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) Sh. M.R. Dubey, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Inderjit Singh, Suptd-II-cum-PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post on 01.12.2009. Respondent has also provided another copy of the information to the Complainant today in the Commission.
3.
Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. Complainant states that complete details of passport has not provided to him. Respondent is directed to bring complete photocopy of the passport  on the next date of hearing. Respondent has also filed the reply in response to the show cause notice, which is taken on record.

4.
Adjourned to 28.12.09 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Pushpa Wati,

Ex Library Attdt,

W/o Sh. Bhagwat Dutt Sharma,

Moh. Upplan, Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt-Kapurthala, Pin-144626.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

S.D.College for Women,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1768 of 2009
Present:
(i) Smt. Pushpa Wati, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Complainant states that complete information regarding her salary details has not been provided to her. She further states that she should be provided all her salary record from 02.12.81 till her retirement on 06.07.2003.

3.
Respondent is directed  to provide complete  details mentioning the date on which salary is deposited as per record available in the office.  Respondent is also directed to provide cheque details of last three years to the Complainant.  He should bring complete record in the Commission on the next date of hearing. 

4.
Complainant states that she filed application for information on 09.03.09.  She further states that Respondent should be penalized and she should be compensated for the delay in providing the information.
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3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent 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 her in getting the information under Section 19(8)(b). 

4.
PIO, Principal,  S.D.College for Women, Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala  is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

6.
Adjourned to 07.01.2010 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.
Sd/-
                   


(Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Deepak Chadhha,

H.No. 49, Mandeep Nagar,

Gali No.3, Near Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary, 

School Education (Pb.), 

Mini Sectt., Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2272 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. P.C. Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Balwant Singh, Suptd-cum-PIO, O/o Secretary Education & Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Sharma, Sr. Asstt., O/o DPI(SE), Pb. On behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that information relating to their office has been provided to the Complainant. Regarding information relating to item Nos. 1, 4 , 5 & 6 relates to DEO, Ludhiana. Complainant states that Respondent has not provided information for  item No. 3, which  relates to his office.  He further states that he should be compensated for delay in providing the information.

3.
In this case, Complainant filed unsigned application for information to the PIO, O/o Principal Secretary (Education), the perusal of the record shows that information is to be  provided by the DPI office  and the office of DEO, Ludhiana. PIO O/o DPI has provided some of the information on the first hearing. For item No. 3, regarding rules of business in relation to transfer of teachers, Respondent has committed to provide the same today itself. Regarding item No. 1,4, 5 & 6 , Respondent states that DEO, Ludhiana has been asked to provide this information. 
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4.
In view of the foregoing, I do not deem it a fit case for the imposition of penalty upon the Respondent PIO or for the award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b) RTI Act 2005. However, Commission has taken a serious view for Respondent being absent on two hearings. He is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI requests. Complainant is advised to file fresh application with DEO, Ludhiana  for information  relating to the office of DEO, Ludhiana.
5.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satinder Pal Singh,

H.No. 682, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Dugari,

Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2288 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Satinder Pal Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Bachiter Singh, DEO (SE), Ludhiana, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that complete information has been provided to the Complainant.  
Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information relating to item No. 2. He further states that he wants to know the number of posts transferred from outside to the Ludhiana District. Respondent states that application for information is not clear in this regard. However, he agrees to provide this information within week to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission.
3.
Sh. Bachinter Singh, DEO, Ludhiana has filed an affidavit for the delay. He states that he has joined last month as DEO, Ludhiana. He further states that delay has occurred due to the suspension of the concerned dealing hand Sh. Ashwani Kumar. He  tenders unconditional and unqualified apology  for the delay. 
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4.
Smt. Amarjit Kaur, DEO was directed to show cause for not providing the information in time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  In spite of directions of the Commission, she has neither submitted her reply  nor she has attended any of the three hearings. She was also given opportunity of personal hearing which she has not availed. 
5.
Commission has taken a serious view of the conduct of Smt. Amarjit Kaur , DEO, Ludhiana for not responding to the orders of the Commission. In view of this, it is recommended that DPI(SE) should taken disciplinary action against Smt. Amarjit Kaur under the service rules applicable to her under intimation to the Commission.  However, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner

CC:
Public Information Officer O/o DPI (SE), Pb, SCO: 95-97, Sector-17/D Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nachhattar Singh Thind,

St No.2-R, Green Avenue,

Chahal Road, Faridkot.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Bathinda.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 467 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Gurdev Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER
Heard
2.
Respondent states that from verification of record, it is found that application of Smt. Parvinderpal Kaur was sent to District Education Officer, Bathinda vide dispatch No. 718/04 dated 14.06.2004. He further states that Appellant applied for transfer in 2003 and not in the year 2004 as sought by her in his application for information. He further states that complete information has been sent to the Complainant by post. Appellant is absent, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required. 

