STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Darshana Devi,

W/o Sh. Om Parkash,

C/o Apex Graphics,

Opp. Arya High School,

Rampura Phul-151103,

Distt- Bathinda.




















       
    ……………………….………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Bathinda.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2513 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Ranjiv Goyal on behalf of the Respondent 

(ii) Sh. Ramesh Sidana, ACFA & Smt. Shanti Devi, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant sought information vide his application dated 02.06.2009. Respondent provided the information vide his letter dated 08.07.2009. Complainant pointed out deficiencies, vide his letter dated 14.07.2009. Information as available in the record was provided to the Complainant. During the hearings, Complainant stated that action should be taken against the Respondent for not providing the information within time prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. 
3.
In this case, it is observed that while allotting the G.P.Fund account number to the Complainant, the name of Smt. Darshana Devi was wrongly entered as Smt. Darshana Kaur due to which after her retirement delay occurred in making the payment of G.P.Fund. 

4.
As directed during the hearing dated 03.12.02.2009, Respondent has filed an affidavit that the letter of G.P.F allotment which was issued by Accountant General Punjab, Chandigarh is not traceable in the office.

5.
I do not find it a case of malafide denial of information. So no penal action is required to be taken against the PIO. However, the Civil Surgeon, Bathinda is directed to issue strict instructions to the staff to maintain the record properly, so that such situation may not arise in future. The case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 7th January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagwinder Singh Pandher,

43 Shanti Nagar,

Near Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana-141002.

           …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DGSE-cum-SPD,

Dept of Education, Pb,

SCO-104-106, 2nd & 3rd Floor,

Sector-34, Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer


O/o Secretary Education (Pb.),

Branch -4, Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1382 of 2009

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


(ii) Sh. Rajesh Thakral, Clerk, O/o DGSE on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER 
Heard

2.

The Complainant is not present. The Respondent states that the sought for information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant as token of having received the information.

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



Sd/-
        


                                      (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 7th January,2010



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.
Respondent is absent. He was absent on the last date of hearing also. 
3.
Complainant states that authenticated copy of the medical report supplied to S.P. Crime branch by CMO, Gurdaspur has not been provided to him, on the plea that the original report has been sent to the S.P. Crime. Complainant states that he has brought the copy of the report submitted by the CMO, Gurdaspur from the crime branch. He has requested to CMO to authenticate the same as it is required in the Court case but the CMO, Gurdaspur has refused to authenticate the same. PIO O/o CMO, Gurdaspur is directed that in case, original record is not available in their office, the copy of the report submitted by the Complainant be verified after verification of the signature of the doctor and the CMO, Gurdaspur who has submitted the report  authenticated  copy be provided to the Complainant. PIO is directed to personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete information. This is the last opportunity given to him failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
4.
Adjourned to 04.02.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 07th January,2010



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. Mulkhraj, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER
Heard

2. 
In response to the order dated 04.12.09, Respondent has submitted that Dr. Ashok Kumar Khullar from 29.02.08 to 30.04.09 and Dr. Rajesh Sharma from 01.05.09 onwards was the PIO.  He has also submitted that E-4 branch of this office was asked on 13.03.08, 03.07.08, 19.07.08 & 06.01.09 to provide the information but he has not given the name of the person, who was in-charge during the period.  Dr. Ashok Kumar Khullar and the In-charge of E-4 branch who was reminded by above said letter to provide the information  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. 

3.
Dr. Ashok Kumar Khullar and the In-charge of E-4 are directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing.  PIO should sent copy of the order to Dr. Ashok Kumar Khullar, who has since retired to file his reply.
4.
Adjourned to 04.02.10 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 07th January,2010



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. Vinod Kumar Arora, General Manager, O/o Punjab Roadways, Tarn Taran on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has suffered mental harassment as he has not been given any increment through out the service. He further states that he has every right  to know why his annual increments  has been stopped. It is the responsibility of the PIO to provide the information. The office staff is not deliberately  providing the information and the authorities has not taken any action to pin point the person responsible for the loss of service book and personal file.

3.
In the hearing dated 20th July, 2009, Respondent was directed to hold an enquiry or file an FIR to pinpoint the person responsible for the loss of record. In today’s hearing, Respondent states that enquiry has still not been completed. It is observed that Respondent is not interested to find out the person responsible for the loss of record.  Respondent is directed to file an FIR regarding loss of record. Copy of the same be submitted on the next date of hearing. In response to the show cause, Respondent has filed an affidavit which is taken on record. Copy of the same is given to the Complainant today in the Commission.
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3.
Adjourned to 04.02.10 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 07th January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baga Singh,

S/o Sh. Kasam Singh,

R/o Walmik Road,

Bharat Nagar, Ferozepur City.
            …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Ferozepur.
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 686 of 2009

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Narinder Kumar, Naib Tehsildar, Malout on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information to the Appellant vide their letter dated 12.11.09. Appellant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. 

3.
Respondent has filed the reply of show cause notice issued to him.  Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. No further action is required. 

