STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94171-91026)

Sh. Mohinder Goyal

Advocate,

H. No. 248, Advocates Society,

Sector 49-A, Chandigarh





  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. 

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh







    …Respondent
CC- 409/11
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Vijay Sharma (98722-28776)


For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. (98145-69877)



Sh. Vijay Sharma has appeared on behalf of the complainant stating that Sh. Mohinder Goyal is not able to attend the court today due to his mother’s demise.



Sh. Manjit Singh states that they are unable to provide the information since they do not have a copy of the complaint dated 23.05.2008 regarding which the information has been sought by the complainant. 



Sh. Vijay Sharma states that he is not conversant with the case.  Sh. Manjit Singh submits that he will collect a copy of the complaint from Sh. Mohinder Goyal in due course of time. 


Respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, preferably in a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 22.06.2011 at 11 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 05.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(01676-272859)

Ms. Ritika

D/o Late Sh. Raj Kumar,

Ward No. 13, Near Balaji Gas Agency,

Bye Pass Road,

Lehragaga

Distt. Sangrur – 148031





  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh





    …Respondent
CC- 425/11 
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Ms. Neelam Bhagat along with Ms. Bhupinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. (98722-86869)



Respondent states that complete information as per the original application has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 28.04.2011.



When contacted over the telephone, complainant informed that complete information to her satisfaction has been received.



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 05.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Sandeep Gupta

s/o Sh. Raj Kumar Gupta,

989, Sector 15-A,

Opp. Bishnoi Colony Market,

Hisar








  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh





    …Respondent
CC- 406/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 28.03.2011, it was recorded: 

“A fax message has been received from the complainant wherein it has been informed that no information has been provided to him so far.   He has further prayed for imposition of penalty and award of compensation.

Sh. Bhupesh Gupta, who is present on behalf of the Respondent, states that complete information has been dispatched to the complainant by registered post on 24.03.2011.    However, the fax message from the complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far.

Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.

Respondent is directed to bring the document in support of his assertion that the information has been dispatched by registered post, in the next hearing.”



Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  Sh. Malkit Singh, Asstt. Director of the respondent department who was present in some other case, stated that Sh. Bhupesh Gupta, who had appeared in the earlier hearing, is on ex-India leave.  Sh. Malkit Singh been apprised of the case and a set of relevant documents has been handed over to him.  He assured the court that necessary steps will be taken to provide the information to the complainant at the earliest.










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant before the next date of hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 22.06.2011 at 11 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 05.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

President,

Voice of Indian Community Empowerment,

Opp. Tehsil Office,

Lehra Gaga – 148031 

(Distt. Sangrur)





             … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (S.E.), Punjab,

SCO No. 95-97, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh







    …Respondent
CC- 346/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rakesh Singla in person.


None for the respondent.



A letter dated 18.04.2011 has been received from the Nodal Officer, Office of DPI (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh wherein it has been stated the original application had been returned to the complainant with a request that the designation of the person about whom the information is being sought, be provided.   It has further been stated that no response has been received from the complainant so far. 


Complainant submits that he has already communicated to the respondent that Sh. Bharti Dutt, the subject of the complaint, is a Hindi lecturer and his place of posting has also been provided by him.  He further submitted that instead of taking any action, the original application has been sent back to him. 



Sh. Malkit Singh, Asstt. Director of the respondent department who was present in some other case has been called and handed over the relevant papers.  Upon perusal, Sh. Singh states that the communication from the department is signed by Sh. Sawan Iqbal, the Nodal Officer.  Sh. Malkit Singh been apprised of the facts of the case and a set of relevant documents has been handed over to him.  He assured the court that necessary steps will be taken to provide the information to the complainant at the earliest.



In the next hearing, Sh. Sawan Iqbal, Nodal Officer is directed to appear personally and explain the matter. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 09.06.2011 at 11 A.M. in the Chamber.   









Contd…….2/-

-:2:-

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 05.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94170-37443)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near Oriental Bank of Commerce,

Lehragaga

(Distt. Sangrur)






      …..Appellant





Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

C.H.C.

Lehragaga (Sangrur)

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,



O/o Civil Surgeon,


Sangrur.






…..Respondents
AC- 953/10

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Rakesh Singla in person. 



For the respondent: Dr. Balwinder Singh, SMO (98156-50212)



Written submissions made by Dr. Balwinder Singh have been taken on record.  Oral submissions of the complainant have also been taken note of. 



