STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Charan Kamal Singh,

Medical Officer, Civil Hospital,

Batala.


  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Gurdaspur.                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1103   of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER


Both the complainant and the respondent have telephonically informed the Commission that the information required by the complainant in this case has been given to him.

Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Lakshmi Narian Goel,

Advocate, # 3042, P.H. Road,

Bathinda.


  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Tourism Dev. Corpn. Ltd.,

SCO 183-184, Sector 8-C,

Chandigarh.                            



  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1109   of 2007

Present:
i) None  on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)  Sh. R.K. Grover, Manager, Accounts-cum-APIO and Sh. P.M. Kansal, Advocate, behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The respondent has submitted a written reply to the complainant   stating  that the  complaint is required to be dismissed because the complainant has not yet made any proper application under the RTI Act, in the prescribed form, along with the  application fees of Rs. 10/-.    In fact, he was informed in  a letter dated 9-3-2007 that he should make an application in the prescribed form along with the required fees but he has not yet done this, which is evident from the fact  that he has himself mentioned in para 5 of his complaint that he has sent Rs. 20/- through Money Order, but this was received back by him.  The respondent has also submitted that the information required by the complainant is ready and can be given to him provided a proper application is made by him.  The complainant made another application on 26-2-2007, which was on the prescribed form, but was again unaccompanied with the required application fees of Rs. 10/-.
The complainant is not present. This case is  disposed of with the direction to the respondent to deliver the required information to the complainant, as and when he makes a proper application for the same.







(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Sanjay Kumar Bansal,

Medical Officer, Civil Hospital,

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.

  
   





__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,
Health & Family Welfare, Mini Sectt.

 Sec- 9, Chandigarh.   



  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1117   of 2007

Present:
i)   None   on behalf of the   complainant.



ii)   Sh. Jagjit Singh, Supdt . (II) , on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 27-6-2007.  A copy of the same has also been given by the respondent for record of the Court.
Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Navneet Kumar,

S/o Sh. Baldev Raj,

Q.No. 10/E, Police Line Colony,

Gurdaspur.



  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt.,Punjab
Education  (SE) Deptt.,Mini Sectt.
 Sec- 9, Chandigarh.   



  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1127,   1128   &   1129   of   2007

Present:
None
ORDER


These three cases are being disposed of by this single order since the applicant and the respondent in all the three cases are the same and the subject matter in the applications for information is also similar.  The complaints in these cases are also about five months old and since both the complainant and the respondent are absent, it would appear that the required information has already been received by the complainant.

Under these circumstances, these cases are disposed of with the direction to the respondent to provide the information required by the complainant to him within fifteen days from the date of receipt of these orders, if this has not already been done. 








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Navneet Kumar,

S/o Sh. Baldev Raj,

Q.No. 10/E, Police Line Colony,

Gurdaspur.


  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Subordinate Service Selection Board, Punjab,

SCO 156-160, Sector 8-C,

Chandigarh.  



 

 __________ Respondent

CC No.  1130   of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the complainant ,
ii)  Sh. Jaspal Singh, Supdt., on  behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 31-7-2007, which has been seen by the Court.  
The complainant is not present.

Disposed   of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Surider Kaur,

# 193,  Husainpura,

Amritsar.


  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Education Officer (S.E),

Tarn Taran.


  



  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1133   of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant 
ii)   
Sh. Gurpartap  Singh,  Distt. Coordinator-cum-PIO.


Taran Taran.
ORDER


Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been provided to her by the respondent vide their letter dated 16-7-2007, which has been seen by the Court.
The complainant is not present. Apparently, she does not wish to pursue her complaint at this stage.

Disposed   of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh,

# 10/410, Old cotton Mill Colony,

Railway road,

 Malerkotla

  
   





_____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (S.E),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.


  



  ______ Respondent

CC No.  1149   of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh,  complainant in person.

ii)   Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, OSD/PIO, and  Sh. Rajbir Singh,  Agriculture Consultant.
ORDER


Heard.
The application in this case was made on 26-10-2006 and the information was sent to him on 3-4-2007.The complainant states that the respondent should be penalized for this delay.

