State Information Commission, Punjab

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

Smt. Seema Rani 






---Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.O/o State Women Commission, Pb
    

---Respondent





Appeal  Case No.-081 -2007:

Present:
None for the Appellant.



Shri Sohan Singh, A.P.I.O.-cum-Superintendent, State Women 



Commission, Punjab.

Order:


The A.P.I.O. states that full information has been provided to the appellant vide Regd. Letter No. 16056 dated June 28, 2007 (comprising 11 pages (Proof of Registry seen.). Since Smt. Seema Rani is not present despite due notice, it is presumed that she has received the necessary information. The case is thus disposed of in so-far-as her application is concerned.
2.
Separately, Smt. Seema Rani has filed an omnibus affidavit on a                                  non-judicial paper of Rs.10/- which has not been attested by any authority stating that she holds the status of “B.P.L.” (Below Poverty Line) duly approved by the government (No such certificate is, however, attached) This affidavit is the copy of an affidavit filed by her in case No. 65 of 2006 and complaint No.307 of 2007, pending before the P.I.O. Office of the District Education Officer  (Senior Secondary) Fatehgarh Sahib. It is observed that it is for the State Govt, to declare that the persons who have been declared to be ‘Below Poverty Line” or who are holding any Card denoting they are from an economically weaker section such as “Yellow Card” or under “Antodaya Scheme” etc. are exempt from the initial fee of Rs.10/- to be submitted with the application or from the fee for further procuring copies of documents, required to be charged from them. Under the Act, it is only when an  information is not given within 30 days’ as stipulated period under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, that  the copies of information are required to be provided free of 

costs and in no other case. The A.P.I.O. should, therefore, get a reference made to the Department of Information Technology (Administrative Deptt. in respect of the implementation of the Right to Information Act) for clear instructions in this matter for future cases.


With this, the matter is closed









SD:








(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)







State Information Commissioner.

August 08, 2007. Opk’
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Simmi Saini





 ......Complainant






Vs.

PIO, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.


.....Respondent

CC No.  20  of 2007:

Present:
Sh. G.S. Bal, on behalf of the complainant.

Sh. Gurnam Singh, APIO-cum- Distt. Revenue Officer, Hoshiarpur,  and 



Sh. Manjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of the PIO.


Order:


Shri Manjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar stated that the Tehsildar-cum- Sub Registrar, Hoshiarpur has written a letter No. 408, dated 7.8.07 to the State Information Commissioner, Punjab, which was presented by the APIO in the Commission today by way of compliance report. The SSP Hoshiarpur was duly addressed on 20.07.07 to register a FIR. Further upon application dated 17.7.07 by Smt. Simmi Saini, the Deputy Commissioner has ordered to review the mutation pertaining to the inheritance of late Smt. Chanan Kaur and the date of hearing for review has also been fixed on 10.8.07. Further attested copy of receipt book for receiving cash from late Smt. Chanan Kaur, No. 22234/654/3 as well as the flip side of which the registered document had been duly received by her as well as photocopy of cash book containing details of the aforesaid receipt and index of register from 26.12.2000 to 31.3.2001 in respect of all registries made in the name of persons whose name start with Ch.(in this the name of Chanan Kaur does not figure). Copies of the documents supplied to the Court has also been supplied to the complainant through Court today.

The case is hereby adjourned for further consideration on 10.10.2007.









SD:









(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 





State Information Commissioner
08-08-2007
Ptk-
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. M.R.Singla,






Complainant






Vs.

PIO, Chief Engg. Irrigation (Canal),Punjab. Present:
Respondent

CC No. 368 -2006

Present:
Shri M.R.Singla, complainant in person.



Shri Sandesh Kumar, PIO-cum-Registrar, O/O EC, Irrigation,



Shri Kesar Singh, Sr. Asstt., O/O Secretary Irrigation, Punjab.

ORDER:

The registrar presented a letter No. 224, dated  2.8.07, containing  the full list of 530 T.Es/SDOs who were given selection grade. The PIO stated that the information had been prepared after a great deal of efforts and by accessing even upto sixty’s year old files from the records. It had been done to the best of his  and his subordinate staff’s ability and understanding of the matter.                           Shri M.R. Singla greatly   appreciated  the  extra efforts put in by the Registrar and all concerned who have prepared this information. Shri M.R.Singla also agreed that the  information has been received in full in both the cases CC No. 338 and CC No. 441 where the applications are identical.