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



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 07th January, 2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jatinder Sodhi,

H.No.2549/A(F.F),

Sector-47/C, Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

School Education, Pb,

Mini Sectt. Sector-9,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2954 of 2009

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


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

Heard

2.
Sh. Balbir Singh, Sr. Assistant appeared on behalf of the PIO and states that PIO is on leave and has sought another date to file an affidavit.
3.
Adjourned to 22.01.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 07th January,2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Adarsh Kumar,

Professor, Govt. Ayurvedic College,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Govt. Ayurvedic College,

Patiala.

(2)
Public Information Officer,


O/o Principal Secy., 


Medical Education & Research Deptt,


Pb, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 739 of 2009

Present :
(i) Dr. Adarsh Kumar, the Complainant
(ii) Dr. Vinod Mittal, Professor O/o Govt. Ayurvedic College, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Dr. Adarsh Kumar has authorized Sh. Parveen K.Rishi to appear on his behalf. Appellant states that incorrect and misleading information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that information provided to the Complainant is as per record and no facts have been concealed. Respondent is directed to file an affidavit stating that information provided is correct and as per record.

3.
Adjourned to 29.01.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 07th January, 2010


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) Sh. Pushpa Wati, the Complainant


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

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. Respondent has also submitted an affidavit in response to the show cause. Respondent states that copies of the acquaintance roll provided to the Complainant, it is clear that no detail of Pay, D.A, Medical Allowances, HRA and PF etc.  was incorporated in salary register prior to the period of 1993-94 that is why salary statement and details could not be provided by way of acquaintance roll, hence provided by the way of personal ledger introduced by DPI (Colleges), Pb from the year 1986-87 onwards.  
3.
Adjourned to 04.02.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 07th January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar Sharma,

151, Parkash Avenue,

Kapurthala-144601.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Colleges), Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 664 of 2009

Present :
(i) Sh. Vijay Kumar Sharma, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Pritpal Singh, DCFA, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 04.06.2009, but still incomplete information has been provided to him. He has already pointed out deficiencies vide his letter dated 26.12.2009. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
3.
Adjourned to 04.02.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 07th January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Darshana Devi,

W/o Sh. Om Parkash,

C/o Apex Graphics,

Opp. Arya High School,

Rampura Phul-151103,

Distt- Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2512 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Ranjeev Goyal on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Mulkh Raj, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant sought information from the Director Health & Family Welfare, Pb., Chandigarh. Respondent states that complete information has been provided to her. During the hearing dated 06.11.09, Respondent was directed to show cause but he has not filed any reply in response to the show cause issued to him. Respondent is again directed to file his reply before the next date of hearing. 
3.         Adjourned to 04.02.10 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 7th January, 2010


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-141010.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3772 of 2009

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


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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that information relating to item No. 1 & 2 is to be provided by the O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb and information relating to item No. 3 & 4 is to be provided by the O/o Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb. Sh. Mulkhraj, Suptd-cum-APIO appeared on behalf of the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb states that information relating to item No. 1 & 2 is to be provided by Suptd. Sh. Vinod Kumar of E-2 branch, Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Suptd of E-3 Branch and  Sh. Satpal Garg, Suptd. of E-4 branch. The above officers are here by treated as deemed PIO and are directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. They should also be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete information. Regarding item No.3 & 4, PIO O/o Secy. Health & Family Welfare, Pb is also directed to ensure that the sought for information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 04.02.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 07th January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

S/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

Journalist,

Nawa Zamana, Mansa

O/o Jain School Wali Gali,

Mansa

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa

………………………………..Respondent


CC No 3045  of 2008
ORDER



Arguments in this case were heard on 03.12.09 and the judgment was reserved.
2.

The questions arising for decision in the instant case are (i) whether there is willful/deliberate failure /refusal on the part of the Respondent PIO/deemed PIO to supply the information and if yes (ii) who is the guilty official.  The different persons involved in the matter of dealing with the application for information in the instant case have been the PIO of the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, Sh. Ajay Kumar, Secretary, Red Cross Society, Mansa –cum-APIO and Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Accountant.  3.

In my order dated 08.10.09, it was noted that Sh. Ajay Kumar, Secretary-cum-APIO stated that Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Accountant was the person who failed to provide information to the PIO for onward submission to the Complainant.  He further stated that Sh. Rajinder Kumar was found guilty by the ADC (Gen.), Mansa in this behalf.  Subsequently, the report of the ADC was also placed on the record. In his reply to the show cause notice, Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Accountant stated that he has not 
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committed any remissness in the discharge of his duties and that he is being framed only because he is a low ranking employee in the office. While appearing before me on 10th September, 2009, he stated that he was being made a scapegoat for the faults of the superiors.

4.

I have carefully perused the documents filed / submissions made in the case and find that the vital fact, that the information originally demanded by the Complainant has not been satisfactorily supplied to him, has not been established by the Complainant. The complaint dated 15.12.08 preferred by him before the Commission is not accompanied by a copy the initial application seeking information. In the complaint also the Complainant has not specifically pointed out the deficiencies in the information supplied to him.  

5.

In view of the foregoing, it is not possible for me to hold that the PIO or any of the other officials who have been dealing with the Complainant’s application for information have been slack in providing the information as demanded. It is, therefore, not a fit case where  action under Section 20 RTI Act 2005 is called for.  The complaint is, therefore,  disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                

   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 07th January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
