STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Simran Kaur

W/o Sh. Manreet Singh Saini, 

9, Sawan Village,

New Officers Colony West,

Patiala.







----Complainant 






Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
 (Registered)

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala







----Respondent

CC- 2441-2442/2009

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Zorawar Singh (93563-695421)

For the respondent: Sh. Jatinder Singh, D.R.O. Patiala (96467-00808)



Copy of a letter dated 13.12.2010 from the Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala has been submitted by the respondent which, he said, was received in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala on 13.12.2010 at 5.15 PM.  The letter reads: -

“Regarding AC 2441-42/2009 – Appeal by Ms. Simran Kaur under the RTI Act for non-supply of information
Enquiry report in the matter pertaining to the orders of Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh dated 15.11.2010, as directed by the Revenue, Rehabilitation & Disaster Management Department, to be conducted by the officer answerable, be faxed on the number given in the letter attached by 14.12.2010 and the Hon’ble Commission be informed by 16.12.2010 through the Asstt. Public Information Officer.  For any adverse orders passed due to any laxity shall be solely yours.”



In the earlier hearing dated 15.11.2010, directions were sent to the Chief Secretary Punjab to look into the matter i.e. CC No. 2441-42/2009 and inform the Commission as to who is liable for payment of penalty.



Initially, it was noted in the order dated 03.08.2010 as under: 

“In view of the position explained above by the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, it has been substantiated that Sh. PS Sodhi is responsible for causing delay in supply of information to the complainant. 










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

In view of above, Sh. P.S. Sodhi, DRO, Patiala (now posted as DRO Fatehgarh Sahib) is directed to deposit the amount of penalty Rs. 10,000/- imposed on him vide order dated 18.03.2010, within a period of 15 days failing which Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib is directed to deduct this amount from the salary of Sh. P.S. Sodhi for the month of August 2010 and deposit the same into the Government treasury.”



I am advising the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to look into the matter and ensure that the amount of penalty i.e. Rs. 25,000/- is recovered from the salary of Sh. P.S. Sodhi who is now posted as D.R.O. Fatehgarh Sahib, as soon as possible. 



The matter, it seems, has been rotated from one department to another and again brought to the notice of the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala who incidentally has already directed Sh. P.S. Sodhi, DRO, Patiala (now posted as DRO Fatehgarh Sahib) to deposit the amount of penalty.  Therefore, the order of the Commission should be complied with immediately under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Chief Secretary, Punjab,


Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Simran Kaur

w/o Sh. Manreet Singh Saini, 


9, Sawan Villa,

New Officers Colony West,

Patiala.







   …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Collector Agrarian,

Patiala.







    …Respondent

C.C. No. 702 of 2009

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Zorawar Singh (93563-695421)

For the respondent: Sh. Jatinder Singh, D.R.O. Patiala (96467-00808)



Sh. Jatinder Singh who is present on behalf of the respondent, states that directions have been given by the Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to the S.D.M. Patiala that as per Personnel Department letter dated 09.12.2010 be complied and amount of recovery i.e. Rs. 25,000/- be recovered from the salary of Sh. Gurmeet Singh, SDM.  Besides, he said, Sh. Gurmeet Singh SDM, Patiala has been directly also advised to deposit this penalty amount vide letter no. 1974/RTI dated 10.12.2010 in the matter.   He further states that SDM Patiala being the DDO is responsible for recovery of the amount from his own salary and to deposit the same with the State treasury. 



The recovery of penalty seems to be complex because of the designation of the PIO.  Therefore, a copy of this order be sent to the Chief Secretary, Punjab to ensure that the amount of penalty be realized as above and deposited in the State treasury.



For further proceedings, to come up on 12.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner


After the hearing, Sh. Harjit Singh came present from the office









Contd……2/- 
-:2:-

of Chief Secretary Punjab, Chandigarh (PCS Branch).  He has been advised about the proceedings in today’s hearing, including the next date of hearing. 

Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Chief Secretary, Punjab,


Chandigarh.
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)



In the hearing dated 15.11.2010, it was recorded: 

“No communication has been received from the office of the Principal Secretary.  No reply to the show cause notice has been received from Sh. Ajay Sood or Sh. Mohinder Singh Kainth.  

