STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98721-13448)

Shri Jagjiwan Singh

Ex-Patwari,

Near Kapil Marriage Palace,

S.B.S. Nagar (Barnala) 





…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.







…..Respondent





                CC- 1301/10  
Present:
Complainant Sh. Jagjiwan Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Jagjit Singh, clerk, Office of Deputy Commissioner, Malerkotla (98557-16298)



In the last hearing on 10.06.2010, respondent had informed the Commission that information had to be collected from the Tehsildar, Barnala, Sunam and Dhuri etc. and had sought time so that information could be provided to the complainant.


Respondent present states that information was sent to the complainant by registered post on 28.06.2010.   However, the complainant states that he has not received the said registered letter.  Therefore, information is provided to him in the presence of the court.   Complainant is satisfied. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98767-86342)

Shri R.S. Chauhan,

92, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opp. G.N.E. College,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent

CC- 1360/10
Order
Present:
Complainant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Amarjit Singh, Superintendent (94640-91842)



In the earlier order dated 22.06.2010, directions were given to PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to provide information to Sh. R.S. Chauhan, even though the same was to be collected from the office of Senior Supdt. of Police, Ludhiana.  These directions were given since the application was not transferred to the office of S.S.P. within 5 days as required under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
  



Information was provided to the complainant on 25.06.2010 when he called call to the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



Reply to the show cause notice has been provided which states as under: -

1. That from the perusal of the record that the information asked by the petitioner as per his application was sent to the Officer Incharge, Complaint Branch of this office under section 5(4) of the RTI Act. But the officer Incharge of Complaint Incharge informed vide his office letter No: 565/CEA-3, dated 26.02.2010 (the same is Annexure R-1) that the information relates to the O/o District Police Commissioner, Ludhiana. Hence the case was referred to the District Police Commissioner, Ludhiana vide this office letter No: 1374/RTI, dated 27.04.2010 (Annexure R-2). No information was provided by the Police Commissioner, Ludhiana in this regard.



Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

Again from the where about of this case this Branch came to know that the information given by the Complaint Branch of this office is wrong and against the facts. Actually the information asked by the petitioner relates to the District Development & Panchayat officer, Ludhiana. Hence this case was referred to him vide this office letter No: 41291186/PIO/RTI. Dated 25.06.2010 (Annexure R-3).
2. That District Development & Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana vide his office letter No: 5554/D.A.-1, dated 28.06.2010 (Annexture R-4) has intimated that the information asked by the petitioner has been provided to him.

3. That from the facts mentioned in para No:1 it is clear that no intimated and deliberate delay has been caused by this office in providing the information to the petitioner. 

4. That the facts & contents of the above mentioned Para No: 1-3, the show cause notice for imposing penalty of Rs. 25,000/- is not maintainable.”


I do not feel it to be a fit case for imposition of penalty because it seems that the department itself did not know as to from which branch or what quarter the information was to be procured. 



Looking to the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurdeep Singh

s/o Sh. Niranjan Singh,

Ward No. 13, Raja Sansi,

Amritsar.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ajnala.







…..Respondent

CC- 2044/2009

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the order dated 19.04.2010, Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar was directed to send a report about the posting of PIO / Tehsildar, Ajnala during the period from 18.03.2009 (the date complainant sought the information) till the date the information was provided, and the case was adjourned to 21.06.2010.  



On 21.06.2010, neither any report was received from the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar nor any party came present to pursue the matter and the case was adjourned to 01.07.2010.



Today Tehsildar, Ajnala informed the Commission over the telephone that information in question was supplied to the complainant on 12.04.2010 to his satisfaction.   However, PIO office of Tehsildar, Ajnala who caused delay in supply of information in this case to the complainant, is cautioned to be careful in future, as the information sought on 18.03.2009 was supplied after a long delay.  



Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98724-00032)

Sh. Rabinder Singh

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.







     …..Appellant






Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalandhar.



2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Jalandhar.






