STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Mrs. Sushila Devi 
# 314, Phase-1,

Sector: 55, Mohali.







     …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Health, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 








    …Respondent

CC No. 620 of 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. Parkash Chand, husband of the Complainant.
Sh. Hans Raj, Superintendent and Sh. Vivek Sabharwal, clerk for the respondent. 



Some information has been provided to the Complainant.  The remaining information will be provided within 15 days.



To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. O.P. Gulati,

# 1024/1, Sector 39-B,

Chandigarh 

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (S)

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

C.C. No. 2194 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Complainant in person.



Sh. Yash Pal, Asstt. Director-cum-PIO  



Respondent Sh. Yash Pal, Asstt. Director-cum-PIO   has informed the court that he has joined the office only on 03.11.2009.  He is confused as to who is the PIO from the period 10.08.2007 to 27.01.2010.  He is not aware as to who is the PIO for this long period.   Therefore, directions are given to him and the Education Secretary to fix the responsibility specifically for recovery of penalty imposed in the order dated 27.01.2010.  The PIO present is also not aware of the objections in the information supplied, pointed out by the Complainant.



Therefore, I again issue directions that complete information should be provided to the Complainant within a period of one month.



To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.

 

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

C.C.
Secretary Education, Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. O.P.Gulati,

S/0 Shri M.L.Gulati,

# 1024/1, Sector: 39-B,

Chandigarh.





                         
---Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o(1) Director of Public Instructions(S),

 
SCO: 95-97, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.


 2.
Secretary School Education, Punjab

  
Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.                           
 ---Respondents

C.C. No. 1616 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
Complainant in person.

For the respondent – Sh. Yash Pal, PIO & Sh. Sital Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO. 


Respondent Sh. Yash Pal, Asstt. Director-cum-PIO is not aware as to who is the PIO but states the PIO has proceeded on long leave after joining the department for one day.    There is still confusion as far as the information is concerned.    The respondent present today has brought the same documents as were presented in the last hearing.  He is not aware of the proceedings.  Directions are given that by the next hearing, complete information should be provided to the Complainant.  


As regards the penalty, respondent still has to find out as to who is the concerned Officer who is to pay the penalty.   Directions are given to the Respondent present today and the Education Secretary, Punjab to implement the orders as soon as possible.  It is also pointed out that even before the penalty is imposed and after long, no information is the PIO of the concerned department was to find out the same.  The order was sent to the Principal Secretary & Secretary Education for implementation of the same.  However, no action has been taken so far on that score.    A copy of these orders be sent again to them for compliance.
 

To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.

 

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner
C.C. 
Principal Secretary Education, Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Devinder Singh Rai,

S/o Shri  Hazura Singh,

H. No. 2939-A, Gali No.1,

Malhotra Colony,

Tehsil & District: Ropar.  



                     

    ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Roopnagar.




                                   
 ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1538 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Devinder Singh, Complainant in person and Sh. Gurinderjit Singh, advocate for Respondent


Sh. Pushpinder Singh, DTO Ropar for the respondent.



Documents have been presented by the DTO stating as under: -


“It is submitted that the undersigned joined as Distt. Transport Officer (Public Information Officer), Rupnagar on 09.12.2010 and I appeared before Hon’ble Commission on 27.01.2010.

The application in question was received in the office on 02.04.2009 when Sh. Karanbir Singh Mann, PCS was posted as DTO-cum-PIO and the reply was sent to the applicant vide No. DTO/1652 dated 24.04.2009.


On 21.05.2009, a reminder from the applicant Sh. Devinder Singh was received in this office and the copy of the information already sent on 24.04.2009 was again dispatched to the applicant vide letter no. 2629 dated 26.06.2009.  On this date, Sh. Karanbir Singh Mann was the PUbilc Information Officer.


This office first time received order dated 14.09.2009 passed in CC No. cum show cause notice in 1538/2009 inform the Hon’ble Commission vide which Hon’ble Commission had directed this office to supply the information to the applicant. 


Complying the orders of the Hon’ble Commission, the information sought
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by the applicant was again sent to the applicant vide letter no. 3981 dated
 
01.10.2009 through registered post and the copy of the same was also sent to the Hon’ble Commission vide no. 3982 dated 01.10.2009.


