STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amarjit Singh Babbri,

RTI Awareness Forum,

Office:10, Rajdani Block Market,

Old-Tehsil Compound,Moga.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

Govt. S.S.School,

Bhim Nagar,

Moga.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3822 of 2010

Present:
 Nemo for the parties.
ORDER

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. This is the first date of hearing. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 01.02.11 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 14th January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balraj Kumar,

S/o Sh. Jagat Ram,

R/o 278, Dr. Ambedkar Nagar,

Scheme No. 10,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab) – 146 001

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

ITI, Hoshiarpur

First Appellate Authority

ITI, Hoshiarpur
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1154 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Balraj Kumar, the Appellant 

(ii) Sh. Dharam Pal, GI on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Appellant states that he sought information from the PIO, O/o ITI Hoshiarpur vide his application dated 07.08.2010. Principal, ITI Hoshiarpur vide his letter dated 01.09.10 wrote to the Appellant to deposit RTI fees for 13 pages @ Rs. 2/- per page. Appellant states  that he received information vide letter dated 07.09.10 from the Principal ITI Hoshiarpur relating to pages 4 only, whereas, he has been charged for 13 pages. Sh. Kehar Singh was the principal at the time of information sought and he demanded RTI fee for 13 pages and he has provided the information for 4 pages only.  
3.
In view of the above facts, Mr. Kehar Singh who is presently posted as Assistant Director, Basic Training Centre, ITI Hoshiarpur is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for not providing the complete information to the Appellant, he should file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 27.01.11 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 14th January 2011

               State Information Commissioner

CC: Sh. Kehar Singh, Assistant Director, Basic Training Centre, ITI Hoshiarpur
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. H.C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o Sh. Late Sunder Dass,

State President, RTI Activists Federation Punjab,

H. No. 2299. Sector 44C,

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3795 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Balbir Aggarwal on behalf of the Complainant.

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

Heard
2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Balbir Aggarwal to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. Complainant states that no information has been provided to him sofar. Respondent states that information had been provided to the Complainant for item No.2 and 3 earlier in response to the legal notice of the Complainant. Since, information for item No.1, regarding enquiry report was not provided by the Respondent. He is directed to provide the copy of the enquiry report today itself and also the present status of the enquiry report.  Respondent states that concerned Clerk O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Pb is on leave so, the copy of enquiry report could not be provided. Respondent is directed to provide the information before next date of hearing.
3.        Adjourned to 18.01.2010 (10.30 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





 Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 14th January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

Joint Secretary, Pb,

H.No.2299, Sector-44/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Medical Council,

SCO No.25, Phase-1, Mohali. 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3798 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.         Respondent states that information as available in the record has been provided. He further clarified that registration is done as per Punjab Medical Registration Act. Complainant states that he should be provided copy of the Punjab Medical Registration Act 1916. Respondent informed the Complainant that Punjab Medical Registration Act 1916  is available in the market. Since, Complainant has not sought this information in his original application. He is advised to file a separate application for the same.
3.      In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 14th January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. P.J. S. Mehta,

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

SCO : 28-29, Sector 22, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3609 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. P.J.S.Mehta, the Complainant

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

Heard

2. 
In the hearing dated 27.12.2010, Respondent was directed to provide the information for item No.3. In today’s hearing, Respondent states that information for item no. 3 is a query for which reply is given to the Complainant today in the Commission. He further states that Complainant has neither filed an application under the RTI Act 2005 nor he has deposited the requisite fee alongwith his letter. The letter dated 12.07.10 to which, Complainant is treating as RTI application was infact a letter addressed to the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb, in which he has referred to a reply given by the PIO O/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur vide letter No. Amla/5(2)/2010/517 dated 24.06.2010 to the Vice President of NGO, Distt Ferozepur in response to the RTI application. Respondent further states that Sh. Ramesh Kumar filed application for information to the PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur vide letter dated 18.06.2010 and information was provided vide 
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letter dated 24.06.2010.  Sh. Ramesh Kumar also filed application under the RTI Act on 26.05.2010, on the letter pad of National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.)  seeking similar information on three points, which was received in their office on 03.06.2010 and the information was sent to Sh. Ramesh Kumar on 14.07.2010 at the address Babe  Ke, Sector 53, Chandigarh as mentioned on the letter pad. The letter was received back undelivered with the remarks that no such person live at the said address. The letter of the Complainant dated 12.07.2010,  was forwarded to Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur  on 20.07.2010, PIO O/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur vide his letter dated 18.08.2010 informed the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb that information has been provided to Sh. Ramesh Kumar within time.  
3.          Complainant is not satisfied with the reply of the Respondent.  He insists that penalty be imposed on the PIO for not providing the information regarding his application dated 12.07.2010 to the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb. 

4.             The perusal of the record shows that the application of the Complainant was without any requisite fee and as per Punjab Govt. Notification to make rules as per Sub Section (1) of the Section 27 of the RTI Act 2005, the application received without requisite fee shall not be entertained and shall be liable to be rejected straight way without giving any notice to the Applicant. However, in this case, complaint was entertained by the Commission as Respondent had not brought the facts regarding payment of RTI fee in the first hearing and Respondent was directed to provide information for item no. 3 of the complaint to which the reply is given to the Complainant, today in the Commission. Since, the information was earlier provided to Sh. Ramesh Kumar who has sought similar information by filing RTI application as Vice President of the National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.) and present application was filed without requisite fee and was not considered as RTI application by the Respondent, therefore, no penalty is to be imposed. 

5.          In view of the above, no cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 14th January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. K. Deep Sandhu, 

Advocate 

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

# 164, Sector 36A, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

    O/o SDM, Jagraon

2. First Appellate Authority

    Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana 

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1073 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Kamaljit Singh, clerk, Tehsil office, Jagraon on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that as directed information has been provided to the Appellant vide their letter 5746 dated 07.11.11. Appellant is absent.  One more opportunity is given to the Appellant to appear before the Commission. It is made clear that in case the Appellant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. 

3.
Adjourned to 27.01.11 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 14th January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.Chanchal Kumar,

Shop No.112(P),

Bazar No.7, Ferozepur Cantt.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Treasury Officer,

Ferozepur, Punjab. 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3802 of 2010

Present:
 Nemo for the parties.
ORDER

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. This is the first date of hearing. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 01.02.11 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 14th January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satinder Walia,
27, Industrial Area,

Phase-1, Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (S), Pb,
Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3821 of 2010

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


(ii) Smt. Jaswant Kaur, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Jaspal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 10.09.10 and again it was clarified on 04.11.10. Complainant is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission and state his case. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. 

3.
Adjourned to 27.01.11 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 14th January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satpal Bansal,
1393, Sector-44/B,

Chandigarh-160047.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(S), Punjab
SCO: 95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh

2.
Public Information Officer


O/o Secretary Education (schools)

Mini Sectt. Sector 9,


Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3820 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.         Complainant is absent. Respondent, O/o DPI (S)  states that information is to be provided by the office of Secretary Education (schools). Complainant has also filed an application to the Education Secretary on 24.08.2010 which was transferred to DPI(S) on 17.09.10 to provide the information.
3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Secretary Education (schools).  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Secretary Education (schools), Mini Sectt, Chandigarh be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Secretary Education (schools)  should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 27.01.11 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 14th January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harjinder Singh,
S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

R/o Gulam Patra,

P.O.Mahiama, Ferozepur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (EE), PB,
SCO: 32-34, Sector-17,
Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3819 of 2010

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


(ii) Smt. Amrit Pal Kaur, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Baldev Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission and state his case. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. 
3.
Adjourned to 27.01.11 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 14th January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
