STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pardeep Dutta s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,

r/o A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi-110048.




_______ Complainant

Vs.

The PIO/Inspector General of Police (Hqrs),

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh-160017.


 
       
           ______ Respondents

CC No.2554 of 2010

Present:-
Dr. Pradeep Dutta  appellant in person.



Inspector Balbir Singh, IVC Branch on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspector Balbir Singh states that they represent ADGP (IVC), whereas letters dated 18.5.2010 and 9.6.2010 submitted by the complainant to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh are pending with the office of the Director General of Police, Punjab.  The complainant states that both these letters are under consideration with Shri H.S. Malhi, S.O. to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.  He, therefore, pleads that notice should be issued to the PIO/Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh so that appropriate reply is filed in the case by the authority who is holding the record.  The complainant made an oral submission that the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh had ordered an enquiry against SI Hari Singh, on the basis of his complaint and on a reference from Women Commission, New Delhi.  He further submits that the matter is now pending with the SO/Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.

To come up on 7.1.2011 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

CC

The PIO/Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Amandeep Kaur d/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

H.No.1094, Phase-2, Urban Estate, Patiala.



_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No.3222 of 2010

2nd  Hearing :  17.12.2010

Present:-
Shri Gurdev Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jatinder Kumar, Assistant Project Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


On the last date of hearing, the respondent was directed to place on record a duly sworn affidavit that the record pertaining to employees who absented themselves had been destroyed, in exercise of THE powers vested under Section 38(i) of the Election Rules 1995.  The respondent today, however, has submitted copy of a letter written to the complainant furnishing the information.  A copy of this has also been endorsed to the Commission vide No.375 dated 14.12.2010 stating that record has still not been destroyed, though there is no legal obligation to retain such record after a period of one year.  It has further been stated that the information has been furnished to the complainant as per his requirement. 

2.

The complainant points out certain deficiencies in the information supplied to him.  These deficiencies have been duly explained to the respondent who is directed to remove the same.

3.

To come up on 24.1.2011 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, r/o #B-29, 60/35-P/330,

Street No.8, Maha Singh Nagar, P.O. Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana.
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Police Commissioner, Ludhiana.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No.3243 of 2010

1st Hearing :  16.11.2010

Present:-
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia complainant in person.



SI Surinder Kaur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant confirms that complete information has been received to his satisfaction except the “Jimny” Diaries of the Investigating Officer.  The plea of the respondent is that matter is still under investigation and disclosure of Jimny Diaries of the Investigating Officer would impede the investigation and therefore these have been withheld under Section 8 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

The complainant had filed his request for information on 13.9.2010.  The delay of few days was primarily for the reason that as the matter was under investigation.  Considering the circumstances of the case and the fact that the matter is still under investigation, it does not call for any further action. The complaint case is closed.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Sandeep Gupta, 989, Sector 15-A,

Near Bishnoi Market, Hisar-125001.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deptt. of Food and Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs

Punjab, Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

CC No. 801 of 2010

Present:-
Dr. Sandeep Gupta complainant in person.
Shri H.S. Sandhu, Additional Director, Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Heard the parties.  The complainant submits that he would like to submit some case law and seeks long adjournment for two months, which is allowed.  The case is adjourned to 11.3.2011 at 11.00 A.M. for pronouncement of order.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Sandeep Gupta, 989, Sector 15-A,

Near Bishnoi Market, Hisar-125001.




       _______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Secretary, Social Security and Women and 

Child Development, Pb., Chandigarh-160017.
                                              _______ Respondents

CC No. 802 of 2010

Present:-
Dr. Sandeep Gupta complainant in person..

Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the PIO-Mr. Rajneesh Kumar has left and in his place new PIO-Shri Gurbachan Ram has been appointed, who is on leave today.

2.

The complainant submits that Shri Rajneesh Kumar was a temporary contractual employee.  The complainant rightly points out that such temporary employee on contract employment should not be appointed as PIO.  He further states that the required information has not been published under Section 4 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 by the department.  In any case, the information demanded by the complainant in his complaint at Sr. No.4 is not available on the website. The respondent submits that they are ready with CDs and the hard copies which the complainant, however, states are of no use to him.  The complainant seeks time for two months, which is allowed.
3.

To come up on 11.3.2011 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Yash Pal Garg, #2052, Sector 49-C,

Chandigarh-160047.





               _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director, Milkfed,

SCO 153-155, Sector 34, Chandigarh-160022




FAA- the Managing Director, Milkfed,

SCO 153-155, Sector 34, Chandigarh-160022.

           ______ Respondents

AC No. 602 of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Yash Pal Garg appellant in person.

Shri Rajinder Jaiswal, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that complete information has been furnished to the appellant who, however, has pointed out deficiencies in the same.  The two parties have identified the exact deficiencies and the respondent undertakes to remove the same within one week.
2.

To come up for confirmation on 30.12.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Mona Chahal, H.No.5910, Duplex M.H.C.,

Manimajra, Chandigarh.





_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the GMADA, SAS Nagar.





