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

Dr. Gurdev Singh Bhardwaj,
Service No. 3068, West Enclave,

St. No. 2, Hoshiarpur

 …………………………….Appellant
Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,
Health and Family Welfare Punjab,

Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secretary,

Health and Family Welfare Punjab,

Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 830 of 2010

Alongwith

AC No. 831 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Harinder Kumar Aurora alongwith Dr. Gurdev Singh Bhardwaj, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Gopal Dass, Suptd. O/o Pr. Secretary Health and Family Welfare, Punjab and Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Assistant , O/o Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that he has received the information but for item no. 2 and 4, Respondent should clarify the matter as sought by him. 
3.
Respondent states that regarding item no. 2, no separate order/circular/notification authorizing Dr. Manjit Kaur then DMC, Hoshiarpur, to write ACRs of SMOs for the year 2005-06, was issued however, Dr. Manjit Kaur was given additional charge as Civil Surgeon, Hoshiarpur by the Government.
3.
Regarding item no. 4, there is no separate order/ circular/ notification issued by the Government of Punjab to access the overall grading of the employee.  Respondent further states that overall grading is given as per performance of the employee.
4.
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: 29th    October, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
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) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far by the PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur. 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 PIO was not present even on the last date of hearing.
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 him in getting the information. 

4.
PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur 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 
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Complainant before the next date of hearing. A copy of this order should also be sent to the Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab  through registered post to direct the PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur to provide the information and to be personally present on the next date of hearing
5.
Adjourned to 25.11.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th    October, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
CC: Director Health and Family Welfare Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

Junior Assistant,

Punjab Mandi Board,

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o F.C.D. (Agricultural Branch), Punjab

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2691 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Madan Lal Bangar, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant has sent a request that he has received the information and is satisfied.
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: 29th    October, 2010


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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bholapur,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Finance Department, Punjab

Chandigarh

2. Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Transport (Punjab)

Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2683 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Amarnath, Suptd-I on behalf of the Respondent no. 2
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has sought similar information earlier from the Principal Secretary, Transport. Now, he has sought the same information from the Finance department, since in this case the action is to be taken by the Transport department, the complaint was forwarded to the Transport department for taking necessary action. Respondent further states that the matter is still under consideration.  Complainant is not satisfied with the reply  of the Respondent. Complainant is advised to make representation to the higher authorities for finalizing the enquiry at the earliest. Since, information has been provided as per record, 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: 29th    October, 2010


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

Sh. Sat Pal Singh Bedi,

# 5, Model Colony Banga,

Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar, Punjab

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director of Industries and Commerce, Punjab

17 Bays Building, Sector 17

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2279 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Bakshish Singh, Additional Director –cum-PIO and Smt. Parminder Kaur, Assistant 
ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed on the last hearing, Respondent has submitted copy of the dispatch register.  Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Respondent further states that regarding item no. 2, Complainant has already been informed vide letter dated 15.07.2010 that no notification was issued by the government for giving incentive to the SC/BC. 

3.
Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. I have gone through the reply and found satisfactory. The show cause notice issued is hereby dropped.
4. 
Since, information has been provided as per record, 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: 29th    October, 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. and ex-PIO.  
ORDER

Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 05.10.10, PIO was directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information. In today’s hearing, it is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present and no reply has been filed by the PIO. Last opportunity is granted to Smt. Kanta Devi, PIO to file her reply to the show cause notice. 
3.
Sh. Inderjeet Singh, Suptd. Grade- 2 appeared and states that he was the PIO upto 25.09.2010 and now Smt. Kanta Devi is the PIO. He has submitted copy of the letter dated 27.10.10 requesting the present PIO to give him the file relating to this case but he has not been provided with the file so the reply could not be given. 
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5.
Since, Sh. Indejeet Singh, Suptd. Grade-2 (previous PIO), Smt. Daljit Kaur, APIO and Smt. Meenakshi, Dealing Assistant are responsible for the delay in providing the information. They are also 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 Appellant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

6.
Sh. Indejeet Singh, Suptd. Grade-2 (previous PIO), Smt. Daljit Kaur, APIO and Smt. Meenakshi, Dealing Assistant are directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO (Smt. Kanta Devi) is also directed to supply complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.
7.
Adjourned to 25.11.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th    October, 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