From the above correspondence, there is no laxity in supplying the information to the applicant.  On these dates, Sh. Karanbir Singh Mann was the DTO-cum-PIO.


The information sent through registered post received back in this office with the remarks of postal authorities being ‘unclaimed’.  On the next date 09.11.2009 fixed for hearing, the registered envelop received back from the applicant presented before the Hon’ble Commission.  The Hon’ble Commission opened the envelop and handed over the information to the applicant personally.


The reply of the show cause notice dated 14.09.2009 was sent vide no. 4887 dated 06.11.2009 by Sh. Pardeep Singh Dhillon, Asstt. Distt. Transport Officer-cum-APIO  Rupnagar and Sh. Balbir Singh, PCS was Distt. Transport Officer-cum-PIO (Copy enclosed).


As stated above, I took over as DTO Rupnagar on 09.12.2010.  Notice for pronouncement of judgment on 27.01.2010 in the aforesaid complaint was received by the undersigned on 12.01.2010.  I personally appeared before your honour.  The Hon’ble  Commission had announced a fine of Rs. 25,000/- for non-appearance of PIO before the Commission. I never disobeyed the orders of the Hon’ble Commission.  As per office record, the information supplied to the applicant was in time. However, if there is any fault on the part of undersigned or of my predecessors, I tender unconditional apology. Hence it is prayed that this office may be exempted from fine.  Further, it is assured that the orders of the Hon’ble Commission will be dealt with utmost care.” 

 

There is complete reversal of what has been written in the order and what transpired during the proceedings in what is being presented in the court today.   The statement of the Respondent that reply to the application was sent on 24.04.2009 is not correct.  Along with this order, one more opportunity is being granted to the respondent to follow the directions of the Commission.


It is also ordered that the PIO should be personally present in the court on the next hearing.
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To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Manjeet Singh Pasricha, Advocate,

H. No. 5682, Sector 38 (West)

Chandigarh. 








… Complainant

VERSUS

1. Public Information Officer-cum-Secretary, 
O/o School Education, Punjab, 
Chandigarh 







…Respondent

C.C. No. 2527 of 2009
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Sital Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO for the respondent.



None is present today on behalf of the Complainant.  Sh. Sital Singh, APIO who is present on behalf of the respondent, has requested for another date since was not aware of this case.    The same is granted.    Darshan Kaur who is also present on behalf of the respondent states that the information has already been provided from the DPI office and the pending information will be supplied by the Principal Secretary, School Education.



The information should be provided within 15 days.



To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Amarjit Singh Lukha, Advocate

# 2017/1, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh. 








   … Complainant

VERSUS

1.
Public Information Officer
O/O Managing Director, 
Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, 
Patiala. 







…Respondent

C.C. No. 1992 of 2009
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Vinod Kumar, Asstt. Store Keeper, PRTC, for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 04.01.2010, photocopy of discrepancies dated 12.11.2009 provided by the Complainant were given to the respondent who had assured that the court that the information would be provided to the Complainant soon. Today, the respondent present states that the pending information was provided to the complaint on 02.02.2010 by ordinary post.  

 

Complainant is neither present today nor have any objections been pointed out to the information provided.



Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 



The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Balvir Singh Sidhu 

President,

Public Welfare Association,

J-67/100, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.








   …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner 

Ludhiana.








 …..Respondent





                CC- 3807/2009  
Order

Present:
Sh. Balvir Singh Sidhu, Complainant in person.



Sh. Labh Singh, Tehsildar for the respondent.



The information sought is regarding Lok Sabha elections 2008.  A letter dated 09.09.2009 addressed to the Complainant seeking for the fees for the information sought is presented.  I am not accepting this since an amount of Rs. 50/- was deposited by the complainant on 13.11.2009.  He also wrote to the concerned department that he wishes to examine the record since he is not sure as to how many pages are required for the information sought by him.   A letter dated 24.12.2009 was written by the respondent that the complainant can come and examine the record from the DC Office on 08.01.2010 at 11 AM.  A note dated 07.01.2010 has been written by Ms. Pooja, D.R.O. of RTI Branch that the Complainant has informed telephonically that he is refusing to visit the office for examining the record.   Complainant denies all this having taken place at his behest or having received letter dated 24.12.2009.
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Therefore, directions are given that the Complainant should visit the office of the respondent on 02.03.2010 and get the information required. 

