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

Dr. Vipin Kumar,

19, Railway Street,

Bharat Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Sector-34-A, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3519 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Vipin Kumar, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.         Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant, as available in the record, today in the Commission. Complainant has received the same and is satisfied. No further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th     January 2011

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

Sh Amrit Pal Singh,

D-15, Marg 13, Saket,

New Delhi - 17

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 857 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Amrit Pal Singh, the Appellant

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

Heard

2.         Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 03.07.2010 to the PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana but no information was provided to him by the PIO sofar. In the hearing dated 11.11.2010, Sh. S.R.Kaler, PCS, ADC, Ludhiana was directed to show cause. In response to the order showing cause, PIO-cum-ADC, Ludhiana has submitted his reply, which is not as per the facts stated by the Appellant. Appellant states that he has attended three hearings in the Commission, still information has not been provided.
3.           In view of the above, Sh. S.R.Kaler, PCS, ADC-cum-PIO, Ludhiana is hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note 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 the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte, if there are 
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other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information to the Appellant the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause and direct them to appear before the Commission alongwith the complete record relating to the RTI application and also their written reply in response to the order showing cause. Appellant is advised to hand over the copy of the today’s order to the PIO personally.
4.           Adjourned to 10.02.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th     January 2011

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

Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

Advocate,

House No. 2123, Sector 27-C,

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs and Justice (Jails Branch),

8th floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh

2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs and Justice (Jails Branch),

8th floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh

3.
Public Information Officer


O/o Secretary Administration


Punjab Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 777 of 2010

Alongwith 

AC No. 779 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, the Appellant

(ii) Ms. Ravneet Kaur, St. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         On the last hearing dated 23.12.2010, Respondent was directed to conduct an enquiry and submit the report before the Commission. In today’s hearing, Smt. Ravneet Kaur, Sr. Assistant appearing states that Sh. Balwant Singh, Under Secy., has been appointed as enquiry officer. After the completion of the enquiry by the enquiry officer, Respondent should send the copy of enquiry report to the Appellant and to the Commission. Since, the order of the Commission is complied with. 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: 28th    January 2011

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

Sh. Balbir Singh,

389, Kot Kujias Rai,

Near Devi Diwara Temple,

Batala

 …………………………….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. 3745 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.         Complainant has informed the Commission vide his letter dated 06.01.2011 that he has not received any information regarding items number seven to thirteen. In today’s hearing, Respondent has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Respondent is directed to send the information to the Complainant by post. Complainant is also advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week.

3.            Adjourned to 17.02.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                                                      (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th   January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
Note:
Sh. Nar Bahadur, appeared on behalf of the Complainant and states that Complainant has sent a request for extension of date and grant of leave from personal appearance on the basis of medical grounds. Another date is granted to him to pursue his case.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th   January 2011

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

Sh. Jasmeet Singh Paul,

11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

C/o Chairman PETS-cum- Director

Industry & Commerce, Govt. of Punjab (RTI Cell)

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority 

C/o Chairman PETS-cum- Director

Industry & Commerce, Govt. of Punjab

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1124 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Jasmeet Singh Paul, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. M.L.Gauba, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent has submitted his written reply stating that there is no direct or indirect control of the appropriate government in the operation and maintenance of the first module of C.E.T.P. Hence this does not fall under the definition of a public authority. Copy of the same is handed over to the Appellant today in the Commission. He is advised to submit written reply to prove that PETS is a public authority.  
3.             Adjourned to 22.02.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January 2011

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

Sh. Bhajan Singh,

Electricition Municipal Corporation,

Patiala, Near. N.I.S, Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab State Industrial and

Electronic Corporation,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17/A,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3465 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. H.S.Matharu, Executive Engineer and Sh. S.K.Sharma, APIO, XEN on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         On the last hearing dated 06.01.2011, Sh. H.S.Matharu, Executive Engineer, XEN-4, Jalandhar Division and Sh. S.K.Sharma, APIO, XEN-1were directed to show cause for providing incomplete information. In today’s hearing, they have filed an affidavit in response to the order stating that the record was more than twenty year old and due to shifting of office building, record was not traceable. Complainant states that he is satisfied with the reply of the Respondent. He only wants that amount deducted from his salary be given to him. He does not want any compensation and penalty to be imposed on the Respondent. Respondent has agreed to do the needful at the earliest
3.               In view of the above, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January 2011

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

Dr. Sohan Lal Jain,

M.O., CHD Jhunir,

Distt. Mansa- 151506

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon, Mansa

First Appellate Authority

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

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1145 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Dr. Sohan Lal Jain, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Harbhajan Singh, DFWO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 27.01.2010 but complete information has not been provided to him sofar. Respondent has informed the Appellant that complaints are not available in steno section. In response to the order of the Commission dated 07.01.2011, Respondent has submitted that no board has been fixed whereas Respondent was directed to file an affidavit stating that no notice has been issued as sought by the Appellant in his RTI application. It is observed that complete information has still not been provided. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide complete information to the Appellant, 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 proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th  January 2011

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

Sh Kawaljeet Singh,

House No. 2602, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 
O/o Director Medical, Education & Research, Punjab,

SCO : 87, Sector 40C, 
Chandigarh-160015

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3385 of 2010

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


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

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided some of the information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. He is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week and also intimate the place of posting of all the employees regarding, whom he has sought the information.

 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: 21st January 2011

               State Information Commissioner
