STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mohd. Ruldu,

S/o Sh. Fateh Mohd,

H.No.337, W.No.21,

Mohalla Khatikan,

Sirhind Gate, Malerkotla,

Distt-Sangrur.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar,

Council of Paramedical,

Pb, Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 824 of 2010

Present:
(i) Mohd. Ruldu, the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.
Complainant has failed to provide the correct address of the Respondent. On the last date of hearing, order was sent by registered post to the Respondent, but the original envelope was received back from the postal authorities with the endorsement of the postal authorities that the recipient was not available at that address despite repeated visits. Complainant is advised to file a fresh application with the Indian Postal Order mentioning the correct address. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, St. 1-E, New Vishnu-Puri,

New Shivpuri Road, P.O. Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana - 141007

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34A, Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1792 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has been provided to the Complainant on 13.05.10. Remaining information is to be provided by all the Civil Surgeons in the State. He further states that Complainant has been advised to file separate RTI applications with the Civil Surgeons of Punjab State who had been made PIOs under the RTI Act.
3.
Complainant has sent a request that he is busy with the examination and is unable to attend today’s hearing. He has sought another date. Since, the remaining information is to be supplied by the Civil Surgeons in the State, the Appellant is accordingly advised to file separate applications with these offices. 
4.
Adjourned to 08.07.2010 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Darshan Singh,
351/3, Ajit Nagar,

Puri Auto Wali Gali Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family
Welfare, Parivar Bhawan,

Sector 34, Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1659 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Mulkh Raj, Suptd-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. No further action is required.

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

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.

 ……………………………. Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

             O/o Deputy Secy., Finance,

             8th Floor, Civil Sectt. Chandigarh,

 (2) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Principal Secy., Finance,


Punjab.
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 378 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali, the Appellant 

(ii) Sh. Kashmira Singh, PIO on behalf of the Respondent No. 2.
ORDER

Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 25.05.10, Respondent was directed to provide certified copies of information alongwith the clarification regarding latest amendments. In today’s hearing, Appellant states that information regarding amendment , if any, has not been provided to him. Respondent has sought some more time to find out the record and provide the information. 
3.
It is one of the allegations of the Appellant that the First Appellate Authority did not respond at all to the first appeal filed by the Appellant on 29.01.10. The appeal before the Commission was filed on 15.04.2010 i.e. after almost two and a half months. As per the RTI Act, the First Appellate Authority has to decide the appeal within a period of 30 days. The allegation, if true, amounts to a flagrant violation of the provisions of the RTI Act prescribing the time limit for the decision of the appeal.  For such statutory violations, the First Appellate Authority is also answerable.  I, therefore, direct the First Appellate Authority to state in writing as to why it did not respond to the first appeal filed by the Appellant before him. 
3.
Adjourned to 02.07.2010 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.

 ……………………………. Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

             O/o Deputy Secy., Finance,

             8th Floor, Civil Sectt. Chandigarh,

 (2) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Principal Secy., Finance,


Punjab.
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 378 of 2010

Present:

ORDER

Heard

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harpreet Singh,

Guru Teg Bhadur Nagar,

Near Amritsar Road Baypass,

Tarn Taran

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Tarn Taran
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1791 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that he has brought information to deliver it personally to the Complainant today in the Commission. Respondent further states that Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 15.04.10 which was received in their office on 28.04.10. He further states that Complainant was asked vide their letter no. 316 dated 11.05.10 to deposit Rs. 300/- as documentation fee. Complainant has failed to deposit the requisite fee so no information was provided to the Complainant.  Complainant is absent.  He has also not deposited the fee as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. Complainant is advised to deposit the RTI fees and collect the documents from the Respondent. No further action is required.
3.
The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harvinder Singh,

R/o Kheri Salabatpur,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Roopnagar

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Chamkaur Sahib

2.
First Appellate Authority


Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 435 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Chetan Bunger, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent No.2
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. He has sought another date to show the documents to prove that information provided is incorrect and false. 
3.
Adjourned to 08.07.2010 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pritpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Manohar Singh,