…..Respondents

AC- 189/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. A.S. Prabhakar, PCS, SDM, Jalandhar-I-cum-PIO (98760-00585)



During the course of hearing, I am of the view that information as sought in the original application dated 24.07.2009 has been supplied to the satisfaction of the complainant.



A letter dated 30.06.2010 has been written by the SDM, Jalandhar-I-cum-PIO Sh. A.S. Prabhakar, stating:  

“1.
That the answering Respondent came to know about the filing of application dated 24.7.2009 by the Complainant seeking information under the RTI Act only on 28.4.2010, when a notice of hearing bearing No: PSIC/Legal/RS/AC-189/2010/5870 dated 20/4/2010 in the above cited appeal issued by this Hon’ble Commission alongwith copy of complaint under section 18 of the RTI Act was received by him. Thereafter, efforts were made to locate the original application dated 24.7.2009, but without any success. Ultimately, explanation of dealing official Sh. Gurcharan Singh clerk was called vide office letter No: 9571/SDA dated 29.4.2010, but no movement of the application could be found. Thereafter, explanation of Sh. Prabhjot Singh, diary clerk was also called vide letter No 2036/SDA dated 28.6.2010. The enquiry is still pending. The report regarding the delinquent official/s will be sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar in due course. Copies of letter No. 9571/SDA dated 29.4.2010 and 2036/SDA dated 28.6.2010 are attached as Annexture R-1/1 and Annexture R-1/2 respectively. 
2.
That the information as available in the office of answering Respondent was made available to the Complainant on 18.06.2010 and this Hon’ble Commission has been apprised about the same. This Hon’ble Commission was also requested that the deficiency, if pointed out, later on by the Complainant shall be met with expeditiously. 

3.
That the complainant met the dealing official and told him that the former PIO cum SDM, Jalandhar-I has apprised the State Information Commission, Punjab Chandigarh in Case No: AC No. 201-205 of 2009 that the relevant file contains 394 pages, whereas the complainant has been supplied copies of only 388 pages. Accordingly the matter was again looked into and the copies of remaining pages have also been supplied to the complainant vide office letter No. 2056/RTI/CC dated 30/6/2010. The position regarding non-supply of certain pages earlier to the complainant was also apprised to Sh. Rabinder Singh, Complainant. A copy of letter No. 2056/RTI/CC dated 30/6/2010 supplying the information on each point to the complainant is attached as Annexure R-1/3.”




Seeing the merits, I do not find it to be a case fit for imposition of penalty.  However, the Commission should be informed after the enquiry is concluded.  



The case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94630-80369)

Sh. Sandeep Bishnoi

Reporter,

Rozana Abha Nagari Patrika,

Circular Road,

Subzi Mandi Chowk,

Above Wine Shop,

Abohar – 152116.






…..Complainant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council,

Abohar 

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director, Local Bodies 

Ferozepur.






…..Respondents

AC- 207/2010

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Bohar Singh, Sr. Asstt. Office of Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Ferozepur (80540-15113) and Sh. Ashwani Kumar, clerk office of E.O. Municipal Council, Abohar (98883-82397)



A letter dated 29.06.2010 has been received from the appellant stating that the information has been provided after a delay of 173 days, only on 29th June, 2010 and demanding penalty on the respondent for this inordinate delay. 



Therefore, PIO Sh. Jagsir Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Abohar is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 









Contd……2/-

-:2:-



On the next date of hearing, the PIO Sh. Jagsir Singh should be personally present. 



To come up on 20.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(99143-86408)

Sh. Naresh Kumar

s/o Sh. Hans Raj

902/13, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Vidhant Nagar,

Moga








…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, State Transport Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent

CC- 749/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Naresh Kumar in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Jit Singh Mann, General Manager-cum-PIO, Punjab Roadways, Chandigarh (98157-39530) and Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Walia, Sr. Asstt. (98883-97895)



Most of the information has been provided to the complainant on 15.093.2010.  Some information is still pending which, the respondent assures the court, will be provided within a week. 



Reply to the show cause notice has been submitted wherein the respondent states that general transfers were effected on written requests as well as on verbal requests.  Hence copies of the applications received for transfer will be provided to the complainant upon receipt of the same from different stations / depots.


