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) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he sought information from the PIO, O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,(FCR) Punjab. FCR, Punjab has wrongly forwarded his application for information to the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali whereas the information is to be provided by the Office of FCR, Punjab.
3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o FCR, Punjab.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o FCR, Punjab may be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o FCR, Punjab should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 23.12.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th  November, 2010

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

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

9- Rani-ka-Bagh,

Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab

Sector 36, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3391 of 2010

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


(ii)  Smt. Monica Bansal, PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that information sought by the Complainant is not specific, however, information as per record has been provided to the Complainant.  In today’s hearing, Complainant has given the names of three applicants and he has sought the information about these Applicants.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing
3.
Adjourned to 28.12.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th  November, 2010

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

Sh. Preet Mohinder Singh, 

Advocate,

Distt. Court,

Barnala 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3075 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.

The Complainant is not present. The Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the Complainant and has submitted the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information.

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: 30th  November, 2010

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

Smt. Raj Rani,

Retried ANM,

# 3260, Sector-46/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Sector-34-A, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Secy., Health & family Welfare,

Pb, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 618 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Surinder Bajaj (Husband of the Appellant) on behalf of the Appellant


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

ORDER

Heard

2.
The sought for information, as available in the record, has been provided to the Appellant. Since, the remaining information is to be supplied by the PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur and PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Mohali regarding Primary Health Centre, Mamdout. Appellant is advised to file separate application with the concerned PIO. 

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th  November, 2010

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

Sh Baljeet Sharma,

# 337, Magazine Street,

Sangrur - 148001

 …………………………….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. 3057 of 2010

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


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

Heard

2.
Complainant is absent. The Complainant was not present even on the last date of hearing. Respondent states that information as supplied by Drug Branch has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant has pointed out that information provided is not authenticated. Respondent has brought the authenticated information to deliver it to the Complainant. Respondent is directed to send the information duly authenticated to the Complainant immediately.  
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th  November, 2010

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

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H.No. 50/30-A,

Ramgali, N.W,Bagh,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy., to Govt., of Pb,

Finance Deptt, Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer (in Education Branch -2),

O/o Secretary Education (Schools) Pb, 

Mini Sectt. Sector 9, 

Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1133 of 2009

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


(ii) Smt. Jeet Kaur, Suptd. Sr. I, Education Department on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has submitted that as ordered by the Commission the penalty amount of Rs. 5000/- (Rs. Five Thousand only) has been deposited in the State Bank of India, Sector 7, Chandigarh. Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, 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: 30th  November, 2010

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

Dr. P.K.Aditya,

H. No. 775,

Sector 22A, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2963  of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Naveen  Gupta, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Sohan Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that still the files i.e. CC: 187/2009 and CC: 73/2007 is not traceable. Deputy Registrar has been asked to conduct an enquiry regarding loss of files, but the enquiry in this regard has not been completed. Deputy Registrar is directed to complete the enquiry regarding loss of files before the next date of hearing and action should be intimated against the person responsible for the loss of record by the competent authority.
3.
Adjourned to 28.12.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th November, 2010

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

Smt. Krishna Devi,

W/o Hari chand,

 # H. No. 4, Ward No. 4,

Kurali, SAS Nagar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

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

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023
2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala 
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2765  of 2010
Present:
(i) Smt. Krishna Devi, the Complainant 

(ii) Smt. Anju Khurana, MO, Civil Hospital, Rajpura and Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Assistant O/o Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab
ORDER

Heard

2.
On the hearing dated 02.11.10, all the points were discussed in the Commission with Dr. Bhupinder Singh, DHO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala who has attended the Commission on behalf of the Civil Surgeon, Patiala but he has not made any efforts to comply with the order of the Commission. Instead of filing the reply to points as discussed, he has sent the file to Dr. Anju Khurana  to attend today’s hearing. 
3.
Smt. Anju Khurana appearing on behalf of the Civil Surgeon, Patiala has not brought any  information. In the hearing dated 12.10.10, PIO was directed to provide authenticated copies of the information. Complainant has pointed out that proper authenticated documents have not been provided. The person who has signed the documents has not mentioned his name and designation on the documents. Complainant states that following  information has still not been provided by the Respondent:-

(i) All documents provided are not authenticated by the PIO.

