STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vasdev Garg,

Mitwa Street, Water Works Road,

Mansa-151505.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director,

Medical Education & Research, Pb, 

Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2336 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Dhiraj, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the information relating to item No. 1 has been supplied to the Complainant. The information relating to point No. 3, 4 & 5 is to be provided by the Director Health, Punjab and Principal Medical College, Amritsar. For item No. 6, the record is being traced, the information as soon as available will be provided to the Complainant.   Complainant is advised to collect the information relating to item No. 3 & 4 from the office of Director Health, Punjab by filing separate RTI application.  Respondent is directed to provide information for item No. 6 relating to his office and for item No. 5 as received from the Principal, Medical College, Amritsar  to the Complainant. No further action is required.
3.
The case is disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jarjeet Singh Brar,

S/o Sh. Gurdeep Singh Brar,

# 176, Prem Nagar,

Near Model High School,

Saingarh, Pathankot-145001.

        …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Finance Secy.,

Finance Pension Policies & Coordinate Branch

Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 312 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Amrik singh, APIO_cum-Suptd. and Sh. Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
The appeal was disposed of vide my order dated 20.08.2009, in the absence of the Appellant and on the strength and statement made by the Respondent that no deficiencies in the information supplied have been pointed out by the Appellant. The case was re-opened as the letter of the Appellant pointing out the deficiencies reached the office of the Commission on 25.08.2009 i.e well after the date (20.08.2009) on which the case was disposed of.  
3.
In today’s hearing, it is observed that Appellant had not attended any of the hearing held so far by the Commission. The perusal of the record shows that Appellant vide his letter dated 28.10.2009 had sent a request that being the attendant of her mother who is paralytic patient is unable to attend the hearing. 
4.
Respondent states that sought for information as available in the record has been provided to the Appellant. He further states that Appellant has not pointed out any 
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deficiency rather he is seeking advice/opinion of the department relating to family pension of his mother. 

5.
I have gone through the deficiencies as pointed out by the Appellant, it is observed that Appellant is not satisfied with the payment & recoveries of the DA/DP made in the disbursement of family pension to his mother. He has also sought copies of all pension vouchers from 13.07.2001 to 31.12.2002 which he has not asked for in his original application for information. He has also sought copies of judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the local language. Appellant also sought e-mail address of the Respondent which was provided by the Respondent. But the Appellant now wants to know why the department has not responded on his e-mail address.
6.
The perusal of the documents submitted by the Respondent shows that information as available in the record has been provided. The opinion/advice as exists on the record i.e in the form of notings etc. is to be provided.  Respondent is not to create information by giving his advice/opinion.  Translated version of the judgment in the local language is not to be provided as it may change the spirit of the judgment when translated into local language by the office staff. To get pension voucher, Appellant may file separate application under RTI Act 2005. Since, the sought for information has been supplied. No further action is required. 
 7.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Saroj Goyal,

H.No. 1529,

Sector-22/B, Chandigarh.

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

O/o Principal,

SKRM, College, Bhagoo Majra,

Khara, Distt- Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2773 of 2009
Present:
(i) Smt. Saroj Goyal, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that incorrect and misleading information has been provided to her. Respondent is directed to provide item wise information as sought by the Complainant in her application for information before the next date of hearing. Respondent is also directed to bring the original record to prove his contention that the office staff was on leave during summer vacation, due to this reason the information could not be supplied to the Complainant.
3.
Adjourned to 20.11.09 (11.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate, 

# 539/ 112/3, St. 1-E, New Vishnu-Puri,

New Shivpuri Road, PO Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana – 141 007

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

O/o District Trasnport Office,
Mini Sectt. Ludhiana 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2751 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Gursharan Singh, on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Gursharan Singh to appear on his behalf. Respondent is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 26.11.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Bansal,

Bansal, Type College,

New Bazar, Sunam, 

Distt- Sangrur-148028.

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

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

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2716 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Anil Kalra on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Sh.  Raj Kumar Bansal  has authorized  Sh. Anil Kalra to appear on his behalf.  Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is satisfied. No further action is required.

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

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Dharam Raj Garg,

Service No.1510,

Ex-Medical Officer,

Guru Gobind Singh Medical Hospital,

R/o 508-B-11, Anandwana Gate,

Faridkot.
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director,

Research and Medical Education & Research,

Pb, Chandigarh.
(2)
Public Information Officer 

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

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2721 of 2009

Present:
(i) Dr. Dharma Raj Garg, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Harvinder Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o DRME, Pb and Sh. Satish   Bhandari, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant sought information from DRME and Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.), Chandigarh. He has filed two separate applications dated 29.07.09 to the DRME and Director Health, Punjab, Chandigarh. Representative of both the offices were present and copies of the complaint, seeking information has again given to them by the Complainant in the Commission today. 
3.
It is observed that in this case only PIO, Office of DRME has been made the Respondent , whereas the information is to be supplied by the PIO’s, O/o DRME&R and Director Health. I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, 
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Punjab be impleaded as Respondent No. 2. I further direct the PIOs, O/o DRME&R and Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab to supply the sought for information before the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 27.11.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Singh Mittal,

(Retd Teacher),

W.No.6, VPO- Bhikhi,

Distt- Mansa.

