STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Raksha Gupta

H. No. 35, Lane No. 2,

Opp. Radha Swami Satsang,

Poonia Colony, 

Sangrur-148001.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Education Secretary Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







   …Respondent

CC- 677/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 22.06.2011, PIO - Sh. O.P. Palani was issued a show cause notice and it was further directed that complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight.



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication has been received from the complainant.  However, copy of a letter dated 19.07.2011 has been received which is addressed by the respondent to the complainant and reads as under: -



“The information sought is enclosed as under: -



1.
Copy of the Enquiry report;



2.
Copy of the charge-sheet;



3.
Copy of reply to the charge sheet.

This information has been provided to you earlier too vide Govt. letter no. 17/31/11-5E2 dated 31.01.2011 and 21.04.2011.”

 

However, no reply of the show cause notice has been submitted which should now be expedited.
 

Complainant shall also inform the Commission if the information provided is satisfactory. 


 
For further proceedings, to come up on 01.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011


  
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:
Complainant Sh. Nand Singh, assisted by Sh. H.S. Rathee (97805-57163) accompanied by three more companions; 

None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 22.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Information in all the four cases i.e. CC 125-128/11 spread over approx. 400 pages has been brought to the court and the same has been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the court.   Complainant seeks time to study the same, which is granted.

Respondent Sh. Sukhbir Singh further submitted that in case of any deficiency in the information, the complainant is welcome to the office for inspecting the records.”



Sh. Rathi, representing the complainant, submitted that information on point no. 1 – name of the Bank wherein fee @ Rs. 300/- per connection for release of 90 water connections amounting to Rs. 27,000/- had been deposited, is still pending.  


Respondent is directed to provide this information to the complainant before the next date fixed. 



Complainant further stated that the respondents are strong-headed persons and many attempts of attack on him had been made by them.  He also levelled certain other allegations against the respondents.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



It is once again brought to the notice of both the parties that only relevant assertions and pleadings pertaining to the information should be made while appearing for the hearing and nothing otherwise, as the RTI Act, 2005 only deals with the information; and they should desist from bringing before the Commission any other irrelevant matters i.e. disputes, allegations, counter-allegations etc.   This should be noted by both the parties and in future, it should be ensured that such an instance does not recur. 


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to submit explanation, if any, in response to the show cause notice issued, at the earliest.



It has also been observed that a written submissions regarding the discrepancies in the information provided have been made by the complainant wherein name and address of the addressee has not been mentioned nor does it bear any date.   Even signature and the name of the party submitting the same are also missing. Such a vague and unauthenticated statement shall not be ignored and just viewed in a casual manner which should be noted carefully.


For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
 

After the hearing was over, Panchayat Secretary Sh. Sukhbir Singh along with Ms. Harmel Kaur, Sarpanch appeared and submitted a copy of letter dated 16.06.2011 whereby the information had been provided to Sh. Nand Singh on 22.06.2011 who had acknowledged the same on a copy of the said letter.  Sh. Sukhbir Singh further brought to the notice of the Commission that it has been clearly stated in their letter that the receipt sought in respect of fee @ Rs. 300/- per connection for release of 90 water connections, amounting to Rs. 27,000/- cannot be provided as no such amount has ever been deposited with the Panchayat and in case the complainant is not satisfied, he can challenge the same before the competent authority.   Thus, he further stated, that complete information in this case stands provided.   


Since there is difference of opinion between both the parties regarding the information provided, it is directed that both the parties should be present on the next date fixed i.e. 20.10.2011 so that doubts, if any, can be removed.










Contd…….3/-

-:3:-



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



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

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, 
Moga-1 




   


    …Respondent
CC- 126/2011 

Order

Present:
Present:
Complainant Sh. Nand Singh, assisted by Sh. H.S. Rathee (97805-57163) accompanied by three more companions; 


None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 22.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Information in all the four cases i.e. CC 125-128/11 spread over approx. 400 pages has been brought to the court and the same has been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the court.   Complainant seeks time to study the same, which is granted.

Respondent Sh. Sukhbir Singh further submitted that in case of any deficiency in the information, the complainant is welcome to the office for inspecting the records.”



