STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhdip Kaur Jassar,

Kothi No.2, Ghuman Colony,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal,

Mata Sahib Kaur, Girls College of Education,

Dhamomajra, Patiala.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1424 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Inderdeep S.Jassar, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Gurpinder Singh, Clerk, O/o Directorate of Education, SGPC, Sector 27-B, Chandigarh on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Inspite of repeated directions of the Commission, Respondent has failed to provide the information. 

3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent 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. 

6.
PIO, O/o Principal,  Mata Sahib Kaur, Girls College of Education, Dhamomajra, Patiala 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.

7.
Adjourned to 15.03.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Sharn Dass,

# 2849, Sector-40/C,

Chandgiarh.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DRME, Pb,

SCO-87, Sector-40, 

Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer 

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

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh

3.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Sector 34A, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 648 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Ram Sharn Dass, the Appellant

(ii) Smt. Amrit Pal Kaur, Senior Assistant, O/o DRME, Punjab on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

  Heard
2.
Smt. Amrit Pal Kaur, Senior Assistant, O/o DRME, Punjab states that  sought for information is to be provided by the Director Health & Family Welfare Punjab whereas in the hearing dated 20.11.09 representative of the Director Health & Family Welfare stated that  this information  is to be provided by the DRME. Respondent states that D.O.  letter has also been written by Secretary Medical Education & Research to the Principal Secretary  Punjab Govt.  that action in this regard is to be taken by the office of Principal Secretary, Director Health & Family Welfare. Complainant states that he sought 
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information regarding action taken by the Health department before filling of his RTI application whereas he has been given information after he has filed application under the RTI Act.
3.
In the instant case, I find that sought for information is to be provided by PIO O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Chandigarh and PIO O/o Principal Secretary to Health, Punjab Govt. I, therefore, order that PIO O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Chandigarh be impleaded as Respondent No. 2 PIO O/o Principal Secretary to Health, Punjab Govt. be impleaded as Respondent No. 3.

4.
 I further direct the O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab & Principal Secretary Health, Pb Govt. to supply the sought for information before the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 12.03.10 (02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th   February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harjit Singh,

S/o Karam Singh,

Vill. Kangroor, Tehsil Nawanshahr,

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Banga

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3562 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Harjit Singh, the Complainant

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



Heard
2.
Respondent  has sent the sought for information to the Commission which is given to the Complainant  today in the Commission. Complainant is satisfied.  No
further action is required.

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

 
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th  February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

763, Phase-2, Army Complex,

Mohali-160055.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Finance Commissioner Revenue,

Civil Sectt., Pb, Chandigarh.

(2)
Public Information Officer


O/o Tehsildar,


Rajpura.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3655 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Amardeep Singh Sandhu, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Mewa Ram Saini, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.        Respondent states that sought for information i.e. letter No. 2568 dated 04.02.1991 written by Tehsildar, Rajpura is not available in his office.  Tehsildar , Rajpura has been asked vide their letter dated 09.09.09, 23.12.09 to trace the letter. He further states that Tehsildar, Rajpura was directed vide the letter dated 06.01.10 to fix the responsibility of the staff responsible for the loss of record.
3.
Complainant states that sought for information is very vital for him, in the absence of which he may have to suffer loss to the tune of crores of Rupees.
4.
In the instant case, I find that sought for information relates to Tehsildar Rajpura, so in this case both the PIO, O/o FCR as well as PIO, O/o Tehsildar Rajpura should have been made as the Respondents.

5.
I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Tehsildar Rajpura be impleaded as Respondent No. 2. I further  direct the  PIO O/o Tehsildar Rajpura to supply the sought for information before the next date of hearing. PIO, O/o FCR  is given one more opportunity to trace the letter before the next date of hearing.  In case the sought for 
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information is not traceable Tehsidlar Rajpura and PIO O/o the FCR should file an affidavit in this regard and enquiry should also be conducted to fix the responsibility of person responsible for the loss of record.

