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

Sh. A.S. Wadhawan,

415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur, 

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o D.A.V. College,

Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3330 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Sham Sunder Sharma, Associate Professor on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent has submitted documents today in the Commission, stating that all the grants are received by the concerned Principal, not by the Managing Committee. He has also submitted copy of the order in CC No. 143 of 2010 passed by State Information Commissioner, Sh. P.P.S.Gill, in which he has ordered that the DAV College, Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur is not a public authority as per the definition given under the RTI Act 2005. Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. He has submitted that Government grants are being received by the Managing Committee and not by the Principals of the School and Colleges, therefore, the President of the Managing committee is Public Authority but he has not furnished any proof in this regard. In view of the latest order in CC No. 143 of 2010 and documents submitted by the Respondent 
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that Govt. aid/grant is not received by the Managing Committee, Complainant is advised to furnish documents showing that Govt. has control or substantially financed the Managing Committee.
3.            Adjourned to 15.02.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th     January 2011

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

Sh. Suresh Chander

43, Industrial Estate, 

P.O. Rayan and Silk Mills,

Chheharta, Amrtisar 

 …………………………….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. 3790 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Suresh Chander, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the information can not be provided because the concerned record had been sealed and is in the custody of Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. Respondent is directed, that on receipt of record from the Hon’ble High Court, information should be provided to the Complainant. In this matter, no further cause of action is left; therefore, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th     January 2011

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

Sh. Arjan Singh,

C/o Padamkant Dwivedi (Advocate),

R/o Kakralal,

Tehsil and Distt. Ropar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

 (Punjab), Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3461  of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Padamkant Dwivedi, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.         Respondent states that Complainant has been informed vide letter dated 01.01.2011 that the Press Notes dated 04.09.1976 and 18.01.1979 are not available in the record. However, copy of the policy dated 26.09.2010 has already been provided to him. 
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: 27th    January 2011

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

Sh. Sanyukta Kumari,

81-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

School Education, Mini Sectt.,

Sector- 9, Chandigarh 

2. Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

School Education, Education Branch – 2,

Mini Sectt., Sector- 9, Chandigarh 

3. Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

School Education, Education Branch – 4,

Mini Sectt.,Sector- 9, Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3682 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Om Parkash, Suptd. Branch-2, Sh. Harjinder Singh, Suptd.Branch-5 and Sh. Harnek Singh, Suptd.-cum-PIO Branch-4, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant states that he has filed his RTI application on 06.10.2010 but still complete information has not been provided to him. He has pointed out the deficiencies in the information today in the Commission. Copy of the same is handed over to the Respondent. On the last hearing dated 07.01.2010, PIO’s O/o Secretary Education, Education Branch-2, 4 & 5 were directed to personally present and provide the complete information to the Complainant. Inspite of the order of the Commission, no information has been provided to the Complainant.
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIOs are directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon them 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, Sh. Om Parkash Branch-2, Sh. Harjinder Singh, Suptd.Branch-5 and Sh. Harnek Singh, Suptd. Branch-4 O/o Principal Secy., Secretary Education (S), Pb are directed to file their written reply in this regard on the next date of hearing.  All the PIOs are also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 01.03.11 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th   January 2011

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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla 

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank,

Lehragaga – 148031

Sangrur (Punjab)

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SMO, PHC Moonak,

Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

Civil Surgeon, 

Sangrur (Punjab)

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 964 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla, the Appellant

(ii) Dr. Prabhant Kumar, SMO, Moonak on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Appellant. Appellant states that he has not received the details of the bank account and copy of the resolutions. Respondent states that Appellant has not asked about this information in his original RTI application. Appellant is advised to file a separate application in this regard to get the information. Ex-PIO and Present PIO were directed to show cause for the delay in providing the information. Dr. Prabhant Kumar PIO has filed his written reply and also brought original record which shows that the application of the Complainant was put up to the Ex-PIO on 19.05.2010 and he has marked this application on the same date to the Accountant to provide the information. PIO has submitted that due to flood in the month of July, delay has occurred.  The sought for information had to be collected from thirty four centers and forty one ANM’s.
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3.             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 considerable delay in providing the information to the Complainant. The Complainant has had to attend three hearings before the Commission.  In this view of the matter, ends of justice would be met by awarding a compensation of Rs. 2500/- (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand Only) to the Complainant.  It is made clear that this compensation is not to be paid by any individual, it is to be paid by the public authority before the next date of hearing. To come up for confirmation of compliance on 01.03.11 (at 11.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th   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.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(S), Punjab

SCO: 95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3820 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Sat Pal Bansal, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Jagtar Singh, Suptd. O/o DPI(S), Pb and Sh. Om Parkash, Suptd O/o Secretary Education, Pb on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant states that he has filed his RTI application on 24.08.2010 but even  after the delay of five months, no information has been supplied to him. Sh. Jagtar Singh, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the PIO states that the sought for record is not traceable and has sought another date. Respondent had failed to trace the record in five months. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent PIO is directed to show cause 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. 
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4.
PIO, O/o DPI (S), Punjab is directed to file an affidavit in this regard. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.       Sh. Om Parkash, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the Secretary Education states that sought for information is not related to his office. It relates to O/o DPI(S), Pb. In view of this, PIO O/o Secretary Education (schools) is exempted from further appearance.
6.
Adjourned to 01.03.11 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th  January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC:   PIO O/o Secretary Education (schools), Mini Sectt. Sector-9, Chandigarh.