 

To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Sharwan Sehgal S/o Sh. B.N. Sehgal 

49/69, Harpal Nagar,

Ludhiana.








 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Development)

Ludhiana.








  …..Respondent





                CC- 3803/2009  
Order

Present:
None for the parties.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide information to the complainant. 

 
To come up on 15.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner


Sh. B.N. Sehgal, advocate for the complainant came present after the hearing.  He has been informed about the proceedings today.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Bahadur Khan s/o Sh. Mehar Deen

r/o Village Nathowal,

Tehsil Railkot,

Distt. Ludhiana.







    …Complainant

VERSUS

Tehsildar, 

Raikot 

Distt. Ludhiana.







  …Respondent

C.C. No. 2437 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Complainant Sh. Bahadur Khan in person.



Sh. Ram Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot.


During the course of hearing, Sh. Bahadur Khan is arguing that he is not getting the action taken report by the Tehsildar, / Sub Divisional Magistrate regarding the fraudulent record and forcible occupation of the land belonging to the Complainant on 20.11.2002.   He is not aware that RTI Act 2005 does not give the powers of the Civil Court.  He has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority or the Civil Court. 


 
The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
P.S. Bhogal 

Head,

P.G. Dept. of Political Science,

Arya College,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.








     …Complainant

VERSUS

Principal, Arya College, 

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana 








…Respondent

C.C. No. 2090 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Complainant in person.

Sh. Parveen Mayer, Office Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.



Copy of letter dated 08.10.2009 has been presented in the court today, stating: -

“It is respectfully submitted that the undersigned has to seek the formal permission of the Managing Committee of the College to supply the required information to the petitioner since a part of it is of confidential nature.  There is no question of wilfully withholding the required information sought under the RTI Act, 2005.”

Copy of another letter dated 27.01.2010 addressed to Dr. S.M. Sharma, Principal (Retd.) has also been presented, stating:

“Please find enclosed herewith the order dated 17.12.2009 issued by the State Information Commissioner, Punjab regarding CC No. 2090 of 2009 received by this office on 25.01.2009. 

Since you were the PIO at that time, therefore, this is for your information and necessary action on your part.”



No reply to the show cause notice has been provided.     It is also pointed out to the respondent that it is not the duty of the PIO who has left the post to provide reply to the show cause notice but Dr. T.L. Joshi who is the present PIO (w.e.f. 13.01.2010) to examine the files and facts and provide reply to the show cause notice by the next date of hearing.   Respondent has sought another 15 days’ time for the










…Contd….2/-
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same.


The PIO in my opinion has misled the court when he says in his letter dated 09.11.2009 that “there is no practice of keeping record of file noting / comments in this Office” whereas another RTI Complainant has received copies of his ACRs and applications where the same PIO has himself noted lengthy notings. 
 

To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Pritam Singh 

H. NO. 9308,

Gali No. 7,

Chander Lok Colony,

Rahon Road,

Ludhiana.








    …Complainant

VERSUS

Tehsildar (East), 

Ludhiana








…Respondent

C.C. No. 2316 of 2009

ORDER
Present: -
None for the Complainant.


Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar (East) Ludhiana, for the respondent.



A telephonic message from the Complainant has been received requesting for adjournment. 



Respondent states that the reasons why the information cannot be provided to the Complainant are: 


No date of allotment has been given;


No file no. and case no. has been provided;


No particulars of the department or officer allotting the same has been given. 

Reply to the show cause notice has been presented.  


 
Complainant is also directed to reply to the submissions made by the respondent, by the next date of hearing when the matter of penalty imposition will also be taken up.
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To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Shri  Jasbir Singh,

Plot No. 39, New Abadi,


Near Telephone Exchange,

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.





    …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








    …..Respondent





                CC- 3563/2009  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.



Sh. Gurmit Singh, clerk for the Respondent.