Therefore, once again, I am sending this order to the Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab to look into the matter and inform the Commission name(s) of the PIO(s) in office of Distt. Transport Officer, Moga during the relevant period (14.11.2008 to 27.01.2010)”



The order was sent to the Principal Secretary Transport to look into the matter and inform the Commission the name(s) of the PIO(s) in office of Distt. Transport Officer, Moga during the relevant period.  It was also recorded in the same order that no reply to the show cause notice had been received from Sh. Ajay Sood (presently SDM Fazilka) or Sh. Mohinder Singh Kainth (currently Addl. D.C. Mohali).



One more opportunity is granted to the Principal Secretary Transport to enquire into the matter and   intimate the Commission within 15 days.  If no response is received within 15 days, I will decide the quantum of penalty according to the records available on the file. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Chief Secretary, Punjab,


Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(78376-80939)

Sh.  Mehar Singh

S/o Sh. Maggar Singh

C/o Lady Dr. Rano, M.D.

Village Kamalke (Bhodiwala)

P.O. Dharamkot,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga






----Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.








----Respondent

CC- 2209 of 2009

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Mehar Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, DTO Moga (94632-23293)



No reply to the show cause notice has been received from Sh. G.S. Thind (presently posted as DTO Sangrur) and Sh. Ajay Sood (currently SDM Fazilka).



One more opportunity is granted to the above officers to submit their reply to the notice at the earliest.



Sh. Mehar Singh, the complainant has also given a representation requesting award of compensation.   



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98554-08708)

Sh. Joginder Pal Jhanji

s/o Sh. Laxman Das,

H. No. 1181, Mohalla Krishna Nagar,

Railway Road,

Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana.






…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga








…..Respondent

CC- 3170/10
Order

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



Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO submits a letter no. 545 dated 06.12.2010 which reads: -

“That an FIR No. 171/9 (IPC) was registered with P.S. City Moga which is related to the buses about which the information has been sought in the present case.   The relevant record has been checked by the police many times and the then clerk Sh. Manjit Singh, Jr. Asstt. has been transferred to the office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The relevant record is not traceable in the office.   May be it was taken by the police for investigation or may be the same has been kept some where by the dealing clerk Sh. Manjit Singh.  The said clerk has been called to the office vide letter no. 550 dated 06.12.2010.    The information shall be provided after he comes to our office.” 


In view of the above, DTO seeks one month’s time, which is granted.


For further proceedings, to come up on 17.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98140-61044)

Sh. Jagdish Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village Korewala Kalan,

Distt. Moga







…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Moga 








…..Respondent

CC- 3197/10
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, DTO Moga (94632-23293)



Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO submits a letter no. 545 dated 06.12.2010 which reads: -

“That an FIR No. 171/9 (IPC) was registered with P.S. City Moga which is related to the buses about which the information has been sought in the present case.   The relevant record has been checked by the police many times and the then clerk Sh. Manjit Singh, Jr. Asstt. has been transferred to the office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The relevant record is not traceable in the office.   May be it was taken by the police for investigation or may be the same has been kept some where by the dealing clerk Sh. Manjit Singh.  The said clerk has been called to the office vide letter no. 550 dated 06.12.2010.    The information shall be provided after he comes to our office.” 



In view of the above, DTO seeks one month’s time, which is granted.



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94648-36699)

Sh. Kulwinder Singh Saini,

H. No. HL-216, Phase I,

Mohali.







   …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

S.K.R College of Physical Education,

Bhagoo Majra,

Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







…Respondent

CC- 1068/2010

Order
Present:
None for the Complainant.



For the respondent: Dr. Bhupinder Singh, Principal-cum-PIO



In the earlier hearing dated 15.11.2010, it was recorded: -

“During the hearing, all information has been provided except the attendance register for the session 2008-09 of Social Science.”



Information regarding the attendance register for the session 2008-09 of Social Science has been brought to the court by the respondent.  Directions are given that this be sent to the complainant by registered post within a week’s time with a compliance report to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 12.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner


After the hearing, Sh. Kulvinder Saini, the complainant, came present and submitted as under: 


“In response to your order passed on 15.11.2010.
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The concerned PIO has not provided the remaining information (i.e. attested copies of Social Science Attendance Register to the undersigned till date. 

It is pertinent to mention here that the PIO refused to supply the deficient (remaining) information by sending a letter to the undersigned (No. 6070 of dated 02.11.2010) (Attached).  As per the letter, he presumed / that only single information is provided at time which is against the RTI Act.  It seems that PIO is deliberately holding the information and harassing me. 

