STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Gopal Kochar S/O Sh. Vinod Kochhar,

Gopal & Co. Shop No. 216, 

New Cloth Market,Bathinda.



--------Appellant






Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Commissioner, Farozepur Division,

Ferozepur.






____   Respondent.






AC No-380 -2008
Present:
Sh. Gopal Kochhar, Complainant in person.


Smt. Santosh Bajaj, PIO-cun-Superintendent for PIO/Commissioner, Ferozepur.



Sh. Parshotam Lal for PIO/DC/Moga.
Order:


Sh. Gopal Kochhar, Complainant vide his complaint dated 12.08.2008 made to the Commission stated that his application dated 04.04.2008 under RTI Act made to the PIO/Commissioner, Ferozepur had not been attended to and information asked for by him on four points had not been given satisfactorily according to his letter date 28.04.2008 sent by the Commissioner office.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.
2.

Today, the PIO who is present in the court has presented letter dated 15.07.2008 and had given a copy of the same to Sh. Gopal Kochhar today in which the complete information has been given.  In addition, Sh. Gopal Kochhar has been permitted to inspect the file of the office of the Commissioner, Ferozepur as well as that of the DC, Moga, both of which are available with the officials today.  After examining the said files, he has requested that he may permit to examine the ledger. It consists of 600 and 300 pages respectively.  In consultation with the representative of the PIO and the applicant, the date of 19th December, 2008 at 1100 hours in the office of DC., Moga, E.A.-Branch has been fixed.  In so far as the office file of Commissioner, Ferozepur is concerned, the date has been fixed in consultation with both parties on 22nd December, 2008 at 
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1100 hours in the office of Commissioner, Ferozerpur.  Sh. Gopal Kochhar may allowed to take notes and after inspection  to submit a list of documents of which he would like to have photo copy which may be provided to him against cost.  However, no fee should be charged for the inspection.  In case, the inspection is not completed or for any reason, the date turns out to be unsuitable then the next date should be fixed which is suitable to both the parties. Copies of any document that he wants should be given to him duly indexed, page marked and attested.  This should be supplied to him within a week.  In case Sh. Gopal Kochhar receives the information and has no need to appear on the next date of hearing.  



Compliance report should be given to the Commission on 04.02.2009.  Adjourned to 04.02.2009.  









Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh R.C.Verma,

# A-76, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.



--------Appellant 






Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Director Public Instructions(C), 
Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



____   Respondent.

AC No-381 -2008 & CC-1208-2008
Present:
Sh. R.C.Verma, Complainant in person.



Mrs. Maninder Kaur, Deputy Director Colleges for 




PIO/DPI(Colleges), Pb.     



Sh. R.T.Saini, APIO-cum-Superintendent Grants-II Branch from 

the APIO with Smt. Gursharan Kaur, Senior Assistant, dealing 


hand. 
Order:


Mr. R.C.Verma retired Principal, in his capacity as President, Welfare Association of the Superannuated Employees of Aided Colleges (Regd.), has made a complaint dated 14.08.2008 to the State Information Commission that his application for information under Right to Information Act, 2005, dated 10.03.2008 made to the address of PIO/Department of Education, Punjab had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him.  Instead, the Principal Secretary, Department of Higher Education forwarded the application to the Director Public Instructions for disposal under intimation to him.  The DPI, on his part, forwarded the same to the Principal, Hindu College, Amritsar on 10th April, 2008, who, till date, intentionally did not furnish the said information.  Thereafter, the Complainant filed the First Appeal to the Appellate Authority on 19.06.2008 against non-supply of information.  The Appellate Authority followed the same route and forwarded the said case to the DPI under intimation to the Appellant.  The DPI (Colleges) further sent the copy of the Appeal to the PIO/Hindu College, Amritsar for disposal.  The PIO/Hindu College has still not supplied the information.  Hence the Second Appeal.  
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2.

The information he had sought was :-


"1. Names of all employees retired from the service of Hindu College, Amritsar; entitled amount of retired employee and the exact amount paid.  Name of all employees who had not been paid (full & final Amount) as retiral benefits after superannuation? Required by post."



A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO, the date of hearing fixed for 16.12.2008 and both parties informed through registered post.

3.