In the hearing dated 05.10.10, Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar  was directed to recover  the penalty of Rs. 25000/- in two installments from the salary  of Sh. Rajeev Verma, Tehsildar, Jalandhar-I  under intimation to the Commission. It is observed that the Deputy Commissioner has sent no information regarding recovery of the penalty amount from the salary of Sh. Rajeev Verma, Tehsildar, Jalandhar-I. Last opportunity is given to the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar to inform the Commission regarding deduction of the penalty amount from the salary of Sh. Rajeev Verma, Tehsildar, Jalandhar-I failing which the case will be referred to the government to take suitable action against the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar for non compliance of the order of the Commission.
3.
Adjourned to 25.11.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th    October, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
CC: Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar

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

Sh. Baldev Krishan Singla,

# 1117/4, Dutt Road,

Moga

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2654 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.
Complainant sought following information from the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga vide his application dated 15.06.2010:-

1.Subject matter of information

(A) Copy of the Vasika no. 4649 registered in the office of Sub registrar Moga, dated 1-9-1980 in favor of Smt. Kesra Devi w/o Raghunath Dass.


(B) Copy of the Fard Badar certified and ordered by the SDM Moga on dated 13.12.2004 that the property shown in Vasika No. 4649 should be transferred in the name of her legal heir Baldev Krishan Singla.


( C) Copy of the Jamabandi or any revenue record after the implementation of the SDM order by the concerned revenue officer that the above said property is transferred in the name of Baldev Krishan Singla.

2.Period for which the information is sought : Registry for 1-9-1980, Order of SDM Moga dated 13.12.2004 and copy of jamabandi of the year 2007-08.
3.
Respondent vide his letter dated 30.06.2010 informed the Complainant to collect the information from the office of Copying Section and HRC Section of Deputy Commissioner, Moga.
Contd…P-2

-2-
4.
In today’s hearing, Respondent submits that Complainant was asked to deposit Rs. 275/- as revenue fees as prescribed by the government to provide the sought for documents. He has also brought the documents to personally deliver it to the Complainant on payment of revenue fee as fixed by the government.

5.
The RTI Act was enacted with the objective to promote transparency and accountability in the working of the government and other public authorities with a view to strengthening the democracy and to hold the government accountable to the people.  It was not supposed to be a mere substitute for other laws providing for the supply of copies of documents in the custody of government authorities. A clear line of demarcation exists between the provisions of providing services by the government to the citizens and disclosure of evidence for the purpose of promoting transparency in the working of the government.  The present request made by the Complainant before the PIO has nothing to do with the objective of the RTI Act 2005. The Complainant , therefore, is obliged to make the necessary applications for obtaining the documents desired by him before the appropriate authorities under the Registration Act/ rules framed there under for obtaining copies of the registered sale deeds and the rules framed by the Revenue department for obtaining copies of the Vasika, Fard Badar and Jamabandi.

6.
The use of the RTI Act would be limited to documents and records which have not been brought in the open category, thus, making the use of RTI Act even more effective. RTI works best when it is used the least. 

7.
The instant complaint is, therefore, dismissed being devoid of merit. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th    October, 2010


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

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Sugan Singh,

Vill. Paragpur, PO Derabassi,

Distt. SAS Nagar,

Mohali

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Derabassi

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2395 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Dalvinder Singh, AOK on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information stands already supplied to the Complainant. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided.
4.
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: 29th    October, 2010


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

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16- Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar – 143 001

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Secretary Finance,

8th Floor, Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

2.
First Appellate Authority


Principal Secretary, Finance


Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 378 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali, the Appellant

(ii)  Sh. Kashmira Singh, PIO and Smt. Santosh Malhotra, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant has brought to the notice of the Respondent that Punjab Government departments are not following rules/instructions as per PFR, VOl II, APP 8 regarding terms and conditions of the Tenders being advertised by respective departments. Respondent is advised to clarify the matter on the next date of hearing. He should collect the information from different departments regarding rules/instructions being followed while framing the terms and conditions of tenders i.e. Cost of tender documents, Amount of Earnest money and Amount of security deposit.
3.
Adjourned to 30.11.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 29th    October, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
