STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gourav Goyal,

S/o Sh. Subhash Chand Goyal,

Gopal Marg, Gaushalla Road,

Budhlada Tehsil Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa – 151 505 Punjab
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Departmental Selection Committee (Teaching) 

School Education Department (Primary Wing)

SCO No. 130-131, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 318 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Gourav Goyal, the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana-141010.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3772 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Sunil Kuthiala, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has sought information vide his application dated 12.10.2009 from the PIO O/o Pr. Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb. PIO O/o Pr. Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb transferred his application to the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb on 23.10.2009.
3.
Complainant states that information supplied was wrong, false and off the point. This fact was pointed out to the PIO on 15.02.2010. PIO had informed that information was supplied as provided by the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb.

4.
Complainant had pointed out that the sought for information pertains to the O/o Pr. Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb. The transfer application was malafide exercise of power.

5.
Sh. Sunil Kuthiala, PIO states that he has recently joined. He further states that correct information will be supplied before the next date of hearing.

6.
PIO should ensure that the complete information is furnished to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  The affidavit filed by the Respondent is taken on record.
7.
Adjourned to 28.05.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Santokh Singh,

S/o Sh. Puran Singh,

VPO- Thathi Khara,

Tehsil & Distt- Tarn Taran.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Roadways,

Tarn Taran.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 1583  of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that compensation as ordered by the Commission has been given to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant states that he has not been provided legible copy of the information sought by him. Respondent is directed to bring all the record on the next date of hearing and legible copies of the record be given to the Complainant. Respondent states that reply has been received from the SSP, Tarn Tarar regarding registration of FIR. Copy of the same is given to the Complainant today in the Commission Commission.
3.
Adjourned to 28.05.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Balwinder Singh,

H.No. 367, Anand Nagar-A,

Tirpari Town, Patiala – 147 004 

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

O/o Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Room No.624, 6th Floor, Sector-9,
Chandigarh.


………………………………..Respondent

CC No.4040 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Sunil Kuthiala, PIO, Health-II on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
PIO appeared and states that he has not received any of the orders/notices of the Commission in time as the address is not correctly written.  He has also filed his reply in response to the order showing cause. He further states that Complainant has filed similar complaints earlier also and the information was provided in CC: 331 of 2009 and CC: 4038 of 2009. In this case Respondent has also provided information to the Complainant. Since sought for information has already been supplied to the Complainant in CC: 331 of 2009 and CC: 4038 of 2009, no further action is required. 
3.
The case is , therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Er. M.R.Dubey,

Kothi No.121-K,

Lane No.6. Majitha Enclave,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Nursing Registration

Council, SCO-109, Sector-40/C,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1792 of 2009

Present:
(i) Er. M.R.Dubey, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
As directed during the last hearing dated 11.03.10, Respondent has filed an affidavit. Copy of the same is given to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has pointed that affidavit submitted by Respondent is not as ordered by the Commission. PIO has submitted in the affidavit that copy of the available tour programmes of Mrs. Kanta Devi, Registrar had already been sent to the Complainant.  Complainant is not satisfied with the reply of the Respondent. He further states that PIO is not deliberately providing the correct information. He has mislead the Commission earlier also by stating that copy of the application of the Complainant seeking information is not available in their office. However, on direction of the Commission, Respondent produced the receipt register, it was observed that application of the Complainant and notice of the Deputy Registrar was duly entered in the receipt register which shows that Respondent has not deliberately provided the information for 11 months.
7.
Another aspect of the matter that needs to be addressed in this case is that the application for information was made on 03.10.08 and the information was supplied only 
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on 26.10.09 and that too after the notice of hearing in the instant case was received by the Respondent.  As the information is to be supplied within 30 days of the making of information request, there is a delay of more than eleven months on the part of the Respondent. The Respondent PIO has not been able to give any satisfactory explanation for the delay caused in supplying the information. The facts and circumstances of the case justify the imposition of the maximum amount of penalty upon Mr. Inderjit Singh, the Respondent-PIO. However, taking a lenient view in the matter, I impose a penalty of Rs. 10000/- (Rs. Ten thousand only)  on the Respondent. This amount shall be paid by the PIO as his personal liability. The Registrar, Punjab Nurses Registration Council shall ensure that this amount of penalty  is deducted from the salary of the Respondent and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head.
8.
Adjourned to 20.05.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                               (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 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) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Sunil Kuthiala, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-

                                               (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lashker Singh,

# 172, Guru Arjun Dev Colony,

Bhoglan Road, Rajpura,

Distt- Patiala.