              As such, both the cases are hereby disposed of. A copy of this order may also be placed in CC No. 441/2006.

                                                                                                      Sd/-


(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)

State Information Commissioner

08-08-2007

Ptk-

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

M.R.Singla





 ......Complainant






Vs.
PIO, Registrar, Irrigation Adept. Punjab.


.....Respondent

CC No. 443   of 2006:
Present:
Shri M.R.Singla, complainant in person.



Shri Sandesh Kumar, PIO-cum-Registrar, O/O EC, Irrigation,



Shri Kesar Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/O Secretary Irrigation, Punjab.

Order:

The Registrar-cum-PIO, O/O Chief Engineer Irrigation has produced the file on which a reference was made to the State Government for approval of a draft affidavit.                        Sh. M.R, Singla when specifically asked by the bench whether he would like to inspect the file, stated that he does wish to do so. However, he has stated that no reply has been given to him with respect to his application, where he had asked for information on the action taken on his letter  No. 2-Spl. dated 21.12.05 with respect to which the complaint was filed with the State Information Commission on 5.9.06. The PIO-cum-Registrar has assured that he shall furnish the reply on the next date of hearing. Sh. M.R. Singla is directed to supply the supporting papers so that the reply can be given based upon the record he himself possesses.


Adjourned to 3.10.2007.

                        Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


       State Information Commissioner

08-08-2007

State Information Commission, Punjab

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

Shri Joginder Singh Dhillon


---Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.O/o Health Punjab



---Respondent





Complaint Case No.-045 -2007:

Present:
Dr. Joginder Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Bhagwan Singh A.P.I.O. Supdt. (Establishment) O/o 



Director, Health Services, Punjab.



Dr.; Ravinder Mohan Sharma, P.I.O./Sr. Medical Officer,



Punjab Mental Hospital, Amritsar.

Order:


Dr. Ravinder Mohan Sharma, P.I.O. has presented letter No. 3509 dated 7-8-2007 being the final reply on behalf of Director, Institute of Mental health, copy of which has been supplied to the applicant today.

2.
The Director, Institute of Mental Health has also pointed out :-


“I have not made any statement that interest @ 18% per annum for the period 01-06-2006 to 31-10-2006 has been paid to Dr. Joginder Singh Dhillon.”

3.
I have checked up the correspondence. Nowhere has it been stated that the payment of Rs.2.50 lacs made to the Retiree-complainant vide cheque No. 614149 dated 10-01-2007 covers his complete payment of pensionery benefits of ad hoc service  and gratuitry  with 18% interest for 5 months with effect from  01-06-2006 to 31-10-2006. The order dated 12-6-2007 para-2 may be amended to the extent that these lines may be considered deleted there-from.

Complaint Case No.-045 -2007:






-2-

4.
Dr. Joginder Singh states that he has given a follow-up letter/complaint dated 13-05, 2007, in which he has stated that the information already provided does not serve the purpose and he has asked for certain more documents.

5.
The Commission is presently dealing with application dated                                       28-10/28-11-2006 submitted by Dr. Joginder Singh Dhillon to the Public Information Officer, Deptt. of Health & Family Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh. The letter dated May 13, 2007 ask for completely new documents, which are not part of that application  with the Directorate/Mental  Hospital for any further documents, which he requires.


The present application is hereby disposed of.











SD:







 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner.

August 08, 2007.

Opk’

State Information Commission, Punjab

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

Shri Jasbir Singh






---Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.O/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana



---Respondent





Complaint Case No.-146 -2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the P.I.O./O/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.

Order:


In two cases of Shri Jasbir Singh, the complainant was heard yesterday and the Respondent Dr. Puneet Juneja was also present. Shri Jasbir Singh earlier gave a letter that he has received the full information with respect to his application and that the Department may dispose of the case accordingly. Dr. Puneet Juneja, who was present, also requested that he may be exempted from the hearing today, which had been permitted.

2.
Since all the information has been received by the applicant, the case is hereby disposed of.










         SD:









   (Mrs. Rupan Deol  Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner.