You are requested to kindly impose a heavy penalty as provided in the Act to the PIO concerned.”



Sh. Saini has been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 

Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Arvinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Parvinder Singh,

Village Karam Patti,

Tehsil Malout,

Distt. Muktsar

152107






   
      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar



2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division,

Ferozepur





     
  …Respondents
AC- 756/2010
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Shakil Singh, DRO, Muktsar (98725-86010)



In the last order dated 15.11.2010, respondent stated as under: 
“It is submitted that Supdt. Govt. of Punjab, Chief Minister’s Office (General Branch) Chandigarh vide letter no. 3/59/09/CMD/GA-7/424 dated 13.02.2009, sent a cheque of Rs. 35,000/- towards archery kit for Sh. Harkirat Singh s/o Sh. Arvinder Singh, being cheque no. 151180 dated 11.02.2009.  This cheque was sent to SDM Malout for delivery to the beneficiary, vide this office letter no. 1313/FS dated 26.05.2009.  It has been informed by SDM Malout vide letter no. 2059/Peshi dated 02.07.2009 that the applicant is not ready to accept the cheque.  His family members asserted that they need the kit.   This cheque has been sent back to the CMO (General Branch) vide letter no. 1401/FS-FK-2 dated 09.07.2009.  Thereafter, no amount has been received in this office pertaining to this case.” 



It was also recorded as under: -

“Directions are given to the PIO S. Darshan Singh, Addl. D.C. to provide the Commission status of the file pertaining to grant of Rs. one lac which was sanctioned by the Hon’ble Chief Minister for archery kit in the Sangat Darshan on to Sh. Harkirat Singh.”










Contd…..2/-
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Respondent present states that no amount sanctioned in the Sangat Darshan in favour of the son of the appellant i.e. Harkirat Singh son of Arvinder Singh, the appellant was received in their office.   When he was confronted with the question as to how the cheque for Rs. 35,000/- as noticed in the earlier order, came into the picture, he states that in fact, this case is related to the DDPO Muktsar o/o Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar.


Therefore, DDPO Muktsar o/o Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar is impleaded as a party.  He is also directed to be present personally in the next hearing. 



To come up on 12.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(97802-62435)

Sh. M.R. Dubey

Advocate.

Secretary, Punjab State Anti Corruption & S.W. Org. of India,

Kothi No. 121-K, Lane No. 6,

Majitha Enclave, Patiala.





 …Complainant

Vs.

1. Punjab Nurses Registration Council


SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

2. Mrs. Kanta Devi, Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

…Respondents

CC No. 2495/08
Order
 

This case was last taken up on 15.11.2010 when the arguments of both the parties were heard.  It was fixed for pronouncement of the order today. 


In the instant case, complainant, vide his request dated 26.08.2008, sought the following information from the respondent: 

1. “Whether the Reservation Policy is adopted by the Nursing Institution functioning under your control. 

2. Send the list of selected candidates for the session 2007-08 and 2008-09 under all categories of each institution. 

3. Photo copies of the permission letters issued by your office to admit the students in GNM./ANM/B.Sc. Nsg. courses for the session 2007-08 and 2008-09?

4. What procedure has been adopted to allow the institutions to admit the students in GNM/ANM/B.Sc. Nsg. Courses for the session 2007-08 and 2008-09?

5. List of hospitals in which clinical training is provided by the institutions to the students in the students in the following manner. 

	Name of Instt.
	Course 
	Name of Hospital 
	Bed Strength of Hospital 
	Distance from the institution. 


6. Photo copies of list of the faculty members submitted by the each institution imparting GNM/ANM/B. Sc. Ng. Courses. 

Contd…….2/-
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7. Whether the Registrar, Punjab Nurses Registration Council is scrutinizing officer of the inspection reports. 

8. Whether the Registrar of Punjab Nurses Registration Council is competent to inspect any institution imparting GNM/ANM/B.Sc. Nsg Course? If yes then please send the photocopy of the Rules of resolution passed by the Council.  

9. Send the photocopies of the T.A. Bills claimed by the Registrar for the inspection reports.  2007-2008 till date. 

10. Send the photocopy of the Log Book of the vehicle used by the Registrar w.e.f 1st Jan. 2007 to 25.08.2008.

11. Send the list of Panel of Advocates which were engaged for nursing council’s Court cases for the year 2006-07, 2007-08, 2008-09 along with the payment made on monthly basis or per case.”