The information asked for by the complainant is in two prts, (A) and (B). Insofar as (B) is concerned, the information was extensive, pertaining to whole of the State,and  I find that the delay is neither unreasonable nor deliberate.  Where (A)is concerned, the information  could have been given to him well within the prescribed period of 30 days, since the complaint which had been made  against him by the ilaqa niwasis had been filed on 8-11-2005. As a result, the complainant was unable to make a representation against the withdrawal of his name from the list of National Awardees and therefore,  the delay  has  caused irreparable harm to him.  
Under these circumstances, it would be necessary for the PIO to show cause as to why the penalty prescribed under section 20 of the RTI should not be imposed upon him.  The PIO, who  is here before us, has given the information that he has joined as such only on 18-6-2007 and the PIO, during the period under question, was Sh. Harbans Singh Sandhu, the then Asstt. Director (SE), office of the  DPI  (SE), who is at present posted as DEO, Mansa.
Contd….p2
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In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to  Sh. Harbans Singh Sandhu, District Education Officer, Mansa, to show cause at 10 AM on   6-12-2007, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act. 2005
For convenience of reference, a copy of the application for information of the complainant dated 26-10-2006 is enclosed with these orders.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 6-12-2007 for further orders.  







(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007.
Cc: Sh. Harbans Singh Sandhu,

DEO (S),Mansa,

Encl;
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh,

# 10/410, Old cotton Mill Colony,

Railway road, Malerkotla.

  
   
__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Deptt. Of School Education,

Mini Secretariat, Sec- 9,

Chandigarh.
 

  


  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1150 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh,  complainant in person.
ii)   Sh. Harbans Lal Chawla, Supdt.,/APIO, behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The respondent states that the application for information dated 1-11-2006 of the complainant has been received by him only with the Court’s Notice and he has, therefore, now compiled the information required by the complainant and will give it to him after attesting the same.  The  complainant, who has seen the information, has made objections with regard to the information given against sr. no. 6,  7,  8 and  13 of his application for information, which are discussed as follows: 
Sr. No. 6

The respondent states that he will locate the letter of the Secretary to Government, Punjab, Education (S) Department, to the Ministry of Human Resources, New Delhi, and will give it to the complainant.

Sr. No. 7

The respondent state that the required  physical verification report would be available in the office of the DPI (SE).  It would be obtained from that office and given to the complainant.

Sr. No. 8

The respondent states that there is  no report of Sri R. Venkat Ratnam recommending the name of the complainant for inclusion  for the National Award for the year 2005 in the records of his office.  The name of the applicant was, however, recommended for inclusion for the Award for 2005 and he has therefore, been asked to make another effort to locate the report of Sh. R. Venkat Ratnam, IAS, Special Secretary to Government , Punjab, Education Department.
Contd….2
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Sr. No. 13

The respondent states that the No enquiry pending certificate  in the case of the complainant pertaining to  the recommendation of his name for the National Award for the year 2005 is not available on the record.  Since the name of the complainant was recommended for the award to the Government of India, however, it must have been  accompanied by the No enquiry pending certificate.  The respondent may, therefore, obtain this certificate from the Government of India, and supply it to the the complainant. 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 6-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh,

# 10/410, Old cotton Mill Colony,

Railway road, Malerkotla.

  
   
________ Complainant  
 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Pr. Secretary  to Government, Pb,
Education Department,

Mini Secretariat, Sec- 9,

Chandigarh.
 

  

 __________ Respondent

CC No.  1151  of 2007
Present:
i)  Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh,  complainant in person.

ii) Sh. Harbans Lal Chawla, Supdt.,/APIO, on  behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The information required by the complainant in his application for information dated 8-12-2006 has been given to him by the respondent except for the information mentioned at  point. nos. 10 & 11 of  the application.  These points concern the complaint made by one Kanta Kumari against the complainant.s inclusion in the list for the National Award, 2005 and action taken by the Secretary to Government, Punjab, Education ( Secondary) Department, on this complaint.  The respondent has been directed to locate the record concerning the complaint and he will be assisted by the complainant, as stated by him, and thereafter  provide the required information to him.
The complainant states that information in this case which has been provided , was given much after the prescribed period of 30 days. A view regarding the delay will be taken  at the time of disposal of this case.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 6-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Prithipal  Singh,

