STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

# 148, Sec-111,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Kharar Mohali.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Government

Physical Education College,

Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1531 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Mohinder singh, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 On last hearing when Complainant asked for information  regarding Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, being a third party, it was felt necessary to ask Smt. Jaswinder Kaur whether she has any objection  in disclosing information relating to her to  Sh. Mohinder Singh and a notice was issued to Smt. Jaswinder Kaur. Since, no reply has been given by Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Commission felt that one more opportunity be granted to her to submit the reply within 15 days 
3.
Complainant is also directed to justify his right to ask for information being third party and what public interest is involved in the same.
4.
Adjourned to 06.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

 
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd January, 2009
CC: Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, D.P.E. Govt. High School, Landran, Distt. Mohali

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Brij Lal Sharma,

S/o Sh. Karam Chand,

C/o Amarjit Singh Lauhka,(Advocate),

# 2017/1 Sec-45-C, Chandigarh.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Distt. Food & Civil  Supply Controller,

Food Supply Dept., Mini Sectt-

Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1963 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant


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


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the required information has been supplied to the Complainant and  he is satisfied. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd January, 2009
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. Ajmer Singh, Deputy Director,(S.E) Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu Deputy Director (SA) & Sh. Ram Singh,Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
On last hearing, Respondent was directed to provide information  to the Complainant or file an affidavit  in case record is not traceable Today, Sh. Ajmer Singh, Deputy Director (S.E) who appeared in person has filed an affidavit as directed by Commission As regards point nos. 2,3,4,5,13 & 20 are concerned Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director has stated that the information is not available in their record and the dealing assistants have informed in writing that the record relating to sought for information is not traceable. This reply is not acceptable. He is directed to give directions to concerned staff to inspect all the concerned record and ensure that the information sought for by the Complainant must be made available before next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated against the deemed PIO to be named by the PIO, O/o DPI (Pb.) as  the responsibility of maintaining the record is of the concerned official and not of the public. Sh.  Jagjit Singh Sidhu is also directed to get 
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affidavit from all the dealing staff regarding the non-availability of the said record  and also fix responsibility against  each individual. He should also file his own affidavit regarding above. Sh. Ram Singh Suptd-cum-APIO appearing on behalf of Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, ADO (S.E) has submitted an affidavit of Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, ADO with regard to information relating to point no. 15. In his affidavit Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, ADO stated that Enquiry officer has been appointed to conduct an enquiry and the report will be submitted to the Commission when the same is received. The copies of the affidavit submitted by Sh. Ajmer Singh, Deputy Director (S.E), & Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, ADO (S.E) is handed over to the Complainant as demanded by him.

3.
Adjourned to 27.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Murti Kaur,

W/o Sh. Major Singh,

VPO-Kumber Wal,

Tehsil-Dhuri, Distt-Sangrur,

Near Gurdaspur Sahib.
        …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Malwa Gramin Bank,

Balian, DIstt-Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 88 of 2008



Present:
(i) Sh. Harbans Singh on behalf of the Applicant


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


Heard

2.
 Vide my order dated 11.12.08, I had directed the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur to look into the matter regarding the demand of bribe as alleged by the representative of the Applicant. I had also directed that the Deputy Commissioner should ensure that RTI Applicant is not harassed and that the DC should submit a report regarding action taken on the affidavit submitted by Smt. Murti Kaur before the DC.  However, no intimation has been received from the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur regarding compliance with any of the directions given by me as hereinabove.

3.
That apart from the above, another issue which would need to be determined in this case is regarding the exact legal status of the Malwa Gramin Bank , Balian , Distt. Sangrur.  Is this Bank a public authority as per the definition in Section 2(h) RTI Act 2005 and if so whether the appropriate Government in relation to the said bank is the Central Government or the   State Government.  In fact this issue is of primal importance 
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and I would like to decide this before proceeding further in this case.  I, therefore, order that the Applicant places all the relevant material before the Commission having a bearing on this question. I also order that the Superintendent , O/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur be summoned as a witness under Section 18(3) RTI Act 2005 to bring all evidence available in his office on the correct status  of the Malwa Gramin Bank, Balian, Distt. Sangrur. Separate summons under Section 18(3) RTI Act be issued to the Superintendent, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur, in the format prescribed in the Court of Civil Procedure. Deputy Registrar may prepare and send the necessary summons to the witness forthwith. 

3.
Adjourned to 27.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Raj Kumar Kaura,

4C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy., to Govt Pb.

Health & Family Welfare Dept,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1411 of 2008

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


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


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that all the information as asked for by the Complainant has been given and no further action is required on their part Complainant states that Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana has sent latest information in reply to DHS letter, copy of the same be provided to him. PIO is directed also to provide the information sent by C.M.O. , Ludhiana to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 05.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shiv Raj Singh,
# 109, New Green Park Colony,

Patiala, Near Jhill Road,

Patiala.

.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Director Private,
Aided Schools, Grant-1,

2.   O/o Director Education,

Dept. (S) Pb, SCO-95-97,

Sector-17/C, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2999 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Harbans Singh Sodhi, on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Santokh Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Harbans Singh Sodhi who appeared on behalf of the Complainant states that complete information as sought by Complainant in his application has not been supplied so for. Respondent states that information as available in the record has already been supplied to the Complainant and information relating to item no. 2 could not be supplied as the concerned file is not traceable. However, efforts are being made to locate the file and the information will be provided to the Complainant before the next date of haring.
3.
Adjourned to 05.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lachhman Singh,
H.No. 58, St No. 9,

Malhotra Colony,

Ropar.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Conservator of Forests,
Information & Extension Circle,

