STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurdial Singh 

H. NO. 130,

Beant Singh Aman Nagar,

Bella Road,

Ropar.


…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Director,

State Transport, Punjab,

Chandigarh.


….Respondent 
CC No. 2667/09

ORDER
Present: 
Complainant Sh. Gurdial Singh in person



None for the respondent.



In the last hearing dated 25.11.2009, none was present on behalf of the respondent and Sh. Gurdial Singh, complainant who was present stated that no information has been provided to him.   A show cause notice was issued to the PIO C/o Director, State Transport, Punjab as to why penalty should not be imposed on him for the delay in providing the information and showing disrespect to the directions of the Commission.


Today again, none is present on behalf of the respondent and no intimation has been communicated either to the Complainant who is present or to the Commission.



One more opportunity is still being provided to the respondent to provide the information to the complainant with compliance report to the Commission.    A letter is also being sent to the Secretary Transport and to the Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab to implement the orders of the Commission and to let the Commission know as to who is the PIO at office of Director, State Transport Punjab, Chandigarh from 15.09.1009 to date.
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To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.







  
Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Gulbir Kaur,

# 2265, Sector 64,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Research & Medical Education,

Sector 40, Chandigarh.






…Respondent

CC No. 1703/09

Order
Present:
None for the parties.



In the last order dated 26.11.2009, directions were given to the respondent to pay a sum of Rs. 1,500/- as compensation to the complainant under Section 19(a)(b) of the RTI Act 1005.  None is present on behalf of the complainant and the respondent.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to comply with the orders of the Commission and pay the amount of compensation i.e. Rs. 1,500/- to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, S/Sh. Dhiraj, Jr. Asstt. and Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt. came present on behalf of the respondent and informed that the amount of compensation i.e. Rs. 1,500/- has been paid to the Complainant and his acknowledgment has been received.   Accordingly, the matter is hereby disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bhushan Kumar

M/s Bhushan General Store,

Bus Stand,

Rajmpura Phool

(Bathinda)







 
 …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman, Departmental Selection Committee (Technical)

SCO 130-131, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.








 …Respondent

C.C. No. 806 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the parties.



In this case, penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the respondent in the Order dated 19.11.2009 and he was directed to deposit this amount within a period of 15 days.  A copy of this order was also sent to the Secretary School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh for ensuring compliance of the orders of the Commission.  The Secretary also wrote to the respondent vide letter dated 22.12.2009 a copy of which was endorsed to the Commission also, directing to implement the orders of the Commission in letter and spirit. 



This case came up for hearing on 21.01.2010 for confirmation of compliance but none came present and it was adjourned to 08.03.2010.



Today, again none came present on behalf of the respondent to inform about the compliance of the Orders of the Commission.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to copy with the orders of the Commission.  Chief Secretary / Principal Secretary School Education should get 
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the order implemented before the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

C.C.
1.
Chief Secretary, Punjab.


2.
Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab


3.
Secretary Education, Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Mob:98550-82850

Mrs. Saroj Goyal,

Lecturer Retd.

H.No. 1529, Sector-22B,

Chandigarh.







     …..Complainant







Vs

Mob:98726-33212
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

S.K.R.M. College,

Bhagoo Majra,

Kharar.

 




                  …..Respondent


CC NO. 2332 of 2009

Order
Present:
None for the parties.



Respondent informed over the telephone as well as in writing that the amount of compensation i.e. Rs. 1,000/- has been sent to the Complainant on 08.03.2010. 


In view of the above, the case is hereby disposed of and closed.



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prasahar,

Retd. Chief Manager of State Bank of Patiala,

# 325, Sector 12-A,

Panchkula. 







 …..Appellant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Jalalabad. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Ferozepur. 






…..Respondents





                AC- 09/2010  
Order

 Present:
Complainant Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar in person.


Sh. Harsharan Jit Singh, Tehsildar, Jalalabad for the respondent.