Information has been provided to the Complainant after receiving summons from the Commission dated 11.01.2010.



Complainant is satisfied and no objections have been pointed out. 
 

The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Jasbir Singh 

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.







     …Appellant
VERSUS

1.
Public Information Officer
O/o Director, 
Punjab Roadways, 
Sector 17, Chandigarh. 

2.
Appellate Authority
O/o Director, 
Punjab Roadways, 
Sector 17, Chandigarh. 





  …Respondents

A.C. No. 826 of 2009
Order

Present:
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Mann, ADO for the respondent.



Respondent submits that both the MVIs namely Shri Baldev Singh Randhawa and Shri Malkiat Singh were adjusted in the office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab in 1992 and 1993 respectively. Therefore, the queries regarding these two officers have been sent to the office of STC, Punjab but there is no response. A letter dated 11.2.2010 has also been sent to STC, Punjab, regarding these two officers.



During the course of hearing, after lot of arguments, it has been observed that as per one of the documents, record of these two officers has been shifted to STC, Punjab in 1992-93. Another letter received from STC, Punjab states that no record of these two officers is available.



No proper reply to show cause notice for imposition of penalty has been given. The Respondent is directed to collect the remaining information from STC, Punjab and deliver it to the Appellant within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission.
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To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Shri  Amrit Pal Singh,

D-15, Marg 13,

Saket-17,

New Delhi – 17 







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer, 

Ludhiana.








  …..Respondent





                CC- 3578/2009  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Amrit Pal Singh in person.



Sh. T.S. Sahota, A.D.T.O. for the respondent.



Information has been provided to the Complainant after receiving summons of hearing from the Commission dated 11.01.2010.



The Complainant also states that: 

(i) PIO never responded to his request;

(ii) Appellate authority also never responded;

(iii) Information provided only on receipt of Commission’s order;

(iv) The letter in received in reply is not in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005; and

(v) The respondent should be penalized.

PIO office of Distt. Transport Officer, Ludhiana is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take 
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further proceedings against him ex parte. 


To come up on 25.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Gursharan Singh      (94639-10330)

R/o # 133-L Chandigarh Road,

Khanna.          



                                           …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o DEO (E), (98723-28878)

Ludhiana     




                                        ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 208-A of 2008

ORDER 
Present:
Appellant Sh. Gursharan Singh in person.



D.E.O. (Elementary) Ludhiana for the Respondent.



The respondent states that the orders of the Commission never reached the office of D.E.O. (Elementary) Ludhiana.   Therefore, he has been advised to comply with the directions of the Commission.  Appellant has also raised certain points which are recorded in this order: -
Therefore, directions are given to the respondent to expedite the matter.   Also, it is ordered that the PIO should be personally present on the next date of hearing.   The information should also be provided to the Complainant within 15 days.



To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Harmeet Singh,

S/o S. Ajit Singh,

V & PO Isewal,

Teh. & Distt. Ludhiana-141102.





…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Punjab, Chandigarh.






  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2277 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
Sh. Harmeet Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Davinder Kumar, Asstt. Secretary, O/o R.T.A. Patiala.



Some information has been provided to the Complainant on 09.01.2009.  However, some information is still pending.


The matter regarding imposition of penalty shall be taken up in the next hearing.  


 
To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Laxman Swarup Gupta,

B-X-550, Patel Nagar,

College Road,

Barnala- 148101



                                     
 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Elementary), 

Barnala 








                                       …..Respondent





                AC- 628/2009  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Laxman Swarup Gupta in person.



Sh. Ruldu Ram, Senior Asstt. for the Respondent.



The information sought on 05.05.2009 has been provided to the Complainant.  Rest of the information is with various other branches.   Since the application for information was not transferred within 5 days as provided under Section 7 of the RTI Act, 2005, directions are given to the respondent to collect and provide this information to the Complainant within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission.


 
To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Jagdish Bansal s/o Sh. Prithi Chand,

Ward No. 21, Khokhar Road,

Mansa. 








…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer, 

Mansa 








  …..Respondent





                CC- 3783/2009  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jagdish Bansal in person.


Sh. Manjit Singh, ADTO for the respondent.



