STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mukesh Aggarwal,

# 1073, Old Lakar Mandi,

Near Aggarwal Nursing Home,

Sultanwind Gate, Amritsar-143001.

      …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (Colleges) Pb,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1936 of 2009

Present:
Nemo for the parties 

ORDER


Neither the Appellant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is granted to both the parties.

2.
Adjourned to 10.09.09 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Barjinder Singh,

Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

H.No. 8647, Barnala.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1938 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Barjinder Singh, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that sought for information has been provided to him. He further states that he is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required. The case is disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbans Singh,

S/o Sh. Chanan Singh,

R/o Jhaliya Kalan,

Tehsil- Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt- Rup Nagar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Rop Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

        

CC No. 1945 of 2009


Present:
(i) Sh. Harbans Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Dr. Hardeep Kaur, PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon Office, Ropar & Sh. Gulshan Rai, SMO-cum-PIO Civil Hospital, Ropar on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the sought for information and is satisfied. He further states that PIO has not provided the information within time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.
3.
Complainant states that sought for information was to be provided by the PIO of the Civil Hospital. The application of the Complainant was forwarded in time to the concerned PIO. Dr. Gulshan Rai, SMO-cum-PIO, Civil Hospital, Ropar states that Complainant sought similar information earlier also, which was provided to him. He further states that sought for information was received by the Complainant, by hand. There is no delay in providing the information. Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI application.

4.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Late Sh. Ram Murti,

Shop No. Ext-21, New Anaj Mandi,

Ambala City.
…………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o .Civil Surgeon,

Patiala..
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 453 of 2009
Present:
Nemo for the parties 

ORDER


Neither the Appellant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is granted to both the parties.

2.
Adjourned to 10.09.09 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nachhattar Singh Thind, Advocate,

St No. 2-R, Green Avenue,

Chahal Road, Faridkot.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Bathinda.

………………………………..Respondent

        

AC No. 467 of 2009


Present:
(i) Sh. Nachhattar Singh Thind, the Appellant


(ii) Smt. Santosh Kumari, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent


ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he filed two applications on 19.03.2009 and 01.04.2009 under RTI Act 2005 with the Block Primary Education Officer (Elementary Primary), Sangat, Distt- Bathinda. He further states that Respondent has provided him incomplete information. Column No.15 of the copy of transfer application supplied by the Respondent was missing.
3.
Respondent states that authenticated copy of the transfer application as available in their office were provided to the Appellant. Respondent further states that copy of the attendance register having seventy pages has already been sent to the Appellant by registered post. Appellant states that he has not received information regarding attendance register.

4.
Respondent is directed to provide the certified copy of the attendance register from April 2003 to 31.03.2009 before next date of hearing. Respondent is also directed to bring the original transfer application of Sh. Parvinderpal Kaur from the concerned office on the next date of hearing in order to verify the correctness of the information provided.

5.
Adjourned to 08.09.09 (2.30 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
                                                  (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

S/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

Journalist,

Nawa Zamana, Mansa

O/o Jain School Wali Gali,

Mansa

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa

………………………………..Respondent

CC No 3045  of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Ajay Kumar, Secretary-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing on 24.06.09, Respondent was directed to procure a copy of the bill for the purchase of the car from DTO, Bathinda. In today’s hearing, Respondent has submitted that DTO, Bathinda was contacted who has informed vide his letter No. 2009 dated 13.08.09 that due to the shifting of his office 2/3 times, original file relating to car bearing registration No. PB03B0001 is not traceable. Respondent further states he has provided all the information regarding the car, available in their office, to the Complainant.
3.
Complainant states that he had filed application for information on 19.02.08 with the District Red Cross Society, Mansa. He was provided incomplete and misleading information. He filed a complaint with the Commission dated 15.12.08. The Complainant prays that as he has attended five hearings in the Commission and has incurred expenditure in attending the various hearings before the Commission, he should be compensated for the delay and detriment suffered by him.  
Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
Respondent states that the information in question was to be provided by Sh. Rajinder Singh, Accountant who was found guilty by the enquiry officer, ADC (Gen.), Mansa for not providing the information.

5.
Since, the information was to be provided by Sh. Rajinder Singh who was Accountant at that time, he is treated as deemed PIO and is directed to show cause as to why action should  not be taken against him for not supplying the information to the Complainant as per the mandate of the RTI Act 2005.  He may file a written reply in response to the show cause notice. In addition to the written reply, Sh. Rajinder Singh, Accountant is hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) for a personal hearing before the consideration of imposition of penalty. It is made clear 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 further proceedings shall be taken ex parte.

