STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94178-42215)

Sh. Ram Singh

s/o Sh. Santa Singh,

VPO Karma,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur. 


…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.


…Respondent

CC No. 315/10

Order
Present:
None for the parties.



In the earlier order dated 26.07.2010, none was present on behalf of the respondent and a show cause notice was issued to DRO-cum-PIO Sh. Subhash Khatar.  



Complainant Sh. Ram Singh has telephonically informed that he is unable to attend the court and that irrelevant information has been provided. 



One more opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant and submit his reply to the show cause notice. 



Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur is also directed to look into the matter and follow the directions of the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 23.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of orders be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.08.2010



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Subhash Khatar, DRO-cum-PIO Ferozepur came present on behalf of the respondent and informed the









Contd……2/-

-:2:-

Commission that information has already been sent to the complainant by registered post on 09.08.2010 and through a messenger on 11.08.2010.



Reply to the show cause notice has also been submitted vide letter dated 10.08.2010 which states:

“(i)
The first application dated 21.11.2009 of the applicant was received in the office of ADC(D) Ferozepur.

(ii)
Application dated 31.12.2009 along with a copy of previous application dated 21.11.2009 addressed to Hon’ble Commission with a copy to this office, was received in this office on 07.01.2010.  The applicant was intimated vide this office letter n. 1 PIC dated 08.01.2010 that the required information may please got direct from the office of ADC(D) Ferozepur because the first application dated 21.11.2009 has already been received direct by them, copy of the letter was also endorsed to Hon’ble Commission for information please. 
(iii)
In continuation of the above said letter, again the applicant was intimated vide this office letter no. 30 PIC dated 12.01.2010 that as informed by the ADC(D) Ferozepur that the old record is being traced out and the same will be provided to the applicant as and when traced out, immediately. 

(iv)
On receipt of your office letter no. PSIC/Legal/Rs/CC-315/201/5047 dated 08.04.2010 the ADC(D) Ferozepur was directed vide this office letter no. 305/PIC dated 19.04.2010 to appear before the Hon’ble Commission on 27.05.2010 with the intimation to Hon’ble Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

(v)
The applicant has been provided the required information vide this office letter no. 4094-05 dated 09.08.2010.  As such, compliance of the order of Hon’ble Commission is made. 

In views of the position explained above, the applicant has already been provided the demanded information.  However inconvenience caused to the Hon’ble Commission due to non-receipt of the order for peshi dated 26.07,.2010 is regretted as mentioned in order dated 26.07.2010.  As such, it is humbly requested that the Show Cause Notice for imposing the penalty of Rs. 25,000/- may kindly be withdrawn and the case ma also be closed / disposed of.”

 

I am satisfied that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information.
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Complainant is directed to point out specific objections to the information provided, if any, within a week. 



Respondent has been advised of the proceedings today and the next date of hearing as well. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.08.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98720-92825)

Sh. Megh Dass

s/o Sh. Ruldu Ram,

VPO Badrukha,

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur.


…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Sangrur.


…Respondent

CC No. 267/10

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Megh Dass in person.


None for the respondent.



In the instant case, vide application dated 12.11.2009, the complainant sought an attested copy of the will of inheritance dated 24.08.2008 as submitted at the time of mutation no. 10549/B concerning village Badrukhan, Hadbast No. 16, Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur.



None was present on behalf of the respondent in the hearings dated 27.05.2010 and 26.07.2010 and similar is the case today.



Seeing the callous, irresponsible and defiant attitude the respondent, Tehsildar-cum-PIO Sangrur, Sh. Gurmukh 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 be sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur to look into the matter.



Information should be provided to the complainant within 15 days. 
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For further proceedings, to come up on 23.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 











Copies of orders be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.08.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hardip Singh,

H. No. F-22/488,

Backside Guru Ravi Dass Mandir,

Main Bazar,

Mustafabad-Batala Road,

Amritsar.


…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer, PHC

Mamdot,

Distt. Ferozepur.


…Respondent


CC No. 262/10

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Dr. Anup Singh, SMO (98554-66561)



In the earlier order dated 26.07.2010, show cause notice was issued to Dr. Anup Singh, SMO Mamdot (Feozepur) and directions were give that information should be provided to the complainant within a week. 


Today, Dr. Anup Singh is present and has submitted two letters dated 12.08.2010 which read as under: -

“Respectfully it is submitted that in response to the application of the complainant, an interim reply was sent to him on 15.02.2010 which was followed by further necessary action and finally, the dues of the complainant by our department have been released vide cheque no. 644559 dated 11.08.2010 for Rs. 16,917/- in favour of the department for onward transmission to the complainant.   It will take 3-4 days for the final cheque to be issued in favour of Sh. Hardip Singh. 

The delay that has occurred is procedural only and not intentional or deliberate.  I assure this Hon’ble court that such instance will not recur. 

It is prayed that taking a lenient view of the mater, the case may kindly be disposed of. “

“Respectfully, it is submitted that the original application from the complainant seeking information dated 07.12.2009 was received
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in the office some time in the middle of the month.  As per the Act, atleast interim reply to the complainant should have been sent within a month i.e. up to 0-7.01.2009.  However, we wrote to him vide our letter dated 15.02.2010 i.e. delayed by about a month.  