Respondent states that his office is badly short of staff and there is none to attend to the RTI matters.  He has been advised that Commission is not the proper forum to take up such matters.  I have also written to the Principal Secretary Transport regarding orders of the Commission but no steps have been taken so far.



The respondent present asks for time.  15 days’ time is granted to the respondent to comply with the directions of the Commission.  Also the information should be provided to the complainant within 15 days.


 
To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Ajay Kumar, Member 

Manav Sewa Mission,


Near Bus Stand,

Maur Mandi – 151509






    … Complainant

VERSUS


Public Information Officer,

O/O Deputy Commissioner, 
Bathinda. 








…Respondent
C.C. No. 3188 of 2009
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Devinder Singh, Asstt. Estate Officer for the Respondent. 



In the last order dated 04.01.2010, none was present on behalf of the Complainant and similar is the case today.  



One more opportunity was granted to the Complainant Sh. Ajay Kumar to point out any objections to the information provided to him.  However, none is present today on behalf of the Complainant nor have any objections been pointed out.  Therefore, it seems the complainant is satisfied. 

 

The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Vijay Kumar s/o Sh. Ramji Dass

Ward No. 15,

Maur Mandi - 151509

 (Distt. Bathinda) 







… Complainant

VERSUS


Public Information Officer,
O/O Civil Surgeon, 
Civil Hospital, Ludhiana





…Respondent

C.C. No. 3193 of 2009
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Dr. Pardeep Sharma, Medical officer for the respondent. 


In the earlier hearing dated 04.01.2010, the respondent had stated that: -

“The respondent states that this information has already been supplied to the Complainant in CC No. 3297: Vijay Kumar vs. Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana by the Bench of Shri R.I. Singh, Chief Information Commissioner.  Since the Complainant has submitted his application for information to the PIO Dr. Yash Pal Mehta, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, C/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, therefore, directions are given to A.C.S. to provide this information to the Complainant by registered post within 15 days.”

None was present on behalf of the Compliant and same is the position today. Therefore, it seems the complainant is satisfied. 
 

The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Inderpreet Singh Dhanjal, Advocate, 

Chamber No. 59-62,

District Courts, Moga.






  …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer, 

Faridkot 








 …..Respondent





                CC- 3791/2009  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Inderpreet Singh in person.


Sh. Jiwan Lal, Jr. Asstt. for the respondent.



Information has been provided to the Complainant on 09.09.2009 and the same is presented in the court today.  The original application for information was dated 05.08.2009.  Complainant states that the documents which are presented by Sh. Mahesh Kumar, clerk, did not have the information sought by the Complainant.  The same documents have been provided to the Complainant.  Directions are given that a particular paper should be certified.  It is advised that an enquiry should be initiated against the clerk Sh. Mahesh Kumar for misplacing / losing the documents pertaining to the information sought by the Complainant.  Proceedings of the enquiry should be sent to the Commission as well as to the Complainant.



The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. R.C. Verma,

A-76, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar. 









…Appellant 
VERSUS

1.
Public Information Officer,
O/O Director Public Instruction (Colleges), 
Punjab, Chandigarh. 

2.
Appellate Authority
O/O Director Public Instruction (Colleges), 
Punjab, Chandigarh. 





…Respondents

A.C. No. 837 of 2009
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. R.C. Verma



Sh. Narinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. for the respondent. 



The respondent present today is Senior Assistant in the office of DPI (Colleges).  Therefore, directions are given that the PIO should be present on the next date of hearing since the summons of hearing categorically state that as under:
“You are required to appear before the Commission on the said date and   time either personally or through an authorized representative not below the rank of Assistant Public Information Officer, who should be well conversant with the facts of the case and his statement of facts will be treated as if it is given by you and you will be responsible for its correctness. In case no appearance is made on your behalf, the case will be decided ex-parte in your absence.”

She is new to the job and does not know much about the case.   Directions are also given that information with respect to point no. 3 which was pending earlier should be provided to the complainant within 15 days.  Incidentally, the same directions were given at the time of last hearing but none has been followed. 










