STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi, Advocate,

S/o Sh. Baru Ram,

H.No. 455, Adarsh Colony,

Bhadson Road, Patiala
 ……………………………. Complainant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Punjab

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3565 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has filed two applications for information dated 06.10.09 and 10.11.09. Regarding application dated 10.11.09, point No. 1 & 2  relates to their office and information has already been sent to the Complainant vide their letter dated 09.12.09 & 10.12.09. Regarding other items, the information is to be provided by the concerned Deputy Commissioners in the district. Respondent states that application of the Complainant has already been forwarded to the concerned Deputy Commissioners to provide the information.
2.
Since, the information relating to the office of the Respondent has been provided. Regarding information relating to the districts, Complainant is advised to file separate applications with the concerned PIOs of the districts.  No further action is required.

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


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kushal Pal, Panch,

S/o Parmar Singh,

Vill. Khizrabad, Via Kurali,

Tehsil Kharar, Distt. Mohali
 ……………………………. Complainant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Punjab

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh


………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3534 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Kushal Pal, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Surinder Garg, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that vide memo No. 17/90/2002 awaaZX 5/6/1961 Chandigarh dated 09.08.2007 all the officials/officers of the Revenue Department was informed regarding amendment in the act 1948 with the addition of Section 42-A and were directed to act accordingly. He further states that he wants to know that after amendment of the act action taken by the Respondent is correct or not.
3.
Respondent has informed the Complainant that information as available in record can be provided but no opinion regarding sought for information can be given. He further states that Complainant has been asked to point out specific documents available in the record, so that further action in this regard may be taken.

4.
Since, the Complainant has sought opinion of the Respondent. He has not pointed out any specific case regarding which he wants information. No further action is required.

5.
The case is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dharam Pal Singla,

H.No.379, Gobind Colony,

Near National Public School,

Gurudwara Akali Daftar Road,

Kharar, Distt- SAS Nagar.

…………………………….Complainant 

V/s.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Headmistress,

Arya Kanya Vidhayala,

Kharar, SAS Nagar.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o District Education Officer (SE),Pb,


Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2973 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Charanjit Bansal on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Smt. Harpreet Kaur, PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has 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: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Joginder Kaur,

W/o Surdip Singh,

VPO-Manupur,

Tehsil- Samrala,

Distt- Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

V/s.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (E), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17/D,

Chandigarh

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Secretary Education (schools),


Secretariat, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2670 of 2009

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has 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: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sawinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Shangara Singh,

Vill- Kala Nangal,

P.O Bhullar, Tehsil-Batala,

Distt- Gurdaspur.

…………………………….Complainant 

Public Information Officer,
Vs.
O/o DPI (elementary Education) Pb.,

SCO 32-34, Sector 17/E,

Chandigarh Ph: 2703916

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  965 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Sawinder Singh, the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
During the last hearing dated 13.11.09, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit that the information demanded by the Complainant is not traceable in their record.  Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit; copy of the same is given to the Complainant.  
3.
Vide my order dated 09.07.09, I had called upon the Respondent to show cause why action be not taken against him for not providing the information in time and also why the Complainant be not compensated for the detriment suffered by him.  Pursuant to this, the PIO has filed his reply. In this reply, the Respondent PIO states that the orders of the Commission was not put up to him by the concerned official. He further states that departmental action against Smt. Jaswinder Kaur (employee of the department), has been initiated. He has also prayed for indulgence of the Court for the delay inadvertently occurring in the supply of information.  
Contd…P-2

-2-
3.
Keeping in view the explanation offered by the Respondent for the delay, and his overall demeanor, I do not deem it a fit case for the imposition of penalty upon the Respondent PIO or for the award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b) RTI Act 2005. However, the Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications. The proceedings under section 20 (1)RTI Act 2005 against the Respondent PIO are hereby dropped.
4.

In view of the foregoing, the instant complaint is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Muktiar Singh,

Gobindpuri, Muktsar Road,

Kotkapura, Faridkot.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director State Transport, Pb,

Chandigarh. 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2946 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Balvir Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.

The Complainant is not present.  Respondent states that information relating to the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant has been provided and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant as token of having received the information. 