Sh. Rathi, representing the complainant, submitted that account statement from the bank has not been provided as sought.


Respondent is directed to provide this information to the complainant before the next date fixed. 



Complainant further stated that the respondents are strong-headed persons and many attempts of attack on him had been made by them.  He also levelled certain other allegations against the respondents.



It is once again brought to the notice of both the parties that only relevant assertions and pleadings pertaining to the information should be made while appearing for the hearing and nothing otherwise, as the RTI Act,










Contd……2/-

-:2:-

2005 only deals with the information; and they should desist from bringing before the Commission any other irrelevant matters i.e. disputes, allegations, counter-allegations etc.   This should be noted by both the parties and in future, it should be ensured that such an instance does not recur. 



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to submit explanation, if any, in response to the show cause notice issued, at the earliest.



It has also been observed that a written submission regarding the discrepancies in the information provided has been made by the complainant wherein name and address of the addressee has not been mentioned nor does it bear any date.   Even signature and the name of the party submitting the same are also missing. Such a vague and unauthenticated statement shall not be ignored and just viewed in a casual manner which should be noted carefully.



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
 

After the hearing was over, Panchayat Secretary Sh. Sukhbir Singh along with Ms. Harmel Kaur, Sarpanch appeared and submitted a copy of letter dated 16.06.2011 whereby the information had been provided to Sh. Nand Singh on 22.06.2011 who had acknowledged the same on a copy of the said letter.  Sh. Sukhbir Singh further brought to the notice of the Commission that a copy of the bank statement was duly annexed with the covering letter providing the information sought and it has also been acknowledged by the applicant-complainant.  Thus, he further stated, that complete information in this case stands provided.   



Since there is difference of opinion between both the parties regarding the information provided, it is directed that both the parties should be present on the next date fixed i.e. 20.10.2011 so that doubts, if any, can be removed.



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



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

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, 
Moga-1 




        


    …Respondent
CC- 127/2011

Order
Present:
Present:
Complainant Sh. Nand Singh, assisted by Sh. H.S. Rathee (97805-57163) accompanied by three more companions; 


None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 22.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Information in all the four cases i.e. CC 125-128/11 spread over approx. 400 pages has been brought to the court and the same has been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the court.   Complainant seeks time to study the same, which is granted.

Respondent Sh. Sukhbir Singh further submitted that in case of any deficiency in the information, the complainant is welcome to the office for inspecting the records.”



Sh. Rathi, representing the complainant, submitted that as per the cash book, an expenditure of Rs. 13,28,397/- has been incurred whereas the utilisation certificate provided is only for Rs. 6,88,000/-.   



Complainant has been advised that the information stands provided and in case there is variation between the two figures, as stated by him, the matter be taken up with the higher competent authority. 


Complainant further stated that the respondents are strong-headed persons and many attempts of attack on him had been made by them.  He also levelled certain other allegations against the respondents.



It is once again brought to the notice of both the parties that only relevant assertions and pleadings pertaining to the information should be










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-

made while appearing for the hearing and nothing otherwise, as the RTI Act, 2005 only deals with the information; and they should desist from bringing before the Commission any other irrelevant matters i.e. disputes, allegations, counter-allegations etc.   This should be noted by both the parties and in future, it should be ensured that such an instance does not recur. 



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to submit explanation, if any, in response to the show cause notice issued, at the earliest.



It has also been observed that a written submission regarding the discrepancies in the information provided has been made by the complainant wherein name and address of the addressee has not been mentioned nor does it bear any date.   Even signature and the name of the party submitting the same are also missing. Such a vague and unauthenticated statement shall not be ignored and just viewed in a casual manner which should be noted carefully.



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
 

After the hearing was over, Panchayat Secretary Sh. Sukhbir Singh along with Ms. Harmel Kaur, Sarpanch appeared and submitted a copy of letter dated 16.06.2011 whereby complete information in this case stands provided.   



Since there is difference of opinion between both the parties regarding the information provided, it is directed that both the parties should be present on the next date fixed i.e. 20.10.2011 so that doubts, if any, can be removed.