Today, both parties are present before me.  The Deputy Director/PIO/DPI(Colleges) states that information has been supplied to the Appellant vide covering letter dated 11.12.2008 duly indexed and attested by the officiating Principal, Hindu College, Amritsar.  This contains a statement of gratuity and provident fund paid to retired employees since 1996 under 95% deficit grant-in-aid scheme, as well as names of employees who have not been paid retrial benefits.    Sh. R.C.Verma acknowledges that he has received the same but states that information has deliberately been given, based on wrong facts and is mis-leading and incomplete.  He states that he has evidence that there are many persons, including himself, who have not been paid their full dues.  He may address the Commission specifically on this subject with copy to the PIO.  The PIO should make up the deficiency, if any, strictly in accordance with his original RTI application, in the same form as directed earlier by the Bench, under due receipt from the Complainant, and a copy of the information should be supplied for the record of the Commission at least ten days before the next date of hearing.  

4.

It is observed that the earlier application dated 08.03.2008 made by the Complainant to the same PIO which culminated in CC-1208 of 2008 has also been fixed for supply of information and the date has been fixed for tomorrow i.e. on 17.12.2008.  I find that the subject is same and the information required is also similar and does not need a separate date for consideration.  Both CC-1208 of 2008 and AC-381 of 2008, therefore, need to be taken up together on the next date of hearing.  
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5.

The PIO has drawn my attention to another CC-1899 of 2008 titled R.C.Verma Vs. PIO/DPI(C), Punjab which Sh. R.C.Verma had requested should be taken up alongwith CC-1208 of 2008.  He informed me that the date is fixed for 16.02.2008 before the Bench of Hon’ble SIC, Mrs. Ravi Singh.  Sh. R.C.Verma has requested that the case being identical to CC-1208 of 2008 should also be taken up along with AC-381 of 2008.  As such the said court may be requested to transfer CC-1899/2008 to this bench if there is no objection so that all these cases CC-1208/2008, CC-1899/2008 and AC-381/2008 are taken up for hearing together and duplication of effort by different benches is avoided.  Copy of the notice dated 16.02.2008 issued by that court has been supplied.  
6.

It is further observed that under Section 3 of the Act, every citizen of India is entitled to seek information under RTI Act in his own right but not in the capacity of President, Secretary or representative etc. of any institution or organization.  Information which is supplied to Sh. R.C.Verma should also be addressed, accordingly.  
7.

The representative of the PIO, Hindu College must carry with him the letter of authority from the PIO and also bring a copy of the letter vide which the PIO has been so designated for the College and put it on the record of the Commission.



Adjourned to 10.02.2009.    








SD-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh R.C.Verma,

# A-76, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.



--------Appellant 






Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Director Public Instructions(c),
Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



____   Respondent.






AC No-382 -2008

Present:
Sh. R.C.Verma, Complainant in person.



Mrs. Maninder Kaur, Deputy Director Colleges for 




PIO/DPI(Colleges), Pb.     



Sh. R.T.Saini, APIO-cum-Superintendent Grants-II Branch from 

the APIO with Smt. Gursharan Kaur, Senior Assistant, dealing 


hand. 
Order:


Sh. R.C.Verma vide his complaint dated 14.08.2008 made to the Commission submitted that his application under RTI made to the PIO/Department of Education, Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh on 12.03.2008 had not been attended to and no information had been supplied till date, although many inter-communications were going on between PIO’s who forwarded the matter to the DPI who forwarded the matter to the Principal Hindu College, Amritsar.  All papers landed in the lap of PIO/Hindu College, Amritsar who did not move further in the matter.  Hence the complaint.  The Complaint was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 

2.

Today, the Deputy Director representing the PIO/DPI(C) states that information has since been supplied to the applicant through letter dated 11.12.2008 by the PIO/Principal, Hindu College, Amritsar through a covering letter duly indexed, page marked and attested on every point asked for by him.  Sh. R.C.Verma acknowledges the receipt.  However, he states that information is not only misleading but it is loaded with aspersions against the Complainant 
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himself which are required to be removed/sanitized.  He has been directed to state the exact deficiencies to the Commission with copies to all the PIOs concerned who are hereby directed to complete the deficiences directly in accordance with the original RTI application under due receipt from the Complainant to be supplied to him at least ten days before the next date of hearing with a set for the record of the Commission.  Meanwhile, all three PIOs are hereby directed to offer their explanation for the great delay in dealing of the applications despite appeal being filed and the complaint being made.  



Adjourned to 10.02.2009.








SD- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Kuldip Singh,

# B-4, Govt. Polytechnic Colony,

Polytechnic College,

Post Office Rayon & Silk Mill,

Amritsar.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO/O Principal Secretary,

Finance Deptt., Punjab. Chd. 



  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 2010-2008:
Present: 
Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Complainant in person



Smt. Kamlesh Arora, APIO-cum-Superintendent, FP I Branch, 


Finance Deptt.



