STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar,

Suptd., Grade- IInd (Retd),

H.No. H B – 1144 (L.I.G.) Pb.,

Housing Board Colony,

Urban Estate Phase-1,

Dugri-Ludhiana- 141 013
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Patiala.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2684 of 2008


Present:
(i) Sh. Surinder Kumar, the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Harish Malhotra, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that he has brought the photocopies of bills of Primary Health Centre, Dera Bassi  and Complainant’s  name do not appear in these bills. Complainant states that there are two departments one is Primary Health Centre, Dera Bassi and other is Civil Hospital, Dera Bassi.  He further states that record of Civil Hospital should be checked to provide him the sought for information. Respondent states that information if available in the record of Civil Hospital, Dera Bassi will be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  
3.
Adjourned to 20.04.09 (at 12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagwir Singh Chahal,

S/o Sh.Nachattar Singh,

VPO- Aspal Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Barnala, Tehsil & Distt. Barnala
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2596 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Randhir Singh, Pharmacist on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that required information has been sent to the Complainant and has submitted the acknowledgement  of the Complainant having received information which is taken on record.

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


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Labh Singh,

S/o Sh. Warkha Singh,

R/o Waraich Colony,

Samana, Tehsil Samana

Distt. Patiala




        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Patiala

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2024 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Satpal Singh, Advocate on behalf  of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
On last hearing on 29.01.2009, Respondent was issued a show cause notice and was directed to file an affidavit. Respondent has submitted that complaint of Sh. Labh Singh relates to the Loan Waiver Scheme floated by Govt. of India. This scheme is to be implemented by the Banks which are Co-operative Societies and are not part of the Punjab Govt. He has also stated that in its capacity as supervising authority, he has supplied the information to the Complainant. Respondent further states that Agriculture Development Bank Ltd Samana is not covered under RTI Act 2005. This issue is already pending before Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court by way of a writ petition.
3.
Respondent was directed to provide information relating to loan waiver scheme of Govt. of India observing that it has supervisory control over the bank. In response to the direction of Commission, Respondent also provided information to the Complainant during various hearings. The Complainant wants that he should be supplied complete & authenticated list of the persons whose loan had been waived off.
Contd….P-2
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4.
In today’s hearing, Respondent has come with the plea that the bank is not a public authority and the case in this regard is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. In the instant case, however, the information is not demanded from the Bank but it is demanded from Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab who is supervising authority.
5.
In view of the failure of the Respondent to provide complete information and harassment suffered by the Complainant for not getting correct information, Respondent is directed to pay Rs. 2000/- as compensation to the Complainant within 15 days. This amount is to be paid by the public authority and not by the PIO. The Respondent is also directed to make good the deficiencies in the information supplied by the next date of hearing. 
6.
Adjourned to 20.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Singh Grewal,

104 (Prem Kunj), New

Officers’ Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Commissioner,

MC, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2181 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Prem Singh Grewal, the Complainant
(ii) Mr. Adarsh Kumar Singla, Suptd Engineer-cum-PIO & Sh. Ashok Vij,   APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Ashok Vij, APIO states that one more opportunity be given to him to provide the information and also to make the payment of compensation as the file relating to the case is not traceable and in the absence of the file he is unable to get the approval of the competent authority to make the payment of the compensation.  During the last hearing i.e. 29.01.09, Counsel appearing on behalf of the Respondents stated that the payment of the compensation alongwith information will be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
It is observed that the Respondent is deliberately adopting delaying tactics and so far they have neither provided the information nor made payment of the compensation (Rs.5000/-) as awarded by the Commission on 06.10.2008. 
Contd….P-2
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It is, therefore, directed that the Respondent shall pay to the Complainant compensation within 10 days from the receipt of order and also provide the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

4.
Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala is hereby directed to ensure that the payment of compensation is made to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. It is hereby recommended that Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala may consider taking disciplinary action against the officials who have withheld the information for a long time despite repeated orders by the Commission. 
5.
Adjourned to 20.04.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12th March, 2009
CC:-
Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amritpal Singh,

263/13, Gali No. 8,

Hussianpura, Distt. Amritsar
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar
……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 131 of 2008

In 

CC No. 1573 of 2008
Alongwith

MR No. 130 of 2008

In 

CC No. 716 of 2008

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


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


Heard

2.
 As directed during the last hearing, Respondent has failed to show the file to the Complainant.  One more opportunity is provided to the Respondent to show the file or produce the file on the next date of hearing in the Commission failing which it will be presumed that the information is not being provided deliberately and action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 20.04.09 (at 12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Gurdip Singh,

H.No. 1161, Sector 67,

Mohali

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI(Secondary),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh
……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1565 of 2008

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


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


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that information regarding status of the enquiry report has not been provided to him by the PIO O/o DPI (SE) Pb. On the last hearing dated 29.01.2009, PIO O/o DPI (SE) Pb, was directed to indicate present status of enquiry report conducted by Smt. Adarsh Kaur, Principal, Diet Rampura Laliyan, Jalandhar against Sh. Gurdip Singh who is presently working as Punjabi Teacher in Govt. Secondary School, Phurkhali, Distt Ropar. Today, neither the PIO O/o DPI (SE) Pb nor any of his representatives is present. He has also not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence.
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO, O/o DPI (S) is directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 and penalty 
Contd….P-2

-2-

@ 250/- per day be not imposed upon him for not providing the information. He should file an affidavit in this regard and also ensure that information demanded by the Complainant be provided to him before the next date of hearing. As the information is to be provided by the DPI (SE) order be sent to the PIO O/o DPI (SE) with a copy to DEO (S) Jalandhar.
4
Adjourned to 20.04.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12th March, 2009
CC:-
(i) DPI (SE) Pb, Chandigarh

(ii) District Education Officer (S) Jalandhar
STATEINFORMATIONCOMMISSION,PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.S. Sidhu, 

Asstt. Labour Commissioner,

# Gamtala Road, Opp. Central Jail,

Near Phaha Sahib Gurudwara,

Amritsar
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Amritsar
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2732 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. S.S.Sidhu, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Lekh Raj, Steno on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the information as asked for by the Complainant has been supplied to him. Complainant is not satisfied with the information supplied by Respondent. On orders of the Commission original file is shown to the Complainant and copies of documents pointed out by him are given to him duly authenticated by Sh. Lekh Raj, Steno today in the Commission. Complainant has requested for some more time to go through the same to point out the deficiency.
3.
Adjourned to 20.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Harjinder Kaur,

W/o Dalip Singh,

Village Bhakna Khurd,

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Jalandhar 
……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2697 of 2008
Present:
(i) Smt. Harjinder Kaur, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. S.K.Lakha, BPEO, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 During the last hearing, Smt. Promila Sharma, Head Teacher was asked to submit her reply in writing or by her personal presence in the Commission as to why information related to her should not be disclosed. Respondent states that orders of the 
Commission was endorsed to Smt. Promila Sharma vide letter dated 04.03.2009, but no reply has been submitted by her.
3.
Complainant states that information asked for is not personal record of Smt. Promila Sharma because he has requested for the record relating to the enquiry report conducted against Smt. Promila Sharma by State Vigilance Bureau. Since, Smt. Promila Sharma has not submitted any reply in response to order of the Commission as to whether information about her is to be disclosed or not. Respondent is directed to provide all the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 20.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sham Lal,

16-Chandan Nagar,

Jalandhar (Punjab) 
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer(Schools),

Jalandhar 
……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2658of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Sham Lal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Hemraj, Suptd-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant is satisfied with the information. No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 12th March, 2009