The Complainant filed his original application seeking information on 08.09.2009.  When he did not receive the information, he filed the first appeal on 07.11.2009.  Still not getting a response, the compliant had to file a second appeal on 04.01.2010 before the Commission.  The information sought is: -



“Information in respect of Sh. Rajiv Prashar, SDM, Jalalabad: 

1. Details of tour / leave / assets of Sh. Rajiv Prashar, SDM, Jalalabad (W)

2. Details of his telephonic talks / messages / SMS with the Tehsildar, Gharaunda;
3. Details of salary / present and as on 01.01.2009;

4. Details / copy of assets and liabilities declared as on 31.03.2009;

5. Name of authorities competent to take action against PCS officer for possessing disproportionate assets to the known source of income.”

….Contd…..2/-
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During the course of hearing, respondent States that they had sent a reply to the appellant on 09.10.2009 but according to Sh. Ashwani Kumar, the complainant, it was incomplete and thereby he filed his first appeal on 07.11.2009.



Tehsildar-cum-APIO present today is not aware about the provisions of the RTI Act 2005 and is confused as to how much information is to be provided and what is to be denied being third party information, as per provisions of the Act.  However, he states that some information has been provided to the Complainant except the assets and liabilities of Sh. Rajiv Prashar, SDM, Jalalabad which is to be procured from the office of Chief Secretary, Punjab. 



It is also pointed out that on the next hearing, PIO Sh. Rajiv Prashar should be personally present to explain about the handling of this case quoting relevant provisions of the RTI Act 2005.


To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ajit Singh s/o Late Sh. Babu Singh,

R/o Rampur Sainian,

Tehsil Dera Bassi,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali) 






  …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Dera Bassi 








   …..Respondent





                CC- 14/2010  
Order

Present:
Sh. Ajit Singh, Complainant in person.



None for the respondent.



In this case, the Complainant vide his application dated 20.10.2009 had sought attested copies of the statement filed by the complainant as well as by Naib Tehsildar, Dera Bassi in an enquiry conducted and report dated 23.05.2001 submitted by the then SDM, Dera Bassi.


A reply was sent to the complainant by the PIO of respondent on 19.11.2009 informing that the said statements are not available on record.  Complainant is not satisfied and states that this is not possible.



Therefore, directions are given that the PIO Sh. Puneet Goyal should be personally present on the next date of hearing to explain as to why the relevant statements are not available on record.   He should also bring along complete case file to the Commission on the next date of hearing.



Sh. Ajit Singh, complainant has also presented a letter dated 17.12.2009 pointing out his objections.  A copy of this letter should be sent along with the order to the PIO O/o SDM, Dera Bassi.
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To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh. Tarlok Singh Chhabra

889, Sector 60,

Phase 3-B-2,

Mohali – 160059







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Medical Council Punjab,

SCO 25, Phase 1,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)







…Respondent

CC No. 51/10

Order
Present:
Sh. Rarlok Singh Chhabra, Complainant in person.



None for the respondent. 



Complainant vide his application dated 12.12.2008 had sought to know what transpired in the disciplinary proceedings against the doctors of Chandigarh Fertility Centre.



None is present on behalf of the respondent.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide the information sought, to the Complainant within a period of one month.


To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner


Ms. Monika Goyal, advocate on behalf of the respondent came present after the hearing was over.  She has been apprised of the proceedings today.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Swaran Singh

s/o Sh. Bhajan Singh,

Village Bharojia,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Phase VI, 

Mohali.








….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3094 of 2009

Order

Present:
For the Complainant – Sh. Swaran Singh, Complainant in person along with counsel Sh. Jai Deep Verma, Advocate.


For the respondent: Dr. Baljeet Singh and Dr. H.S. Oberoi.


I am recording the following documents submitted in the Commission: -

(i) Following Information was sought by the complainant on 29.06.2009: -

Complete record of enquiry conducted by Dr. N.K. Singla against Dr. Surinder Kaur on 11.03.2002 regarding fake medical certificate / report.