I am satisfied that there is no malafide on the part of the respondent for delay in supply of the information.   Respondent is granted one week’s time to provide complete information to the complainant. 



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 20.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94179-44183)

Sh. Balvir Singh Sidhu

Chief Editor,

Justice News,

J-67/100,

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana – 141012.






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Mansa.







…..Respondent

CC- 776/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant in person.


None for the respondent. 



In the hearing on 21.06.2010, none was present on behalf of the respondent and one more opportunity was granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant.



Today again, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no information has been supplied to the complainant.   It has been reported that Sh. M.M. Sabharwal who is SDM at Budhlada is presently holding additional charge as DTO Mansa.



Looking to the callous and disrespectful attitude of the respondent, PIO Sh. M.M. Sabharwal, SDM Budhlada currently holding additional charge of DTO, Mansa is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 









Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



The information should also be provided to the complainant within a week. 



To come up on 22.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gajinder Kamal

s/o Sh. Mohan Lal

c/o M.D. Singla, Advocate,

Tehsil Complex,

Mansa.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Mansa.







…..Respondent

CC- 780/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate for the complainant.



(99886-91434)



None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing on 21.06.2010, none came present on behalf of the respondent and a show cause notice was issued to PIO Sh. M.M. Sabharwal, SDM Budhlada who is also holding additional charge of DTO, Mansa.  Sh. Sabharwal was also directed to appear before the Commission in today’s hearing.



Today again, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no information has been supplied to the complainant.   



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within a week under intimation to the Commission.   If the orders of the Commission are not complied with, I will be constrained to initiate action against the respondent as provided under Section 18(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.



To come up on 20.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 




Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Alwinder Goyal

s/o Sh. Ashok Kumar

r/o Babu Kundan Lal Street,

New Court Road,

Mansa.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Mansa.







…..Respondent

CC- 782/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate for the complainant.



(99886-91434)



None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing on 21.06.2010, none came present on behalf of the respondent and a show cause notice was issued to PIO Sh. M.M. Sabharwal, SDM Budhlada who is also holding additional charge of DTO, Mansa.  Sh. Sabharwal was also directed to appear before the Commission in today’s hearing.



Today again, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no information has been supplied to the complainant.   



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within a week under intimation to the Commission.   If the orders of the Commission are not complied with, I will be constrained to initiate action against the respondent as provided under Section 18(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.



To come up on 20.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 




Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Alwinder Goyal

s/o Sh. Ashok Kumar

r/o Babu Kundan Lal Street,

New Court Road,

Mansa.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Mansa.







…..Respondent

CC- 783/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate for the complainant.



(99886-91434)



None for the respondent.


In the earlier hearing on 21.06.2010, none came present on behalf of the respondent and a show cause notice was issued to PIO Sh. M.M. Sabharwal, SDM Budhlada who is also holding additional charge of DTO, Mansa.  Sh. Sabharwal was also directed to appear before the Commission in today’s hearing.



Today again, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no information has been supplied to the complainant.   



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within a week under intimation to the Commission.   If the orders of the Commission are not complied with, I will be constrained to initiate action against the respondent as provided under Section 18(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.



To come up on 20.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 




Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Alwinder Goyal

s/o Sh. Ashok Kumar

r/o Babu Kundan Lal Street,

New Court Road,

Mansa.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Mansa.







…..Respondent

CC- 784/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate for the complainant.



(99886-91434)



None for the respondent.


In the earlier hearing on 21.06.2010, none came present on behalf of the respondent and a show cause notice was issued to PIO Sh. M.M. Sabharwal, SDM Budhlada who is also holding additional charge of DTO, Mansa.  Sh. Sabharwal was also directed to appear before the Commission in today’s hearing.



Today again, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no information has been supplied to the complainant.   



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within a week under intimation to the Commission.   If the orders of the Commission are not complied with, I will be constrained to initiate action against the respondent as provided under Section 18(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.