Sh. Pawan Kumar Dhawan, Sr. Asstt. Deptt. Of Finance.
Order:


In compliance with order dated 19.11.2008, the representative of the PIO states that the attested copy of advice issued to the Administrative Department vide its No. 1/8/2007-4FPI/497 dated 16.07.2008 was sent by speed post on 21.11.2008 to the Complainant well before the next date of 27.11.2008.  Sh. Kuldeep Singh confirms having received it.  In respect of para 1 of the order dated 19.11.2008, the Department has stated as follows :-


“The Finance Department holds this Hon’ble State Information Commission in highest esteem and can not ever think for disobeying its orders intentionally and un intentionally.  It is submitted that applicant has already filed C.M. in COCP NO. 312 of 2008 in the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh which was fixed for 27.11.2008 and next date is 19.01.2009.  Keeping in view the authority (copy enclosed) of this Hon’ble Commission in Case no. 310 of 2007 Sh. H.C.Arora, Advocate Versus Public Information Officer, Office of Punjab Vigilance Bureau, Sector 17, Chandigarh no action can be taken under RTI Act at this stage as the matter is sub-judice before the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.  The case in question can be considered as advised by this Hon’ble Commission after finalization of Contempt Petition Pending in the Hon’ble High Court.”
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2.

The above being the case and the matter being sub-judice, it is not considered to be in the fitness of things for this material to be provided at this stage.  However, the Complainant can request the Hon’ble High Court and call for the said file and to examine the basis of recommendations for giving the said pay scale to the category of Superintendents if it is deemed fit.  The High Court can always call for it and see for its whether any discrimination has been caused.    



With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  








Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Advocate,

Civil Court, Phul,

District Bathinda.





......Complainant






Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Secretary, Department of Education,

Punjab Mini Sectt., Sector -9,

Chandigarh.  





----Respondent 

CC No-363- of 2008:
Present:
None for Complainant.


Smt. Tarinder Kaur, APIO-cum-Superintendent for the PIO.

Order:


In compliance with order dated 24.09.2008, Smt. Tarinder Kaur states that the letter has been sent to him by registered post. No proof of registry has been produced although the case had been adjourned specific for production of the same.  One more opportunity is given to do so.  Sh. Amandeep Singh may also take note that in case he does not appear on the next date of hearing, it will be taken that he is satisfied and the case will be disposed of. 


Adjourned to 04.02.2009. 







Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Raghbir Singh,

S/o Late Capt Bachan Singh,

Retired Dy. District Attorney,

Resident of Gurudwara Road,

Sunam, District Sangrur.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Municipal Council,

Sunam, District Sangrur.



  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 409-2008  

Present:
Sh. Raghbir Singh, Complainant.


Sh. Kashmir Singh, PIO-cum-Accountant, Municipal Council, 


Sunam.
Order:


In compliance with order dated 24.09.2008, the PIO-cum-Accountant, Municipal Council, Sunam had stated that vide letter dated 22.10.2008 the request of Sh. Gagandeep Singh, S/o Late Sh. Kulbir Singh in connection with his security and Architecture and technical building plans, it is not possible to supply them to the Complainant.  The provision of Section 7(8) has been brought to the notice of the EO and he has been asked to comply with it.  For the rest, the procedure to be followed in respect of Section 11 of the Act involving “third party” had already been referred to in detail in para 2 of the order dated 24.09.2008.

2.

Sh. Raghbir Singh, Complainant has in a detailed letter dated 15.11.2008 with two annexures brought out the deficiencies in the information earlier supplied by the PIO.  After going through these orders, it is observed that Sh. Raghbir Singh is complaining bitterly about various alleged offences of omission and commission by the authorities.  The crux of the matter is that  Sh. Kulbir Singh, now deceased, who was the President of the Counsel, Sunam allegedly through exercising influence upon those working under him constructed a house which did not entirely meet the requirements of the Municipal Law.   
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Sh.Raghbir Singh had brought the matter to the notice of the Hon’ble High Court in a writ and the High Court in its wisdom issued directions that the violation should be regularized if possible and if not possible then the building should be demolished.  Municipal Council has compounded and regularized the matter.  According to Sh. Raghbir Singh, it could not have been compounded and regularized and he has gone in a COCP 1452 of 2006 requesting the court to get the building demolished.  Sh. Raghbir Singh does not know the out come of the hearing because he states he has been present in the State Information Commission for his hearing.  
3.

