STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Saroj Kumari,

S.S. Mistress,

W/o Sh. Balwinder Singh,

# B-4/587, Dheeru Nagar,

Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI(Secondary),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2759 of 2008
Present:
(i) Smt. Saroj Kumari, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jaspal Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the enquiry report conducted by Sh. Roshan Lal, DEO (EE), Barnala  has been received. Respondent further states that final decision will be conveyed to the Complainant within two months.  Respondent is directed to supply the copy of the decision taken by the department on the basis of the enquiry report to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 22.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Shamshinder Kaur

D/o Gurdas Singh,

Village Sant Nagar, P.O. Landhe Ke,

Street No.12, Near Guru Granth Sahib Bhawan,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga (Pb.)- 142001

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.S.S.S. Board,

SCO 156-160, Sector 8C,

Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

        

CC No. 2783 of 2008




Present:
(i) Sh. Jagtar Singh, Husband of the Complainant 



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


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that no information has been supplied to him by the Respondent. Respondent is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also.  It is presumed that Respondent has not deliberately provided the information to the Complainant. 

3.
In view of the foregoing, show cause notice is hereby issued to the Respondent as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 and also to explain as to why penalty of @ Rs. 250/- be not imposed on him for not providing the information to the Complainant.

4.
Adjourned to 22.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.L.Bhardwaj,

Asstt. Director (Retd),

H.No.3135, Sec-44-D,

Chandigarh-160047.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Dept of Finance, Pb,

Pension Branch, Civil Sectt,

CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2490 of 2008





Present:
(i) Sh. S.L.Bhardwaj, the Complainant


(ii) Smt. Ranjeet Kaur, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that all the information as asked for has been given to the Complainant. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. He states that he has sought information regarding action taken on his appeal/notice to Sh. D.S.Kalha (IAS), Principal Secretary; Department of Finance (Pb) dated 06.02.2008. Respondent is directed to supply the information as sought by Complainant in his application for information within 15 days under intimation to the Commission. Respondent has committed that complete information as per his application will be provided to him within 15 days. No further action is required. 

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Kaura,

5-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director Health Services, Pb,

Sec-34,  Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2521 of 2008





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


(ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that Complainant has pointed out the deficiencies regarding item no.4, 5, 7 and 8 of his application. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant within one month from receipt of this order. 

3.
Adjourned to 22.05.069 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Chand Sharma, PTI Teacher,

46-B, Guru Amar Dass Avenue,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar.
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal ,

Pandit Baij Nath (P.B.N) Senior Sec. School, 

Outside Hall Gate, 

Amritsar- 143 001.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2867 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. R.K.Arora, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has asked for another date to file arguments. Respondent should file arguments before 15th April 2009 with a copy to the Complainant.

3.
Adjourned to 22.04.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harchand Singh Rakkar,

S/o Sh. Ajaib Singh,

R/o C/o Channi Medical Store,

VPO Sanghol, Tehsil Khamano,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib
         …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Punjab School Education Board,

Phase VII, SAS Nagar,

Mohali

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 645 of 2008

Present:
Nemo for the parties.

ORDER


During the last  hearing on 13.02.09, Respondent stated that sought for information has been given to the Appellant.. He further states that part of the information is exempted under Section 8(e)  of RTI Act 2005. Appellant was asked to submit his comments on the plea of the Respondent.  Today Appellant is absent. He has not submitted any comments as asked for. It is presumed he is satisfied with the information provided.  No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the orders be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office,

Goniana  Road,

Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Sarav Shiksha Abiyan,

SCO 104-106,Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2823 of 2008




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



(ii) Sh. Rajesh Thakral, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing dated 13.02.09, Respondent stated that information was sent to the Complainant vide their letter no. 6195 dated 16.10.08 and no. 36669 dated 16.10.08. He further states that Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies so far. Complainant  is absent.  He was absent on the last hearing also. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the orders be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

H.No. 184, St. No. 11,

Krishan Nagar,

Hoshiarpur

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal 

D.A.V. College of Education 

Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2792 of 2008




Present:
Nemo for the parties.

ORDER


Respondent has informed that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant on 20.01.09. Complainant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied.  No further action  is required.
 

