STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sagar Singh,

R/o Flat No.70,

Mohali Employees Housing Society,

Sector-68, Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Sector-34/A, Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Mini Sectt. Sector 9, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2516 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Shyam Lal, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that efforts have been made to trace the old record. The sought for information will be provided to the Complainant on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 24.12.09 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Narinderjit Singh,

Driver No-B. 11-57.

S/o Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Vill- Josewal, P.O Sindhuwal,

Distt- Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

PRTC, Sangrur Depot.

2.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing Director,

PRTC, Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2410 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Narinderjit Singh, the Complainant


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

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information regarding item No. 5, 8 & 10 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 further states that information relating to the item No. 13 & 14 is to be provided by the PIO O/o Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala. It is observed that PIO O/o Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala has neither provided the information nor he is present for today’s hearing. 
3.
PIO O/o General Manager, PRTC, Sangrur states that PIO O/o Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala was requested vide their letter dated 29.10.2009 to provide the information regarding item No. 13 & 14 as this information relates to his office. 
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4.
In view of the foregoing, PIO O/o Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala is directed to show cause as to:- 
(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supply 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. 

5.
PIO O/o Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala is also directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing.

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

Sd/-                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o Sh. Lehna Singh,

VPO Kot Mohammad Khan,

Distt. Moga
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Moga

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Deputy Commissioner,


Moga

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 882 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Pritam  Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Mohinder Singh Kainth, ADC, Moga on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that information relating to his office has been provided. He further states that order vide which Panchayat land was exchanged was issued by Secretary Punjab Govt. Rural Development, Chandigarh. Appellant has been advised to approach Financial Commissioner and Secretary, Punjab Govt. Rural Development, Chandigarh in this regard.
3.
Since, the information relating to the O/o Tehsildar, Moga has been provided, No further action is required. 
4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


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) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that sought for information has not been provided to him. Respondent is absent. Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 28.12.09 (11.30 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


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, on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Rakesh Mehra, Principal on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Sh. K.C.Raghav has authorized Sh. R.C.Verma to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. Respondent states that the first Appellate Authority has advised the Appellant to visit the college, inspect the record, on any working day and point out document required by him.
3.
Appellant states that he does not want to visit the office of the Respondent. He should be provided information by registered post. He further states that he is ready to pay the RTI fee. Since, the Appellant do not want to visit the office of the Respondent. Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information by registered post. Appellant will deposit the charges for providing the documents as intimated by the Respondent. 
4.
Adjourned to 28.12.09 (11.30 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


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 on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed by the First Appellate Authority, Appellant has deposited the money. Respondent further states that the sought for information will be provided to the Appellant within ten days.
3.
Adjourned to 28.12.09 (11.30 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


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 on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Rakesh Mehra, Principal on behalf  of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Sh. K.C.Raghav has authorized Sh. R.C.Verma to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. Respondent states that as directed by the First Appellate Authority, Appellant has not deposited the fee. Appellant is advised to deposit the RTI fee. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 3.
Adjourned to 28.12.09 (11.30 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Subhash Maurya, Advocate,

R/o H.No. 6969, Guru Nanak Pura,

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

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur 

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner,


Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 831 of 2009

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Appellant by registered post on 20.11.2009. Copy of the information provided is taken on record. No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


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. 834 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Rakesh Mehra, Principal on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
The sought for information is provided to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant has received the same. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


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 on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that incomplete and unauthenticated information has been provided. Respondent is directed to provide complete information duly authenticated. Respondent states that information regarding aided employees has been provided whereas information regarding other employees has not been given. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 28.12.09 (11.30 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


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, on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Rakesh Mehra, Principal on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. R.C.Verma to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. Respondent states that complete information regarding item No. 3 has been provided to the Appellant. As regarding information for item No.1 & 2, the application of the Appellant has been forwarded to the Secretary, Managing Committee/Governing Council of Hindu College, Amritsar to provide the necessary information as this does not come under the jurisdiction of the Principal of the College. Appellant states that Governing Council of Hindu College, Amritsar and Principal of the Hindu College is one body and Principal is supposed to provide the information. In order to determine whether the Managing Committee and the Principal of the College are the same public authority or whether the Managing Committee is a different public authority, Appellant is directed to file his written submission before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Respondent. The Respondent may also file his reply to the written submission which may be filed by the Appellant. 
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3.
Adjourned to 28.12.09 (11.30 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.   

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


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) Sh. Sham Lal Saini, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 19.11.2009, PIO O/o Secy., Education Schools was directed to be personally present. It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. PIO O/o Secy., to Govt., Finance Deptt. is also not present.
3.
It is observed that information is not deliberately being provided to the Complainant. 

4.
In view of the above, PIO O/o Secy., Education, Schools, Pb is directed to show cause as to:-

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

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supply 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. 
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5.
PIO O/o Secy., Education Schools, Pb is also directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing.

6.
Adjourned to 28.12.09 (11.30 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 8th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
