STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raman Kumar,

S/o Ram Lubhia, VPO Bhikhiwind

Tehsil Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Rural Medical Officer,

SHC Narli, P.O.Khalra,

Tehsil-Patti, Distt-Tarn Taran.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2195 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent has authorized Sh. Garjinder Singh, Pharmacist to appear on his behalf. Respondent (Smt. Ritu Singh, RMO, SHC, Narli, Distt. Tarn Taran)  submits the affidavit in response to the order showing cause, stating that she is not PIO, however she has supplied the information to the Complainant. Copy of the same is taken on record. 

3.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply, that she is not the PIO, the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. Complainant is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission.
4.
Adjourned on 07.09.10 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bolapur, Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana

 ……………………………. Appellant

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Patiala

2.
First Appellate Authority


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 389 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Subhash Bhardwaj, Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent  no.1. 
ORDER

Heard

2.
    Appellant is absent. He has sent a letter that he has not been provided the information within the time. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Appellant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.
2.
  In so far as the information, in the instant case, is concerned, it has admittedly been supplied.  The only issue which remains to be adjudicated upon is whether penalty under Section 20 RTI Act 2005 is leviable upon the Respondent - PIO and whether  the Appellant is entitled to compensation under Section 19 (8) (b)?

3.
In the hearing dated 24.06.10 Respondent was directed to file an affidavit. Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. I am of the view that there is nothing to suggest the existence of any mala fides on the part of the Respondent, no case for imposition of penalty upon the Respondent or for award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b) RTI Act 2005 to the Complainant is made out. 
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4.
The reply submitted by the Respondent is found satisfactory, the show cause notice is hereby, dropped.  However, Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.

5.  In view of the foregoing, the instant appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar,

# 325, Sector-12-A,

Panchkula

 ……………………………. Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Muktsar

(2)        First Appellate Authority,

             O/o State Transport Commissioner,

             Pb, Chandigarh


………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 143 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Neeraj Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
In so far as the information, in the instant case, is concerned, it has admittedly been supplied.  In the hearing dated 09.07.10, Sh. Gurcharan Singh, ADTO  was directed to file an affidavit. Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. I have gone through the reply and found satisfactory. The show cause notice issued is hereby withdrawn.
3.
Complainant has sought another date. On request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned on 07.09.10 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarlok Singh,

# 889, Sector 60, Mohali - 160059

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Directorate of Ayurveda Punjab,

Chandigarh

O/o Nodal Officer,

State Medicine Plant Board Pb,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1746 of 2010
Present:
(i) Sh. Tarlok Singh, the Complainant 


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

Heard

2.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which has been handed over to the Complainant. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 09.09.10 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
                                           (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Chand Sharma, PTI Teacher,

46-B, Guru Amar Dass Avenue,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar.
            …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal, 

P.B.N, Senior Sec. School,

Amritsar.
……………………………..Respondent
CC No. 2867 of 2008
Present:
 (i) Sh. Inderpal Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent

(ii) Sh. Rajeev Khumaria, Principal on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which has been handed over to the Complainant. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. He states that he sought certified photocopies of the information. Respondent states that in his complaint he has not asked for certified photocopies, he has sought certified copies, which has been provided. Since, information has been provided, no further action is required.

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

.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Baljeet Kaur,

D/o Kulvinder Singh,

R/o Siadpur, Tehsil Baba Bakala,

Distt. Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

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

CC No. 1707 of 2010

Present:
(i) Smt. Baljeet Kaur, the Complainant 


 (ii) Dr. Charanjit Singh, APIO, , Dr. Narinder Kaur, SMO, and  Dr. Shallu Aggarwal, MO, Civil Hospital, Muktsar
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that she wants to know the mode by which letter dated 30.07.09 was sent to her. Respondent is directed to provide this information to the Complainant within one week. Since, information has been provided, no further cause of action is left. 

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


Sd/-
                                                  
 (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh,

S/o Kirpal Singh, Vill. Karipur,

Tehsil Bhudlada

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Bhudlada
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1908 of 2010

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


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

Heard

2.
Complainant states that incomplete and misleading information has been provided to him. Today, neither the PIO nor his representative is present.  He was absent on the last three hearings also.  
3.
In the hearing dated 23.07.10, Sh. Madan Mohan Sabarwal, the then Sub Divisional Magistrate-cum-PIO was directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him but he has failed to file an affidavit. Last opportunity is granted to Sh. Madan Mohan Sabarwal, the then Sub Divisional Magistrate-cum-PIO to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice. He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

4.
In case Sh. Madan Mohan Sabarwal has been transferred then the present SDM-cum-PIO  is directed to intimated Sh. Madan Mohan Sabarwal to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. Respondent is also directed to ensure that the correct information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
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4.
Adjourned on 09.09.10 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sarvjit Singh,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 858, 8th Floor,

New Judicial Court Campus, 

Ludhiana
 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

2.
Public Information Officer 

First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner, Patiala Division,


Patiala 




         ………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 32 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Sarvjit Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Surinder Kumar Malik, Sr. Assitant, on behalf of the Respondent  no. 1 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided some more information to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.
3.
Appellant states that he filed an application on 11.06.08 under the RTI Act with ADC (G), Ludhiana, information was provided in the month of December 2008.  He was also informed that information was earlier sent to him vide letter no. 533 & 534 dated 20.06.08, which was not received by him.

4.
The perusal of the file of the Respondent shows that no information was sent on 20.06.08 to the Appellant. The letter no. 533 and 534 dated 20.06.08 are in the file and the same was not sent to the Appellant.
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5.
Respondent states that Parkash Singh, Sr. Assistant and Navdeep Kumar, Clerk  has been asked to explain their position for not sending the letters dated 20.06.08 to the Appellant. It is observed that no action has been taken against the erring officials responsible for not providing the information.

6.
Deputy Commissioner, Ludhaina is directed to get an enquiry conducted and take disciplinary action against the erring officials as per service rules under intimation to the Commission. 
7.
Adjourned on 09.09.10 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
CC: Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana

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) Smt. Joginder Kaur, Suptd, Sh. K.S.Thakur, Suptd and Sh. Lal Singh, Suptd. O/o Pr. Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb and Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Assistant O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 18.06.10, the following persons were directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued


(i) Sh. Lal Singh: concerned official  upto 26.01.10


(ii) Sh. Khushal Thakur: concerned official from 27.01.10 to 31.03.2010


(iii) Sh. Sunila Kuthiala: concerned official from 08.04.10 to 12.05.10


(iv) Smt. Tripat Kaur : concerned official from 31.05.10
 


(v) Sh. Balwinder Singh. Sr. Assistant 


(vi) Sh. Jaswant Singh, Sr. Assistant


(vii) Sh. Shashi Kapur, Sr. Assistant 


(viii) Sh. Dalbir Singh, Sr. Assistant 

2.
Today, Sh. Lal Singh, Suptd, Sh. Jaswant Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o Health-2 Branch, Sh. Shashi Kapur, Sr. Assistant, O/o Health -2 Branch, Sh. Dalbir Singh, Sr. Assistant, Health -2 Branch, Smt. Joginder Kaur, Suptd., Sh. Harpal Singh, Sr. ASsitant , O/o Home & Justice (Jail Branch) have filed an affidavits in response to the show cause notice issued to them. Sh. Sunil Kuthiala and Smt. Tripat Kaur have already submitted their affidavits. Judgment is reserved. 


Sd/-

                                                 
  (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 13th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