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



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

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Gram Panchayat, 

Ramuwala Harchoka, 
Moga-1 






              …Respondent
CC- 128/2011  

Order

Present:
Present:
Complainant Sh. Nand Singh, assisted by Sh. H.S. Rathee (97805-57163) accompanied by three more companions; 


None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 22.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Information in all the four cases i.e. CC 125-128/11 spread over approx. 400 pages has been brought to the court and the same has been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the court.   Complainant seeks time to study the same, which is granted.

Respondent Sh. Sukhbir Singh further submitted that in case of any deficiency in the information, the complainant is welcome to the office for inspecting the records.”



Sh. Rathi, representing the complainant, submitted that the complainant had sought photocopies of the amounts received vide various bills and receipts for the period 29.08.2008 to 22.11.2010 but some of the receipts provided do not bear the name of the firm.   He further stated that the amount represented vide the receipts provided does not tally with the amount of actual expenses. 



Complainant has been advised that the information stands provided and in case there is variation between the two figures, as stated by him, the matter be taken up with the higher competent authority. 



Complainant further stated that the respondents are strong-headed persons and many attempts of attack on him had been made by them.  He also levelled certain other allegations against the respondents.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



It is once again brought to the notice of both the parties that only relevant assertions and pleadings pertaining to the information should be made while appearing for the hearing and nothing otherwise, as the RTI Act, 2005 only deals with the information; and they should desist from bringing before the Commission any other irrelevant matters i.e. disputes, allegations, counter-allegations etc.   This should be noted by both the parties and in future, it should be ensured that such an instance does not recur. 



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to submit explanation, if any, in response to the show cause notice issued, at the earliest.



It has also been observed that a written submission regarding the discrepancies in the information provided has been made by the complainant wherein name and address of the addressee has not been mentioned nor does it bear any date.   Even signature and the name of the party submitting the same are also missing. Such a vague and unauthenticated statement shall not be ignored and just viewed in a casual manner which should be noted carefully.



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
 

After the hearing was over, Panchayat Secretary Sh. Sukhbir Singh along with Ms. Harmel Kaur, Sarpanch appeared and submitted a copy of letter dated 16.06.2011 whereby complete information in this case stands provided.   



Since there is difference of opinion between both the parties regarding the information provided, it is directed that both the parties should be present on the next date fixed i.e. 20.10.2011 so that doubts, if any, can be removed.



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Man Mohan Kaur

B-IV/392, Opposite Girls Hostel,

Kotkapura-151204.






 … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Education Officer (SE)

Faridkot







    …Respondent

CC- 880/11
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Jaswinder Singh (99143-61820)

For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Arora, PIO (94173-81780) along with the dealing assistant Sh. Jaspreet Singh (97803-44243)


In the earlier hearing dated 22.06.2011, it was recorded:

“After discussion between the complainant and the respondent present, it is revealed that some information is still pending. 

Directions are given to the PIO, office of DEO (SE) Faridkot to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 

In the next hearing, District Education Officer (SE) Faridkot is directed to appear in person and explain the matter.”



As directed by the Commission, DEO (SE) Faridkot - Sh. Suresh Arora has appeared in the hearing today.  He stated that complete information now stands provided to the complainant, who also expressed satisfaction over the same.



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: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94633-16454)

Sh.  Amrik Singh

s/o Sh. Balbir Singh,

Near Oriental Bank of Commerce,

VPO Dhalle Ke,

Distt. Moga.







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.







        
    …Respondent

CC- 276/11
Order



Brief facts of the case leading to the present complaint are that Sh. Amrik Singh, vise his application dated 13.11.2010, sought the following information from the Respondent, under the RTI Act, 2005: 

“That my father has been submitting complaints to your office through post for the past many years concerning the same subject.  These letters were sent on 24.09.2004, 15.10.2004; 17.05.2005; 03.10.2005; 31.03.2006; 10.04.2006; 23.05.2007; and 03.01.2008.  

These letters / complaints were handled by ld. DSP Distt. Moga.  Under the RTI Act, 2005, please provide me attested copies of all the enclosures with the above said complaints along with attested copies of the investigation reports and statements recorded.  Separate sets be provided in reference to the each complaint.” 