To come up on 20.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 




Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Alwinder Goyal

s/o Sh. Ashok Kumar

r/o Babu Kundan Lal Street,

New Court Road,

Mansa.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Mansa.







…..Respondent

CC- 785/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate for the complainant.



(99886-91434)



None for the respondent.


In the earlier hearing on 21.06.2010, none came present on behalf of the respondent and a show cause notice was issued to PIO Sh. M.M. Sabharwal, SDM Budhlada who is also holding additional charge of DTO, Mansa.  Sh. Sabharwal was also directed to appear before the Commission in today’s hearing.



Today again, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no information has been supplied to the complainant.   



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within a week under intimation to the Commission.   If the orders of the Commission are not complied with, I will be constrained to initiate action against the respondent as provided under Section 18(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.



To come up on 20.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 




Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Alwinder Goyal

s/o Sh. Ashok Kumar

r/o Babu Kundan Lal Street,

New Court Road,

Mansa.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Mansa.







…..Respondent

CC- 787/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate for the complainant.



(99886-91434)


None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing on 21.06.2010, none came present on behalf of the respondent and a show cause notice was issued to PIO Sh. M.M. Sabharwal, SDM Budhlada who is also holding additional charge of DTO, Mansa.  Sh. Sabharwal was also directed to appear before the Commission in today’s hearing.



Today again, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no information has been supplied to the complainant.   



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within a week under intimation to the Commission.   If the orders of the Commission are not complied with, I will be constrained to initiate action against the respondent as provided under Section 18(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.



To come up on 20.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 




Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Alwinder Goyal

s/o Sh. Ashok Kumar

r/o Babu Kundan Lal Street,

New Court Road,

Mansa.







…..Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent

CC- 788/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate for the complainant.



(99886-91434)

For the respondent – S/Sh. Rakesh Bhatia, Supdt. PCS Branch (98728-91112), Sh. Painu Ram, Supdt. Grade II.


In the earlier order dated 21.06.2010, I had recorded that complete information had been provided to the complainant to his satisfaction. This observation was made on the basis of copy of a letter dated 14.06.2010 whereby the information has been sent to the complainant. 


Today, respondent Sh. Rakesh Bhatia presented another letter dated 30.06.2010 as a follow up to the letter dated 14.06.2010 stating that in response to the information sought by the complainant at serial no. 4, now Sh. Gurjit Singh, PCS, former DTO Mansa has been charge sheeted.  


Another letter dated 28.06.2010 has been received is submitted by the respondent wherein it is stated: -

“That in compliance with the orders of the Hon’ble Commission dated 21.06.2010, a reply to the show cause notice has already been submitted on 28.06.2010.  With regard to the personal appearance before the Hon’ble Commission by the undersigned, it is humbly informed that I have to attend a meeting called by Union Public Service Commission, New Delhi on 01.07.2010 which was pre-fixed and in this meeting, delegates from 17 States have to participate and I have to represent the State of Punjab therein. 


In view of the submission made above, it is humbly requested that the undersigned may kindly be exempted form appearing







Contd……2/-





-:2:-

personally before the Hon’ble Commission on 01.07.2010.  My written submissions already given may kindly be treated as my statement.”


As regards the show cause notice, a letter has been received from Sh. Shiv Dular Singh Dhillon, PCS, Additional Secretary Personnel-cum-PIO stating: -

“1.
That this Hon’ble Commission, vide its orders dated 21.06.2010 directed the answering respondent to show cause as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on the answering respondent till the information is furnished.    In addition, the answering respondent has been given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing i.e. 1st July, 2010.
2.
That in reply to the above notice, it is respectfully submitted that the complainant asked for certain information vide his letter dated 17th December 2009.  This application had been addressed to “the Public / Asstt. Information Officer cum Chief Secretary, Punjab Govt. Chandigarh” who heads all the departments of the State including the Department of Personnel; and the Department of General Administration.