It has been explained to Sh. Raghbir Singh that Sh. Gagandeep S/o Late Sh. Kulbir Singh has already objected to supply of revised site plan sanctioned by the council as “third party” information and the PIO/Respondent, complainant and third party have already been advised to follow the provisions of the Act relating to third party before approaching the State Information Commission..  As for the remaining prayers, the irregularities committed by the various officials should be brought to the notice of the Competent Authority in the Executive or to the notice of the Hon’ble court where the matter is pending.  In so far as the precedent RTI application is concerned nothing more is required to be done.  



As such the case is hereby disposed of.
            





Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, 
S/O Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

E-87, Ranjit Nagar, Patiala.










......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala.







.....Respondent. 
CC No-1106-of 2008: 
Present:
Sh. Surinder Singh on behalf of the Complainant. 


Sh. Pritpal Singh, Incharge Kanungo, Agrarian for SDM/Patiala.

Order:


In compliance with order dated 22.10.2008, the representative of the SDM/Patiala has presented letter dated 15.12.2008 (3 pages) containing lists of names of allottees and areas etc. including dates of the entiry in the revenue record utilization of the surplus land by the State Government etc.  Sh. Surinder Singh on behalf of the Complainant states that the answer to question no. (ii) and 2 (i) has not been provided.  In this connection, he has mentioned four specific names Sh. Gian Chand S/o Nathu Ram, Sh. Surinder Nath Ghosla, Advocate, Sh. Charan Singh S/o Sh. Mall Singh, Sh. Sher Singh S/o Sh. Mall Singh as tenants who were in possession before 30.10.1996 and who had been considered for P-rights at the relevant time.    Complainant confirms that the information in respect of question no. 3 and 4 has been supplied to him.  
2.

The officiating Kanungo, Agrarian requests for some more time to get this information.  



Adjourned to 04.02.2009.  








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh R.D.Sehgal, Advocate,

# 539, Sector 11, Chandigarh.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Director General, 

Health & Family Welfare,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.




____   Respondent.






CC No- 1781-2008. 

Present:
Sh R.D.Sehgal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO-cum-Superintendent O/o DHS, Pb. 
Order:


Sh. R.D. Sehgal, Complainant vide his complaint dated 04.08.2008 made to the Commission stated that his application under RTI dated 22.11.2007 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/Director General Health & Family Welfare, Pb., had not been attended to properly.  The set of papers were sent to the PIO.  The date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.

APIO has presented a letter dated 15.12.2008 addressed to the State Information Commission which states that information has been supplied to the Complainant vide registered post letter dated 05.12.2008 in connection with his application dated 22.11.2007.  However, the Complainant states that these replies are not clear and complete.  Complainant states that he has received the information with respect to point no. 2 of his application. However, in respect of point no. 1, it is not clear whether the Competent Authority under the Punishment and Appeal Rules i.e. Principal Secretary, Health and Family Welfare has passed any final order in the case or the case still pending.  Order supplied by the PIO today, pertains to the orders passed by the Minister after personal hearing who is not the Competent Authority under Punishment and Appeal Rules.  It has not been clarified whether enquiry has been considered and dropped or not.  
3.

  It is observed that after seeing the reply provided by the APIO, I 
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agree with the Complainant that the answer is not clear with respect to point no. 1.  It may be clearly stated whether the said disciplinary enquiry if any has been completed and orders passed by the Competent Authorities or the enquiry has been dropped and instead orders passed by the Hon’ble Minister after personal hearing separately.
4.

This information may be supplied at least 10 days before the next date of hearing under due receipt through registered post with the set of papers for the record of the Commission.



Adjourned to 04.02.2009. 


 





Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh Paramjit Singh, S/O Mukhtiar Singh

Gobindpuri, Muktsar Road,

Kotkpura, Distt. Faridkot.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Muktsar.



____   Respondent.






CC No-1794 -2008. 

Present:
Sh. Paramjit Singh, Complainant in person.


Smt. Rajvinder Kaur, APIO-cum-Superintendent O/o PIO/GM, Roadways, Muktsar.
Order:


Sh. Paramjit Singh, Complainant vide his complaint dated 25.07.2008 made to the Commission stated that his application under RTI dated 22.02.2008 with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/GM, Punjab Roadways, Muktsar had not been attended to properly.  He had been given incomplete information on 20.05.2008.  Copy of the information supplied was already attached.  The set of papers were sent to the PIO.  The date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.

Today, APIO has stated that information was given to Sh. Paramjit Singh initially on 24.03.2008 immediately after he applied. Thereafter, once again information was sent to the Complainant on 20.05.2008.  I have gone through the information supplied to the Complainant and find that it is deficient, since the advice of LR based upon which the Appeal was filed to the Higher court against the Civil Court order decided in favour of Sh. Paramjit Singh on 21.03.2006 has not been provided to him also.  The action taken during the period between 28.06.2006 and the date on which the Appeal was filed against the judgment 
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dated 21.3.2006 has also not been explained particularly that there was no stay.  The information supplied in full by getting it from the DST, if necessary. 