It is further the case of the complainant that when no information or response was received from the respondent, the present complaint had been filed before the Commission on 24.01.2011.



Upon notice, the parties appear before the Commission on 10.03.2011 when it was recorded: -

“Respondent present states that information regarding most of the letters has been provided.  However, he states that the complaint dated 03.10.2005 is pending with an ASI while the one dated 23.05.2007 is pending with the DSP.   He also states that the complainants dated 31.10.2006 and 10.04.2006 are not traceable in their office.  At this the complainant states that he has got proof regarding the complaint dated 10.04.2006 and would be produced in the court during next hearing.  

Complainant also laments that though the information was ready on 10.01.2011 but has been provided only on 14.02.2011 i.e. after causing delay which is deliberate.








       Contd….2/-

-:2:-

Respondent is directed to trace out both the above said complaints which are stated to be untraceable and provide relevant information to the complainant, within a period of 10 days, under intimation to the Commission.” 



In the subsequent hearing dated 31.03.2011, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, ASI-52 came present on behalf of the respondent but had no knowledge of the case and submitted that only the previous evening, certain papers were handed over to him for onward submission of the same in the said hearing.  Senior Supdt. of Police, Moga namely Sh. Sneh Deep Sharma was contacted over the telephone who assured to depute the concerned officer in the next hearing in addition to looking into the matter himself.



On 31.03.2011, Sh. Amrik Singh had also made the following written submissions: -

“I, Amrik Singh son of Sh. Balbir Singh, resident of village Dhalle Ke, Distt. Moga do solemnly declare and affirm that with the information provided to me regarding my letter dated 23.05.2007, copies of relevant enclosures have not been provided.

Regarding my application dated 10.04.2006 about which also I had sought information, a photocopy of the said application is enclosed herewith showing rubber stamp of the Police Station and dated signatures of the receiving official on the same.  Besides, no information on my application dated 03.10.2005 has been provided till date.”

 

In the same hearing i.e. 31.03.2011, it was further recorded as under: -

“Sh. Bhupinder Singh, ASI who appeared on behalf of the respondent has no knowledge of the case and has only brought the file containing some papers which were handed over to him only the previous evening.  He is neither the APIO nor the PIO of the respondent.

SSP Moga, Sh. Sneh Deep Sharma was contacted over the telephone who assured the Court to depute the concerned officer in the next hearing, apart from himself looking into the matter.”     



In the subsequent hearing dated 03.05.2011, it was recorded that complete information as per the original application stood provided.  Since the complainant prayed for award of compensation for the physical and financial detriments suffered for getting the information; as also for imposition of penalty on the respondent for the inordinate delay in providing the information, a show cause notice was issued to PIO – Sh. S.D. Sharma, SSP Moga and the matter was posted to 22.06.2011.








Contd……3/-
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When this case last came up for hearing on 22.06.2011, complainant Sh. Amrik Singh was present in person while on behalf of the Respondent, Sh. Sat Pal Singh, DSP appeared on behalf of the respondent.    Taking submissions of both the parties on record, the case was adjourned to date i.e. 11.08.2011 for pronouncement of the order. 



For reaching a logical inference, it is pertinent to jot down the salient facts of the case, as under: -

· Application for information was submitted by the complainant on 13.11.2010;

· Complete information, as recorded in the order, was provided only on 03.05.2011 i.e. after a period of about six months;

· In the hearing dated 10.03.2011, Respondent had submitted that complaints dated 10.04.2006 and 31.10.2006 were not traceable in their office.   Thus it is evident that no  proper maintenance of records is being undertaken and observed in the office of Respondent.

