State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Ms. Santosh Pathak,
Vill. & P.O.Sahni,

Tehsil Phagwara,

Distt. Kapurthala.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director Health Services, Punjab,
Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

CC No.  401  of 2006

Present:
i).S. Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of the  complainant . .


ii) None, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has informed the Court that no action has been taken on the orders of this Court dated 23-11-2006.


It is indeed sad and distressing  that Dr. Sunil Mahajan, Medical Officer, was present in the Court on the last date of hearing on behalf of the PIO, and the case was adjourned to 10 AM today in his presence, yet he has absented himself from   today’s proceedings and further, according to the complainant, although he had committed before this Court that action would be taken in accordance with the orders dated 23-11-2006,  this has also not been done.


In the above circumstances, the following orders  are passed:-

1. Copies of the application dated 3-7-2006 of the complainant Ms. Shashi Pathak and the orders  of this Court dated 26-10-2006, 23-11-2006 and the orders being passed today, are forwarded to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, with the recommendations that disciplinary action should be taken against Dr. Sunil Mahajan, Medical Officer, o/o DHS, Punjab, being  the authorized representative of the PIO, for his careless and irresponsible behavior  and attitude towards the State Information Commission.

2. The PIO, o/o the DHS  is given an opportunity to show cause as to why the penalty prescribed u/s 20 of the RTI Act should not be imposed upon him in terms of the orders of this Court dated 26-10-2006.

3. The Department is advised to meticulously comply with the orders passed on 23-11-2006 and inform the Commission of the action taken on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 15-2-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S.Bhupinder Singh,

S/o Late S.Ram Singh

H.No. 123/2,Street No. 6,

Arjan Nagar,Near Modi College,

Patiala.


















………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,(By name)
O/o The  Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.









………….Respondent

CC No. 435  of 2006

Present:
i).S. Bhupinder Singh   complainant in person..


ii) None, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The orders of this Court dated 14-12-2006 was sent by Registered post but it could not be delivered because it was not properly addressed.  A copy of those orders are therefore again being sent to the PIO, o/o The Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, by name, who should now show cause as to why the prescribed penalty as laid down in Section 20 of the RTI Act should not be imposed upon him in terms of the orders dated 14-12-2006,  at 10 AM  on
1-2-2007.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S. Sarbjit  Singh  Kahlon,
Kahlon Villa,Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO  Bhattian- Bet,

Ludhiana.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Secretary,
Punjab Sports Council,
Sector 34-A,Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

CC No. 486  of 2006

Present:
i).None, on behalf of the  complainant .

ii)Sh R.K. Malik, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the Court that the ongoing case against the Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali, is still pending and  therefore this case is adjourned to 10 AM on  15-3-2007 by which time it is expected that the  case  will be decided and the required information will have been given to the complainant.
   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S. Arvind Sharma,Advocate,
Carpenter Street, 196/13,

Sunam.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,
Food & Supplies Department,

Sector 17,  Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

CC No. 493  of 2006

Present:
i).None, on behalf of the complainant.

ii) S.Darshan Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the Court that the complainant has failed to deposit the required fees for the information required by him.

In the above circumstances no further action is required to be taken in this case.




Disposed  of.






   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S.Baldev Raj,
Mantri, Arya Samaj,

25-C,Phase 1, Urban Estate,Focal Point,

Ludhiana.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Principal Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,
Health & F.W. Deptt.,

Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

CC No. 509  of 2006

Present:
i).S.Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of the complainant...


ii) None, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In pursuance of the orders of this Court dated 14-12-2006, the respondents have sent a reply to the complainant but the precise answer to the first question recorded in the afore mentioned orders namely, the number of cases in which the date of grant of scale of Rs. 10,025- 15,100/- to Medical Officers was reviewed by the Department, has not been provided to the complainant.  The Department has merely mentioned that those cases were reviewed in which placement was  ‘inadvertently’ given but the number  of such cases which were reviewed, is also required to be provided to the complainant.  This may now be done within 7 days of the date of receipt of these orders.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 8-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Hem Raj Verma,
H. No. 1415, Sector 21,

Panchkula.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The   Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala. 






………….Respondent

CC No. 593  of 2006

Present:
i).S. Hem Raj Verma, complainant in person.



ii) Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has given to the Court a copy of a fresh consolidated reply along with annexures  supplied by them to the complainant, after taking into consideration the letter of the  complainant dated 22-12-2006, in terms of the orders of this Court dated  4-1-2007. The complainant however, in a written communication dated 18-1-2007,  handed over to the Court today,  pointed out that the reply given to him is still deficient on six counts.  The deficiencies pointed out by the complainant were examined and discussed in detail in the presence of the parties and as a result thereof, the respondents are directed to further provide the following information to the complainant:-

1.
With reference to point No.11 of the list of items on which information is required by the complainant, the respondent has to make a definite statement  about whether the number of research papers stated by the preliminary enquiry Committee to have been published in various journals is correct or not. If this number is not correct then how many papers in various journals, according to the .respondent, has been actually published by the Research Scholar.
2.
The respondent has not supplied the copy of the Action Taken Report/notings on the file in connection with his letter dated June 22, 2004 written to the Vice Chancellor. The complainant has given a copy of this letter to the respondent in the Court today, a perusal of which shows that it is not simply a reminder of an earlier letter.  This may now be done.

