STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh Amrit Pal Singh,

D-15, Marg 13, Saket,

New Delhi - 17

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 857 of 2010

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


(ii) Smt. Rattan Deep  Kaur, Clerk (RTI Branch) on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Today, Respondent has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record.

4.
Adjourned to 28.01.11 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati,

Indl. Area-B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana -3

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Lord Mahavir Foundation 

Homeopathic College and Hospital Regd.

C/o Samaj Ratan Hira Lal Jain,

38, Atam Nagar, Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority 
O/o Lord Mahavir Foundation 

Homeopathic College and Hospital Regd.

C/o Samaj Ratan Hira Lal Jain,

38, Atam Nagar, Ludhiana
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 892 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the Appellant

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant has submitted more papers regarding sale of land to the Lord Mahavir Foundation Homeopathic College and Hospital, which is taken on record. Judgment is reserve. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st   December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner

Note:   After the hearing Sh. Naresh Dilawari, Advocate appeared and he wants to file the detailed reply in response to the documents submitted by the Complainant. The case is, therefore,  adjourned to 18.01.11 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st   December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

H.O. 10904, Basant Road, 

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati, Ind. Area-B,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana -3

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,

SCO : 87, Sector 40C, Chandigarh-160015

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3305  of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Didar Singh, Suptd Grade I on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. He has pointed out deficiencies in the information provided.  Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.
3.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Respondent is again directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing. 
4.
Adjourned to 07.01.11 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st   December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Karamjit Singh Gill,

103/5, Opp. SDM/S,

Residence Near Asian Footwears,

Moga, Punjab.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Moga.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2353 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Karamjit Singh Gill, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Mangat Singh, Reader to SDM on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that for item no. 1, application of the Complainant was not available in the record. However, another application regarding the same complaint was taken from the Complainant and decision of the same has been announced by the SDM, Moga. Copy of the decision may be procured from the office of SDM, Moga by paying the necessary fee.  Regarding item no. 2, Respondent states that the file has been received from SDM, Zira  vide dated 20.12.10. Copy of the said order as available in the file is given to the Complainant today in the Commission. Regarding item no. 3, no information is to be provided as it relates to item no. 1.

3.
The Complainant has had to attend five hearings before the Commission. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered
4.
Since, the PIO had retired, I am of the considered view that instead of penalizing the PIO, it would be in the fitness of thing that public authority be ordered to compensate the Complainant on account of expenditure incurred by him in attending hearings in the Commission.
Contd…P-2
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5.
In the facts and circumstances of the case, I award a sum of Rs.5000/-(Rupees Five Thousand Only) to the Complainant as compensation for attending 5 hearings in the Commission. The compensation shall be paid by the Public Authority within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission.
6.
Adjourned to 18.01.11 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st   December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh Chandan Goyal,

S/o Sh. Janak Raj,

R/o # 2072, St. No. 15B,

New Bus Stand, Abohar

Tehsil Abohar, Ferozepur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Research and Medical Education (Punjab),

SCO : 87, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3347 of 2010

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf  of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Didar Singh, Suptd. Grade I on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has been sent to the Complainant vide letter no. 29716 dated 03.12.10. Complainant is absent. The Complainant was not present even on the last date of hearing. He has not pointed out any deficiencies in the information provided. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.

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: 21st December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, President,

Anti Corruption & Crime Investigation Cell (Regd.),

R/o Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, 

Ludhiana (Punjab)

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana

2.
First Appellate Authority


O/o Civil Surgeon,


Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 723 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, the Appellant


(ii) Dr. Pardeep Sharma, MO-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2. 
On the last date of hearing, Respondent filed the reply in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed the reply of First Appellate Authority, copy of the reply submitted by the Respondent is given to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant is not satisfied with the reply. He wants to submit his written reply.

 3. 
Adjourned to 18.01.11 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st   December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mahant Sanjay Gir

Dass Nami Akhara, Regd. No. 112,

Shiv Ganga Mandir,

Durgiana Abadi, Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3307 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Mahant Sanjay Gir, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Patwari on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant had filed application for intkal of Dera land with the Commission. Original application is not attached with his complaint nor available with the Complainant. Respondent states that Complainant wants information regarding approval of Mohatmims of Dera who are appointed in the customary way with the approval of Govt. Complainant has been advised by the Respondent to file application with the concerned authorities for the approval by the Government. 
3.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Respondent is again directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 30.12.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st   December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Amandeep Aggarwal,

C/o People for Transparency,

Main Bazar, Longowal,

District Sangrur – 148106 (Punjab)

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Punjab

Civil Sectt. Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3253 of 2010

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(i) Sh. Gurmit Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has sought voluminous information about all the revenue officers from 01.01.2006. Complainant is absent. The Complainant was not present even on the last date of hearing. Respondent further states that Complainant was asked to deposit the required fee but he has not deposited. Respondent is directed that in case the Complainant deposit the RTI fee, the information as per Act be provided to the Complainant. Since, the fee has not been paid by the Complainant, no further action is required. The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, President,

Anti Corruption & Crime Investigation Cell (Regd.),

R/o Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, 

Ludhiana (Punjab)

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana

2.
First Appellate Authority


O/o Civil Surgeon,


Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 595 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, the Appellant

(ii) Dr. Pardeep Sharma, MO-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
In response to the order showing cause, Respondent has submitted that the information has been delayed by dealing clerk, Sh. Victor Kumar. He further states that departmental action has been taken against the concerned clerk. 

3.
Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. Appellant further states that the concerned department cannot take action against junior employees without appointing that employee as the deemed APIO because it may open flood quotes for the public authorities to punish junior employees to save skin of senior officers/officials.  The matter of delay cannot be finished just by punish a junior employee and the PIO or FAA has to be proceeded against as per the RTI and there is no provision in the RTI Act  to take action against the junior employee  without take action against the PIO or APIO.

4.
In view of the above statement of the Respondent, Sh. Victor Kumar, dealing clerk is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information within the prescribed time. Sh. Victor Kumar is hereby treated as deemed PIO. He should clarify his position before the next date of hearing by filing an affidavit. He is also given chance to personally appear before the Commission explaining his position. 
Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 18.01.11 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st   December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
CC: Sh. Victor Kumar, Officer Colony, Adjective Quarter, Backside Police Commissioner Residence, Quarter No. 117C, Ludhiana

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Sh. Piara Singh,

VPO :- Kahanuwal Ghaiyanwali Gali,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur

 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Ferozepur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1091 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, the complainant 

(ii) Sh. Dr. Y.K.Gupta, DHO-cum-PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. Complainant has explained to the Respondent about the information required by him. Respondent and Complainant has sought another date.

3.
Adjourned to 18.01.11 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st   December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mahavir Singh,
S/o Sh. Kapoor Chand,

Ward No.11, Munak-148033,

Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,
Sangrur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3518 of 2010

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

(ii) Dr. Prabhat Kumar, SMO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Respondent further states that Complainant has earlier sought similar information in CC No. 517/2010 in which he had submitted as under:-

“I have received full information; hence I withdraw my notice dated 15.01.2010 and request to close the case.” 
3.
Since the subject matter in these two cases is substantially the same, the complaint is , therefore, closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Vipin Kumar,

19, Railway Street,

Bharat Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Sector-34-A, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3519 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Dr. Vipin Kumar, the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent is absent. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Respondent is directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of RTI Act will be initiated.

. 3.
Adjourned to 28.01.11 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  December, 2010

               State Information Commissioner