…Contd….2/-

-:2:-

 
To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Jagmohan Singh Brar,

S/o Shri Davinder Singh Brar,

Brar Complex, G.T.Road,

Moga.






                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.





                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2106 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Jagmohan Singh Brar in person.



None for the Respondent.



Sh. Madan Lal from the Office of Principal Secretary Transport. 


Sh. Ajay Sood is the District Transport Officer, Moga but the respondent present today is not aware as to how long Sh. Sood has been there. 



Directions are given to the Principal Secretary Transport that the directions of the Commission should be implemented in letter and spirit.   The penalty should be paid by the PIO concerned.  Also the information should be provided to the Complainant within 15 days. 


 
To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, 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

C.C. NO. 2221 of 2008

ORDER 
Present:
Complainant in person.



Sh. M.L. Puri, APIO-cum-Tehsildar for the Respondent.



On 27.1.2010, order was pronounced in the open Court. Seeing the merits of the case I had penalized the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 and imposed a penalty of Rs.25000/-. Information had also not been provided till date and directions were given to provide the information at the earliest.



Today, APIO submits that information has been provided but insists on waving the penalty. Document to support his views is presented but that does not excuse the PIO for not providing information in the stipulated period of 30 days since the original application was filed on 18.8.2008. Therefore, Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab is directed to implement the order in letter and spirit with intimation to the Commission. 


To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Manoj Kumar Singla, Advocate

Distt. Courts, 

Mansa









…Appellant 

VERSUS

1.
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Transport Officer, Mansa.

2.
Appellate Authority,

O/O The Regional Transport Authority, 
Ferozepur 







    …Respondents

A.C. No. 838 of 2009
Order

Present:
Sh. Amandeep Singh, advocate, for the Complainant.



Sh. Devinder Kumar, Asstt. Secretary for the Respondent.



Respondent present states that the summons were not received.  He had come to the court in some other complaint case.    However, on coming to know of this case, he is attending the court.



Information sought in the original application should be provided to the Complainant within 15 days.  Complaint states that more than one year has passed but the information has not been provided to him. 



The matter regarding imposition of penalty shall be taken up on the next date of hearing. 


 
To come up on 17.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

  

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Chander Kishore

S/o Sh. Nand Lal,

F-9/15, Near Arya Samaj Mandir,

Rajpura Town 

(Distt. Patiala)







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala. 








…Respondent

CC No. 1189 of 2009

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Chander Kishore, in person.

Dr. Jaswant Singh, Addl. Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO, Patiala for respondent.

 

Respondent submits his explanation for the delay in supply of information in which he has stated that the complainant has sought information about transfer of his case from the court of Sub Divisional Magistrate, Rajpura to some other court.  This transfer application was not presented by Sh. Gurdhian Singh, clerk before the competent authority which resulted in transfer of the case.  The concerned clerk has been transferred on this count.  However, this case is also going on before another court. 


After going through the detailed reply given by the respondent for the delay to take action on transfer application of the complainant, I am satisfied that the delay in action on his transfer application is not intentional or willful and no negligence on the part of respondent is attributed.   Respondent has also assured the court that no such delay will occur in future.



In view of the above, notice for imposition of penalty is consigned to records and the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies of the Orders be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Hanish Gupta,

C/o H.No.1527,

Sector-55, Faridabad,

Haryana.     


                                                                        …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Department of Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Kalyan Parivar Bhawan, Sector-34,

Chandigarh.







                   …Respondent

CC No. 3196 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Shri Hanish Gupta, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.


In the earlier order dated 4.1.2010, the Respondent had requested for one month’s time to provide information to the Complainant from the remaining 12 districts. 

 
Today, Shri Hanish Gupta, Complainant states that all information has been provided to him and he is satisfied. 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Anil Kumar,

S/o Shri Kans Raj,

58-B, New Kangra Colony,

Near Lord Krishana Public School,

Batala Road, Amritsar.                                                                        …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Taran Tarn.




                                              …Respondent

CC No. 3799 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Shri Anil Kumar, Complainant in person.

PIO-Respondent is present.


Information has been provided to the Complainant and he is satisfied to his entire satisfaction.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh.






    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.02.2010




State information Commissioner
