STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla 

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank,

Lehragaga – 148031

Sangrur (Punjab)

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 963 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk O/o DHS, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         In the hearing dated 07.12.2010, Appellant was directed to inspect the record and obtain the information. In today’s hearing, Appellant states that he contacted, PIO Sh. Pardeep Chawla, regarding inspection of record and was informed by the PIO that he has not received any order of the Commission in this regard. Appellant will visit the O/o Civil Surgeon, Sangrur to inspect the record on 10.01.2011. PIO is directed to ensure that all the record should be shown to the Appellant. PIO O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, is also directed to write the PIO O/o Civil Surgeon, Sangrur regarding inspection by the Appellant on 10.01.2011.
3.          Adjourned to 20.01.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. P.K.Aditya,

H. No. 775,

Sector 22A, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2963  of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Naveen Gupta on behalf of the Complainant  


(ii) Sh. Sohan Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
On the hearing dated 30.11.10, Respondent was directed to complete the enquiry regarding loss of files and initiate action against the person responsible for the loss of record. In today’s hearing, Respondent has submitted the copy of the enquiry report in which it is mentioned that files are not traceable  and the readers appointed with the Bench at the relevant time have also left the job, one of them has proceeded U.K. no action can be  initiated at this stage. Respondent is given the copy of the reply to the Complainant in the Commission. 
3.
In view of the above enquiry report, the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla 

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank,

Lehragaga – 148031

Sangrur (Punjab)

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Lehragaga,

Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

Deputy Commissioner, 

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 951 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Sucha Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Appellant states that he filed his application for information on 30.03.10, he has not been provided complete information till today. He further states that on 09.12.10 Thakur Singh, Dealing Clerk in the office of SDM visited the office of the Appellant and got photocopies of the documents by promising that legible and authenticated copies complete in all respects shall be provided. However, the demanded information has not been provided. Rather, on 20.12.2010, when the Appellant was sitting in the office of his neighbour Thakur Singh alongwith 30-40 persons illegally/ forcibly confined the Appellant in the office of neighbour in order to pressurize the Appellant  and took his signatures under influence.

3.
Regarding the grievance of the Complainant that he had been threatened by Mr. Thakur Singh, he is advised to seek remedy in accordance with law. 
4.          Since, there is delay in providing the sought for information, PIO is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time, he should file an affidavit in this regard, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information, the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause and direct them to appear before the Commission along with the written replies.
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5.
Adjourned to 20.01.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                                                       (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Krishna Devi,

W/o Hari chand,

 # H. No. 4, Ward No. 4,

Kurali, SAS Nagar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023
2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala 
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2765  of 2010

Present:
 (i) Smt. Krishna Devi, the Complainant 

(ii)Dr. Purshotam Goyal, PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala and Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk O/o Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information was sent to the Complainant by registered post on 16.12.10. Complainant states that he has not received the information so far. Respondent has provided another set of information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing. Respondent is directed to bring the receipt register vide which registered letter was sent to the Complainant.
3.
On the last date of hearing, PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala was directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. Today, Respondent has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record.

4.
The Complainant has had to attend four hearings before the Commission. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.   In this view of the matter, ends of justice would be met by awarding a compensation of Rs.2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand Only) to the Complainant.  
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5.
I, therefore, order that the Respondent Public Authority  shall pay a sum of Rs. 2000/- (Rs. Two thousand only) to the Complainant towards compensation within one week of the receipt of this order. 

6.           Adjourned to 20.01.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                  (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16- Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar – 143 001

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Secretary Finance,

8th Floor, Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

2.
First Appellate Authority


Principal Secretary, Finance


Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 378 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. S.M.Bhanot on behalf of the Appellant


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

Heard

2.       Respondent states that he has sought information from the various departments, regarding cost of tender form, amount of earnest money and amount of security deposits. Respondent further states that only few departments have submitted information sofar.  Respondent is directed to submit, on the next date of hearing, whether the procedure being followed by the various departments is as per instructions of the Finance department, if not, then what action has been taken by the Finance department sofar.

3.           Adjourned to 20.01.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla 

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank,

Lehragaga – 148031

Sangrur (Punjab)

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Lehragaga,

Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

Deputy Commissioner, 

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 957 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla, the Appellant.

(ii) Sh. Sucha Singh, Naib Tehsildar and Sh. Rajinder Singh on behalf of the Respondent No.1 and Sh. Bikker Singh, Suptd. G-1, on behalf of the Respondent No.2 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Appellant states that he has received the required information and is satisfied. No further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                       (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla 

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank,

Lehragaga – 148031

Sangrur (Punjab)

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

Deputy Commissioner, 

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 965 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.        Appellant states that he has sought information on five points. Respondent has provided information only for point No.1 and 3. Respondent is directed to provide complete information regarding point No. 2, 4 & 5. He is also directed to provide this information within one week.