           …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer,

Mansa
……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2382 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Prem Singh Mittal, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Kuldeep Kumar, BPEO, Mansa on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 26.11.09 (at 2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Niranjan Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagat Singh,

R/o H.No. 3497, Sector-38/D,

Chandigarh.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education), Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

        



CC No. 2847 of 2008

Present:
(i) 
Sh. Niranjan Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Smt. Renu, Statistical Officer, O/o DPI(SE), Chandigarh & Smt. Manjeet Kaur, Suptd., O/o District Education Officer, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information as available in the record has been provided to the Complainant.
3.
During the hearings, it transpires that Complainant want copy of memo No. 5/1-75 dated 27.06.75 regarding appointment of motor mechanic on adhoc basis.

4.
Representative  of the DPI office states that efforts has been made to trace the old record as the information being sought is more than 34 years old.

5.
Respondent is again directed to make efforts to trace the letter issued by the office of DPI (SE) which according to the Complainant will help in finalization of his pension case.

6.
Adjourned to 27.11.09 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, 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. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, OSD(W) and Smt. Pankaj Sharma, ADSA-2-cum-PIO , the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that compensation amounting to Rs. 5000/- awarded by the Commission has not been paid to him.

3.
Respondent states that he is not clear, if this compensation is to be paid by the PIO or by the Public Authority.

4.
In the order dated 17.09.09, Public Authority i.e. office of DPI (SE) has been found responsible for not keeping the record.  The compensation awarded by the Commission is to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. office of DPI (SE)  and not by the PIO. 

5.
Respondent is directed to pay the compensation to the Appellant before the next  date of hearing.  
6.
Adjourned to 27.11.09 (at 11.00 AM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gursharan Singh,

# 133-L, Chandigarh Road,

Near Namdev Mandir,

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

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Ludhiana.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1762 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Gursharan Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Nahar Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has been provided partial information by the Respondent. He further states that Respondent has been harassing him by taking different stand on similar information before the Commission in another case.  He has requested to close the case as he does not require this information now. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gursharan Singh,

# 133-L, Chandigarh Road,

Near Namdev Mandir, Khanna.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer,

(Elementary) Pb, Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1868/2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Gursharan Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Nahar Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 18.09.2009, Respondent was directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information in time and as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information.
3.
Respondent has not submitted his reply in response to the show cause notice issued to him. Respondent states that he has not received order vide which show cause notice was issued. A copy of the order dated 15.09.2009 is provided to the Respondent today in the Commission. He is directed to file his written reply in response to the show cause notice before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 26.11.009 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC, Bank,

Lehragaga, Distt- Sangrur.

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director,

State Transport, Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 575 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Rajesh Kumar Singla, the Appellant


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

Heard

2.
Appellant states that he filed his application for information on 12.02.09 and  first appeal  on 23.03.09. He has not been provided complete and authenticated inforamtion till date. He has already pointed out deficiencies to the Respondent in the information provided. He further states that PIO should be penalized and he should be compensated for the delay and harassment suffered by him for not getting the information in prescribed time under the Act 2005.
3.
Respondent is directed to provide the complete and authenticated information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  PIO is also directed to file written reply as to why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information in time prescribed under the RTI Act. 
4.
Adjourned to 26.11.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through  registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Romi Wadhera,

R/o Indira Puri,

Samana, Distt- Patiala.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

SCO:-95-97, Sector-17/D,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2389 of  2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Chaman Lal, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Pankaj Kumar, PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
In today’s hearing, Respondent  states that CEO has provided the information to the Complainant. Respondent further states that seniority list of Master cadre is prepared by the CEO and approved by the DPI.
3.
Respondent is directed to provide the information as available in his record to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 27.11.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Surinder Jaspal,

Chamber No.7, 2nd Floor, 

SCO-137-38, Above Corporation Bank,

Sector-8/C, Chandigarh.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Secretary to Govt.,

Pb, Deptt of Irrigation,

Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1438 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Ravi Kalia on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Harbans Singh, Suptd.-cum- PIO , the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Sh. Ravi Kalia appearing on behalf of the Complainant states that as directed by the Commission, no information has been provided to him.  He further states that Executive Engineer, Drainage Division, Ludhiana has asked him to deposit Rs. 2000/- for the information.
3.
In this case, Complainant sought information vide her letter dated 03.03.09, inspite of three hearings in the Commission, Respondent has failed to provide the information even after a period of seven months.
4.
In view of the foregoing, PIO O/o Secretary, Dept of Irrigation, Pb is directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information within time prescribed under the Act. He should file a written reply in response to the show cause notice on the next date of hearing. Respondent should also submit an affidavit as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information.
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5.
Adjourned to 27.11.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Saurabh Munro,

B.No. 33, H.No.223,

Peer Khana Road,

Near Tiwari Di Kothi,

Khanna, Distt- Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. A.S. College for Women,

Khanna.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1426 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Hardev Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information relating to item No. 9, 10 & 11 has been delivered to the Complainant by hand on 19.10.2009. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th October, 2009


State Information Commissioner