    ……………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fatehgarh Sahib.

……………………..Respondent

AC No. 348 of 2009

Present:
Sh. Lashker Singh, the Appellant 


Sh. Gopal Singh, Clerk behalf of the Respondent


ORDER

Heard

2.         In this case, Appellant filed an application for information on 26.11.2008 to the PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib. Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib transferred his application to DRO on 11.12.2008. DRO has further directed the Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib vide his letter dated 18.12.2008 to provide the information. Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib provided information on 14.09.2009.

3.        In response to the order showing cause, PIO has submitted that the delay in supply of information has occurred at the level of Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib.

4.        Appellant has submitted that transferring the application after more than fifteen days is not as per the provision of the Act. He further states that action should be taken against the PIO for delay in supply of information and he should be compensated for the financial loss suffered by him in attending various hearings in the Commission.

5.    Appellant for no fault of his has had to wait for the information for a considerable period of time and also has had to attend hearings before the Commission from time to time. It is observed that no proper system has been maintained in the O/o Deputy 
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Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib to deal with the RTI applications. In these circumstances, Appellant is entitled to be compensated by the Respondent (as a Public Authority). In the facts of the case, I deem it appropriate that a sum of Rs.5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) is awarded as compensation to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. I order accordingly. Let the compensation amount be paid to the Complainant by the Public Authority (O/o Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib) within one week from the receipt of this order. I clarify that the amount of compensation is not the personal liability of the PIO but it is to be paid by the Public Authority.
6.            To come up for confirmation of compliance on 27.05.10 (02.00 PM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sham Lal Chawla,

Media Reporter,

Partap Nagar, St. No. 7,

Kotkapura

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

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3989 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Sham Lal Chawla, the Complainant.

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

Heard

2.
Complainant states that as directed by the Commission, he visited the O/o Respondent on 22.03.2010. He waited whole day but the record was not shown to him. He further states that Respondent has demanded Rs. 10,000/- as fee to provide the documents. Respondent is directed to provide information free of cost within fifteen days from today as prescribed under the Act.  He should send this information by Registered Post. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent within a week after receipt of information and Respondent  should further provide information relating to the deficiencies before the next date of hearing. An affidavit submitted by the PIO is taken on record. It is the personal responsibility  of the PIO to ensure that information is sent to the Complainant as directed, in case information is  not sent to the Complainant, PIO should be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the information. 
3.    Adjourned to 28.05.10 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajwinder Singh,

S/o Dasunda Singh,

C/o Jasbir Singh, S/o Bant Singh,

House No. 238, Phase : 9,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

 ……………………………. 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. 3999 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required.

3.
The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  R.D. Chander,

General Secretary,

Social Welfare Guild,

3/6-A, Central Town,

Jalandhar

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO : 109, Sector : 40- C,

Chandigarh 
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  4064 of 2008

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

(ii) Sh. Inderjit Singh, PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant has pointed out deficiencies in the information provided. Respondent states that letter of the Complainant regarding deficiencies was  received on 23.04.10. Respondent states that information regarding deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant will be sent to the Complainant within ten days.  As directed during the last hearing, Smt. Saroj Kumari, Sr. Assistant filed her affidavit, which is taken on record.
3.    Adjourned to 27.05.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Kharia,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344,

Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Principal Secy., 

Health & Family Welfare, Pb.