As already submitted, the 9-year increment arrears of the complainant have been got sanctioned and are being passed on to him soon.  If the complainant needs any further information, the same will be provided to him by the office and if at all any dues are payable to him, the same will also be attended to.  

I, therefore, request you to kindly condone this delay and assure that such a delay ill not occur in future in any of the applications pertaining to information under the RTI Act.”



I have telephonically talked to Sh. Hardip Singh, the complainant and a letter dated 15.07.2010 has been received from him which states that directions of the Commission have not been followed.   He has been told of the cheque which has been prepared but he states that the point regarding action taken on 14 year increment has not been dealt with.  


Dr. Anup Singh assured the Commission that he will probe into the matter and respond to the complainant within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission. 



In case directions of the Commission are not followed by the respondent present, complainant could approach the Commission for redressal.



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



Copies of orders be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.08.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98140-88582)

Jagmohan Singh Brar

S/o Shri Davinder Singh Brar,

Brar Complex, G.T. Road,

Moga.


…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Moga.







      
   …Respondent

CC No. 2106/09

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, DTO Moga (94632-23293) along with Sh. Manjit Singh, clerk.


In the instant case, application for information was filed on 27.11.2008.  However, on not getting any response, the present complaint was filed with the Commission on 23.07.2009.



Hearings were held on 08.10.2009, 25.11.2009, and the penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO vide order dated 27.01.2010.



A letter dated 11.08.2010 has been presented by the respondent which states: 

“In this connection, it is submitted that upon registration of a case No. 171 at PS City Moga, the concerned officials Sh. Gurnam Singh, clerk, Sh. Sandeep Kumar, clerk and Sh. Raj Kumar, Junior Asstt.  went underground and the office was locked and remained as such for three months.   The officials did not respond to the telephonic calls or the personal messages sent.  The-then DTO Sh. Gurpreet Singh Thind was transferred and hence the information could not be provided in time.  Now the information has been supplied.  It is requested that the case be closed.”


Sh. Manjit Singh, clerk, present on behalf of the respondent, has also submitted another letter dated 12.08.2010 which states: 

“That S/Sh. Ravinder Singh, PCS, Gurpreet Singh Thind, PCS and Sh. Ajay Sood, PCS remained DTOs-PIOs during the relevant time.  They are presently posted as follows: 
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	Sh. Ravinder Singh, PCS
	Additional Chief Administrator, Amritsar Development Authority, Amritsar.

	Sh. Gurpreet Singh Thind, PCS
	DTO Sangrur

	Sh. Ajay Sood, PCS
	SDM Fazilka.




Besides, the following clerks also remained posted in the office of DTO, Moga during the said period:
	Name
	Presently posted at

	Sh. Gurnam Singh
	DTO Ferozepur.

	Sh. Kulwant Rai, JR. Asstt.
	DTO Patiala

	Sh. Raj Kumar Saini, Jr. Asstt.
	DTO Ludhiana

	Sh. Sandeep Kumar, clerk
	DC Office, Moga




Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, DTO-PIO has stated that from October 2009 to December 2009, the clerks of the office had gone under ground and prior to that, the office was not functioning for about six months.  It is pointed out here that even if we take the period of mis-functioning of the office from April 2009 to December, 2009, the fact of the case is that the original application was filed on 27.11.2008 and there is no reason that information could not be provided for almost a year.  I, therefore, see no reasons to review my orders of penalty which was imposed on 27.01.2010.


Since till the last hearing dated 26.07.2010, names of the PIOs had not been disclosed, therefore, I am issuing the show cause notice to the concerned DTOs whose names have been revealed today by the respondent. 



In view of the facts brought to my notice, I hereby issue a show cause notice to the concerned DTOs namely S/Sh. Ravinder Singh, PCS (presently posted as ACA with Amritsar Development Authority), Gurpreet Singh Thind, PCS (currently posted as DTO Sangrur) and Ajay Sood, PCS (presently posted as SDM Fazilka)  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. 
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On receipt of their explanation, the ratio of penalty shall be decided.



For further proceedings, to come up on 25.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of orders be sent to the parties.









Sd/-



Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.08.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Navjot Singh Romana,

H. No. 431-H,

Civil Station,

Near G.N.P. School,

Bathinda – 151001.






---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1444/10 

Order

Present:
Sh. M.S. Gill, Advocate for the complainant (98150-03385)
For the respondent: Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, DTO Moga (94632-23293)



A letter dated 11.08.2010 has been received from DTO Moga which states: 

“In this connection, complainant Sh. Navjot Singh had sought details of the Platina motor cycles sold during the period 01.03.2006 to 31.12.2006.   The information has been sought from Pankaj Motors, Moga and the same shall be passed on to the complainant as and when received..  This is for your kind information please.”



The letter has been communicated to the complainant present Sh. M.S. Gill, advocate who is present on behalf of the complainant.  Sh. M.S. Gill is not fully aware of the case.



As requested by the DTO Moga, one month’s time is granted to him to procure the information from the said dealers for onward transmission to the complainant. 



To come up on 22.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of orders be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.08.2010



State Information Commissioner