5.
Adjourned to 10.09.09 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Subhash Chander,

H.No. 142, Purani Khalasi Line,

Ferozepur Cantt. 

            …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police,

Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

 

 CC No. 2981 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Lakhmer Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. R.R.Dhawan, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.         As directed during the hearing dated 25.06.2009, Sh. Sandeep Kumar, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Clerk have filed affidavits in response to the show cause notices issued to them. Respondent was also directed to place on record the copies of replies submitted by Sh. Sandeep Kumar, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Clerk to the show cause notices issued to them by Director General of Police, Pb before awarding the punishment of censure. Respondent has submitted the replies of Sh. Sandeep Kumar and Sh. Kulwinder Singh in response to the show cause notice issued to them by Director General of Police, Pb.
3.             Complainant in his application for information has sought, action taken on the application dated 17.11.2004, regarding promotion taken after M.A (Police Admn). Respondent has also submitted a copy of the similar application filed by the Complainant on 03.09.2004 before the then DIG (Admn) Pb, which was filed by the Director General of Police vide his letter dated 29.11.2004, as there were no provision in the rules. Respondent further states that Complainant filed similar application on 17.11.2004 which was not traceable in their office. 

Contd…P-2

-2-

4.       I have given my thoughtful consideration to the rival contentions advanced. I am of the view that there is nothing to suggest the existence of any mala fides on the part of the Respondent, in the supply of information. Punishment of censure has been awarded to Sh. Sandeep Kumar, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Kulwinder Singh who have been found responsible for the loss of record. As the delay is neither willful nor deliberate, no case for the imposition of penalty under Section 20 RTI Act 2005 or for the award of compensation under Section 19(8) is made out
5.        The case is accordingly, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                     (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

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

Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh,

# 1676, Phase-3-B-2,

Mohali.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 329  of 2008

Present 
(i) Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh, the Appellant


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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he sought information about twenty five points. He has been provided information for only three points. Respondent states that information could not be provided, as the sought for record is not traceable. Respondent was directed by the Commission to fix the responsibility of the officials responsible for the loss of record. No intimation has been given by the PIO about the earring officials. PIO is absent. Last opportunity is granted to the PIO to comply with the orders of the Commission, failing which action under RTI Act 2005 will be initiated against him.
3.
Adjourned to 18.09.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

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

Er. Ravi Bhushan Verma,

Friends Colony, Street-‘A’,

Sunder Nagar, Dhangu Road,

Pathankot-145001.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Colleges), Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 3104 of 2008

Present 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Smt. Anjali, Sr. Assistant,O/o DPI, Colleges, Smt. Karan Kaur, Steno, O/o Govt. College, Nabha, Sh. Narinder Singh, Junior Assistant O/o Govt. College, Hoshiarpur & Sh. Iqbal Singh, Clerk O/o Govt. College, Tanda

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Complainant except for Govt. College, Hoshiarpur. Respondent further states that sought for information will be provided to the Complainant within two days. PIO is directed to provide the remaining information within one week to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last date of hearing also. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

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

Sh. Kulwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Rajinder Singh,

Dogar Basti, Gali No-12 ½,

Faridkot-151203.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  3153 of 2008

Present:
Nemo for the parties

ORDER


Heard

2.  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. No further action is required. The case is disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Kahan Singh,

New Cantt Road,

Gali No- 2L, Faridkot.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager, 

PRTC, Batinda

………………………………..Respondent

        

CC No. 1270 of 2009


Present 
(i) Sh. Mohinder Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Gurjant Singh, Acting Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.         As directed during the hearing dated 01.07.2009, Respondent has produced the Pay Ledger for the period of 2/1972 to 2/1973 and also the CPF deduction Ledger maintained in the Head Office, Patiala which was shown to the Complainant in the Commission, today. No further action is required.

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



Sd/-
  (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

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

Lt. Col. B.K.Sodhi (Retd),

# 2549, Sector-47/C,

Chandigarh-160047.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Secretary Education Pb, (School)

Mini Sectt, Sector-9,

Chandigarh-16009.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1488 of 2009

Present 
(i) Sh. Jatinder Sodhi, on behalf of the Complainant


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


Heard

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

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



Sd/-
    (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18th  August, 09