Respondent vide letter dated 22.09.2008, demanded Rs. 15,000/- towards photo charges and vide letter dated 25.09.2008, complainant remitted the amount.  The complaint has been filed on 30.10.2008 when no information was provided.



Hearings in this case were conducted on 11.02.2009, 01.04.2009, 08.07.2009, 27.07.2009, 04.11.2009, 14.12.2009, 04.02.2010, 10.03.2010, 28.06.2010, 04.08.2010, 18.08.2010, 25.08.2010, 27.09.2010, 20.10.2010 and 15.11.2010.    All the hearings were attended by the Complainant in person and Sh. Inderjit Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO appeared for the respondent and in the last few hearings, he was accompanied by some other officials / Ms. Kanta Devi, Registrar.



Passing through various stages, the information ultimately stood supplied on 20.10.2010 i.e. after a period of more than two years involving 14 hearings.



Sh. Inderjit Singh has been pleading that he was not getting cooperation from his office and that only if Ms. Kanta Devi, the Registrar intervened and issued directions to the staff concerned, complete information could be provided in a short time.   In the order dated 12.04.2010, it was recorded: 

“Sh. Inderjit Singh, PIO states that his hands are tied in this case since none of the staff of the Registrar, Punjab Nurses Registration Council is cooperating in providing the information.  In the earlier order dated 10.03.2010, Mrs. Kanta Devi, Registrar, Punjab Nurses Registration Council was made a party to the complaint case.  However, no response has been received from her.










Contd…..3/-

-:3:-

Directions are given that in the next hearing, Ms. Kanta Devi should be personally present and should ensure that information is provided to the complainant within 15 days.” 

 

Also, vide communication dated 20.11.2009, Sh. Inderjit Singh wrote to his office to designate a new PIO in his place.  It is also noted that in the order dated 14.12.2009, the court directed Ms. Kanta Devi to extend cooperation and ensure that information is provided soon.  In the hearing dated 10.03.2010, Sh. Inderjit Singh stated that the pending information is with Ms. Kanta Devi and she was impleaded as Respondent in this case. 



It is also observed that a show-cause notice was issued to Sh. Inderjit Singh on 04.11.2009.  Another show cause notice was issued to Sh. Inderjit Singh and Ms. Kanta Devi on 28.06.2010.  However, no explanation has been submitted by either of the two. 



Though Sh. Inderjit Singh, Supdt. was the designated PIO during most of the time of the case, it also comes out that it was Ms. Kanta Devi (Registrar) who, as a matter of fact, was also responsible for the delay in providing the information.   This fact is also evident from the fact that though she was impleaded as respondent on 28.06.2010, complete information was provided only on 20.10.2010.   It is evident that information demanded by the complainant vide his application for information dated 26.08.2008 was supplied after a delay of more than two years.  The complainant has insisted upon imposition of penalty and award of compensation to him.  Before penalty is imposed, it is necessary that person(s) who have delayed the information should be identified which has not been done by the respondent.   Therefore, Director Medical Education & Research is directed to enquire into the delay in this case and point out the person(s) responsible for it, so that order regarding penalty and award of compensation is made.    This should be done within a period of 15 days.  


A copy of this order should also be sent to the Secretary, Medical Education & Research, Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure meticulous compliance of this order within the stipulated period.   If this is not decided within the specified period, I will take up the matter in my hands and impose the penalty according to the facts available on the file. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 12.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(93160-97220)

Sh. Puran Chand

H. No. 324, Gali No. 3,

Vijay Nagar,

Near D.M.W. Workshop,

Patiala – 147003.






    ...Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur. 







   ….Respondent

CC No. 644/09

Order
Present:




A letter no. 438 dated 09.12.2010 has been received from the Addl. Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO, Ferozepur which reads: -


“Ref. your orders dated 23.10.2010.

It is submitted that in the case CC 644/09 titled as Puran Chand vs. PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, an amount of Rs. 21,500/- towards part penalty was deposited on 12.02.2010 and the Hon’ble court has also been informed of the same.  Now the remaining amount of Rs. 3,500/- has also been deposited in the State treasury on 09.12.2010 under scroll no. 61.  Copy of receipted challan is enclosed herewith for your kind records.”



Complete information in this case already stands provided.