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


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jatinder Sodhi,

H.No.2549/A(F.F),

Sector-47/C, Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

School Education, Pb,

Mini Sectt. Sector-9,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2954 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Balbir Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Balwant Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant has informed the Commission that he is unable to attend the today’s hearing as he is going out of station due to some personnel work. Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent  before the next date of hearing. 
Respondent is also directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice for not providing the information in time before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 07.01.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baljinder Singh,

Lecturer Commerce,

Govt.College, Gurdaspur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Colleges),

Pb, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3011 of 2009

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is taken on record. Respondent is directed to send the sought for information to the Complainant by registered post. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nihal Singh,

S/o Sh. Haibet Singh,

29/1, Gopal Nagar,

Gali No.1, Mudela House,

Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (S),Pb

SCO:95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3048 of 2009

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has been informed vide letter dated 09.12.2009 that as per his complaint, Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar has been asked to conduct an enquiry regarding submission of fake documents by Gaganpreet Kaur. He further states that on completion of the enquiry, information will be supplied to the Complainant. Respondent is directed to provide sought for information on the completion of enquiry to the Complainant. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Jai Dev Singh,

R/o Vill-Dhobra,

P.O. Jhakho Lahri,

Tehsil- Pathankot, Distt- Gurdaspur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Gurdaspur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2919 of 2009

Present:
Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


Complainant has informed the Commission that he wants to withdraw his application for information and he does not required this information any more. No further action is required.
2.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Himanshu Gupta,

Secretary, Lubhiana (Urban),

All India Human Rights Association,

82/H, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, F.G. Market
Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1007 of 2009
Present:
Nemo for the parties. 
ORDER


Respondent has informed the Commission that the case regarding payment of compensation is under process. The compensation will be paid by cheque at the earliest. Complainant is advised to inform the Commission, in case the payment of compensation is not made to him. No further action is required.
2.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vijender Singh,

WZ-218-219,
Street No. 14A/7, SHAD Nagar,

Palam Colony, New Delhi- 45
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Finance Deptt,

Finance Personall-1,

Punjab Civil Sectt., 

Floor No.7, Pb, 

Chandigarh.

(2)
Public Information Officer


O/o Principal Resident Commissioner,


Punjab House, Copernicus Marg,


New Delhi-110001.

(3)
Public Information Officer


O/o Finance Dept.


Pension Policy and Coordination Branch,


Main Sectt, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3371 of 2009

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

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

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has not been provided information regarding item No. 2, 3, 4 &5 of his application for information.  Sh. Harnek Singh, Assistant appearing on behalf of the Finance Personal – 1 branch, Finance Department states that this information is to be provided by Sh. Om Parkash Bhatia, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, O/o Finance Department, Pension Policy and Coordination branch, Main Sectt. 8th Floor, Chandigarh. He further states that information relating to the contract period of Sh. S.K.Khosla, Ex-G.M.Punjab Bhawan, New Delhi is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Punjab Bhawan, New Delhi.
Contd…P-2

-2-

3.
It is observed that in this case only PIO, Office of Finance Deptt, Finance Personall-1, has been made the Respondent, whereas the information is to be supplied by the PIO, O/o Finance Department, Pension Policy and Coordination Branch and PIO, O/o Punjab Bhawan, New Delhi. I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Finance Department, Pension Policy and Coordination Branch impleaded as Respondent No. 2 and PIO, O/o Punjab Bhawan, New Delhi be impleaded as Respondent No. 3. I further direct both PIOs  to supply the sought for information before the next date of hearing.

4.
It is also observed that Additional Resident Commissioner, Punjab Bhawan has sent the application for information vide his letter No.6225 dated 01.10.2009 to Principal, Secretary, ASR Cell, Punjab, Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, whereas he should have provided information relating to contract period of Sh. S.K.Khosla, Ex General Manager. He is directed to ensure that this information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

5.
Adjourned to 28.01.10 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
CC;
Additional Resident Commissioner, Punjab House, Copernicus Marg, New Delhi-110001.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vijender Singh,

WZ-218-219,

Street No. 14A/7, SHAD Nagar,

Palam Colony, New Delhi- 45
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Finance Deptt,

Finance Personall-1,

Punjab Civil Sectt., 

Floor No.7, Pb, 

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3370 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Vijender Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Smt. Kailash  Arora, Suptd-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has asked for the copy of notification at the time of implementation of second pay commission, whereas Respondent has provided him the copy of third pay commission. Respondent is directed to provide the information as demanded by the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 28.01.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Parveen Kumari, B.A.L.L.B,

D/o Sh. Puran Singh,

W. No.5, Bareta,

Distt- Mansa
 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Bhudhlada,

(2)
Public Information Officer


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Mansa.


………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 890 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Vipin Kumar, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant

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

Heard

2.
SDM, Bhudhlada has authorized Sh. Darshan Singh, Patwari to appear on behalf of Naib Tehsildar. Respondent states that information as sought by the Appellant has been provided but the Appellant is not satisfied with the information. He wants more information. Appellant is advised to file fresh application regarding specific record/documents giving full details required by him. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ramji Dass,

W.No.15, Maur Mandi,

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

O/o Chief  Secretary,

Pb. Govt., Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3299 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Shivinder Sehdev, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post. Copy of the same is taken on record. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

NK/CIK Dharmendra Singh,

HQ 84 Inf Bde,

(Q Branch) Pin-908084.
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.


………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3246 of 2009

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post. Copy of the same is taken on record. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 17th  December, 2009


State Information Commissioner