Adjourned to 04.02.2009.  







Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. P.J.S.Mehta, (Lt. Col. Retd.)

National Consumer Aweareness Group (Regd.)

SCF 29-30, Sect. 22-C, Chandigarh.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Dy. Commissioner, 
Ludhiana.





____   Respondent.






CC No- 1806-2008. 

Present:
Sh. Jasmandeep on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Gurmeet Singh Michra, Naib Tehsildar, Koomkalan for 


DC/Ludhiana. 
Order:


The representative of the PIO handed over the set of papers to Sh. Jaasmandeep advocate, representing the Complainant.  Since the information was handed over only during the hearing, the Complainant may go through the same.  In case, there is any deficiencies in the information supplied, he may point it out to the PIO and the PIO may immediately make up the said deficiencies strictly in accordance with his original application under RTI Act, 2005, under due receipt.   In case no such letter is received by the PIO and the Complainant also does not appear on the next date of hearing, it will be presumed that he has been satisfied and the case will be closed.


Adjourned to 04.02.2009.   







SD- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh S.C.Sood,

# 61-Medical Enclave

Circular Road, Amritsar-143001.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Principal Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,Chandigiarh.


____   Respondent.






CC No-1865 -2008. 

Present:
Sh. S.C.Sood, Complainant in person.



Dr. Jot Inder PIO-cum-Medical Superintendent (ESI), Hospital, 


Amritsar.



Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Senior Assistant (with letter of authority) 


for PIO.



Sh. Nirmal Singh, Clerk (without letter of authority) on behalf 


of the Director Health & Family Welfare (ESI), Pb.

Order:


Sh. S.C.Sood, Complainant vide his complaint dated 04.08.2008 to the Commission submitted that his application under RTI Act, 2005, made by registered post dated 30.01.2008 to the address of PIO/Principal Secretary, Health and Family Welfare, Pb., had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him.  Instead, the Principal Secretary had passed on the letter to the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab and to the Medical Superintendent ESI Hospital, Amrtisar on 20.02.2008 advising them to supply the information.  In his complaint, he pointed out that the matters regarding Gazetted Officers i.e. doctors etc. were very much concerned with the Principal Secretary who was the Competent Authority for postings, transfers and for taking disciplinary action and it was for matters regarding Grade-III or IV employees only that the DHS was the Competent Authority.  As such he had stated that passing on the whole burden to the Director and on the Medical Superintendent ESI Hospital, Amritsar was not the correct action and Principal Secretary cannot rid himself of the responsibility which is squarely his.  
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Thereafter, he made an appeal to the Chief Secretary, Punjab who once again directed to the Principal Secretary to give the information but to no avail.  The set of papers was sent to the PIO. The date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.  

2.

Today, the Complainant is present in person and Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Senior Assistant (with letter of authority) is present on behalf of the PIO/Principal Secertary.   However, Sh. Lakhbir Singh is neither the APIO nor the dealing hand nor has he any knowledge about the case. It is observed that it was incumbent upon the PIO/Principal Secretary to pass the application on to the PIO concerned under Section 6(3), only if he himself was not the PIO and did not have the information available in his custody, and that too within five days and not after twenty two days of the application being filed before him.  He should also ensure that no person below the rank of APIO should represent him on the next date of hearing and the instructions given in the notice are strictly adhered to.  
3.

The PIO-cum-Medical Superintendent ESI, Dr. Jot Inder who is present states at the bar on oath that Sh. S.C.Sood has visited her office with two persons and collected the photo copy.  Sh. S.C.Sood denies the same.  However, the PIO/Medical Superintendent ESI is taken at her word but has no receipt. In addition, she states that letter dated 29.04.2008 was sent to both the Authorities as well as to Sh. S.C.Sood in respect of question no. 4 regarding     X-ray machine vide ordinary post and has produced copy of the dispatch register for the record of the Commission.  She states that full information was supplied to the Principal Secretary Health vide registered post no. 1044 dated 13.03.2008 with covering letter and copy of the same had been sent to the Director Health and Family Welfare also.  I have gone through the said information.  It has been given in detail and is point wise.  
4.

