STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. A.S.Wadhawan,
415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur-146001.
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Sainik Welfare,
Pb, CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 369 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


(ii) Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
On the last hearing, Appellant was absent. He had sent a fax message that as he has to attend a Court case, so he is unable to attend the hearing and requested for another date. Today again he is absent. He has not sent any intimation with regard to his absence for today’s hearing. Respondent states that Appellant has asked for voluminous record that is details of pay and allowances from 31.03.90 to 31.03.08, of all the officials of DSWO, Jalandhar, whereas he has already been provided details of pay  & allowances for the year 2007-08. All the information as available in the record has already been sent to the Appellant. Respondent further states, as directed by the Commission on the last hearing, the Appellant has not visited their office to fix the dates for inspection of the record lying at various offices in the State.  
3.
Appellant was provided an opportunity of hearing which he has not availed. He has also not visited the office of the PIO to inspect the record, it is, 
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therefore, presumed that he is no more interested in pursuing the matter. Respondent is directed that in case Appellant wants to inspect the record he should be allowed to inspect the record with his juniors by paying the fee as prescribed under RTI Act. 
4.
Disposed of.   Copies of the order be sent to both the parties   
                                         





Sd/-
                      





(Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Journalist,
Plot No.39, New Abadi,

Vill-Bhalapur Jambewal,

PO-Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amrtisar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1808 of 2008
Present:
None for the parties.
ORDER


On the last hearing, Respondent stated that the required information has already been delivered to the Complainant and Complainant was directed to point out the deficiency, if any. Complainant has informed the Commission vide his letter dated 12.11.2008, that he has received the information. He has not pointed out any deficiencies and has requested to penalize the Respondent for not providing the information in time. Complainant has not attended any hearing in the Commission and required information was sent to the Complainant before the first hearing. No further action is required. Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications. 
2.
Disposed of.  Copies of the orders be sent to the both parties. 








Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Raj Rattan Sharma,
S/o Sh. Jadish Rai Sharma,

Sharma Street, Lind Road,

Mansa-151505.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DFSC,
Mansa.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1822 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Raj Rattan Sharma, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Narinder singh, DFSO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
 Respondent states that as directed  by the Commission, all the  record   was shown to the Complainant on 04.11.08 when he visited their office and he has not pointed out any document  the photocopies of which is required by him nor he has deposited any fee for the supply of the photocopies.  Respondent further states that he has brought the entire record with him in the Commission and the same can be inspected by the Complainant today itself. After inspection, Complainant pointed out that record is incomplete, sales registers as demanded by him are not available. He further states that when he visited the office of the Respondent he was not shown the record rather the officer/officials misbehaved with him.

Contd…P-2

-2-

3.
Respondent is directed that copies of all the documents as pointed out by 
the Complainant be sent to him by post on receipt of the required fee which should be intimated to him within one week.

4.
The responsibility of a Public Authority and its Public Information Officer is not confined to furnishing information but also to provide necessary help to the information seeker wherever necessary, while providing information or rendering help to a person, it is important to be courteous to the information seeker and to respect his dignity.  The officers concerned all warned that in case the Complainant complaints against their misbehavior, the Commission will treat the case as one of the victimization and harassment of a RTI applicant and deal with the defaulters very heavily.

3.
Adjourned to 15.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th  November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. L.K.Sharma,
Guru Ram Das Nagar,

Putligarh, Amritsar.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Town Planner,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1842 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Sharanjit Singh, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant is absent. Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the Complainant. He has given a photocopy of the letter vide which information has been supplied to the Complainant which according to the Respondent bears the acknowledgement of receipt on behalf of the Complainant. 
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th  November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Tarlochan Singh,
S/o Kishan Singh,

Vill & P.O-Kuthala,

Tehsil-Malerkotla,

DIstt-Sangrur.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Medical Officer,
In charge Civil Hospital,

 Ahmedgarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1506 of 2008

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


(ii) Dr. Narinder, Medical Officer on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
The information available in the record is supplied to the Complainant, no further action is required.  
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th  November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. K.L.Malhotra,
Chief Editor Pb,