· In the hearing dated 31.03.2011, appellant had submitted before the Commission a photocopy of the complaint dated 10.04.2006 which was bearing the rubber stamp of the Police Station, Moga and initials of the receiving official dated 10.04.2006 indicating that it had been duly received in the Police Station on the same day i.e. 10.04.2006.   On the said date, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, ASI-52 had put in appearance on behalf of the Respondent but it was observed that he had no knowledge of the case and had submitted that only the previous evening, he had been instructed to be present in the said hearing; 
· In reply dated 21.06.2011 to the show cause notice, the PIO has asserted that upon receipt of copies of the complaints dated 03.10.2005 and 10.04.2006 from the complainant before the Commission in the hearing on 03.05.2011, the enquiry had been conducted and both these applications have now been consigned to the records.    Thus it is amply clear that the state of affairs in the Police Station Moga is far from being swift and timely e.g.  a complaint made on 10.04.2006 is duly received but is stated to be not traceable and when a copy of the same is provided, within a month’s time, the enquiry is commenced, concluded and the complaint is  closed.     In the said complaint, it has been brought to the notice of the Police authorities at Moga that despite the stay granted by a court, the alleged action on the part of the accused is not taken care of and when a copy of the complaint made five years back is provided, without disclosing any details of the so-called enquiry conducted,
       Contd…..4/-

-:4:-

it is consigned to the records and complaint is closed.   Only by stating that the complaint is closed, no proceedings at all have been disclosed that took place before closing the complaint.
· The PIO did not come present in any of the hearings conducted so far.   

 

Reply to the show cause notice is just formal and no convincing reason / justification for the delay has been given.  The reply reads as under: -
“1.
That alleged photocopies of application dated 10.04.06  and 03.10.05 has been received on 03.05.11 from Amrik Singh S/o Balvir Singh in your office. 
2.
That both the applications bearing No. 921PC7/11 dt. 05.05.11 was marked to SHO P.S. Sadar, Moga to conduct inquiry. 

3.
That inquiry in the both the applications was conducted by SHO. P.S. Sadar, Moga and according to his inquiry that applicant filed one case on 24.04.2006 in the Hon’ble Court which is still pending in the Hon’ble Court of Shri Manish Arora, Junior Civil Judge, Moga. According to his inquiry there is nothing found true in the applications, so both the applications has been seen filed on 21.06.11.

4.
That the show cause notice issued by this Hon’ble Commission may kindly be with drawn because the application dated 10.04.06 and 03.10.05 were not traced in office. And as we received the photo copies of both the application has been received on 03.05.11 from Amrik Singh s/o Balvir Singh in your office and now the inquiry is conducted in both the applications and both has been seen filed on 21.06.11.”


Taking an overall view of the facts, this court awards a compensation of Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two thousand only) in favour of the complainant Sh. Amrik Singh.  This amount should be paid to him against acknowledgement by the Public Authority, within a month’s time and a copy of the receipt obtained from the complainant should be forwarded to the Commission for records. 



The delay of five months in providing the information, after excluding the statutory period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, it is in the interest of justice to impose a penalty of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) which is to be recovered from the salary of the Public Information Officer i.e. Sh. S.D. Sharma, SSP, Moga and deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within a month’s time.  A copy of the receipted challan should also be sent to the Commission for records.

Contd…..5/- 
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For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 01.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M.  in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Kukkar

Phase I,

Civil Lines,

Fazilka-152123





              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Secondary)

Ferozepur







    …Respondent

CC- 155/2011 
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. S.M. Bhanot. 
For the Respondent: Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Sr. Asstt. (98554-84216)



In the earlier hearing dated 22.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Information has been brought to the court which has been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the court.   He seeks time to study the same, which is granted.”

 
 
Today, deficiencies / shortcomings in the information have been pointed out by Sh. Bhanot.  Thereafter, it was mutually agreed between the parties that the Complainant shall visit the office of DEO (S) Ferozepur on any working day to examine the records and specify the documents required by him.  A copy of the objections submitted by the complainant be sent to the respondent with this order. 
 

For further proceedings, to come up on 01.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M.  in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
ENCLOSURES: AS ABOVE.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98709-66765)

Sh. Gian Chand,

Member Gram Panchayat,

Village Mirzapur,

P.O. Ferozepur Kalan,

Tehsil Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur






   …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sujanpur,

Distt. Gurdaspur.

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Officer,

Panchayati Raj,

Pathankot.






  …Respondents

CC- 1385/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gian Chand in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Steno (99149-01489) along with Panchayat Secretary Shri Ramesh Kumar (81461-92625)



In the earlier hearing dated 28.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Today, the complainant submitted that complete information except the records of grants contained in the M.B. (Measurement Book) stands provided on 08.11.2010.