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 09.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 05.05.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94170-37443)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near Oriental Bank of Commerce,

Lehragaga

(Distt. Sangrur)






 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur







  …..Respondent
CC- 3389/10

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Rakesh Singla in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Jr. Asstt. (98145-30482)



Oral submissions made by the parties taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 22.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 05.05.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nand Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Panch,

Gram Panchayat,

Ramuwala Harchoka-142040

(Tehsil & Distt. Moga)





  … Complainant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, 

Moga-1.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Moga-1.






  …Respondents

CC- 125/2011  

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. H.S. Rathee (97805-57163)


None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 28.03.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Secretary Panchayat was impleaded as party since the original application of the complainant had been transferred to him under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Since Ms. Harmel Kaur who states she is appearing on behalf of the Panchayat Secretary, is not able to provide any information and to answer the queries of the Commission, the original respondent i.e. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 is also directed to appear in the next hearing and provide the necessary information to the complainant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no communication has been received either.



Complainant submits that no information has so far been provided to him. 



The approach of the respondent is not in accordance with the RTI Act, 2005.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Despite the fact that three hearings have already taken place, no information has been provided to the complainant.

Therefore, PIO, office of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 and PIO, office of the Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 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. 



A copy of the order may also be sent to the Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh to look into the matter and prevail upon the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant-applicant at the earliest.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 22.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 05.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Director Rural Development & Panchayats,



Punjab, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nand Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Panch,

Gram Panchayat,

Ramuwala Harchoka-142040

(Tehsil & Distt. Moga)




              … Complainant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, 

Moga-1.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Moga-1.






  …Respondents

CC- 126/2011 

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. H.S. Rathee (97805-57163)



None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 28.03.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Secretary Panchayat was impleaded as party since the original application of the complainant had been transferred to him under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Since Ms. Harmel Kaur who states she is appearing on behalf of the Panchayat Secretary, is not able to provide any information and to answer the queries of the Commission, the original respondent i.e. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 is also directed to appear in the next hearing and provide the necessary information to the complainant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no communication has been received either.



Complainant submits that no information has so far been provided to him. 



The approach of the respondent is not in accordance with the RTI Act, 2005.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Despite the fact that three hearings have already taken place, no information has been provided to the complainant.


Therefore, PIO, office of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 and PIO, office of the Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 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. 



A copy of the order may also be sent to the Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh to look into the matter and prevail upon the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant-applicant at the earliest.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 22.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 05.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Director Rural Development & Panchayats,



Punjab, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nand Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Panch,

Gram Panchayat,

Ramuwala Harchoka-142040 
(Tehsil & Distt. Moga)

 



 … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, 

Moga-1.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Moga-1.






  …Respondents

CC- 127/2011

Order
Present:
For the complainant: Sh. H.S. Rathee (97805-57163)



None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 28.03.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Secretary Panchayat was impleaded as party since the original application of the complainant had been transferred to him under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Since Ms. Harmel Kaur who states she is appearing on behalf of the Panchayat Secretary, is not able to provide any information and to answer the queries of the Commission, the original respondent i.e. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 is also directed to appear in the next hearing and provide the necessary information to the complainant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no communication has been received either.



Complainant submits that no information has so far been provided to him. 



The approach of the respondent is not in accordance with the RTI Act, 2005.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Despite the fact that three hearings have already taken place, no information has been provided to the complainant.


Therefore, PIO, office of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 and PIO, office of the Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 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. 



A copy of the order may also be sent to the Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh to look into the matter and prevail upon the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant-applicant at the earliest.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 22.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 05.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Director Rural Development & Panchayats,



Punjab, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nand Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Panch,

Gram Panchayat,

Ramuwala Harchoka-142040

(Tehsil & Distt. Moga)





  … Complainant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, 

Moga-1.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Moga-1.






  …Respondents

CC- 128/2011  

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. H.S. Rathee (97805-57163)



None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 28.03.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Secretary Panchayat was impleaded as party since the original application of the complainant had been transferred to him under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Since Ms. Harmel Kaur who states she is appearing on behalf of the Panchayat Secretary, is not able to provide any information and to answer the queries of the Commission, the original respondent i.e. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 is also directed to appear in the next hearing and provide the necessary information to the complainant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no communication has been received either.



Complainant submits that no information has so far been provided to him. 



The approach of the respondent is not in accordance with the RTI Act, 2005.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Despite the fact that three hearings have already taken place, no information has been provided to the complainant.


Therefore, PIO, office of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 and PIO, office of the Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Ramuwala Harchoka, Moga-1 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. 



A copy of the order may also be sent to the Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh to look into the matter and prevail upon the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-1 to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant-applicant at the earliest.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 22.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 05.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Director Rural Development & Panchayats,



Punjab, Chandigarh.