2.
Disposed of . Copies of the order be sent to  the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Quarter No.10,

Old Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,

Jalandhar.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2503 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Hukum Chand, Chief Pharmacist on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been sent to the Complainant on 17.02.2009. Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies to the Respondent. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagdev Singh,

H.No. 113/9, Krishan Basti,

Samana, Distt-Patiala.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar Cooperative Societies, Pb,

 Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2368 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh.  Inder Mohan Singh, Joint Registrar on behalf of  the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.
PIO states that he has brought the information. The same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission. PIO further states that there were three inquiries against the Complainant which were conducted by Additional Registrar, Joint Registrar and Assistant Registrar. The information was to be collected and compiled by various officials. PIO also states that there has not been any willful or deliberate delay in supplying the information. PIO has also assured that in future he shall not be found remiss in the discharge of his duties. The Commission condones the delay. No case for the imposition of penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 is made out. The PIO is warned to ensure that information is given to the applicants within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of.   Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Rameshwar Dass Puri,

S/o Sh. Mohan Lal Puri,

VPO Bhadson,

Distt. Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Civil Surgeon,

Patiala 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2784 of 2008

Present:
Nemo for the parties. 

ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. 15th January 2008, neither the Appellant nor the Respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. 

2.
Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th  March, 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) Dr. Subod Gupta, Senior Medical Officer, on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he wants to inspect the record relating to bills of medicines purchased upto 31.08.2008. Respondent has suggested that Complainant should visit his office on every Wednesday to inspect the record. Respondent is directed to allow him to inspect the record for full day once in a week for a period of one month. Documents pointed out by Complainant should be provided to him after charging the required fee.

3.
Adjourned to 22.05.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26th  March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

# 142,Sec-29, CHD Road,

Ludhiana.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2380 of 2007
ORDER



The judgment in this case was reserved vide my order dated 05.03.2009.

Complainant sought information from Improvement Trust, Ludhiana by filing two applications on 12.11.2007. He has complained that when he went to O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana to file his application Sh. Harvinder Singh, Suptd misbehaved with him and he sent a complaint in this behalf to the Public Welfare Minister Pb and Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. In spite of ten hearings in the Commission complete information was not supplied by Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. Executive Officer O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana vide his letter no.247 dated 09.01.2008 provided incomplete information. In the information which was provided, it is written against item no. 2, 3, 4 and 5(3) that information does not relates to sales branch. Complainant vide his letter dated 22.01.2007 pointed out the deficiencies in the information supplied. 

2.
A show cause notice was issued to the Respondent on 29.03.2008 and Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in this regard. Sh. Harvinder Singh, Suptd-cum-PIO 

Contd..P-2

-2-

submitted that information was to be supplied by Legal Cell of the Trust. A request under Section 5(5) of the RTI Act 2005 was also made to Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer of the Trust but no information was provided. Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer also filed an affidavit on 25.09.2008 and provided the information relating to law branch.

3.
In the hearing on 25.09.2008 Sh. Jagbir Singh APIO requested that Complainant should meet him on 06.10.2008 and he will show him the record and provide the remaining information. Sh. Jagbir Singh, APIO was not present on the mutually agreed date and time. According to the Complainant in spite of his contacting Sh. Jagbir Singh on phone, Complainant was unable to get the required information from the drawing branch even after waiting of 2 hours.

4.
The hearing dated 22.01.2009, was attended by Sh. Gurinder Singh Sodhi, Executive Officer O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana who requested that one more opportunity be given to provide the information.

5.
I have carefully considered, the submission contained in the written reply and I have also looked into all the facts and circumstances of the case. In my view this is a fit case, where award of compensation under Section 19 (8) (b) is called for. I have no doubt in my mind that this states of affairs has come about on account of the absence of adequate machinery for handling the RTI work in Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is thus, responsible for the inadequate handling of the RTI requests and in the instant case I, therefore, order that compensation of Rs. 10,000/- (Rs. Ten thousand only) be paid to the Complainant by Improvement Trust, Ludhiana (public authority). It is clarified that the amount of compensation is to be paid by the public authority i.e Improvement Trust, Ludhiana and not by the PIO.

6.
To come up for confirmation and compliance on 22.05.09 (11.00AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated : 26th March 2009

