STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harish Kumar,

S/o Sh. Tarsem Dass,

H.No. 51, Gali No. 4,  Shiv Nagar, Railway Road,

Dina Nagar,  Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur – 143 531  
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3500 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard
2.        Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. As directed during the last hearing, Respondent has submitted affidavit in response to the show cause notice.  The reply submitted by the Respondent is found satisfactory, the show cause notice is hereby, dropped.  

3.
In view of the foregoing, the instant complaint is dismissed being without merit. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhdip Kaur Jassar,

Kothi No.2, Ghuman Colony,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal,

Mata Sahib Kaur, Girls College of Education,

Dhamomajra, Patiala.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1424 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Asimjot Singh on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Sarbpreet Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard
2.         It is observed that Respondent is not providing the information deliberately. He was also directed on the last hearing to provide the information. In today’s hearing, Sh. Sarbpreet Singh appearing on behalf of the PIO states that some more time be given to provide the information. Last opportunity is given to him to provide the information to the Complainant within one week, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI will be initiated. 

3.          Adjourned to 19.02.2010 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd  February, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harnek Singh,

H.No. 4319, W.No. 13,

Near Punjab Hindustan Combine,

G.T. Road-Bara, Sirhind,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib – 140 406
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 



O/o Director Medical, Education & Research, Punjab,

Sector 40, Chandigarh
2.
Public Information Officer


Secretary, Medical, Education & Research, Punjab,

(Health-3 branch), Mini Sectt., Sector-9, Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3505 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Harnek  Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Balram Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o Secy., Medical Education & Research, Pb and Sh. Dhiraj Joshi, Jr. Assistant O/o DRME, Pb on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that information as available in their record has been supplied. Complainant, however, is not satisfied with the information alleging that the position stated therein is not factually/legally tenable.  The plea of the Complainant as noted herein-before cannot be entertained inasmuch as the RTI Act is concerned only with allowing access to information. The Commission under the RTI Act is not invested with any power to adjudicate upon the grievance of a Complainant on the merits of the controversy emerging from the supply of information.  In case, the Complainant has any grievance with the manner in which the subject matter of information has been dealt with by the public authority, he may approach the  appropriate forum provided under the law. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, the case is Disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
                    Sd/-                                           
(Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd February, 2010


State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Saroj Goyal,

H.No. 1529,

Sector-22/B, Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

SKRM, College, Bhagoo Majra,

Khara, Distt- Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2773 of 2009
Present:
(i) Smt. Saroj Goyal, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd February, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amandeep Sharma,

S/o Sh. Subhash Chand Sharma,

R/o Dhil Fateh Singh Nagar,

Joganand Road, P.O. Thermal Colony,

Bathinda

 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2573 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Amandeep Sharma, the Complainant

(ii) Dr. Rajesh Sharma, the PIO
ORDER

Heard


2.
The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. He should be compensated for the financial loss suffered by him in attending the hearings in the Commission. Respondent states that he has provided the information as available in the record. He has filed an affidavit in response to the showing cause and stating that information as available in the record had already been provided to the Complainant. 
3.
I have considered the reply of the Respondent. I am of the view that in facts and circumstances of this case, imposition of penalty is not called for. However, Complainant has attended proceedings in the instant case four times and has suffered financial loss. Therefore, a compensation of Rs. 1000/- (Rupees One Thousand Only) is awarded to the Complainant. Respondent wants to pay the compensation today in the Commission, so as to close the case. Accordingly, Respondent gives Rs. 1000/-(Rupees One Thousand Only) to the Complainant in the Commission today as compensation.

4.
It is, however, hoped that the Respondent shall in future process and serve the requests for information expeditiously. 

5.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
                                    Sd/-      
                                                  (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd February, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Bhupinder Singh,
M.A.M.Ed, Ph.D Education,

H.No-B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, Hoshiarpur.

 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o President,
DAV College, Managing Committee,

Hoshiarpur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 35 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Dr. Sham Sunder Sharma, Sr. Lecturer on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Arguments heard. Judgment Reserved.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd February, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Kuldip Singh,
S/o Late Sh. Raghunath Dass,

Stationers, Bazar Vakilan,

Hoshiarpur-146001
…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. President,
Arya Samaj, 

Hoshiarpur
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  34 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Dr. Sham Sunder Sharma, Sr. Lecturer on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Arguments heard. Judgment Reserved.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd February, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Mohammad Saleem,
Agriculture Master,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Amargarh (Sangrur).

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,
Sangrur.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  24 of 2010
Present:
(i) Sh. Mohammad Saleem, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Ajeet Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Respondent states that sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. He has also given copy of the Govt. of India, Ministry of Home affairs letter dated 16.09.2004 in this regard. Complainant has also sent the postal order to the Commission, which is returned to the Complainant today in the Commission. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd February, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Subhash Chander,
S/o Sh. Kundan lal,

R/o St No.5, Thakur Abadi,

Abohar, Tehsil-Abohar,

Distt-Ferozepur.

…………………………….Appellant
Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Additional Drug,
Director Health & Family Welfare,

Pb. Sec-34-A, Chandigarh.

(2)
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Drug,

Director Health & Family Welfare,

Pb. Sec-34-A, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No.  03 of 2010
Present:
(i) Sh. Subhash Chander, the Appellant

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

Heard
2.
Respondent states that information as sought by the Appellant has been provided. Complainant is satisfied. No further action is required.

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

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd February, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Subhash Chander,

S/o Sh. Kundan lal,

R/o St No.5, Thakur Abadi,

Abohar, Tehsil-Abohar,

Distt-Ferozepur.

…………………………….Appellant
Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

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

Director Health & Family Welfare,

Pb. Mini Sectt, Sec-9, Chandigarh.

(2)
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare,

Pb. Sec-34-A, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No.  04 of 2010
Present:
(i) Sh. Subhash Chander, the Appellant


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


Heard
2.
Appellant states that he has sought information regarding his application made in 2007. Respondent states that efforts are being made to trace the same. Complainant has provided another copy of the Complainant to the Respondent today in the Commission. Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 25.02.2010 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd February, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Gargi Kapur,
R/o 12/19, WEA,

Main Arya Samaj Road,

Karol Bagh, New Delhi-110005.
…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,
Amritsar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  45 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Rajinder Singh, Patwari on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard
2.
Respondent states that sought for information is ready with him. He further states that Complainant can collect the copies of revenue record as sought by him after paying the revenue fee as fixed by the 
Govt. Complainant is advised to deposit the revenue fee to get the sought for information from the Respondent. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 2nd February, 2010


State Information Commissioner