Respondent present submitted that the records pertaining to grants entered in the Measurement Book is available with the Sub-Divisional Officer, Panchayati Raj, Pathankot. 

It is pointed that since the application of the complainant was not transferred to the office of the SDO, Pathankot under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, it is now the responsibility of the BDPO Sujanpur to procure the said information and provide it to the complainant.  At this point, the respondent present also submitted that the SDO, Panchayati Raj, Pathankot has informed the complainant vide communication dated 17.03.2011 the non-availability of this information in his office.

In these circumstances, the PIO, office of the SDO, Panchayati Raj, Pathankot is impleaded as a respondent and is directed to appear personally in the next hearing and explain the matter.”



Today, Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Steno, while appearing on behalf of
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respondent submitted that he had written to the SDO, Panchayati Raj, Pathankot vide letters No. 1024 dated 08.07.2011 and No. 1126 dated 25.07.2011 intimating that he had been impleaded as respondent in this case and hence should attend today’s hearing before the Commission.   He further stated that he even spoke to the said office over telephone in this respect.  Respondent further submitted that as informed by the office of SDO, Panchayati Raj, Pathankot, probably the order dated 28.06.2011 did not reach the said office and hence no one has come present.



Since the record pertaining to grants entered in the Measurement Book, as disclosed, is available with the Sub-Divisional Officer, Panchayati Raj, Pathankot, one more opportunity is granted to him to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed and explain the matter.  Public Information Officer, office of SDO, Panchayati Raj, Pathankot is also directed to provide the relevant information to Sh. Gian Chand, within a month’s time under intimation to the Commission.  



If no appearance is made on behalf of the added respondent i.e. Public Information Officer, office of SDO, Panchayati Raj, Pathankot, further steps for initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken up which should be noted importantly.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 01.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011


  
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98557-08888)

Sh. Nanak Chand,

VPO Lakhan ke Padda,

Distt. Kapurthala- 144802.





        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

Medical College,

Amritsar 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Medical Education & Research,

Punjab, Chandigarh





  …Respondents

AC - 441/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Nanak Chand in person

For the Respondent: Sh. Dr. Surinder Pal, PIO (9780-662133)

 

Today, Dr. Surinder Pal, PIO appeared on behalf of the respondent and made the following written submissions:  -

“Complainant is of the opinion that information about service book and Pay bill is incomplete. As the PIO of Govt. Medical College, Amritsar, I will provide the pending information, if any, within 10 days. Please direct the complainant to come to my office to collect the information with prior intimation.” 
 

Complainant is advised to visit the Respondent office. Respondent is directed to provide the remaining information to the complainant during his visit.  

 

With this assurance of the Respondent, complainant expresses satisfaction.  

 

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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(78373-36452)

Dr. Rameshwar Jha,

Ex-Professor,

House No. 290, Sector 12-A,

Panchkula-134115 (Har)





        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Dr. B.R. Ambedkar NIT,

Jalandhar-144011 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Dr. B.R. Ambedkar NIT,

Jalandhar-144011





  …Respondents
AC - 346/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Dr. Rameshwar Jha in person.


For the Respondent: Sh. Sudesh Kumar, Clerk (94643-83820)



In the earlier hearing dated 28.06.2011, the Respondent was directed to provide complete relevant information on the shortcomings / discrepancies pointed out by the appellant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.  Dr. A.L. Sangal, Registrar-cum-PIO was also directed to appear in person to explain the matter.


None of the directions of the Commission have been followed.  Sh. Sudesh Kumar, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, has no knowledge about the facts of the case and has only been deputed to put in the appearance.  But none can be discussed, since the Respondent present he does not know about the case. 



Already, PIO - Dr. A.L. Sangal, the Registrar has availed of two adjournments on request.   However, one last opportunity is granted to Dr. A.L. Sangal, to appear personally on the next date fixed and explain the matter; and provide the pending information before the next date of hearing. 
 

A copy of objections received from Dr. Jha should also be sent to the respondent along with the order.

 
 
For further proceedings, to come up on 01.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.    Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



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:
None for the parties.