(ii) A copy of letter dated 04.03.2002 from Dr. N.K. Singla to the Complainant to appear on the next date of hearing i.e. 11.03.2002;

(iii) A copy of letter dated 22.02.2010 from Dr. Surinder Kaur stating that she has not conducted the relevant medical examination and that in 2002, she was posted at PHC Gharuan under SHC Machhli Kalaln;
(iv) A copy of letter dated 24.02.2010 from SMO, Kharar addressed to PIO O/o Civil Surgeon, Ropar stating in 2002, Dr. Surinder Kaur was not posted at Civil Hospital, Kharar;

(v) A copy of letter from PIO Civil Hospital, Ropar that no doctor with the name of Surinder Kaur was posted in Kharar and no doctor with this name i.e. Surinder Kaur ever conducted any MLR;

(vi) A copy of letter dated 22.02.2010 from Civil Surgeon, Ropar seeking details of the enquiry conducted by him during his tenure as District 
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Medical Officer, Roop Nagar.
 

Complainant also stated in the court that they have telephonically contacted Dr. N.K. Singla about the matter and that his reply is vague and he states that he does not remember this case and is busy elsewhere.



Also a copy of affidavit filed by one Sh. Bhajan Singh son of Dyal Singh stating that on 11.03.2002, he had gone to office of SMO Ropar in connection with an investigation of Dr. Surinder Kaur and Sh. Amrish Singh and that he had deposed in favour of Swaran Singh.


Seeing to the merits of the case, I am of the opinion that in between the lines of the case, people are denying certain incidents which is not a matter in the domain of the RTI Act and is to be taken up in a Civil court or a police enquiry is to be conducted for the same, to ascertain the factual position.



Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of and closed accordingly. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Om Parkash Gupta 

Gali No. 7, Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar,

Lill Road,

Patiala – 147001







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO 823-824, Sector 22-A,

Chandigarh.








 …..Respondent





                CC- 15/2010  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Om Parkash Gupta in person.



Sh. Vivek Sabharwal, clerk for the respondent.



Information has been provided to the satisfaction of the complainant.



Therefore, the matter is hereby disposed of and closed.



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

 Sh. Kuldip Singh

S/o Sh. Nachhattar Singh

VPO Harpalpur,

Tehsil Rajpura,

District Patiala.







…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.








…Respondent

AC No. 350/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kuldip Singh in person.



For respondent – Sh. Kuldip Singh, Tehsildar Rajpura.



According to the respondent, there has been a mistake in the revenue records regarding a defaulter Bhagwant Singh as per the Rapat Roznamcha.  By mistake, name of Sh. Arjun Singh has been mentioned in the Jamabandi. Respondent assures the court that this mistake would be rectified.  

 

 Complainant states that he is no longer a defaulter and has paid back the loan to the Registrar, Cooperative Societies. 



Directions are given that the respondent should enquire form the concerned department to rectify the mistake in the revenue records.  Also report should be submitted to the Commission at the earliest.  



Directions are given to the concerned Naib Tehsildar, Ghanaur to intimate the compliance of the order of the Commission.  Compliant is satisfied. 



The case is hereby disposed of and closed.



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Major Singh,

S/o Shri Narain Singh,

Vill-Banwala, PO: Dutal,

Tehsil-Patran, 

District: Patiala.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Partran.


                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No. 3420 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. K.R. Kansal, Tehsildar, Patran for the respondent. 



Information has been provided to the complainant vide letter No. 44/Reader dated 21.01.2010.



No objections have been pointed out by the Complainant nor is he present today.  Similar was the case on the earlier hearing dated 01.02.2010.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



The case is hereby disposed of and closed.



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kamaljit Sharma

s/o Sh. Suresh Kumar Sharma

R/o Hargobindpura Basti,

College Road,

Sangrur.







     
 …Appellant

VERSUS

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (Sec), 

Sangrur

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Rationalization Circle Education Officer,

Patiala Circle, Nabha. 