    _______ Respondent.

CC No.3169 of 2010

2nd Hearing :  6.12.2010

Present:-
Ms. Mona Chahal complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


None has appeared today on behalf of the respondent but on the last date of hearing the respondent was directed to confirm in writing to the information seeker, what he had stated during the course of hearing that all letters received in the office are entered by the Receipt Branch and that no reason is recorded for receipt of such letters.

2.

The respondent has neither placed any document on record confirming the above statement made by him on the last date of hearing, nor has the complainant been informed.  As a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to 10.1.2011 at 11.00 A.M.  The respondent must confirm in writing his oral statement made before the Commission on 10.1.2011.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri K.C.Sharma s/o Shri Dev Raj Sharma,

Sardar Basti, Street No.2, Ranbir College, Raod, 

Sangrur-148001.





                      _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Food and Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17-B, Chandigarh.

                                   _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2124 of 2010

Present:-
Shri K.C. Sharma complainant in person.
Ms. Rimpy Sharma, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that after the requisite fee was received from the information seeker, full information pertaining to OMR Sheets has been furnished.  The complainant, however, seeks time to peruse the information.  Time is allowed.

2.

To come up on 11.1.2011 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

#539, 112/3, Street No.1-E, New Shivpuri Road,

P.O. Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.




_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer (Under RTI Act),

Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3356 of 2010

1st Hearing: 30.11.2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Sher Singh Dhull, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent submits that complete information has been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant, who however is absent today without intimation.  

2.

In this case, the request of complainant dated 4.9.2010 for information was duly responded by the PIO on 25.10.2010.  The delay of few days is not unreasonable, given the circumstances of the case as explained by the respondent. Nevertheless to give one opportunity to the complainant to confirm that he is satisfied with the stand of the respondent, case is adjourned to 3.1.2011 at 11.00 A.M. 







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. S.G. Damle,

Vice Chancellor, MM University, Mullanna (Ambala).








_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the General Manager (Admn.),

Fortis Hospital, Sector 62, Phase-VIII, Mohali-160062

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3315 of 2010

1st Hearing: 30.11.2010

Present:-
Dr. S.G.Damle complainant in person.



Shri Pavit Singh Mattewal, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has placed on record an extract from the website of PUDA which shows that eight hospitals including the respondent-Fortis Hospital were given land by GMADA at concessional rates.

2.

The respondent on the other hand has placed on record a written reply, a copy of which has been handed over to the complainant. Plea of the respondent is that Fortis Hospital is a private organization not funded by the Government.  Therefore, it is not a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  

3.

The complainant has also sent a written letter dated 3.12.2010 pointing out that he has been shown absent on the last date of hearing on 30.11.2010, whereas, in fact, he was present and but had left before the case was called for hearing, and therefore was marked absent.  The above facts are taken on record.

4.

The parties seek one adjournment which is allowed. To come up on 11.1.2011 at 11.00 A.M.








     (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jaspal Singh, Editor, Desh Sewak,

Sector 29-D, Chandigarh-160030.




      _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Welfare of SC/BCs, Punjab,

Room No.414, Floor-4, Mini Sectt., Chandigarh-160017.

       _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2667 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri K.K. Sharma, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.2224 dated 16.12.2010 which is taken on record.  During the course of hearing, the respondent has further stated that complete information has been supplied free of cost and that the complainant has confirmed in writing that he does not want to pursue the matter and his complaint may be treated as withdrawn.

2.

A letter has been received from Shri Jaspal Singh complainant vide diary No.22834 dated 14.12.2010 stating that his complaint may be treated as withdrawn.

3.

In view of the above facts, the complaint case is closed.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bagheil Singh s/o S.Sardar Singh,

Vill. Jalalabad, Tehsil Khadur Sahib, Distt. Tarntaran.

     _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No.3021 of 2010

2nd  hearing: 12.11.2010

Present:-
Shri Balwinder Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Rajvir Singh, District Revenue Officer-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The plea of the respondent is that since the application dated 27.8.2010 seeking information was not in the prescribed proforma duly notified under Rules,  a letter was issued vide No.291/RTI dated 9.9.2010 to the information-seeker requesting him to resubmit his application in the prescribed proforma.

2.

The information-seeker, however, instead moved the State Information Commission on 25.9.2010 complaining that the information has been denied to him.  Notice was issued to the respondent-PIO and on 12.11.2010 a direction was given to furnish the information, holding that there is no legal requirement to submit a request for information in the proforma said to have been prescribed under the Rules.  Further, the PIO was called upon to show cause why penalty should not be imposed for withholding the information.

3.

Today both the parties have appeared and confirmed that the information had been duly furnished to the information-seeker on 25.11.2010 in compliance with the orders of the Commission.  The complainant is satisfied.
4.

As regards the issue of penalty, I have heard the parties. The judgment is reserved.  To come up on 3.1.2011 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

December 17, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jasvir Singh s/o Shri Karambir Singh,

r/o House No.523-B, Mall Road, Model Town,Jalandhar-144003.
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, NRI Sabha-cum-Divisional Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar-144003.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2791  of 2010

ORDER



Notice be issued to the parties for pronouncement of order for 30.12.2010 at 12.30 P.M.
(D.S.Kahlon),


( P.P.S. Gill),


 (R.I. Singh)

State Information Commissioner.   State Information Commissioner.   Chief Information Commissioner.