4464, Ranjit Pura,

Near Khalsa College,

Amritsar.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Sahib,

Medical College,

Amritsar.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1416 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh Hardeep S. Bubber, Pharmacist on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far in respect to his application for information dated 17.01.10. He further states that during the last hearing, some of the information was provided which relates to another application. He has already pointed out deficiencies vide his letter dated 23.05.10. In today’s hearing, Respondent states that he has already provided information with respect to the application of the Complainant available in his office. Another copy of the application for information is given to the Complainant today in the Commission. Respondent is directed to ensure that sought for information is provided to the Complainant within one week failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 08.07.2010 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vinod Kumar Gupta,

S/o Sh. Harbans Lal Gupta,

25, Tahli Mohalla, 

Ferozepur Sahib.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1387 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the reply in response to the observations pointed out by the Complainant has been sent on 14.06.10. Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also.  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.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Krishan Singh Mittal,

S/o Sh. Jasmer Singh,

# Lalluana Road New Bash,

Mansa.
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o NRHM

Director, Health & Family Welfare,

Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare,

Sector-34-A, Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.1610 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.
Sh. Mulkh Raj, Suptd-cum-APIO appearing on behalf  of the Respondent and sought another date. Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last date of hearing also He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. 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 08.07.2010 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

S/o Tarlok Singh,

Dream Land Resorts,

Landara Road Kharar,

District-SAS Nagar.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kharar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1589 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Malkit Singh, Tehsildar Kharar on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the record relating to the information sought by Sh. Jaswinder Singh is not available in the office of Tehsildar, Kharar. Sh. Kuldip singh, Patwari / Assistant Office Kanugo is responsible for the loss of record and report in this regard has been sent to the Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar, Mohali on 15.02.10 to take disciplinary action against Sh. Kuldip Singh.
3.
Respondent has submitted that Sh. Kuldip Singh was directed vide letter dated 25.05.10 and 09.06.10 to provide the information to the Complainant.  

4.
Since, the information is to be provided by Sh. Kuldip Singh, Patwari, Assistant Office Kanugo, he is treated as deemed PIO. Sh. Kuldip Singh, Patwari, Assistant Office Kanugo is directed to show 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. 

Contd…P-2

-2-

(iv) Why action should not be taken against him under Section 20(2)  of the RTI Act

5.
Sh. Kuldip Singh, Patwari, Assistant Office Kanugo is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

6.
Adjourned to 08.07.10 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Surinder Singh Bedi,

MD (Radio Diagnosis),

Senior Medical Officer (Retd.),

C-2173, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar

 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Chandigarh.


………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 4043 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Surinder Singh Bedi , the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.
Civil Surgeon, Amritsar in response to Principal Secretary , Health & Family Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh memo No. 37/53/09-4C dated 16.03.2010 regarding RTI application of Dr. Surinder Singh Bedi has provided incomplete information to the  Complainant and he has submitted  that the information is to be provided by the office of Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh. It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative, O/o Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh  has attended any of the four hearings held so far. 
3.
 In view of the foregoing, PIO, O/o Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to show 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. 

Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
PIO, O/o Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to attend the next date of hearing before the Commission personally or through an authorized representative. He is also directed to file an affidavit to the show cause as mentioned in para 3 hereinabove before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 08.07.10 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

S/o Sh. Kasturi Lal,

# 35, Lane No. 2, Opp. Radha Swami Satsang,

Punia Colony, Sangrur – 148 001
 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, SCO : 95-97, Sector 17-D, 

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 481 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Tarsem Lal, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Yash Paul, Assistant Director, Smt. Harvinder Kaur, PIO, the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information is to be provided by CEO, Jalandhar who has been requested to provide the information. Respondent further states that complete information will be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 08.07.2010 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harvinder Singh,

R/o Kheri Salabatpur,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Roopnagar

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Chamkaur Sahib

2.
First Appellate Authority


Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 433 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Chetan Bunger, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent No.2
ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed during the hearing dated 11.06.10, Respondent has filed an affidavit, which is taken on record. Copy of the same is handed over to the Appellant today in the Commission. No further action is required.

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

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