…Respondents

A.C. No. 138 & 139 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant.



For respondent – Sh. Ajaib Singh, Jr. Assistant.



In the earlier hearing dated 21.01.2010, a copy of a letter dated 20.01.2010 had been presented from the District Education Officer (S) Sangrur, wherein it was stated as under: 

“With reference to the subject cited case, a civil writ petition being CWP No. 857 of 2010 has been filed before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court.  The case is now fixed for 09.02.2010.   Kindly adjourn the case to a date after 09.02.2010.”



Today, a letter has been presented from the D.E.O. (Secondary) Sangrur stating that the writ petition filed by them has been dismissed and they are going in for appeal against the said order of the Hon’ble High Court.   However, no date has been given as to when they are filing the appeal.


Therefore, directions are given to the Secretary Education to implement 
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the orders of the Commission dated 19.11.2009 as soon as possible.



To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh.



Please advise the Commission about the disciplinary action taken against Sh. Kuldip Singh, the PIO O/o D.E.O. (Secondary) Sangrur.  He is also intimated that the respondent present today still does not know the name of the PIO during the relevant period.    Therefore, only Head of the said department can decide as to who is responsible for causing the delay in supply of information sought by the complainant and make payment of the penalty amount.  Penalty is to be deposited in the Govt. treasury by the concerned PIO before the next date of hearing. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Balwinder Singh Bhatti,

H.No. 367, Anand Nagar A,

Tirpari Town,

Patiala – 147001 







   …..Appellant






Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, 
Chandigarh. 
* (M – 98721-69588)
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, 
Chandigarh. 







…..Respondents





                AC- 1015/2009  
Order

Present:
Complainant Dr. Balwinder Singh Bhatti in person.



Sh. Mulkh Raj*, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent.



Appellant in this case submitted his original application on 30.12.2008 to the respondent.  However, not satisfied with the little information provided, he filed his first appeal before the Appellate Authority on 14.04.2009.   Still dissatisfied, he filed his appeal to the Commission on 10.10.2009.  The information sought is: -
“Kindly let me know will I ever be able to get my money spent on National Programmes at the PHC – CHC – Civil Hospital, Talwandi Sabo like on National Polio Eradication Days dated 09.12.1995 and 20.01.1996 (spent Rs. 439.92 for 26 litres of petrol and Rs. 492.13 for 29 litres of petrol in vehicle no. PB-03-C-7069 and No. PB-03-3031 on respective dates as on both day, Gypsy was mobilized.  The bills were entered in the logbook of the respective vehicle on respective dates) and on 18.02.1996, spent Rs. 100 for announcement (Miking) regarding Nain-Jyoty Camp to be held at Talwandi Sabo under National Blindness Control Programme?

Rest of the points are co-related to the para quoted above.
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Respondent states that the application dated 30.12.2008 was received in the office on 08.01.2009.  Information regarding the GPF was provided to the Complainant by the Director of Health & Family Welfare on 18.02.2009 and he supports his statement with a letter dated 08.03.2010.



However, the complainant states only information on Point No. 1 and 2 has been provided.  He points out certain objections regarding his original application which are given to the respondent.   Directions are given to the respondent to provide information on these points to the complainant within one month.


To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jeet Singh 

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh

R/o Village Jargari,

Tehsil Payal,

District Ludhiana.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o In charge,

Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana.








…Respondent

CC No. 2680/09

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Jeet Singh in person.



Dr. Pardeep Sharma, APIO for the respondent.



Respondent states that none of the communications has been received by them including the hearing notice and the original application of the complainant.  He further contends that a similar case titled ‘Sarabjit Singh Kahlon vs. Civil Hospital,   Ludhiana’ CC No. 2997 of 2009 was decided on 07.12.2009 by the court of SIC Ld. Lt. Gen. (Retd) P.K. Grover.   He also states that copy of a Medico Legal Report (MLR) can only be provided on the orders of a Civil Court along with the requisite fee or it can be provided to the Investigating officer of Police. 