3.
The respondent informed the complainant about the manner in which the Inquiry Officer and the Presenting Officer were appointed in the enquiry case but they have not mentioned as to why the decision to hold a regular enquiry and the 





(2)

appointment of the Inquiry Officer were not placed  before the Syndicate but were taken by the Vice Chancellor.  The respondent has informed the Court that the  powers were delegated by the syndicate to the Vice Chancellor as far back as 1984. A copy of the decision taken by the Syndicate in 1984 may be provided to the complainant.
4.
The respondent has not given to the complainant a copy of the Action Taken Report and notings of the file in connection with his letter dated 21-9-2005 addressed to the Registrar, a  copy of which has been given to the respondent by the complainant in the Court today. This may now be done.

5.
The enclosures of the letter of the respondent dated 12-1-2007 with which the latest consolidated  reply has been given to the complainant are not signed.  A copy of the consolidated reply as well as the copies of its annexures  should . be signed on each page and provided to the complainant.

The respondent has been provided a copy of the complainant’s letter dated 18-1-2007 given to the Commission today.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 8-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S.Malkiat Singh,BDO (Rtd.)
Flat No. 521, 6th Floor,Housefed Complex,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,,Block ‘E’

Ludhiana. 






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Sr. Superintendent Police,
Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No.  594.  of 2006

Present:
i).S. Malkiat Singh, complainant in person..


ii) Sub.Inspr. Sohan Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant was handed over by the respondent to him in the Court today.

Disposed  of.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S.Gurmit Singh,
73, New Deol Nagar,

Nakodar Road,

Jalandhar.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Addl.Deputy Commissioner,(devlp)

Ludhiana.








………….Respondent

CC No. 599  of 2006

Present:
None
ORDER


None present.  It appears that the  complainant  is  not  interested in pursuing this case.


Disposed  of.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S. Gurpiar Singh Bhatti,
Radiographer,,372, Anand Nagar-A,

Tripuri Town,Patiala.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,
Health & F.W. Deptt.,

Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

CC No.  640  of 2006

Present:
i).S.Gurpiar Singh Bhatti,  complainant in person..



ii) Dr. Satwant Bhalla,PIO, o/o DHS Punjab.&


    Dr. Harbir Kaur Bajwa, Director ESI,Pb

ORDER

Heard.


The required information has been provided to the complainant in the Court today.


It has taken the Department of Health, a considerable time to process the case  concerning  the ACR of the complainant which has now been sent to the Principal Secretary, Department of Health and Family Welfare,  for taking a decision.  It is expected that the decision will now be taken within a  month from today and the complainant is informed of the outcome.


In the circumstances of the case, the notice for imposition of penalty served on the respondent is dropped.


Disposed  of.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S. Lalit Mohan Sharma,
S.R.House,Opp. Personal Point,
Near Ghorewala Chowk,100 ft. Road,

Bhatinda.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Chief Secretary to Government,Punjab,
Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

CC No.  796  of 2006

Present:
i).S. Lalit Mohan, complainant in person..



ii) None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant states that the information applied for by him vide his application dated 18-7-2006 has still not been provided to him.  The PIO, o/o The Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, is also neither present nor has he sent any representative to attend the hearing today.

In the above circumstances, the following orders are passed:-

1.
The PIO, o/o The Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, is directed to provide the information required by the complainant in his application dated 18-7-2006 within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders.

2.
Notice is hereby given to the PIO (by name) o/o  the Chief Secretary, Punjab, to show cause at 10 AM on 8-3-2007,  as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the information was not provided to the complainant, after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of his application, prescribed u/s 20 of the RTI Act , should not be imposed upon him.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 8-3-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Ms.  Gurwinder Kaur,
D/o S. Manjeet Singh,

#  4168/33, Gali No. 5

Kot Baba Deep Singh,

Amritsar.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.









………….Respondent

CC No. 803  of 2006

Present:
i).Ms. Gurwinder Kaur,  complainant in person..



ii)S.Ishar Singh,Reader, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has stated that a copy of the application of the complainant seeking the information is not available in his office. A copy of the same was supplied to the respondent in the Court today and he has given a commitment that the required information will be given to the complainant within 10 days from today.

Adjourned to 10 AM  on 8-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.  K. L. Sharma, Advocate,
#  7071, Street No. 2,Near Jassian Chowk,

Durgapuri, Haibowal Kalan,

Distt. Ludhiana.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.









………….Respondent

CC No. 806  of 2006

Present:
i).S.Mukhtiar Singh Advocate, on behalf of the  complainant 


ii) None on behalf of the respondent.

. .
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has requested for an adjournment since he is not well.  The case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 8-2-2007.  In the meanwhile, the respondent has informed the Commission that they have sent the required information to the complainant vide their letter No.  562 / JC/RTI / D       dated 

15-1-2007. The complainant may point out the deficiency, if any, in the information provided to him on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 8-2-2007. 