3.           Adjourned to 20.01.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

S/o Partap Singh,

Village Dhiwan Kalan,

Distt. Faridkot

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Faridkot

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3550  of 2010\
Present:
Nemo for the parties  
ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. It is observed that Respondent has provided information vide their letter dated 08.03.2010 that complaint has been filed as per orders of the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot. However, copy of the enquiry report has not been submitted by the Respondent as demanded by the Complainant. Respondent is directed to provide the copy of the enquiry report to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

2.
Adjourned to 20.01.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldip Singh,

S/o Kartar Singh,

R/o St. No. 3, Gurdial Nagar

Sitto Road, Abohar – 152116 (Punjab)

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Ferozepur

2. Public Information Officer,

O/o Director State Transport

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3548 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. R.P.S. Makhu, ADM (T) on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has raised queries for which no information can be supplied, as the information which only exists in the record can be supplied.  Since, information as available in record has been provided and no opinion or reasons are to be given regarding queries of the Complainant. The case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. R.P.Mehta, Chairman,

Care Taker Human Rights Violations

H.O. VPO Amroh,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab) - 144224

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue)

Civil Sectt., Punjab, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3367 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. R.P.Mehta, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Surinder Kumar Passi, Suptd-cum-APIO and Smt. Veena  Kumari, US (Coord) on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant sought information from the PIO, O/o FCR Punjab on his application dated 24.02.2010 regarding action taken  against Sh. Roshan Lal, Chowkidar for recovery of Rs. 44000/-. Complainant states that his application was returned by APIO for not being submitted on ‘Performa A’ under the RTI Act. However, in response to the notice of the Commission, Respondent vide his letter dated 09.12.10 has informed the Complainant that information relating to this department as NIL with a copy to the Commission.

3.
In the hearing dated 25.11.2010, Respondent was directed to check up the record and submit documents, if any, regarding action taken on the complaint. In today’s hearing, Respondent has submitted that DC, Hoshiarpur vide their letter dated 13.12.10 & 27.12.10 was directed to provide the information to the Complainant. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. He wants that action should be taken against the department for not taking any action on his complaint. Complainant is advised to approach higher authorities in this regard, as there is no provision under the RTI Act for taking action against the Respondent for not taking action on the complaint against Sh. Roshan Lal, Chowkidar.
4.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bikramjit Singh Chhachhi,

Distt. Comandar (retd.)

120-B/1 Nagra House Complex,

T.B. Hospital Road,

Patiala - 147001

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Department of Finance, Govt. of Punjab

Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3124  of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Bikramjit Singh Chhachhi, the Complainant  


(ii) Sh. Pawan K. Dhawan, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant has sought following information vide his application dated 31.08.2010:-


(i) Copy of letter No. 1/44/98-FPI/11778-82 dated 21.10.09.

(ii) Copy of noting and process based on which letter No. 1/44/98-FPI/11778-82 dated 21.10.98 has been issued as letter has already been issued.

(iii) Copy of noting and process based on which letter No. 1/44/98-FPI / 3483 dated 04.04.03 has been issued along with legible copy of this letter as letter has already been issued.
3.
Respondent has provided information for item no. 1 but he has not provided file notings for item no. 2 & 3. Respondent states that sought for files are not traceable. Principal Secretary, Department of Finance, Pb Govt. is directed to get an enquiry conducted regarding loss of files and action should be taken against erring officials under intimation to the Commission.
4.
Adjourned to 20.01.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner

CC: Principal Secretary, GOP, Department of Finance, Civil Sectt. Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

v Sh.  Ripu Daman Ohri,

# 1333, Phase-11, Shivalik,

Avenue Naya Nangal,

Distt-Ropar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub-Registrar,

Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3061 of 2010

Alongwith

CC: No. 3058 of 2010,

CC: No. 3062 of 2010 &

CC: No. 3059 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 03.12.10, Respondent was directed to bring the original receipt register and dispatch register. However, in today’s hearing, Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant appeared on the behalf of the Respondent and submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant that he has received the information pertaining to all the four complaints i.e. CC No. 3061 of 2010, CC: No. 3058 of 2010, CC: No. 3062 of 2010 & CC: No. 3059 of 2010 and requested to stop further proceedings.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

H.No. 173, Krishna Nagar,

Gali Murabe Wali,

Tarn Taran Road,

Near DS Public School,

Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar (Punjab)

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2768 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Patwari on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard

2.         As directed during the last hearing, PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar has filed his reply in response to the order showing cause stating that this information is to be provided by the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. He has further submitted that application of the Complainant was sent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar on 8.11.2010 to provide the complete information to the Complainant. Sh. Rajinder Sharma appearing on behalf of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar states that the sought for information will be provided to the Complainant within one week.

3.             Since, the information has been delayed by the PIO, O/o Commissioner, MC, Amritsar, PIO is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
PIO O/o Commissioner, MC, Amritsar is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
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5.
Adjourned to 20.01.11 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
CC: Public Information Officer, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Sunita,

W/o Sh. Sahib Singh,

Marfet : Baldev Singh Bham,

Journalist Rozana Ajit 

4879, Gali Bai Kartar Singh,

Sh. Muktsar Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Red Cross Society,

Mansa (Punjab) – 151505

2.
Public Information Officer


O/o Satluj Gramin Bank, Head Office, 

A-4, Civil Lines, Bathinda
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2734 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Accountant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.        Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant vide their letter No. 1072/1075 dated 15.12.2010 under intimation to the Commission. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information.

3.
No further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

9- Rani-ka-Bagh,

Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab

Sector 36, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3391 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Bal Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant, vide their letter dated 21.12.2010, by registered post. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information. 


3.
No further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
