STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nachhattar Singh Thind, Advocate,

St No. 2-R, Green Avenue,

Chahal Road, Faridkot.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Bathinda.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 467 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Parveen K.Kataria, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Dharamjit Singh, Block Officer, Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER
2.
Respondent has provided some of the information to the Complainant today in the Commission. He is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. Complainant states that complete information relating to item No. 1 regarding action taken on the transfer application has not been provided. Respondent is directed to provide all the sought for information as per record before the next date of hearing. 

3.
Adjourned to 06.10.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bris Bhan,

S/o Sh. Sarup Chand.

# 33, Kahangarh Road,

Patran, Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

        

CC No. 1331 of 2009


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

(ii) Sh. Jatinder Khosla, Accountant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard
2.
During the hearing dated 17.08.2009, the sought for information was provided to the Complainant. He was advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. Respondent states that Complainant 
has not pointed out any deficiency sofar. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. 
3.
Respondent was directed to show cause notice as to why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information in time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005 and as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information. 

3.
Respondent has not filed any reply in response to the show cause notice issued to him. Sh. Jatinder Khosla states that he is appearing on behalf of the Additional, SE, Operation Circle, Patran. He is not aware about the show cause notice issued to their office.
4.
Nodal Officer-cum- Deputy Secy, PSEB, Patiala directed the PIO O/o Additional, SE, Operation Circle, Patiala vide letter dated 24.08.2009 to file a reply in 
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response to the show cause notice under intimation to the Commission.

5.
No reply has been filed by the PIO O/o Additional, SE, Operation Circle, Patiala. PIO, O/o Additional, SE , Operation Circle, Patiala is directed to file a written reply in response to the show cause notice issued to him before the next date of hearing.
6.
Adjourned to 06.10.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Monika,

W/o Sh. Rajeev Todon,

54-B, Moti Nagar,

Ludhiana.

           …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o PSIEC, Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1255 of 2008

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

(ii) Sh. G.S.Sandhu, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Complainant. He further states that Complainant has not pointed out any deficiency in the information provided. Complainant has submitted that there is a delay of 180 days in supply of information whereas Respondent states that Complainant’s application for information was received on 09.03.2009 in their office and Complainant was asked vide their letter dated 25.03.2009 to clarify the sought for information. He further states that complete information was provided after its clarification by Complainant. Since, Respondent has removed all the deficiencies, as pointed out by the Complainant. No action is required to be taken against the Respondent for the delay in supply of information. Respondent is warned to be very careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications. No further action is required.

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



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amandeep Sharma, Advocate,

Vill- Gopalpura, P.O Ludhor,

Tehsil & Distt- Amritsar.

            …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Medical Education & Research Deptt (GOP),
Room No. 226, 2nd floor,

Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1285 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Dhiraj Joshi, Jr. Asstt. and Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

2.
Complainant has sent a letter that he is not well and is unable to attend today’s hearing. He has also submitted that information relating to the deficiencies pointed out by him is still pending.
3.
Respondent states that dealing assistant was on leave and all the record was with her. He further states that he has brought the information today in the Commission to deliver it personally to the Complainant. Respondent is directed to send the same to the Complainant by post. Complainant is advised to go through the information and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 06.10.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulwant Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Capt. Gurbachan Singh,

VPO- Dakha, Distt- Ludhiana,

      …………………………….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. 1102 of 2009

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

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

2.
Respondent states that order dated 17.08.2009 has not been received in their office. Copy of the same has been given to him in the Commission today. Respondent is directed to supply the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 25.09.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana
…………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Dept of Forests & Wildlife,

17, Buys Building, Sector:17,
Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No.  633 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Appellant. Appellant has informed the Commission vide his letter dated 06.09.2009 that information from the Deputy Director (Statistics) O/o Principal Conservator of Forests, Pb is still pending. He has further submitted that the Respondent had demanded additional fee of Rs. 86/- for supply of information.

3.
Respondent states that sought for information was provided to the Appellant vide their letter dated 29.01.2009, free of cost.  Respondent is directed to send a copy of the letter dated 29.01.09, vide which information was provided to the Appellant. 

4.
Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice. He has submitted that sought for information was in the custody of different PIOs in the department and request of the Appellant was transferred to them on 24.12.08. On receiving the information from DFOs, it was supplied to the Appellant on 10.08.09.
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5.
From the submission made by the Respondent, it prima facie appears that the information was not provided by the DFOs within prescribed time under the RTI Act 2005 and that there is a delay of more than 7 months in the supply of information. All the DFOs, who have not provided the information within the prescribed time under the RTI Act 2005 are to be treated as deemed PIOs. The Respondent is, therefore, directed to file the list of DFOs to whom the request for information was forwarded by the Respondent, the date when each DFO supplied the information to the Respondent that was subsequently supplied by the Respondent to the Appellant.  On the receipt of the list of the erring DFOs, proceedings under Section 20 RTI Act 2005 against them shall be initiated. 
6.
Adjourned to 06.10.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Vas Dev Garg,

S/o Sh. Babu Ram,

Mitwa Street, Water Works Road,

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital,

Mansa

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2810 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Vas Dev Garg, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Jeet Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Sh. Jugraj Singh, Chief Pharmacists on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. He further states that he has not received the information within time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He should be compensated for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information. Copy of the submission of the Complainant is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission. Respondent is directed to file reply in response to the submission of the Complainant. 
3.
Respondent is directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information in time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005 and as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information. He should file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 06.10.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana
…………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Dept. of Education,

Govt. of Punjab,

2nd Floor, Mini Secretariat (PB.),

Sector 9, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 632 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

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

2.
Appellant has informed the Commission vide his letter dated 06.09.2009 that he has received the information. He has further requested that decision may be taken under Section
 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act 2005 for the delay in providing the information.