In the hearing dated 09.06.2011, a compensation of Rs. 1,000/- was awarded in favour of the appellant and a penalty of Rs. 5,000/- was imposed on the PIO.  For confirmation of compliance, the case was posted to 28.07.2011.   However, due to administrative reasons, this case had to be adjourned to 11.08.2011 and notice to this effect was mailed to the parties.



Today neither the appellant nor the respondent is present.   No communication has been received either.



Both the complainant and the respondent are directed to inform the Commission about the compliance of the order of the Commission dated 09.06.2011, well before the next date fixed.



For further proceedings, to come up on 01.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Secretary Health, Punjab, Chandigarh.


To ensure the orders of the Commission are complied with expeditiously.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(97800-35003)

Sh. Ruldu Ram Garg,

No. 33150, Street No. 2,

Partap Nagar,

Bathinda







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Rampura Phul

Distt. Bathinda






    …Respondent

CC- 1187/11

Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Ruldu Ram Garg along with H.S. Rathi


None for the Respondent. 



In the earlier order 09.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -
“Respondent, vide letter dated 01.02.2011 provided the information which has been termed as ’wrong’ by the applicant and the same has been challenged in the present complaint with the Commission filed on 19.04.2011.

During the arguments, both the parties have mutually agreed that the complainant shall visit the office of respondent on Monday, the 4th July, 2011 at 11.00 A.M. and inspect the records.  After examining the records, he will identify the documents required by him and the respondent shall provide copies of the same.”



Today Sh. Rathi submits that apprehending possible threats and physical assault at the hands of the respondent, the complainant did not visit the office of respondent.   
 

A letter dated 06.08.2011 has been received from Sh. Ruldu Ram wherein it is stated as under:-

“That I had sought information under the RTI Act, 2005 from the respondent vide my letter dated 15.06.2011 and a copy of the same was also endorsed to you.
As the information provided was incomplete, I pointed out the deficiencies vide my letter dated 13.07.2011 (copy enclosed).  The respondent PIO may kindly be directed to remove the shortcomings in the information.”



No one is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.
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Respondent is once again directed to remove the objections of the complainant at the earliest, with intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 01.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011


      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baljit Singh

House No. 1594,

Ward No. 10,

Nai Basti,

Mansa-151505.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Mansa







    …Respondent
CC- 1508/11
Order

Present:
For the compliant:  Sh. Rajinder Kumar.



None for the Respondent. 



Today, no one has appeared on behalf of the respondent while Sh. Rajinder Kumar is present on behalf of the complainant.


For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 01.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011


      State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Mishra Singh, Jr. Asstt. (99152-72427) came present on behalf of the respondent and made written submissions, which were taken on record.   He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing, including the next date fixed.



As already noted above, for pronouncement of the order, to come up on 01.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011


      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar Janjua,

No. 2068, Phase 7,

Mohali.






       
   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Faridkot






       
    …Respondent
CC- 1659/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the Respondent: Ms. Harjinder Kaur, APIO (81463-00226)



This complaint has been filed with the Commission on 06.06.2011 by Sh. Vijay Kumar Janjua when, in response to his application dated 17.01.2011, satisfactory information had not been provided.  Sh. Janjua had sought certified copies of Form No. 16 of the Income Tax deducted at source from the salary of Sh. S.S. Channy, IAS, under Section 203 of the I.T. Act, 1961 for the period 12.03.1986 to 17.11.1987 when he was posted as ADC, Faridkot, as issued to Sh. Channy. 


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received.    It is reported that Sh. Janjua had appeared in the office today stating that he would be a little late for the hearing.  However, thereafter, he did not turn up.


Ms. Harjinder Kaur, APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted a letter dated 19.07.2011 addressed to the Commission which reads as under: -

“That the applicant-complainant has sought copies of Form No. 16 pertaining to Sh. S.S. Channy, IAS for the year 1986-87.

The record pertaining to the said period has been thoroughly examined.  No deduction of income tax was made from the salary of Sh. Channy and no Form-16 is available. 

The applicant-complainant has already been informed about it vide letter no. 246 dated 05.07.2011 by registered post.”