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) Sh. Charnjit Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.       In the hearing dated 14.01.2011, Respondent has submitted that the sought for information has already been supplied to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information provided.

3.           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: 27th  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. Jadu Singh, Clerk O/o Tehsil, Jagraon, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         In the hearing dated 14.01.2011, Respondent has submitted that the sought for information has already been supplied to the Appellant vide their letter No.5746 dated 07.01.11. Appellant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information provided.

3.           No further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th  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 Complainant

(ii) Smt. Amritpal Kaur, Sr. Assistant O/o DPI (EE), Pb and Sh. Baldev Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o DEO (EE), Pb on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.        In the hearing dated 14.01.2011, Respondent has submitted that the sought for information has already been supplied to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information provided.

3.           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: 27th  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.         In the hearing dated 14.01.2011, Mr. Kehar Singh who is presently posted as Assistant Director, Basic Training Centre, ITI Hoshiarpur was directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for not providing the complete information to the Appellant, he was directed to file an affidavit in this regard but no reply has been filed by him. He is again directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the reply of the show cause. Sh. Dharam Pal, GI appeared on behalf of the Respondent states that Mr. Kehar Singh has informed him on telephone that he can not attend today’s hearing due to the visit of the Secretary. He has sought another date. Last opportunity is given to Mr. Kehar Singh to file his written reply, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.            Adjourned to 15.02.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding> Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th  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. Jagdish Pal,

S/o Late Kharati Ram,

H.No. 635, Sector 9,

HUDA, Ambala City,

Tehsil and Distt. Patiala 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue (Punjab)

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3371 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Jagdish Pal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant O/o FCR, Pb on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant states that he has submitted application to the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Rajpura and Tehsildar, Rajpura for correction of revenue record. Inspite of many visits and reminders to the O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate/Tehsildar, Rajpura and the concerned Patwari, orders issued regarding correction of revenue record had not been implemented.  Complainant had filed application under the RTI Act 2005 to the O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Pb seeking service rules applicable to the officer/officials to make them accountable for their lapses/providing wrong information and to know, if there is any time frame or a provision for automatic follow up action on the complaints.  Complainant has also submitted copies of his application alongwith the reply received from the Sub Divisional Magistrate and Tehsildar, Rajpura to the O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Pb alongwith the RTI application.  PIO O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Pb has failed to provide the suitable reply as per record to the application.  Last opportunity is given to the PIO O/o FCR, Pb to provide the sought for information as available in the record, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
4.           Adjourned to 10.02.11 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 18th January 2011

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

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

H.No. 173, Krishna Nagar,

Gali Murabe Wali, Tarn Taran Road,

Near DS Public School,

Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar (Punjab)

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2768 of 2010

The judgment in this case was reserved vide my order dated 20.01.2010.

2.
Complainant filed application for information vide his letter dated 26.07.2010 with the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar. On not receiving information, Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 06.09.2010 and first hearing was fixed for 12.10.10. 

3.
On the hearing dated 30.11.10, Respondent, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar (Punjab) was directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information to the Complainant. 

4.
Respondent, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar had filed the written reply in response to the show cause notice issued to him on 30.11.10 in which he submitted that they have not received the original application of the Complainant and sought for information is to be provided by the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. He had further submitted that application of the Complainant was sent to the O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar vide their letter no. 2079-p dated 26.07.2010 to provide the sought for information to the Complainant. 

5.
PIO, O/o MC, Amritsar admitted in his affidavit that he has received the letter of PIO, Deputy Commissioner vide no. 2079-p dated 26.07.2010 on 08.11.10 which was received in their office on 10.11.2010 and they have provided the complete sought for information to the Complainant on 24.12.2010. 
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6.
The perusal of the record shows  that PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner has submitted the wrong reply, it do not tally with the affidavit of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The affidavit filed by the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar stated that the application of the Complainant was received in their office on 08.11.10 not on 26.07.11. To clarify the facts, PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar is directed to personally appear and state the facts mentioned by him in the affidavit. He should also bring complete record i.e. receipt register and dispatch register regarding receipt of original application in the O/o Deputy Commissioner and transfer of this application to the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. If there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information, the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar is directed to inform such persons of the show cause and direct them to appear before the Commission along with the written replies on the next date of hearing.

7.
Adjourned to 10.02.11 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.


Sd/-
                                                    (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th January, 2010


State Information Commissioner