August  08, 2007.

Opk’

State Information Commission, Punjab

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

Shri Dharamdeep Singh



---Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.O/o Public Health, Punjab



---Respondent





Complaint Case No.-483 -2007:

Present:
Shri Dharamdeep Singh complainant.



Shri Shashi Prashad, Junior assistant o/b Chief Engineer, 



Public Health, Patiala.

Order:


Shri Shashi Prashad states that the elections for the Municipal Corporations are being held today in four major Municipal Corporations including, Patiala, Municipal Corporation  and therefore, the absence of the representative of the P.I.O. may be excused and an adjournment given.


Adjourned to September 12, 2007.










SD:








(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)







State Information Commissioner.

August 08, 2007.

Opk’

State Information Commission, Punjab

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

Smt. Pritam Kaur





---Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.O/o Secretary, Higher Education pb.

---Respondent





Complaint Case No.-907 -2007:

Present:
Shri Bhagat Singh, husband of Smt. Pritam Kaur-complainant



Retd. Research Officer (Languages).



Mrs. Jasbir Kaur, A.P.I.O. Sued. Secretary, Higher Education 



Punjab.

Order:


Full information has been received by the applicant except in so-far-as letter No.128-N dated 15-1-2006 comprising a note from the Chief Secretary written to the Secretary, Higher Education and Language, Punjab for reconsideration of the case of Smt. Pritam Kaur.  It is observed that the reply of the Department merely stating that the said note is ’not available’, is not enough. The Commission may be apprized of the action taken by the Department for locating the said reference. The information on the action taken on that reference as per her application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 may be provided to her.


Adjourned to October 10, 2007.










SD:







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)







State Information Commissioner.

August 08, 2007.

Opk’

State Information Commission, Punjab

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

Shri Bharat Bhushan Goel


---Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.O/o PUDA Ludhiana



---Respondent





Complaint Case No.916 -2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the P.I.O. O/o PUDA

Order:


A written request has been received from the A.P.I.O./PUDA/GLADA, Ludhiana, that the case may be adjourned since the entire staff of the Municipal Corporation is busy with the Municipal Corporation Election on August 08, 2007 (today) in Ludhiana.  Shri Bharat Bhushan Goel has also written letter received today that he has not yet received the reply in respect of the pending points. The case is hereby adjourned to October 10, 2007.










SD:







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)







State Information Commissioner.

August 08, 2007.

O
pk’

State Information Commission, Punjab

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar Talwar


---Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.O/o D.C. Ludhiana



---Respondent




        Complaint Case No.-609 -2007:

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar Talwar, complainant.



None for the P.I.O. O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

Order:


As there are elections to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana today, the case is adjourned to September 11, 2007.










SD:








    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)







State Information Commissioner.

August 08, 2007.

Opk’

State Information Commission, Punjab

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

Col. Joginder Singh





---Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar


---Respondent





Appeal Case No- 107-2007:

Present:
Col. Joginder Singh, appellant in person.



Shri H.S. Deol, A.P.I.O. /D.R.O. Amritsar.



Shri Amrik Singh Supdt. General Co-ordination Branch



O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh.

Order:


This case has been considered earlier on April 17, 2007 and                              May 16, 2007 and June 27, 2007. No information has been supplied to the applicant on his application dated August 11, 2006 till date.

2.
However, today, the A.P.I.O. Shri H.S. Deol, DRO-cum-APIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar has presented a letter dated August 07, 2007 and stated that a copy thereof has been dispatched through Regd. Post. to the Appellant. The appellant has not yet received it and has been supplied attested Photo-stat copy of the same today.

2. No compliance report of the detailed directions issued by the Commission has been filed. Neither has the treasury challan in respect of the penalty paid, as imposed by the Commission, been rendered today. As such, the Commission would be constrained to recommend to the Competent Authority to initiate disciplinary proceedings against the erring P.I.O. Shri H.S. Deol, APIO has requested for an adjournment since the elections of the Municipal Corporations are taking place today and for that reason, the Deputy Commission has not been in a position to send his written explanation. The adjournment sought is granted.


Adjourned for compliance of the orders of the Commission to October 03, 2007.











SD:









(Mrs. Rupan Deol  Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner.

August  08, 2007.

Opk’