Sh. Nirmal Singh, Clerk (without letter of authority) on behalf of the Director Health & Family Welfare (ESI) states that the dealing hand is on leave.  He is carrying the concerned file but has no knowledge of anything.  He is also 
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not at all aware of the contents of the file and has no knowledge about the case.  He has come to register his presence and to request for an adjournment.   
5.
The PIO/Director Health and Family Welfare (ESI) is given the same direction as has been given to the Principal Secretary.  They are hereby both directed to deliver the information to the applicant today with covering letter giving reference to his RTI application, duly indexed, page marked and attested under due receipt and to place a copy thereof on the record of the Commission. 
6.

It is only fair that Complainant Sh. S.C.Sood is given the chance to study the information and point out the deficiencies if any, in writing to the PIO.  PIO is directed to make good the deficiencies, if any, strictly in accordance with his original RTI application and give the information at least ten days before the next date of hearing under due receipt and set of information supplied for the record of the Commission. 

7.

PIO/Principal Secretary, Health and Family Welfare and PIO/Director Health & Family Welfare (ESI) are hereby directed to give their explanation and to show cause as to why action should not be taken against them in terms of Section 20(1) of the Act why penalty prescribed therein should not be imposed upon them, for not ensuring that the information was supplied to Sh. S.C.Sood as per the provisions of the Act and within the stipulated period, particularly, when it was already available with them, since long.  In case they do not send a written reply, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission will move forward and take action against them ex-parte in provision with the Act. 


Adjourned to 04.02.2009 for consideration of the written explanation of the PIO/Principal Secretary, Health and Family Welfare (ii) Director Health & Family Welfare (ESI) (iii) for provision of information.   








Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh Tara Singh,

# 908, Phase 9, Mohali,

Backside Cricket Stadium,SAS Nagar.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Secretary Transport, Punjab,

Pb. Mini Sectt.,Sector 9, Chandigarh.


             -------Respondent






CC No-1866 -2008. 

Present:
Sh. Harpreet Singh on behalf of Sh. Tara Singh, Complainant.


Sh. Vinod Kumar, APIO-cum-Superintendent along with Smt. 


Krishna Devi, O/o Punjab Roadways, Pb. 
Order:


Sh. Tara Singh, Complainant vide his complaint dated 04.08.2008 stated that his application under RTI dated 13.05.2008 with due payment of fee made to the address of Secretary, Transport Department, Punjab had not been attended to and the information not provided to him.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO. The date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.  

2.

Today, the APIO has provided information dated 12.12.2008 to the Complainant with copy to the State Information Commission.  Smt. Krishna Devi stated that in addition to this and earlier also, information had been provided to him.  She had been asked to place a full set of papers supplied to the Complainant on the record of the Commission also.  Son of Sh. Tara Singh has pointed out the following deficiencies in the information supplied :-


(i) Order of sanctioning leave taken by Sh. Tara Singh from the depot in 1999-2000 have not been supplied.



(ii) Detail of amount of wages cut for “rests” mentioned in para 2 of letter dated 12.12.2008.   
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3.

The APIO may provide this information to the Complainant at least 10 days before the next date of hearing through registered post or personally against due receipt.


Adjourned to 04.02.2009.  









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr. Rajinder Singh Khalsa,

# 17-A, Malwa Colony, Patiala.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Principal,

Govt. Dental College & Hospital, Patiala.

____   Respondent.






CC No-1886 -2008
Present:
Dr. Rajinder Singh Khalsa, Complainant in person.


Dr. Kamlesh Vasudeva, PIO-cum-Principal, Dental College & 


Hospital, Patiala.
Order:


Dr. Rajinder Singh Khalsa vide his complaint dated 21.08.2008 stated that his application under RTI Act with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO O/o Principal, Govt. Dental College & Hospital, Patiala had not been attended to properly and no clear information was being given to him.  He had pointed out vide his letter dated 21.07.2008 that letter dated 17.07.2008 was not clear in his contents.  
2.

The matter has been discussed today with the Principal.  She has been advised to give clear cut answers to the questions no. 2, 3 and 4.  Answers may be given at least ten days before the next date of hearing duly indexed, page marked and attested.  



Adjourned to 04.02.2009 for compliance. 







SD- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh Yogit Nayyar,

Nayyar Nursing Home,

Basti Jopdhewal, Near PNB,Ludhiana.

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Secretary Finance Punjab,

Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 


____   Respondent.






CC No- 1920-2008
Present:
None for Complainant.


Sh. Gurbant Singh, Sr. Assistant, Finance Department, Policy 


Branch for PIO. 
Order:
On the written request of the Complainant, adjournment is granted, however the PIO is directed to supply the information immediately to the Complainant.  


Adjourned on 04.02.2009.