3.
The case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
Note : After the hearing, Sh. Parveen. K.Kataria, Adovcate appeared and states  that still information has not been provided. Copy of the information provided by the Respondent is given to the Complainant today in the Commission. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th December, 2009


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. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that he filed application for information on 26.11.2008. After more than 11 months, information is provided today in the Commission. He further states that Respondent should be penalized and he should be compensated for the delay in providing the information.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show 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). 
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5.
PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. 

6.
Adjourned to 28.12.09 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajesh Kumar,  Press Secy.,

National Consumer Protection,

Awareness Forum, Office # 259, Sector-4,

Near, APJ Public School, Mandi Kharar,

Mohali.

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

O/o Tehsildar,

Kharar.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3087 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present  on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. A.S. Longia, Naib Tehsildar & Sh. Pardeep, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that payment of the compensation amounting Rs. 4000/- (Four Thousand Only) has been paid. Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, no further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copy of the order be sent to the both parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health Services,

Pb, Sec-34, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2521 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Mulkh Raj, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
On the last date of hearing dated 05.11.09, Respondent was directed to submit the names of the persons responsible for delay in providing the information. In today’s hearing, Respondent states that Sh. Ashok Kumar Khullar was PIO till 30.04.2009 and Sh. Vinod Kumar, Suptd-cum-APIO, Sh. Satpal Garg, Suptd.-cum-APIO & Sh. Harbans Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO were responsible persons for delay in providing the information. No material, however, has been placed on the record to show as to how the abovementioned persons are responsible for the delay and what communications were addressed to the APIOs-cum-Superintendents by the PIO in relation to the instant demand of information and as to how the APIOs are to be treated as PIOs. 
3.
Complainant filed application for information dated 29.02.08. Last information was provided to the Complainant on 21.10.09. 
4.
The Respondent has, however, not filed a list of all the PIOs who held this office right from 29.02.08 till today.  In this case, it prima facie appears that there is delay in supplying the information and, therefore, proceedings under Section 20 deserve to be 
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initiated.  However, since proceedings under Section 20 are penal in nature, show cause notice can be given only to the specified official/officials who are the PIOs or are to be treated as PIOs under the RTI Act 2005. It is, therefore, absolutely necessary for the Respondent to place on record a list of all the PIOs who held this position in the office of the Director Health Services from 29.02.08 till today and also place on record all the intra office correspondence in relation to the information request made in the case.
5.
Adjourned to 07.01.10 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Hardeep Singh,

Vill- Chhina Ret wala,

P.O- Dheriwal Daroga,

Distt & Tehsil- Gurdaspur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Gurdaspur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2987 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Paramjit Singh, the Complainant

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that incorrect information has been provided to him. Doctors report sent earlier is different from the information given to him now. He further states that he wants authenticated copy of the medical report supplied to S. P Crime Branch Sh. Sukhdev Brar by CMO, Gurdaspur. 
3.
Complainant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent and clarify the matter by showing the documents to the Respondent. Respondent is directed to provide sought for information before the next date of hearing. 
4.
Adjourned to 07.01.10 (at 02.00 PM), for further proceeding.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Sham Sunder Jindal,

H.No. 15/16, Street No.3,

Ferozpur Cantt.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer (Sh. B.S. Sudan, IAS)
O/o. Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division,

Ferozepur


        &

2.
Public Information Officer (Sh. B.S. Sudan, IAS)
O/o. Commissioner,

Faridkot Division,

Faridkot 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1403 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Sham Sunder Jindal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Hukam Chand Bansal, P.A to Commissioner on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
 Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

District Commander (Retd),

R/o 201/100, Block-J,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (S), Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 643 of 2009
Present:
(i)  None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Jaspal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.
During the last hearing, Appellant was not present. He was given opportunity to intimate whether he has received the information or not.  Again, at today’s hearing, Appellant is not present. It appears that Appellant is not interested in pursuing this matter.  No further action is required.

3.
The case is disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Santokh Singh,

S/o Sh. Puran Singh,

VPO- Thathi Khara,

Tehsil & Distt- Tarn Taran.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Roadways,

Tarn Taran.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 1583  of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Santokh Singh, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided 15 copies of the orders today in the Commission vide which increments were stopped. Complainant is advised to go through the information provided and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. Complainant states that as directed by the Commission, during the hearing dated 20.11.09, he approached the office of General Manager, Tarn Taran on 25.11.09 and 27.11.09 but no record was shown to him. Complainant also intimated the Commission vide his letter dated 11.12.09 in this regard. Complainant further states that he filed application for information to General Manager, Punjab Roadways vide his application dated 31.10.2008. He has  neither been provided the sought for information nor shown the record on the basis of which his duplicate service book has been prepared. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.
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(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 Punjab Roadways,  Tarn Taran is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply copy of complete record on the  basis of which duplicate service book had been prepared to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 07.01.2010 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009


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.
As directed during the last hearing dated 20.11.09, Respondent has filed the reply in response to the show cause notice. Judgment is reserved. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 4th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