Therefore, seeing the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 3
2-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satnam Singh

S/o S. Nazar Singh,

Bungalow No. 158, 

Katcheri Road,

Near Khalsa Gurudwara, 

Ferozepur Cantt

   …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.






          
    …Respondent

CC No. 2221/08

Order
Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 15.11.2010, it was recorded: -

“I am sending this order to Chief Secretary to hold an enquiry into this case and assert as to who is responsible for the delay in providing information.”



No response has been received from the office of Chief Secretary.  One more opportunity is provided for doing the needful.



For further proceedings, to come up on 12.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Chief Secretary, Punjab,


Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(99152-97095)

Sh. Jagat Ram

s/o Sh. Gurnam,

Chamber Shuttering Store,

Office of R.P.I.

Near Kot Rani, Bano Ki Road,

Phagwara (Kapurthala)





 ----Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala. 







   ----Respondent

CC- 1041/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jagat Ram in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Rajbir Singh, DRO, Kapurthala.



A letter dated 09.12.2010 has been submitted by the respondent which is addressed by the Tehsildar-cum-Asstt. Public Information Officer, Phagwara to the complainant Sh. Jagat Ram, reads as under: -

“You were requested to appear on 05.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. before the undersigned vide this office letter no. 305/PGA dated 19.07.2010, No. 332/RC dated 30.07.2010 and also a telephonic message so that your application could be disposed of.    You have neither appeared in the office nor have you written to us regarding information sought in your above application.    Therefore, as desired by the Hon’ble State Information Commission, you are once again advised if you want the enquiry in the matter be carried out, please appear in the office before the undersigned on 13.12.2010 at 10.00 AM and facilitate disposal of your application.”


The complainant is hard of hearing and it becomes difficult to conduct the proceedings of the case.  He is advised to bring some attendant in the next hearing to facilitate the matter.



Respondent present states that the necessary explanation in the matter as per the original application of the complainant dated 02.05.2006 shall be provided in a fortnight.



Sh. Gurmail Singh, PCS, Additional Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala is directed to enquire into the matter and submit his report to the Commission within 15 days.










Contd…….2/-
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For further proceedings, to come up on 12.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98889-22127)

Pt. Raghuvar,

s/o Sh. Tokan Dass,

H. No. 2753-B,

Rajpura Town,

Distt. Patiala

  





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.




                                  …..Respondent

CC 2962/2010

Order



Arguments in this case were heard on 18.11.2010 and the case was adjourned to 14.12.2010 for pronouncement of order. 



The Complainant filed the present application before the Commission on 06.10.2010. Consequently a notice of hearing was issued for 28.10.10. On 28.10.10 Complainant and Sh. Karanbir Singh, ADTO Patiala, on behalf of Respondent, came present. On that day Respondent stated that the required information was sent to the Complainant 09.04.10 under UPC cover and again on 22.10.10. Complainant stated that information sent on 21.10.10 was sent by the Respondent when he sent a reminder dated 04.09.10 to him. The Complainant felt satisfied but insisted on imposition of penalty and award of compensation to him. Accordingly notice under Section 20 and 19 of the RTI Act was issued to the Respondent calling his reply. The Respondent submitted his reply on 18.11.2010 and after hearing both the parties case was adjourned to 14.12.10 for pronouncement of orders. 


I have carefully examined case file and facts of the case. The Respondent in his reply has stated that the information was sent to him on 09.04.10 under UPC cover in response to his application for information dated 03.04.10 and again on 21.10.10. He has further stated that these facts have been critically checked from the receipt and dispatch register maintained in the office which states that no application dated 04.04.10 of Complainant was ever received in Respondent office. The Respondent further stated at the time of hearing that he has again sent a copy of information to the Complainant on 21.10.10 after receipt of notice of hearing from the Commission.  The respondent has also submitted a copy of certificate of posting dated 09.04.2010 which supports his contention, sending the information to the complainant.   The complainant demanded the information vide his application dated 04.09.2010.  Thus information has been sent within the prescribed period as per the RTI Act.  I did not find any malafide or delay on the part of Respondent in supply of information to the Complainant which may warrant imposition of penalty and award of compensation to the Complainant.  Neither
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the Complainant could prove. Therefore the notice for imposition of penalty / compensation is discharged.  The information has already been supplied to the Complainant. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 14.12.2010                               State Information Commissioner