SD- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

(Registered Post) 

Sh Swaran Singh S/O Sh. Mothu Ram,

V&PO: Kanganwal, PO Rugiana,

Distt. Ludhiana.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Pb. State Election Commission,

SCO 54-55, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.


--------Respondent.






CC No- 1929-2008
Present:
None for Complainant.


Sh. Avtar Singh, APIO-cum-Assistant Controller, Finance and 


Accounts for PIO.

Order:


Sh. Swaran Singh, Complainant vide his complaint dated 09.08.2008 stated that his application dated 05.06.2008 under RTI Act with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/State Election Commission, Pb., had not been dealt with properly and instead  it had been returned to him on  23.06.2008 along with his postal order stating that he should approach the Deputy Commissioner who had been designated as PIO relating to Local Bodies Elections.  Vide his letter dated 01.07.2008, he pointed out to the Commission that a lot of irregularities have occurred in respect of deletion of the names of six candidates in the elections from the voter list after start of election process and many more names were added.  Complainant had also asked for action taken on certain specific applications.  He once again vide his letter dated 01.07.2008, mentioned the same postal order earlier submitted by him and it expanded his list of information sought to five points from the original application.  Further he had mentioned that he had objection in approaching the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana as follows :-

“I would like to mention here that this very office has done omission and commission that has affected my rights, specially fundamentally right.  The information provided by that office may not be that reliable”.  
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2.

Now, the APIO has vide his covering letter dated 16.12.2008  and dated 17.11.2008 (covering letter of the Additional Chief Electoral Officer, Ludhiana.)supplied point wise information in his letter dated 25.11.2008.  The said information duly indexed has been has been receipted by Sh. Swaran Singh who has confirmed the supply of 147 pages of information to him on 26.11.2008 on the face of the letter.  

3.

However, the signatures of Sh. Swaran Singh do not match the signatures of the Complainant before the Commission or the signatures of the Complainant before the State Election Commission.  His letter dated 01.07.2008 is also in his own hand writing and the writing does not match at all the signatures on the receipt.  

4.

The registered notice may be sent to the said Sh. Swaran Singh by the Commission once again to confirm whether he has received the information as well as to make submissions, if any before the State Information Commission.  On his part, the APIO may also check up with him as to whether he has received the information at all by registered post.  A full set of papers supplied to him should also be placed on the record of the Commission . 



Adjourned to 04.02.2009.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar,

S/O Sh. Kheta Singh Brar,

#2937-A, Sector 42-C,

Chandigarh.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Registrar, 

Pb.Nursing Regn. Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40-C,Chandigarh.


----------Respondent.






CC No- 1939-2008 
Present:
Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar, Complainant in person.


Sh. Inderjit Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent-II for 
Order:


Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar, Complainant vide his complaint dated 28.07.2008 made to the Commission submitted that his application under RTI with due payment of fee dated 24.06.2008 has not been attended to till date.  This was for supply of information in respect to a newspaper item which appeared in Punjabi Tribune on 19th June, 2008 on page no. 13 stating that 20 extra students had been admitted by the nursing council.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO. The date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.  

2.

Today both parties are present before me.  The PIO has presented letter dated 16.12.2008 giving an interim information that “action regarding news item published in newspaper is under process.  Hence, information sought by the applicant will be sent after completion of the process”.  The PIO is hereby directed to give the more specific answer regarding action which is under process.  It is not possible for the Commission to monitor the case from time to time till the finalization of the enquiry, if any.  However, the interim reply given to the Complainant is not satisfactory.  


Adjourned to 04.02.2009 for supply of proper answer. 

Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar,

S/O Sh. Kheta Singh Brar,

#2937-A, Sector 42-C,

Chandigarh.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Registrar, 

Pb.Nursing Regn. Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40-C,Chandigarh.


____   Respondent.






CC No-1942 -2008
Present:
Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar, Complainant in person.



Sh. Inderjit Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent-II for 
Order:


The PIO has provided certain information vide letter dated 16.12.2008 it does not cover all the points.  He has requested for some more time to supply the information to the Complainant.  It is observed that information has been asked for as far back as 19.06.2008, it is a sad reflection on the office of the PIO that till date, it has not been possible to give even partial information e.g. in respect of item no. 1 as under :-

“Whether the PNRC has issued any letter to the Nursing Institutions seeking affidavits from them, before giving them permission to admit students for the session 2008-09?  If yes, a copy of the said letter may kindly be supplied.  What is the last date for submitting them."




It is a plain and simple question and information should have been supplied on day one.
2.

