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

Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Sh. Piara Singh,

VPO :- Kahanuwal Ghaiyanwali Gali,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Ferozepur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1091 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Assistant , O/o Director Health and Family Punjab.

ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for information with the PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur vide his letter dated 18.02.2009 submitting that he has worked as driver from 10.11.68 to 12.07.71 and he has been paid basic pay for this period. He has sought that he should be paid arrear as per revised grades. PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon , Ferozepur was directed to provide the sought information in this regard vide order dated 06.05.2010 and case was disposed of. However, on not receiving any information, Complainant made an application for re-opening the case. 
3.
 Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur was directed to provide the information vide order dated 01.10.10 sent through registered post and again show cause notice was issued vide order dated 29.10.10. It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. The Respondent-PIO was not present even on the last date of hearing.  Representative of Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab states in this regard that as per directions, telephonic message has already been given to the steno of  Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur.  
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4.
In view of the above, last opportunity is granted to the Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur to appear before the Commission failing which action under Section 20 of RTI Act will be initiated.

5.
Adjourned to 21.12.09 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

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

Sh. R.P.Mehta, Chairman,

Care Taker Human Rights Violations

H.O. VPO Amroh,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab) - 144224

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue)

Civil Sectt., Punjab, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3367 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Surinder Kumar Passi, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant wants action against the different officers of the department regarding his complaint. Respondent further states that action taken on the complaint will be intimated to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 30.12.09 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

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

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

6 Jyoti Nagar,

Extension, Jalandhar.

 ……………………………. Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 


O/o Tehsildar,

              Jalandhar-I

(2)        First Appellate Authority,

             O/o Deputy Commissioner,

             Jalandhar.
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 188 of 2010

Present:
 Nemo for the parties.
ORDER

 
During the hearing dated 10.06.2010, penalty  of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on Sh. Rajeev Verma, Tehsildar, Jalandhar -I. The Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar  was directed to recover the penalty amount from the salary of Tehsildar-Sh. Rajeev Verma, Jalandhar-I and deposit the same in the Government treasury. Since nobody has attended  the hearing, on behalf of the Respondent, it is not known whether the penalty amount has been recovered or not. Therefore, Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar is directed to direct the Deputy Commissioner to recover the penalty amount from the salary of Tehsildar-Sh. Rajeev Verma, Jalandhar-I and deposit the same in the Government treasury under intimation to the Commission.
2.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties and also to the Chief Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Civil Sectt. Chandigarh to take suitable action.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
CC:  
(i) Chief Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Civil Sectt. Chandigarh
(ii) Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar

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

Sh. Mahant Sanjay Gir

Dass Nami Akhara, Regd. No. 112,

Shiv Ganga Mandir,

Durgiana Abadi, Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3307 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Mahant Sanay Gir, the Complainant 


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

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he sought information from the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner,  Amritsar vide his application dated 29.05.2010 which was received by Suvidha Centre at receipt no. 173, but no information has been provided to him even after lapse of four months. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO 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 him in getting the information. 

4.
PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar 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.

5.
Adjourned to 21.12.09 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

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

Sh. Harbans Singh,

S/o Sh. Makhan Singh,

H.No. 1064, Sector 70,

Near Sant Isher Singh Public School,

Mohali

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab

Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3287 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Inder 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 19.11.10 and 23.11.10. Complainant states that he has not received the information so far. Copy of the same is delivered to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant is satisfied with the information provided.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                     (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

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

Sh. Varinder Thakur

18 B, New Janakpuri,

Ambala Cantt, Haryana 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Treasury Officer,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3286  of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Varinder Thakur, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. B.K. Taneja, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he wants to withdraw his application for information and he does not required this information any more. Accordingly, case is disposed of as withdraw. Copies of the orders be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

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

Sh. Amandeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

R/o Vill. Ranwa, Tehsil Samrala,

PO Takhara, Distt. Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Machhiwara,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3301 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Rana Partap Singh, BDPO, Machhiwara on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies to the Respondent. Complainant is absent. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 16.12.10 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
Note : After the hearing Sh. Amandeep Singh, Complainant appeared, he is advised to point deficiencies in the information provided to the Respondent within two days.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

H.O. 10904, Basant Road, 
Near Gurudwara Bhagwati, Ind. Area-B,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana -3

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,

SCO : 87, Sector 40C, Chandigarh-160015

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3305  of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Bharat Kumar Mishra, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant sought information from PIO, O/o Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab vide his letter dated 01.06.2010, but no information has been given to him so far. In today’s hearing, Respondent informed the Complainant in writing that sought for information should be collected from B.L.Kapur Memorial Nursing School. It is observed that no action has been taken by the PIO on the application of information of the Complainant for the last more than four months. The information available with the DRME has also not been given to the Complainant. After going through the information provided, Complainant states that false information has been provided.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. A.S. Thind, Joint Director –cum-PIO 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 him in getting the information. 
Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
Sh. A.S. Thind, Joint Director–cum-PIO, O/o DRME is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. A.S. Thind, Joint Director–cum-PIO, O/o DRME is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. If there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information to the Complainant the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause hearing (i.e. Sh. Didar Singh, Suptd. and Sh. Sarabjit, Dealing clerk)  and direct them to appear before the Commission with him.
5.
Adjourned to 21.12.09 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

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

Sh. Sham Lal Saini (Retd. ADO),

H.No. 50/30A,

Ramgali, N.M. Bagh,

Ludhiana

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

SBS Nagar

2.
First Appellate Authority

SDM, SBS Nagar

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 923 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Sham Lal Saini, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Tarsem Singh, Office Kanugo, on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Appellant has already been informed vide their letter dated 20.10.10 to deposit Rs. 260/- as a revenue fee and Rs. 40/- as postal charges so that sought for information be provided to him.  Appellant is advised that since the government has fixed the revenue fees to procure such information, he should pay the fees and get the information. Any deficiencies observed by the Appellant  should be intimated to the Respondent within one week to furnish the reply by the Respondent
3.
Adjourned to 16.12.09 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

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

Sh. Mandeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Sarvan Singh,

VPO Ratowal

Distt. Ludhiana - 141105

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

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

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh
2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 596 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 06.08.10, First Appellant Authority was directed to submit why it did not respond to the first appeal filed by the Appellant. Today, PIO has filed the reply, which is taken on record.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th November, 2010

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

Sh. Rajnish Malik,

S/o Ajaib Singh Malik,

H.No. 1, 220 K.V.

Power Station, Panipat Road,

Safidon, Distt. Jind (Haryana)

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1.Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO : 109, Sector 40-C, 

Chandigarh -160015

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO : 109, Sector 40-C, 

Chandigarh -160015

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 793 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh.  Rajnish Malik, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Inderjit Singh, Suptd. Grade-2, Smt. Meenakshi, Clerk and Smt. Daljeet Kaur, APIO-cum-Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed in the hearing dated 29.10.10, Sh. Indejeet Singh, Suptd. Grade-2 (previous PIO), Smt. Daljit Kaur, APIO and Smt. Meenakshi, Dealing Assistant have filed their affidavits, which is taken on record. Sh. Inderjit Singh, Suptd. Grade-2 stated that he was the PIO upto 25.09.2010 and after this Smt. Kanta Devi is a PIO. The perusal of the record shows that inspite of the directions of the Commission and also giving the last opportunity, Smt. Kanta Devi has not filed her affidavit. Respondent states that information was sent to the Appellant by registered post on 05.10.10 and again on 18.11.10. 
3.
The Appellant states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered. Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th  November, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
