STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh Parbodh Chander Bali,

16, Shiv Magar, Batala Road, 

Amritsar.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
(i)
Public Information Officer 

O/o The Superintending,

Govt. Medical College,

Amritsar.

(2)
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Principal,

Govt. Medical College,

Amritsar.
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 514 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Surinder Mohan Bhanot on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Dr. Rajinder Pal, PIO and Sh. Surinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Surinder Mohan Bhanot to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. In response to the order showing cause, Respondent has filed an affidavit on behalf of the Medical Superintendent, Amritsar. As directed during the hearing dated 30.07.2010, information on the three points is provided to the Complainant, today in the Commission. After going through the information, Appellant has informed that information supplied is still incomplete. He has not been provided photocopies of the back side of the one agreement and in another agreement one page is missing. Respondent is directed to send this information to the Appellant by registered post within one week.
3.
Adjourned to 10.09.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Makhan Singh,

VPO-Bika, P.O.Thana Mukardarpur,

Sahid Bhagat Singh Nagar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sahid Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2143 of 2010

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

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

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. He says that from the information provided, it is found that Respondent has not acted as rules and regulations. 
3.
I would like to clarify that RTI Act is not a substitute for normal process of law in civil and criminal disputes. I advise that Complainant should seek recourse to the normal process of law by filing a complaint against the concerned officer/official to the higher authorities, if he thinks that the officer/official has acted beyond his jurisdiction. 

4.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh Gurpal Singh,

# HL – 638

Phase : 9, Mohali

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
(i) 
Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO : 109, Sector 40-C, 

Chandigarh
(ii) 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO : 109, Sector 40-C, 

Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 482 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Gurpal Singh, the Appellant

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

Heard

2.
PIO says that as informed by the dealing assistant, no enquiry has been conducted. Appellant states that during the year 2001, enquiry was conducted by Dr. Sukhdev Singh and in 2008 enquiry was conducted by Dr. P.P.S, Kooner, Joint Director O/o DRME.  Respondent is directed to provide the enquiry report, in case no enquiry had been conducted, affidavit be filed stating that no such enquiry has been conducted.
3.
Adjourned to 21.09.2010 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh Gurpal Singh,

# HL – 638

Phase : 9, Mohali

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
(i) 
Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO : 109, Sector 40-C, 

Chandigarh
(ii) 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO : 109, Sector 40-C, 

Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 481 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Gurpal Singh, the Appellant

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

Heard

2.
As directed during the hearing dated 30.07.2010, Respondent has shown the service book to the Appellant. Appellant states that he has seen the service book, there is no entry after dated 18.12.1998 in the service book. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Er. M.R.Dubey,

Kothi No.121-K,

Lane No.6. Majitha Enclave,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Nurses Registration Council,
SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, 

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1636 of 2010

Alongwith

CC: No. 1638 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. M.R.Dubey, the Complainant


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


Heard

2.
Respondent has provided information except permission letter of nine nursing schools of ANMs. Respondent is directed to ensure that this information is sent to the Complainant latest by 10.09.2010 by registered post. 
3.
Adjourned to 21.09.2010 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.P.Mehta,

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram, 

VPO Amroh, Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur- 144 224

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2198 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Reader on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant vide their letter No.52/Reader dated 10.02.2010. Complainant has received the same.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.P.Mehta,

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram, 

VPO Amroh, Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur- 144 224

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2194 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Joginder Singh, Ahalmed on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant on 02.08.2010. Complainant states that in this case, he filed an application for information vide his letter dated 31.12.2009, whereas, the information has been provided by the PIO on 02.08.2010. He further states that action should be taken against the Respondent for not providing the information in time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.
3.
The information has been provided after a period of seven months to the Complainant. Therefore, all the PIOs since 31.12.2009 will submit affidavits stating/explaining reasons for the delay in providing information and why penalty not be imposed on them for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered. These affidavits will be submitted before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Complainant.
4.
In addition, the PIOs are also given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of 
Contd…P-2

-2-

hearing. They may take note that in case they do not file their affidavits and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte.
5.
Adjourned to 10.09.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.P.Mehta,

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram, 

VPO Amroh, Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur- 144 224

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2193 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Malkit Singh, Kanungo on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information had been provided on 29.02.2010. Since, information stands supplied. 
3.
The complaint is, therefore, closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.P.Mehta,

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram, 

VPO Amroh, Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur- 144 224

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Talwara, 

Distt. Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2192 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Reader on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he sought information from the APIO O/o Joint Sub Registrar, Naib Tehsildar, Talwara vide his application dated 30.12.2009. Respondent has provided information vide his letter dated 20.07.2010, which was received by him on 12.08.2010. Complainant states that Respondent has not provided information within time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. 
3.
In view of the above, Sh. Prem Chand, Naib Tehsildar, Talwara is directed to show cause as to why:-

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

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

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

4.
Respondent is also directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing and supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 10.09.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                
   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.P.Mehta,

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram, 

VPO Amroh, Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur- 144 224

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2199 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Reader on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant has sought information regarding, encroachment on berms of the roads by KHOKA’S and REHRI WALA’S. Information regarding specific road has not been sought. However, Respondent provided the information on 29.09.2009, which was received by the Complainant on 20.08.2010, as the address on the envelope was not properly written. No further cause of action is left.
3.
The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.P.Mehta,

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram, 

VPO Amroh, Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur- 144 224

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2201 of 2010

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


(ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Reader on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information for item one, for the remaining items, Respondent has submitted that information relating to the queries is not to be provided as per RTI Act. Complainant states that there is delay in providing the information. Respondent is warned to be very careful in future while dealing with the RTI application.

3. 
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.P.Mehta,

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram, 

VPO Amroh, Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur- 144 224

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2200 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Reader on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Information as sought by the Complainant is not specific. So, his complaint can not be entertained. 

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 20th August, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