3.
Appellant sought information from the PIO O/o Dept of Education, Govt. of Punjab vide his application dated 08.07.2008. PIO O/o Dept of Education, Govt. of Punjab  vide his letter dated 17.07.2008 forwarded the application to the PIO O/o DPI (SE) Pb, under intimation to the Appellant to provide the information.

4.
DPI (S) vide their letter dated 04.03.2009 directed the District Education Officer, Ludhiana to provide the information. Executive Officer (works) O/o DPI (SE) vide their letter dated  18.03.2009 again wrote to the District Education Officer (SE), Ludhiana to submit the information. He also directed that District Education Officer (EE), Ludhiana should also be asked to provide the information in this regard. Copy of the letter was also sent to the DPI (EE) to provide the information.

5.
District Education Officer (SE) and District Education Officer (EE) Pb provided the information to the Appellant after collecting it from the various schools in the districts. District Education Officer (SE) has submitted that the delay is due to reasons that information has to be collected from about 400 schools in this district.
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6.
It is observed that Appellant sought information from the Dept of Education, Pb His application was forwarded to the O/o DPI (SE) Education to provide sought for information. APIO-cum-Suptd. Planning informed the Appellant vide their letter dated 21.11.2008 after a period of more than four months that Directorate does not provide fans, durries, and toilets manufactured by the Red Cross. Again after more than three months the application  of the Appellant was forwarded to the District Education Officer vide their letter dated 04.03.2009 to provide the sought for information. The delay in providing the information is at the level of DPI (SE), who has not dealt with application of the Appellant in time and has kept the application for seven months in their office.
5
Keeping in view of the above facts, the PIO O/o DPI (SE) is directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information in time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005 and as to why Appellant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information. PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing.
7.
Adjourned to 06.10.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-




(Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009

CC: DPI(SE), SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lachhman Singh,

H.No. 58, Street 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.
On 24th July 2009, the Respondent was directed to authenticate all the documents and provide it to the Complainant.  Today, Complainant states that all the documents were authenticated by the Respondent and he is satisfied with the information provided. 

3.
The case is disposed of, as no further action is required to be taken in the matter. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lachhman Singh,

H.No. 58, Street 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) Smt. Parkash Kaur, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent . 
ORDER


Heard  

2.
Respondent states that he has not received the information regarding item no. 2(ii) of his application for information. Respondent has informed the Commission vide his letter No. 292 dated 16.04.09 that a committee has been informed to look into the loss of MR.   He has further informed that after receiving the report of the committee, complaint will be lodged with the police against the erring official. Respondent is directed to inform the Commission about action taken by the department against the erring officials. 
3.
The case is disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009

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.

…………………………….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. 2521 of 2008

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

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

2.
During the hearing on 24.07.09, PIO, O/o Secretary Health was directed to be personally present for today’s hearing. It is observed that PIO is absent.  He is directed to file his written reply regarding his absence for today’s hearing.
3.
APIO has provided sought for information with respect to item No. 5, 6 & 8. Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. He further states that Respondent has submitted in AC no. 957/2007 that the instructions stated 06.08.2000 have not been set-aside. Sh. Lal Singh, Suptd. states that instructions dated 06.08.2000 are still intact.
4.
PIO, O/o Secretary Health is directed to provide the information as available in the record and no opinion should be given in this regard. 
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5.
PIO, O/o Director Health & Family Welfare was directed to provide the information to the Appellant relating to item No. 7. PIO has requested some more time to provide the information. 

6.
Complainant states that he sought information from Director Health (Pb.) vide his application dated 29.02.08. PIO, O/o DHS has failed to provide the information within time prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. Action should be taken against the PIO. He should be compensated for the harassment for not providing the information in time. 

7.
In view of the above facts, PIO, O/o Director Health (Pb.),  is directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time.  PIO, O/o Director Health (Pb.) is directed to file an affidavit explaining as to why action  should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005

8.
Adjourned to 25.09.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th Sept. 2009

CC: Secretary, Health & Family Welfare, Pb, Sector-34/A, Chandigarh. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shadi Lal Aggarwal,

# 56-C, Kichlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI, (Colleges),

Pb, Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1465 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Shadi Lal Aggarwal, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Darshan Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

2.
Complainant states that he has received the sought for information and is satisfied. No further action is required.

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




Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 8th  Sept. 2009