S/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

86,  Phase  2,
Mohali






 _______ Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Deptt. of  Defence Services,

Mini Sectt., Sector 9,
Chandigarh-160001 



_________ Respondent

CC No  999  of 2007

Present:
i)  
None  on behalf of the  complainant .
ii) 
Ms. Meenakshi Bagga, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 25-10-2007, the respondent has submitted a written report to the effect that since the name of the complainant figures at Sr. No. 4 of the list now sent by the Government of India, he will be considered for the monthly maintenance grant. This, however, will be done after confirmation of his inclusion in the list, received from the Government of India, since his is the only name which has been written in the list in ink, unlike all the other names,  which have been typed out.  The respondent has been asked to send a copy of the report submitted to the Court today, to the complainant along with copies of its enclosures for his information.


Disposed   of.







(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rishab Kumar Jain,

C/o Craze Boutique,

Shop No. 2,   K.C. Road, 
Barnala. 
 
   





__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.





  __________ Respondent

AC No. 295    of 2007

Present:
i) 
  Sh. Rishab Kumar Jain,  complainant  in person.
ii) 
  S.I.  Kulwant Singh,  on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard 
The information required by the complainant has been given by the respondent today itself.  He may go through it and point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 6-12-2007.










(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. M.S. Toor,

Advocate,

Corner Seat, First Line,

New Courts, Ludhiana

.


  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. The District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana..




  
__________ Respondent

CC No.  1610  of 2007
Present:
None
ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent   are present.  It would appear that the complainant has received the additional information in compliance with the  Court’s orders dated  11-10-2007  and does not wish to pursue his application any further.

Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajesh  Dhiman,

S/o Sh. Chaman Lal/

#  2, Street No. 1

Jhujar  Nagar,

Patiala.


  
   


____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.  Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Patiala..






_____ Respondent

AC No. 284 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Rajesh  Dhiman complainant in person.

ii) 
Sh. Vijay  Kumar, J.E., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required  to be given to the complainant mentioned in the orders of the Court dated 11-10-2007, has not yet been located and will be supplied to the complainant on its becoming available.
Adjourned  to 10 AM on 6-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. J.M. Sharma,

# 1678, Phase-X,

Sector-64, Mohali.


  
   
     ______ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Hoshiarpur.






____ Respondent

CC No. 1107 of 2007

Present:
i)    None  on behalf of the complainant.
ii)    Sh. Joginder Pal, DSP, on behalf of the respondent.
.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has stated that the information asked for by the complainant had been earlier denied to him because he had asked for the statements of witnesses in connection with an FIR, which was under investigation at that time.    The investigation, however, has now been completed and the case has been sent as untraced.  There is now no objection if the complainant is given the copies of the statements etc. asked for by him in his application dated 21-2-2007, and this will be done within ten days from today.
Disposed   of.







(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Boota Singh Bajaj,

Mall Road, Near SSP Residence,

Hoshiarpur.
  
   
   

  __________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner, Punjab,

 Forest Department,

 Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.





_______ Respondent

CC No. 1354 of 2007
Present:
i)
Sh. Boota Singh Bajaj,  complainant in person.



ii) 
 Sh. Gurbax  Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard
The remaining information has been given by the respondent to the complainant in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 30-8-2007, vide his letter dated 7-11-2007.
Disposed   of.













(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Boota Singh Bajaj,

R/o Mall Road, Near SSP Residence,

Hoshiarpur. 





  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Deptt. Of Forest, Hoshiarpur.       



  __________ Respondent

CC No.     1468    of 2007

Present:
i) Sh.Boota Singh Bajaj,  complainant in person.

ii)  Sh.Ravinder Singh, Clerk, Forest Deptt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 4-10-2007, the remaining available information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent.  He has pleaded for relief from this Court which is not possible.  He has been advised to approach the Government of Punjab, or the Civil Court for appropriate relief.

Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   8th   November, 2007