(2)
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director,


Health & Family Welfare, Pb

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 4050 of 2009

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information regarding deficiencies has already been sent to the Complainant vide letter dated 11.03.2010. Complainant has sought all the correspondence to and from Respondent Public Authority and Ministry of Health & F.W. and Food Authority of India.
3.
Respondent states that information in this regard that no correspondence has been made in these offices has been sent to the Complainant. Since the information regarding deficiencies has been supplied. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ravinder Krishan,

H.No.3173, W.No.8,

New Abadi, Sarhind Mandi,

Fatehgarh Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Baba Banda Singh 

Bahadur Engg. College,

Fatehgarh Sahib
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 531 of 2010

Present:
(i)  Sh. Arun Dogra, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Munish Kapila, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Arun Dogra, Advocate to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. Respondent has filed his reply. Copy of the same is given to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is advised to file his submission in this regard before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Respondent.
3.
Adjourned to 20.05.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

H.No.5-C, Phase-1,

Urban Estate, Focal Point,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb

Sector-34/A, Chandigarh.
(2)
Public Information Officer,


O/o Principal Secy.,


Health & Family Welfare, Pb,


Mini Sectt., Sector-9,

 
Chandigarh. 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2674 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Sunil Kuthiala, Suptd and Sh. Mulkh Raj, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that Respondent has not submitted the letter dated 27.11.09 referred in the affidavit. Respondent has also not provided reply to the point raised in his reminder dated 15.02.10. He further states that  he had posted a letter to the PIO, O/o Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare department, Punjab, Mini Sectt. Sector – 9, Chandigarh but the PIO refused to receive the letter and the same was returned to him by the postal authorities. The original letter was submitted in the Commission.  Action should be taken against the Respondent regarding his refusal for not receiving the RTI letter. He should be provided information as sought by him.
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3.
Respondent is directed to submit the copy of letter of Director, Health & Family Welfare Punjab dated 27.11.09 as referred in the affidavit. 
4.
Refusal of the RTI letter of the Complainant by the PIO is a serious matter. Photocopy of the envelope submitted by the Complainant be sent to the Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare Punjab to conduct an enquiry regarding refusal of registered letter of the RTI applicant by the PIO of his office.  Principal Secy., Health & Family Welfare is also directed to take action against the erring official/PIO under intimation to the Commission.

5.
Respondent is again directed to provide the information to the Complainant within one month. Complainant is advised to point out deficiencies to the Respondent, if any, in the information provided and Respondent should come with complete information on the next date of hearing. 

6.
Adjourned to 29.06.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
CC:     Principal Secy., Health & Family Welfare, Pb, Mini Sectt, Sector-9, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Vikas Kuthiala,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Kuthiala,

105, Sector : 27-A,

Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal Baba Banda Singh Bahadur

Engineering College,

Fatehgarh Sahib
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  4070 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Vikas Kuthiala, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Munish Kapila, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
In the order dated 09.03.10, Respondent was directed to provide the information and in case Respondent feels that the information demanded by the Complainant is exempted from disclosure under Section 8 of the RTI Act, he may file his written objections to the disclosure of information.

3.
In today’s hearing, the respondent submits a photocopy of an order passed by Hon’ble Justice Shri K.Kannan of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.4082/2010. An interim stay has been granted by the Hon’ble High Court.  Copy of which is given to the Complainant also
4.
Therefore, the case is adjourned sine die.  Any of the parties can request for hearing only after the decision in CWP-4082/2010 has been fully pronounced.
Announced in the hearing


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.       

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kamaljit Kaur,

D/o Sh. Kulwant Singh,

Lecturer in Punjabi,

Government Senior Secondary School,

Isru, Distt- Ludhiana.
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

School Education Pb,
Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1719 of 2009

Present:
Sh. Kulwant Singh on behalf of the Complainant 

Sh. Mohan Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO, O/o DPI(SE) and Sh. Om Parkash, Suptd, O/o Principal Secretary, School Education on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent , O/o DPI(SE) Punjab states that information as available in the record has been provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has given list of deficiencies to the PIO, O/o Principal Secretary, School Education , Punjab. Respondent, O/o Principal Secretary, School Education (Punjab) states that another copy of the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant be provided to him. Copy is again given to the Respondent today in the Commission. He is directed to provide complete information as per deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 27.05.10 (02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