Complainant is advised to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided, as noted above.



For further proceedings, to come up on 01.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 11.08.2011


  
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

34/10, Raj Nagar,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar City





       
   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer,

Mission Compound,

Jalandhar






       
    …Respondent
CC- 1690/11
Order

Present: 
None for the Complainant.


For the Respondent: Sh. Ashwani Sharma, AEO (98784-65067)



This complaint has been filed with the Commission on 06.07.2011 by Sh. Paramjit Singh when, in response to his application dated 08.09.2010, satisfactory information had not been provided.    Sh. Paramjit Singh had sought the following: -
“1.
It has been observed that few schools are renting out their playgrounds to outsiders for playing tournaments, organizing exhibits, fairs, cricket matches, religious functions etc.  Please supply the following information, school-wise for the period April, 2009 to August, 2010:

(a)

	S. No.
	Date (No. of Days)
	Name & Address of school / venue
	Amount charged
	Name & address of the person to whom given
	Purpose / nature of event

	
	
	
	
	
	


(b)
Please intimate name and designation of the officer who is competent to rent out the premises / playing ground to the outsiders and conditions / circumstances under which it can be done. 
(c)
Whether any permission is required to be obtained from higher officers for renting out of school premises / ground?  What are departmental instructions in the matter?

(d)
Intimate if school ground / premises can be allowed to outsiders to play cricket.  Arrange supply of attested copies of guidelines fixed for this purpose. 

(e)
Supply school-wise amount collected during the last 4 years (month-wise) for allowing outsiders to play cricket or any other tournament. 
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(f)
As per Govt. / department norms, for what purpose the amount so collected is to be used.  Please arrange to supply attested copies of instructions / guidelines. 
(g)
Supply, month-wise and head-wise details of purpose for which the amount collected above has been actually used / consumed. 
(h)
Supply list of record / register that has been maintained for collection and expenditure of above amount;
(i)
Intimate can the school ground be given free of cost to any person / organization.  If so, under what circumstances?
(j)
Intimate if any relaxation / special benefit has been given to poor / economically poor students / children who want to use the school ground for playing.  Please supply attested copies of all the instructions on this issue.
2.
Intimate year-wise details of different taxes (viz. sales tax, wealth tax, VAT, Income Tax, TDS, Service Tax, Excise Tax etc.) if any, paid to any departments on account of amount received in respect of renting out playground to outsiders for various activities as stated above.

3.
Supply the following details of all schools of District Jalandhar: 

	S. No.
	Name and complete address of the school
	Name of the Incharge of the school and his phone no.
	Email address
	Whether school has play ground

	
	
	
	
	


4.
Supply the following detail of all the officers of District Education Office: 
	S. No.
	Name and designation of the officer 
	Phone no.
	Email address
	Charge held / duties assigned

	
	
	
	
	


5.
Intimate if you have done compliance of section 4(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 by disclosing the information on suo-motu basis.  If so, intimate the type and nature f information disclosed / displayed and mode of such display.

6. (a)
Supply the details of fax / letters received in your office from Public / NGO during the month of July and August, 2010.

(b)
Out of Sr. No. 6(a), how many letters were acknowledged?
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(c)
Out of Sr. No. 6(a), how many letters were replied?  Also give details of action taken on each of the letter.

(d)
As per office procedure Manual / departmental instructions, in how many days the letter received from Public / NGO is to be replied / acknowledged?  Please arrange to supply the attested copies of all such instructions / guidelines.


7.
Supply detail of number of computers and internet / broadband connection available in your DEO office and in each school falling under Distt. Jalandhar.

8.
I may be allowed to inspect documents / records / files / registers / forms in respect of above information as provided under Section 2(j)(i) of the RTI Act, 2005.”



Sh. Ashwani Sharma, AEO has appeared on behalf of the respondent and submitted that complete information has already been provided to the complainant which was delivered to him personally at his residence on 26.07.2011 by staff Sh. Kanta Parshad.



Complainant is neither present today nor has any discrepancies been submitted by him.  It is already over a fortnight when the information was provided.    Therefore, it appears he is satisfied. 



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: 11.08.2011


  
State Information Commissioner