6.         Adjourned to 15.03.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th  February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hardip Singh, Maj. (Retd.),

Gurleh Palace, VPO Sarhali Kalan,

Tehsil & District : Tarn Taran - 143410
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Education (Pb.), (School),

Mini Sectt. Sector : 9, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3504 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Ramesh Kumar Sodhi, Suptd. & Smt. Bachan Kaur, Sr. Asstt.,  O/o DPI (S) on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

      Heard
2.
Sh. Ramesh Kumar Sodhi, Suptd, O/o DPI(S) states that he has been directed by the office of  Principal Secretary , Govt. of Punjab, Department of Education to appear on their behalf.  He further states that sought for information was sent to the Complainant vide their letter dated 16.02.10. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.

 4.           Adjourned to 11.03.10 (at 2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies  of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th  February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Kataria,

S/o Sh. Khushi Ram,

Gandhi Nagar, Gali No. 2,

Rampura Phul, Bathinda

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Lala Lajpat Rai College of Pharmacy,

Moga

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 4048 of 2009

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

(ii) Miss. Manpreet Kaur Walia, Lecturer on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.         Complainant has informed on telephone that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and has sought another date. Principal of Lala Lajpat Rai College of Pharmacy, Moga has authorized Mapreet Kaur Walia, Lecturer to appear on behalf of the college. 

3.             Respondent has submitted that their college is a private unaided college and has never received any financial aid/grant from any central and state government. They have further states that their college does not fall within the definition or meaning of public authority as given in Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act 2005. Complainant is advised to file his reply in response to the letter dated 19.01.2010 of Lala Lajpat Rai College of Pharmacy, Moga.


4.           Adjourned to 15.03.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies  of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th  February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satnam Singh,

House No. 654, Phase-I,

Mohali- 160055

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

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali


………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 4029 of 2009, 

CC No.4027/2009, 

                                                       CC No.4028/2009

 & CC No. 4026/2009

   Alongwith CC No. 4025/2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Satnam Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Baljit Singh, Suptd. O/o BDPO, Khara 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. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th  February , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Pushpa Wati,

Ex Library Attdt,

W/o Sh. Bhagwat Dutt Sharma,

Moh. Upplan, Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt-Kapurthala, Pin-144626.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

S.D.College for Women,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1768 of 2009
ORDER

The judgment in this case was reserved on 04.02.2010.
2.
Vide my order dated 04.12.2009, Respondent was called upon to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time and also why the Complainant be not compensated for the harassment and loss suffered by him as a result of the delay in serving her RTI application.  Vide the same order the Respondent was also directed to provide the remaining information and also to bring the complete record in the Commission on the next date of hearing.  

3.
On the next date of hearing i.e 07.01.2010, the information as demanded by the Complainant was provided to her in the Commission.  The Complainant was advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies in the information supplied. An affidavit has also been filed by the Principal-cum-PIO of the college which was sworn by her on 06.01.2010.  It is stated in this affidavit that the PIO acted promptly as per the directions of the Commission and the delay is not deliberate.  It is also stated that for some time the information was with-held on account of the legal advice obtained by the Respondent. 

4.
On the perusal of the affidavit, I am of the view that it is not a fit case for imposition of penalty under Section 20 RTI Act 2005.  However, on account of lack of proper guidelines and suitable mechanism in the office of PIO there has been 
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considerable delay in providing the information to the Complainant. The Complainant has had to attend six hearings before the Commission.  She has been coming to Chandigarh from Kapurthala.  In this view of the matter, ends of justice would be met by awarding a compensation of Rs. 3000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) to the Complainant.  The compensation will be paid by the Respondent college to the Complainant within seven days of the receipt of this order. To come up for confirmation of compliance on 15.03.10 (at 11.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

 
     Sd/-  


                                           (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 19th February, 2010



State Information Commissioner