D.O. Shigha News Paper,

Punjabi, Anandpuri, Noorwala Road,

Gurudwara Wali Gali, Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,
Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1428 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. K.L. Malhotra, the Complainant
(ii) Dr. Pardeep Sharma, Medical Officer on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that he has brought the information for delivering it to the Complainant. Complainant has refused to take the delivery on the plea that it is very voluminous and he can not carry it. It should be sent to him by post as requested in his application for information. Respondent states that as per the RTI Act, he has not deposited the postal charges. Complainant is directed to deposit the postal charges so that the required information can be sent to him by post. 
3.
Adjourned to 15.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   









Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Balbir Singh,
S/o SH. Sadhu Singh,

556, Green Model Town,

Near Indra Park, Jalandhar City.
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (SE), Pb,
CHD, SCO-95-97, Sec-17-D,

CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 318 of 2008

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


(ii) Smt. Savita, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. Appellant further states that action should be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information in time as prescribed in the RTI Act, 2005 and prayed that as he has had to incur  considerable expenditure to attend the hearings before the Commission, he should be suitably compensated.

3.
PIO is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act for not providing the information within prescribed time and should file an affidavit in this regard and on the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 08.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   





Sd/-                
                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Dalip Singh,
S/o SH. Gurdip Singh,

# 65, Block-A, SST Complex,

Patiala.

.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,
Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1785 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Harish Malhotra, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been delivered to the Complainant and a copy of the same has been taken on record. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied. No action is required.

3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Dalip Singh,

S/o SH. Gurdip Singh,

# 65, Block-A, SST Complex,

Patiala.

.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,

Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1783 of 2008

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


(ii) Dr. Harish Malhotra, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been delivered to the Complainant and a copy of the same has been taken on record. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied. No action is required.
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Dalip Singh,

S/o SH. Gurdip Singh,

# 65, Block-A, SST Complex,

Patiala.

.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,

Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1784 of 2008

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


(ii) Dr. Harish Malhotra, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been delivered to the Complainant and a copy of the same has been taken on record. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied. No action is required.

3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-

                                                 


  (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Kalia R.D,
Service Matters Consultant,

Chamber No.7, 2nd Floor,

SCO-137-138, Above Corporation,

Bank, Sec-8-C, Madya Marg,

CHD.
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,
CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 366 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Kalia R.D., the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Manjit Singh, Registrar Education, O/o DPI(SE), Pb. on 


     behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Both sides are directed to file their submission in writing within a week. Judgment will be pronounced therefore. Judgment is reserved.                                      




Sd/-
     (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Smt. Amarjit Kaur,
W/o SH. Jaspal Singh,

263-A, Gali NO.8, Hussianpura,

Amritsar.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE) Pb.
SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D

Chandigarh
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1752 of 2008



Present:
(i) Smt. Amarjit Kaur, the Complainant


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

Heard.
2.
On the last hearing, Respondent was directed to provide the information as asked for by the Complainant but no information has been supplied to the Complainant. Respondent has neither supplied the information as directed by the Commission nor attended today’s hearing. It is presumed that Respondent is deliberately not giving the information to the Complainant.

3.
In view of the foregoing, he is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005. PIO should file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 15.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   




Sd/-
       (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Harinder Pal,

H.No.182, Tarkhana,

Mohalla, Sunam,

Distt-Sangrur.
        …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal, Rotary Public School,

Sunam.

……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 61 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Harinder Pal, the Applicant


(II) Sh. Ashish Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Sh. Ashish Gupta, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Principal, Sunam, (Rotary Public School) states that the Respondent school is a private body and no Govt. grant is provided and as such it does not come under the RTI Act. The Respondent is directed to file a written submission in this behalf with a copy to the Applicant. The Applicant may also file his comments on the point raised. The written submission must be filed by the Respondent within a week of the receipt of this order.

4.
Adjourned to 15.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th November, 2008