On 07.12.2009, SIC Ld. Lt. Gen. (Retd.) P.K. Grover in CC No. 2997 of 2009 has, in Para 16 of the Order, held as under: -

“In view of the above mentioned facts and circumstances of the case, it is observed that the information as sought by the complainant and if not already available in the public domain, the respondent Public Authority 
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holding the said information in fiduciary capacity on behalf of their patient, is exempt under provisions of Section 8(1)(e) of the RTI Act 2005.”  
 

In view of the above, denial of Medico Legal Report of the respondent is accepted.   However, Respondent is directed to submit his reply to the show cause notice contained in the Order dated 25.11.2009, before the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate
# 539/112/3,

Street 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri,

New Shivpuri Road,

P.OJ. Basti  Jodhewal,

Ludhiana – 141007.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.








…Respondent

CC No. 2083/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO Ludhiana for the respondent. 



Reply to the show cause notice by the PIO-cum-DTO Ludhiana vide letter No. 130 dated 07.01.2010 which reads as under: -
“This is with reference to the orders dated 25.11.2009 of the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.

In this connection, it is submitted that in compliance with the orders of the Hon’ble Commission dated 25.11.2009, this office has supplied the requisite information to the applicant / complainant and he vide his letter dated 01.12.2009 addressed to the Hon’ble Commission with a copy to this office (Xerox copy enclosed herewith) has submitted that the information supplied to him would by and large serve the purpose and the remaining information can be waived.  However, he has submitted that the PIO deserves censure and further requested that the case may be decided accordingly in his absence. 

In this regard, it is respectfully submitted that the delay in supplying the requisite information to the applicant / Complainant is not deliberate or 
…Contd….2/-
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intentional and it had occurred only because of huge rush of work with this 
office and above all due to scarcity of staff in this office.  It is however, assured that in future, every carte shall be taken by this office to ensure that the requisite information under the RTI Act 2005 is supplied by this office to the applicants well in time. 

It is therefore, respectfully prayed that the complaint filed by the complainant may kindly be dismissed please.”



A letter dated 08.03.2010 has been received from the Complainant, stating: -

“1.
That the above case is pending before this Commission and is fixed for today.

2.
That on the previous date of hearing on 25.11.2009, the respondent PIO had sought 15 days time to make good the deficiencies as point out by me and for reply to show cause notice.  This Commission had granted him this time but the respondent PIO has not kept his word and has not supplied any information or copy of the reply to show cause notice for rebuttal, which is defiance of the order of this Commission. 

3.
That there is likelihood that the respondent PIO comes with some information in the Commission to hand over the same to me during the hearing, or comes empty-handed with some lame excuse.  In either case, I shall require some time to either scrutinize the information supplied and point out the deficiencies, if any, or get some other date.  Besides, I shall also need time to rebut the explanation to be tendered by the respondent.

4.
That in these circumstances, my presence in the Commission shall not be very essential whereas I am awfully in my important cases in courts at Ludhiana. 

It is therefore humbly prayed that my personal presence in the Commission may kindly be dispensed with for today, my this 
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representation may be taken into consideration and the case be heard on merits with an opportunity to me to file objection / reaction to anything provided by the respondent PIO or adjourn the case.  It is humbly prayed not to dispose of the case without giving me an opportunity of hearing. 

Relief for information free of cost, compensation as well as penalty as prayed for in the original complaint, is hereby reiterated.”



Letter dated 08.03.2010 has been handed over to the respondent and he assures the court that he will satisfy the Complainant by the next date of hearing.


To come up on 19.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lalit Parshad Aggarwal, 

EF-437, Mohalla Krishan Nagar,

Near Post Office,

Mandi Fanton Ganj,

Jalandhar City. 







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar. 








…..Respondent





                CC- 01/2010  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Lalit Parshad Aggarwal in person.



Sh. Suresh Kumar, Dealing Assistant for the respondent.