The PIO has been stating that they are busy with the rush of admissions for which the last date has been extended from 30th November to 31st December, 2008.  However, there can not have been this situation ever since 19th January, 2008 when the application was made for supply of information.  Information on item no. 4 has already been given to the Complainant. 
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3.

The PIO should also render his explanation and show cause on the action should not be taken against him under Section 20(1) of the Act for non-supply of information within the stipulated period of one month as per Provision of the Act.  He may give the said reply in writing.  He may note that in case he does not give the written reply, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed further ex-parte against him.  

3.

In the reply dated 16.12.2008, it has been stated that a letter dated 17.07.2008 had been issued to the Complainant to deposit Rs. 1700/- for supply of documents.  Complainant categorically denies having received any such letter and the PIO is also not able to produce any receipt or proof of registry etc. so this letter cannot be taken into account. 


Adjourned to 20.01.2009 for supply of information (ii) for consideration of reply to the show cause notice. 








Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh Jagar Ram S/O Sh. Chain Ram,

Vill Chuhar Pur, PO Kulam,

The. & Disgtt. Nawan Shahar.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Nawanshahar.


____   Respondent.




`

CC No-1952 -2008

Present:
Sh. Jagar Ram, Complainant in person.


Sh. Atma Nand, APIO-cum-Superintendent for PIO/GM, Punjab 


Roadways, Nawanshahar. 

Sh. Randhir Singh, Dealing Assistant O/o Pb. Roadways, 

Nawanshahar.

Order:


Sh. Jagar Ram, Complainant vide his complaint dated 18.08.2008 to the State Information Commission stated that information asked for by him under Right to Information Act, 2005, dated 16.04.2008 with due payment of fee from the PIO/GM, Punjab Roadways, Nawanshahar had not been supplied to him.  He stated that wrong and misleading reply had been given to him that there existed no seniority list of persons working in the depot of Punjab Roadways at Nawanshahar in 1990.  Although he pointed out twice that such a list had been asked for by the DST and duly sent to the DST by the GM, Punjab Roadways, Nawanshahar at the relevant time.  He also said that he possesses a few pages of that seniority list.  Set of papers were sent to the PIO.  The date of hearing was fixed for today and both parties informed by registered post.  
2.

Today, APIO states that they had reached a compromise with the Complainant that it had been explained to Sh. Jagar Ram that no seniority list existed only a list was sent to the DST showing length of stay of the personnel working in the depot.  The stand of the PIO is not convincing.  I have seen the papers being carried by Sh. Jagar Ram.  They appeared to be pages from 9 to 14 of some document and the serial number start with three.  It means that this 
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document is duly signed by GM, Punjab Roadways and appears to be and has names of 22 persons further giving their categories i.e. general, ex-servicemen, BC, SC etc.   The APIO states this is probably the roster prepared by the office for different quota.  If so the certified complete copies of the same be produced along with letter vide which it was officially circulated and date etc. so that it may be seen what these papers are.  


Adjourned to 04.02.2009.  








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh Vijay Kumar S/O Tarsem Lal,

R/O Guru Nabha Dass Colony, 

Sarna, The. Pathankot (Gurdaspur).


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Distt. Education Officer(S),

Gurdaspur.






____   Respondent.






CC No-1953 -2008
Present:
Sh. Vijay Kumar, Complainant in person.


Sh. Jai Singh Saini, APIO-cum-Superintendent O/o District 


Education Officer (S), Gurdaspur.



Sh. Gurjit Singh, dealing Assistant. 

Order:


Sh. Vijay Kumar, Complainant vide his complaint dated 18.08.2008 stating that his application under RTI dated 17.07.2008 made to the address of the PIO/DEO(S), Gurdaspur had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him.    A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO.  The date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.

Today, both parties are present.  The APIO states that information had been sent to Sh. Vijay Kumar on 28.07.2008 (single page) containing full information vide no. G-3/2008/49865 dated Gurdaspur 28.07.2008 by ordinary post (Sh. Vijay Kumar states that he has not received any such communication).  It is observed that had he received this communication, he would not have made a complaint to the Commission on 18.08.2008. 
3.

The APIO states that after receiving a copy of the complaint through the Commission on 17.11.2008, the dealing hand Sh. Gurjit Singh visited the residence of the Complainant but the Complainant was not at home.  Although, he spoke to Sh. Vijay Kumar on mobile from his residence.  Thereafter, he sent the information through registered post on 21.11.2008.  The 
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registry was received back as refused.  Thereafter, returning to the Gurdaspur, once again the information was sent through registered post on 03.12.2008 that was also refused as per postal authority.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 


Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


16.12.2008

(LS)