3.
That the application dated 17.12.2009 had been wrongly addressed by the complainant to the Public / Asstt. Information Officer cum Chief Secretary, Punjab Govt. Chandigarh” who heads all the departments of the State including the Department of Personnel; and the Department of General Administration. was sent to transferred by the Deputy Secretary, Coordination-cum-Assistant Public Information Officer, Department of General Administration (General Coordination Branch) to the Secretary Personnel Department, vide letter No. 7/490/09-GC.4/481 dated 12.01.2010 (copy enclosed);

4.
That the above said letter dated 12.01.2010 had been received by the undersigned only on 19th January 2010 i.e. after a lapse of more than 30 days from the date the date of sending of the application by the applicant. 




5.
That after the receipt of the complainant’s application on 19th January, 2010, the applicant had been sent an interim reply






Contd……3/-





-:3:-

vide letter No. 13/83/2009 – 3PCS/274 dated 03.02.2010 (copy enclosed) i.e. within 14 days of the receipt of his application in this office. 

6.
That the main file remained under process and away from the Branch and thereafter finally the information asked for by the complainant had been supplied to him vide registered letter No. 13/83/2009-3PCS/1475 dated 14.06.2010 (copy enclosed) upon the file becoming available in this Branch.  A copy of this letter / information had also been supplied to the complainant personally during the course of hearing of the present case on 21.06.2010. 

7.
That in view of the above, the answering respondent respectfully states and submits that there was no intention to deny the information asked for by the complainant.  In fact, the answering respondent has acted in a bona fide manner and with the best of intentions to supply the information asked for by the complainant. 
8.
Therefore, while stating there has been no willful default by the answering respondent, this answering respondent also takes this opportunity to assure this Hon’ble Commission that in future even more care shall be taken that the provisions of the Right to Information Act are adhered to in letter and spirit.”
 

I am satisfied with the explanation since as per para 4, the original application dated 17.12.2009 was only received in the said office on 19.01.2010.  In Para 5, it has been stated that the applicant had been sent an interim reply vide letter No. 13/83/2009 – 3PCS/274 dated 03.02.2010 (copy enclosed) i.e. within 14 days of the receipt of his application in this office.”



Therefore, in my view, there is no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information and there is no cause for imposition of penalty.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Alwinder Goyal

s/o Sh. Ashok Kumar

r/o Babu Kundan Lal Street,

New Court Road,

Mansa.







…..Complainant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab

Chandigarh.



2.
Public Information Officer,

Office of the District Transport Officer,

Mansa.






…..Respondents

CC- 789/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate for the complainant.



(99886-91434)

For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO, Office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh. 
 

In the earlier order dated 21.06.2010, respondent present stated that Part 3 of the original application was replied on 21.10.2009 and that the remaining information relates to DTO Mansa.  Hence DTO Mansa was impleaded as party and another opportunity was provided to the PIO, in this case Sh. M.M. Sabhharwal, holding additional charge, to be personally present at today’s hearing and to provide information to the complainant.

 

No response has been received from DTO Mansa and none is present on behalf of the respondent. 
 



Looking to the callous, careless, casual and disrespectful attitude of the respondent, PIO Sh. M.M. Sabharwal, SDM Budhlada currently holding additional charge of DTO, Mansa is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  









Contd……2/-

-:2:-



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


To come up on 20.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 




Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Laveen Goyal

s/o Sh. Chhajju Ram,

W. No. 14, Premi Street,

Near S.D. College, 

Mansa.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Mansa.







…..Respondent

CC- 786/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate for the complainant.



(99886-91434)



None for the respondent.


In the earlier hearing on 21.06.2010, none came present on behalf of the respondent and a show cause notice was issued to PIO Sh. M.M. Sabharwal, SDM Budhlada who is also holding additional charge of DTO, Mansa.  Sh. Sabharwal was also directed to appear before the Commission in today’s hearing.



Today again, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no information has been supplied to the complainant.   



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within a week under intimation to the Commission.   If the orders of the Commission are not complied with, I will be constrained to initiate action against the respondent as provided under Section 18(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.



To come up on 20.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 




Copies of order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 01.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