During the course of hearing, it is revealed that Suresh Kumar, Dealing assistant could not quote any relevant judgment of the Commission and also failed to justify the withholding of the information for such a long period.  It has also been noted that the application dated 22.09.2009 of the complainant has been transferred to Office In charge, Copying Branch at D.C. Office which is part and parcel of the respondent office and not a separate Public Authority of a different department.  Respondent was bound to supply the information within a period of 30 days as per mandatory provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 which he has failed to do.  

 

Therefore, PIO 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. 25000/- 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:-



Besides, disciplinary action should be initiated against the dealing assistant Sh. Suresh Kumar who attended the court today, for his shocking behaviour before the Commission and progress intimated to the Commission well before the next date of hearing.   Further, why the information has been withheld uptil now and whether any express provision, if any, of the RTI Act has been applied in this case for denial of information to the Complainant. 


To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.Sham Lal Chawla, Media Reporter,

Partap Nagar, Street No. 7,

Kot Kapura.





                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Muktsar.

                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No. 3438 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant



Ms. Rajvinder Kaur, Supdt. for the respondent.



Information has been provided to the Complainant after he deposited the requisite fee of approx. Rs. 32/-.



Complainant was not present in the last hearing neither is he present today.   Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



The case is hereby disposed of and closed.



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurmeet Singh s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

R/o Jhabal Khurd,

Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran 

(M: 9876619824)







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Primary Health Centre,

Jhabal Khurd (Dist. Tarn Taran) 





  …..Respondent





                CC- 19/2010  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurmeet Singh in person.



APIO Dr. Balwinder Singh for the respondent.


Complainant, vide his original application dated 27.09.2009 had sought the following information: -

“Details of grants from 01.04.2006 to 01.09.2009 at Primary Health Centre, Jhabal Kalan: 

1. How much grant under Village Sanitation Fund was received and how was it utilized?

2. How much grant was received for Untied Fund and details of utilization of the same?

3. How much grant was received for ‘Asha Workers’ and how was it spent?

4. Details of other grants received in the hospital for public welfare schemes / activities.”

 

Information has been provided to the Complainant but he states that he received the same only after filing of the complaint with the Commission on 14.12.2009.











….Contd……2/-

-:2:-



SMO PHC Jhabal Khurd is hereby cautioned that in future, information under the RTI Act 2005 should be promptly provided.  Also the information provided should be duly attested.



Complainant feels satisfied. Therefore, the matter is hereby disposed of and closed. 
 

Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amrik Singh s/o Sh. Balbir Singh,

Prashan Niwas,

Near Oriental Bank of Commerce,

VPO Dhalleke,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga 

PIN: 142001.








   …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga. 








 …..Respondent





                CC- 03/2010  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Amrik Singh in person.



For respondent – Sh. Harjinder Singh, Tehsildar Moga.



Complainant, vide his original application dated 09.11.2009, had sought the following information regarding Khasra No. 148, Area 29 Kanal, Had Bast No. 21, Village Ghalleke,  District Moga: 

1. Fard Badar No. 5 dated 28.02.2000;

2. Mutation Jamabandi No. 12983 dated 24.05.2000 – Khata of Bishan Kaur transferred to name of Jawala Singh.    Settlement of inheritance;

3. Mutation Jamabandi No. 13308 – Order of the SDM, copies of statements, family settlement dated 08.04.2004;

4. Jamabandi for the period from 2001 to 2009 - whatever is readily available;

5. Girdawari for the period 2001 to 2009 - whatever is readily available.”



On 23.11.2009, when he visited the office of the respondent, he had to wait there for a couple of hours.  Dealing clerk Sh. Pardeep Kumar had gone out to attend some ceremony.   On return, he abused the complainant and did not give the information which was, however, finally made available to him on 18.12.2009 only.











…Contd….2/-

-:2:-



Seeing the attitude of the respondent, PIO 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. 25000/- 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. 



To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 08.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