SCO-20, Sector-26,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2253 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Lachhman Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Smt. Paramjit Kaur, A.O and Smt. Parminder Kaur, Sr. Scale Stenographer on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the information relating to point no. 3 of the application of Complainant has already been supplied. Information relating to point no. 2 is not available and efforts are being made to locate the record.
3.
Respondent is directed to ensure that the record is made available and responsibility if needs to be fixed for non traceability of record, the same should be fixed and it must be ensured that the information sought must be supplied within 15 days. 
4.
Adjourned to 05.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lachhman Singh,

H.No. 58, St No. 9,

Malhotra Colony,

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

O/o Conservator of Forests,

Working Plan Circle,

SCO-1028-29,

Sector-22-B, Chandigarh.
……………………………..Respondent

  CC No. 2258 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Lachhman Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Sarabhjit Singh Cheema, Deputy Divisional Forest Officer, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that this information was to be supplied by the Working Plan Officer, who was requested to supply the information. Deputy Divisional, Forest Officer, who attended the hearing today stated that Working Plan Officer has informed that this record is not traceable.
3.
Keeping in view above Conservator of Forests, Monitoring & Evaluation, Pb, Chandigarh is directed to ensure that the record is made available and responsibility if needs to be fixed for non traceability of record, the same should be fixed and it must be ensured that the information sought must be supplied within 15 days.
4.
Adjourned to 05.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd  January, 2009
CC:
Public Information Commissioner

O/o Conservator of Forests, Monitoring & Evaluation, Pb, Chandigarh,

Quarter No. 9, Sector-40-B, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lachhman Singh,

H.No. 58, St No. 9,

Malhotra Colony,

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

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,
Ropar.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2259 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Anil Kumar, Range Officer on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that he has brought some of the information as available in the record; the same is delivered to the Complainant in the Commission today. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, before the next date of hearing to the Respondent. Respondent is further directed to remove the deficiencies of the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 05.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lachhman Singh,

H.No. 58, St No. 9,

Malhotra Colony,

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

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,
Ferozepur.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2260 of 2008

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


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


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far.  Respondent is absent. He was absent on the last date of hearing also. One more opportunity is granted to the PIO to supply the information to the Complainant, PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing failing which proceeding under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated against him.
3.
Adjourned to 05.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Jasbir Kaur,
D/o Sh. S. Mohinder Singh,

# Q.No. 1004, UT3,

Sector-1, Talwara,

Distt- Hoshiarpur.
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO (S),
Hoshiarpur.

……………………………..Respondent

 CC No. 3014 of 2008

Present:
(i) Smt. Jasbir Kaur, the Complainant


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

Heard

2.
 Respondent states that application of the Complainant for seeking information was sent to the School, Manager but since it is a private school and no Govt. grant is given to the school, they are unable to exercise their control over the school. Respondent further states that some of the information has been provided by the school authorities and they have also informed that a case is pending in the Court in this regard, no information on other points can be provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that she has also filed an application to Punjab School Education Board but no information has been supplied by Punjab School Education Board so far. Copy of the information sought for alongwith their application under RTI be forwarded to the PIO O/o Punjab School Education Board with the directions that since they are exercising their control over the school they should direct the school authorities to provide the information to Complainant under intimation to the Commission. 
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3.
Adjourned to 05.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd  January, 2009
CC:
Public Information Officer of a Punjab School Education Board, Phase-7,S.A.S Nagar, Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Lal,
S/o Sh. Dalip Chand,

B-27/3, Ravi Dass Nagar,

Daulatpur, Pathankot,

Distt- Gurdaspur

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

O/o District Education Officer (S.E),
Gurdaspur.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 3008 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Jai Singh Saini, Suptd-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant on 14.11.2008 and 14.01.2009 but no deficiencies have been pointed out by the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He was provided an opportunity of hearing which he has not availed of. It is, therefore, presumed that he is no more interested in pursuing the matter.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Paul,

S/o Sh. Nand Lal Saini,

Vill- Saini Majra,

P.O. Noorpur Bedi,

Tehsil- Anandpur Sahib,

Distt- Ropar-140117.

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

O/o Registrar, Hindu Marriage,

Anandpur Sahib,
Distt. Ropar
……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2998 of 2008


Present:
(i) Sh. Surinder Paul, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has neither demanded any information under the RTI Act nor he has paid any fees for same to any authority.  Complainant wants information for a marriage certificate under Hindu Marriage Act from Tehsildar, Anandpur Sahib. Complainant is advised that in case he wants information under RTI Act, he should seek information from PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Anandpur Sahib. The postal order submitted by the Complainant to the Commission is returned to him as the same is to be submitted only to the PIO while seeking information under RTI Act. 

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


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 Sh. Pritpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

# 42, New Model Town,

Ludhiana-141002.

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

O/o DPI (Colleges) Pb,
 Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2987 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Pritpal Singh, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Vijay Bhalla, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has received the information but copy of the seniority list has not been provided to him. Respondent states that seniority list is still provisional and is likely to be finalized within 3-4 months and the copy of the same will be provided to the Complainant as soon as it is finalized. Respondent is directed to provide the copy of the seniority list to the Complainant as soon as it is finalized. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-ui
      (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd  January, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Subhash Chander,
H.No. 142, Purani Khalasi Line,

Ferozepur Cantt. 

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police,
Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2981 of 2008



Present:
(i)  Sh. Subhash Chander, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Purshotam, Constable on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that vide his application dated 23.09.08 addressed to PIO, O/o Director General Punjab, Chandigarh he had asked for information but still no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that he has brought information regarding point (b) & (c). As regards point (a) is concerned the application of the Complainant regarding promotion is not traceable in the record.  Respondent is directed to provide the information relating to the point (a) before the next date of hearing. In case of failure action under section 20 against deemed PIO will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 05.03.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 23rd  January, 2009