(ii) No information has been provided regarding item no. 1 & 2.


(iii) No reply has been given for item no. 11

(iv) No information has been provided regarding post-mortem done from June 2009 to December 2009 by  Smt. Anju Khurana, MO.
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4.
In view of the foregoing, PIO, O/o Civil  Surgeon, Patiala 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. 

5.
PIO, O/o Civil  Surgeon, Patiala is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO, O/o Civil  Surgeon, Patiala is also directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

6.
Adjourned to 28.12.10(10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th  November, 2010

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

Smt. Manpreet Kaur,

D/o Baldev Singh,

VPO Kala Singiaya,

Distt. Kapurthala

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SMO,

Civil Hospital,

Kapurthala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2988  of 2010
Present:
(i) Smt. Manpreet Kaur, the Complainant 


(ii) Dr. Prem Kumar, Medical Officer on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER


Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th  November, 2010

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

Smt. Sunita,

W/o Sh. Sahib Singh,

Marfet : Baldev Singh Bham,

Journalist Rozana Ajit 

4879, Gali Bai Kartar Singh,

Sh. Muktsar Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Red Cross Society,

Mansa (Punjab) – 151505

2.
Public Information Officer


O/o Satluj Gramin Bank, Head Office, 

A-4, Civil Lines, Bathinda
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2734 of 2010

Present:
(i) Smt. Sunita, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Surinder Singh, PIO on behalf of the Respondent no. 2 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for record is not traceable. Respondent is directed to conduct an enquiry in this regard and should submit the report on the next date of hearing. 

3.
Adjourned to 28.12.10 (at 10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th  November, 2010

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

Dr. Harbhajan Kaur, Retd.,

119, Civil Lines, 

Patiala

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Department of Higher Education Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2900 of 2010
Present:
(i) Smt. Harbhajan Kaur, the Complainant 


(ii) Smt. Jasbir Kaur, APIO on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.
All the deficiencies have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Complainant. Smt. Jasbir Kaur, APIO and the Complainant have mutually agreed to meet in the office on 14.12.2010 (Tuesday) at 11.00 a.m., where the deficient information, as per record, duly attested, will be given to the Complainant.
3.
Adjourned to 23.12.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th  November, 2010

               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
Present:
 Nemo for the parties
ORDER


On the hearing dated 2nd Nov, 2010, Respondent states that action taken will be intimated on the next date of hearing. It is observed that neither the Respondent nor his representative is present for today’s hearing and any action taken by the Respondent has also not been intimated to the Commission.

2.
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. 

3.
PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. 

4.
Adjourned to 28.12.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th  November, 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 Applicant

(ii) Smt. Santosh Malhotra, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that he sought information on three points i.e. Cost of tender documents, Amount of Earnest money and Amount of security deposit. Finance department directed the Controller store to furnish the reply vide their letter dated 03.02.10. PIO, O/o Controller store vide his letter dated 02.03.2010 informed the Appellant that the information regarding the above said points are available in the PFR, VOl-II which is available in the market.
3.
PIO, O/o FCR  has also supplied the copies of the PFR to the Appellant but there is no information regarding earnest money and amount of security deposit. During the hearing dated 29.10.10, PIO was directed to collect this information from the different departments regarding  rules/instructions being followed while framing the terms and conditions i.e. Cost of tender documents, Amount of Earnest money and Amount of security deposit. In today’s hearing, APIO has submitted that the information had been received only from one department. Appellant states that he is not interested in getting the information from other departments. He only wants what are the instructions of the FD department in this regard.
Contd…P-2
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4.
In view of the above, last opportunity is given to the PIO, O/o Finance department  to be personally present on the next date of hearing. He should also ensure that complete information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 28.12.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th  November, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