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Dr.  Balwant Singh,
116, Industrial Area,”A”

Ludhiana.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The   Deputy Secretary to  Govt.,Punjab
Agriculture Department,

Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

CC No.  809  of 2006

Present:
None
ORDER


The respondents are directed to provide the required information to the complainant, with reference to his letter dated 8-11-2005 addressed to the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab and others, within 15 days from the date of receipt of these orders, if this has not already been done.


Disposed of.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Ramesh  Bhardwaj,
# 49, Preet Vihar,
Mesh Gate,

Nabha.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Sr. Superintendent Police,
Jagraon.









………….Respondent

CC No. 810 .  of 2006

Present:
i).S. Ramesh Bhardwaj,  complainant in person..



ii)Sub. Inspr. Tarlochan Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent in this case has correctly objected that since the case against  Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj and others, is under trial in .a Court of Law , the documents concerning the  case cannot be provided to the complainant at this stage. The complainant on the other hand is insisting that the file in which the S.P.(D) has given  his opinion that it is a false case  should either be produced or an inquiry  should be initiated to trace the file and  to punish the officials found guilty of misplacing it.

This case is disposed of with the directions to the respondent that after the criminal case against  the complainant and others has been disposed of by the Court, an inquiry should be made to determine whether the concerned file, on which S.P.(D) had remarked that the case is false, was  ‘misplaced’ and if so, the action which needs to be taken against the officials who are guilty of having misplaced it.  The complainant, Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj, should in due course, be informed of the outcome of the inquiry.


Disposed  of.
   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.  Rajesh Kumar,
#  168, Street No. 6,
Old Bishan Nagar,

Patiala.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The   Registrar,
Punjabi  University,

Patiala.









………….Respondent

CC No. 811  of 2006

Present:
i).S.  Rajesh Kumar, complainant in person..


II) S. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has provided the required information to the complainant and the complainant has stated that there are various deficiencies therein.  Accordingly, the complainant will list out these deficiencies and give the same to the respondent within 3 days, who will remove the deficiencies and give the complete information to the complainant within 10 days of the receipt of the communication from the complainant.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 15-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S.  Daljit Singh  Sandhu,
Shop No. 55, Grain Market,

Abohar.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Sub Divisional Magistrate,
Kharar.









………….Respondent

CC No.  813  of 2006

Present:
i). None on behalf of the  complainant .


ii) Sh. Davinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has undertaken to send the required information to the complainant within 7 days of the date of receipt of these orders  with a copy to the Commission.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 15-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S. Jagpal Singh  Dara,
3770- C/2, Kundan Nagar, 

Model Town Extn

Ludhiana--141002









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sr. Superintendent Police,
Ludhiana.









………….Respondent

CC No. 818  of 2006

Present:
i). None, on behalf of the  complainant .

ii) Sub Inspector Sohan Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant is not present.  The respondent has stated that  some more details are required to be given by the complainant so that his case may be located.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-2-2007 to give an opportunity to the complainant to appear before this Court. In the mean while, the complainant is advised to give to the respondent the required details, such as the Police Station concerned, so that information required by him can be located and supplied to him.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.. Vas  Dev  Garg,
Mitwa Street, Water Works Road,
Mansa.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Managing  Director,
Punjab  Coop.  Agricultural  Dev. Bank  Ltd.,

Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

CC No.  824 of 2006

Present:
i).S. Vas Dev Garg,  complainant in person.
ii).S.Naginder Singh Vashishat,Jr. Counsel, 
  of Sh..D.V.Sharma,Advocate,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


This case is adjourned sine-die till the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has given its ruling whether the Cooperative Societies are ‘public authorities’ with in the meaning as defined in the RTI Act.  The respondent may inform the Commission whenever the decision is given by the Hon’ble High Court, after which fresh notices will be issued to the concerned parties.
   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S.  Prem  Singh  Grewal,
104, New Officers Colony,
Stadium  Road,

Patiala.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The   Commissioner,Municipal  Corporation,
Patiala.









………….Respondent

CC No.  827  of 2006

Present:
i).S.  Prem Singh Gewal, complainant in person..



ii) Sh. Ashok Vij, APIO, Municipal Corporation,Patiala.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that a similar case concerning the grievance of the complainant is being heard by Sh. R.K.Gupta, State Information Commissioner, Punjab, in which the next date of hearing ( yet to be fixed) will be in the last week of January,2007.  Since the subject matter of the two cases is similar, this case is transferred to the Court of Shri R.K.Gupta  for his consideration and orders  with the request that it may be fixed for hearing along with the other case No. CC-581/2006 already pending  before him.


   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S. Raghbir Singh,
#  1200, Phase 3 B 2,
Mohali.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Financial Commissioner, Revenue,
Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No.  114  of 2006

Present:
 i).S.Raghbir Singh, complainant in person..


ii)Sh. D.S. Saroya, Supdt, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In response to his application for information, the respondent has informed the complainant that  his representation regarding counting the double special pay for pension was not placed before the Committee headed by the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, since the matter is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

Disposed  of.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 18th January, 2007.

