh. 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2674 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Mulkhraj, Suptd-cum-APIO O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb and Sh. Dalbir Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o Principal Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that information relating to item NO. 5 & 6 has still not been provided. Respondent has provided information to the Complainant today in the Commission but the same is not accepted by the Complainant being not authenticated. In this case information was sought by the Complainant from the PIO O/o Principal Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb vide his letter dated 19.05.2009. Principal Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb forwarded the application of the Complainant to the O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb vide his letter dated 29.05.2009 without verifying the facts that information for item No. 5 & 6 is to be provided by their office. PIO O/o Secy., 
Contd…P-2
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Health & Family Welfare, Pb was directed to provide the information. The orders of the Commission dated 20.11.2009 and 18.12.2009 was ordered to be sent by registered post. Inspite of four hearings in the Commission, sought for information has not been provided to the Complainant, which shows that PIO’s has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO O/o Principal Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb is directed to show cause:
(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information under Section 19(8)(b). 

4.
PIO, O/o Principal Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb is directed to file an affidavit in this regard. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 04.02.10 (at 2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mehanga Ram,

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram,

VPO : Dholvaha,

Tehsild & Distt. Hoshiarpur
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Secretary,

Financial Commissioner Revenue 

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh 
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3355 of 2009

Present:           (i) Sh. Mehanga Ram, the Complainant

(ii) Sh.Gulshan Kumar, Panchayat Secy., Block Bhungo, Sh Mangat Ram, Sarpanch, O/o Gram Panchayat, Dholwaha, Sh. Sardarar Singh, Clerk O/o Sub. Tehsildar, Bhungo and Sh. Harsh Kumar, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
 

Order
Heard
2.
Sh. Sardara Singh, appearing on behalf of Sub Tehsildar, Bhungo states that information sought by the Complainant is ready. Complainant should deposit the charges fixed by the Govt., so that information be provided to him. Complainant is advised to deposit the charges as fixed by the Govt. to get the copies of revenue record sought by him. Respondent is also directed to allow the inspection of record and copies as sought by Complainant be provided to him as per charges fixed by the Govt. 
3.
Sh. Harsh Kumar, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the FCR, Pb states that the information regarding item No.1 is not available in their office. He has sought some more time to trace the same.

4.
Adjourned to 26.02.2010 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 







Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.C. Raghav,

94, Thakur Villa,

Preet Vihar, Opp. Central Jail,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar
 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Hindu College, Amritsar

2.
First Appellate Authority,


DPI(College) Pb.,


 66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 829 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. R.C.Verma, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Rakesh Mehra, Principal O/o Hindu College, Amritsar and Smt. Gursharan Kaur, Sr. Assistant O/o DPI (Colleges), Pb on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Appellant states that complete information has not been provided to him.  Appellant is advised to point out deficiencies to the Appellant within one week. Respondent is directed to provide the information in response to the deficiencies pointed out by the Appellant, if any.  PIO should file an affidavit on the next date of hearing stating that information as available in the office record has been supplied. No other information as sought by the Appellant is available in the record.  

3.
Adjourned to 05.02.2010 (at 11.00 A.M) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
