FSTATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kamaljit Sharma

s/o Sh. Suresh Kumar Sharma

R/o Hargobindpura Basti,

College Road,

Sangrur.







        …Appellant

VERSUS

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (Sec), 

Sangrur

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Rationalization Circle Education Officer,

Patiala Circle, Nabha. 




  …Respondents

A.C. No. 138 & 139 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
None for the Appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Kuldip Singh, DEO (94631-24272), Sh. Ajaib Singh, Sr. Asstt. (93577-37972) and Ms. Balwant Kaur (99156-27153)



In the last hearing dated 05.07.2010, names of three PIOs i.e. Smt. Balwant Kaur, Smt. Raj Mohinder Kaur and Sh. Kuldip Singh were recorded.   It was also recorded that during the relevant period, two PIOs namely Balwant Kaur and Ms. Raj Mohinder Kaur were posted from 06.08.2008 to 07.10.2009.


Today a letter is presented from Ms. Raj Mohinder Kaur which states: 
“In AC no. 138-139 of 2009, I took over as DEO (SE) Sangrur on 18.05.2009 (AN).  The applicant had sought information vide his letter dated 21.10.2008.   The letter was transferred by the office of DEO (SE) Sangrur to School Head, SSSS Upali Chatha vide letter dated 06.11.2008 as per section 6(3) 1.11.  This was also communicated to Sh. Kamaljit Sharma.   The school head, vide his letter dated 11.05.2009 informed that the complainant had refused to receive the information and a copy of the information prepared was also sent to this office.    The position thereafter has not been brought to my knowledge.   I reiterate that I took charge from 18.05.2009 and the requisite information was provided on 20.05.2009 vide registered letter.  If at all some delay has occurred, that was prior to my joining at this place.” 
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Ms. Balwant Kaur is also present and states that the delay in supply of information was due to the negligence of staff in the department. 



I am quoting my orders in this case, date wise and sending a copy each of the same to the Secretary Education to decide the ratio of penalty between Ms. Balwant Kaur and Ms. Raj Mohinder Kaur because the plea taken by Ms. Balwant Kaur is that she could not be penalized due to negligence on the part of the staff of the department.   In the instant case, original application for information was filed on 21.10.2008, first appeal was filed on 17.01.2009 and the second appeal has been preferred on 02.03.2009.  Information stands supplied on 20.05.2009.  The order was reserved on 03.08.2009 and the penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on 19.11.2009.



In the order dated 21.01.2010, it was stated that appeal had been filed before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court which is now fixed for hearing on 12.08.2010.  The order of the Commission stands till date.



This order is being sent to the Secretary Education to intimate the Commission regarding imposition of penalty.  I have gone through the letters and the orders of this case and am of the view that the full amount of penalty Rs. 25,000/- should be recovered from the salary of Ms. Balwant Kaur since she was the PIO from 06.08.2008 to 20.05.2009.



Secretary Education should intimate the Commission about the payment of penalty.



To come up on 19.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Secretary Education,


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. Jatinder Singh – (98768-06800)



Information has been brought to the court under the cover of letter dated 22.07.2010 which is still not sent to the complainant.  Therefore, directions are given to send this information to the complainant by registered post. 



DTO Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon is not present today due to demise in the family.  


In the instant case, original application for information was submitted on 14.11.2008.  However, when no response was received, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 23.07.2009.  Information has, however, been supplied only on 22.07.2010.  The penalty was imposed vide order dated 27.01.2010 wherein it was observed as under: -


“Since no information was received by the complainant even after a lapse of more then 7 months from the date of his application a complaint was made by him to the commission on 28.07.09.  Thereafter the complaint was fixed for hearing at 12 noon on 08.10.09 and notice was issued to the respondent requiring him to appear before the commission on the said date either personally or through an authorized representative. The respondent chose to ignore the notice of the commission and did not appear on 8-10-09.  No information had been provided which is against the directions of the Commission and it is a clear defiance towards the RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, PIO was 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.  Directions were also given to the Respondent to








Contd…2/-
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provide the information within 15 days to the Complainant. . The respondent ignored this notice and neither supplied any information to the complainant nor attended the Court on 25-11-09. 

This had, therefore, become a fit case for imposing the penalty upon the respondent. The application in this case was made on 14.11.2008 and the information was therefore required to be provided to the complainant by 23-9-2006. Till date therefore, there has been a delay of 198 days and the respondent has become liable to a penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for each of these days.  Since, however, the quantum of penalty prescribed in the Act ibid is limited to Rs. 25,000/- in any single case, I,  in exercise of the powers vested in me u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 impose the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day upon  District Transport Officer-cum- PIO, Moga, for 100 days.”



Till date, seven hearings have been held and in none, the PIO has appeared.    Till date, it has not been communicated to the Commission as to who is the PIO from 14.11.2008 onwards. 


Names of the PIOs should be communicated to the Commission so that ratio of penalty can be decided.  Information has only been supplied in the Commission today which will be sent to the complainant.   Objections if any to the information should be provided to the Respondent.  Sh. Jatinder Singh, Respondent present states that he does not know facts of the case since he has joined only a fortnight ago. 


To come up on 12.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner



After the hearing was over, complainant Sh. J.S. Brar came present and the information was handed over to him.    Sh. J.S. Brar states that he is satisfied with the information provided.   Therefore, the information stands provided to the complainant as on date i.e. 26.07.2010.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhushan Kumar

M/s Bhushan General Store,

Bus Stand,

Rampura Phool

(Bathinda)







   …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.P.I. (S.E.) Punjab, 




Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
REGISTERED

C.C. No. 806 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For the respondent: Ms. Neelam Bhagat (98720-72247), Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. (94172-08339)

Sh. O.P. Palani from the office of Secretary Education (99882-58103)



A letter dated 22.07.2010 has been provided which is written by the Deputy Director School Admn) which states: 
“It is submitted that in this case, the compliant had sought information from the Department Selection Committee, Sector 34, Chandigarh and therefore, this letter was not received in the Recruitment Branch.    Notice from the Hon’ble Commission was sent to the Chairman, Departmental Selection Committee Technical.  As the address was not correct, no letter from the Commission was received in this branch.  It was only from a letter from the Govt. that we came to know of the hearing on 08.04.2010 and on 09.04.2010, the information was sent by registered post.    The complainant, after receipt of information, has not attended any hearing in the Commission.  It makes it clear that the information has been received by him.  Kindly therefore, exempt the payment of penalty in this case.” 


In the instant case, original application for information was filed on 13.12.2007.  Complaint is dated 17.04.2008, penalty was imposed on 19.11.2008 and the information has been provided on 09.04.2010.


Sh. Baljit Singh has informed that following were the PIOs: 
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From 04.06.2008 to 19.07.2009

Ms. Surjit Kaur


From 20.07.2009 to 06.12.2009  

Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu 


From 07.12.2009 till date


Ms. Neelam Bhagat



Therefore, in view of above, the PIOs named above are hereby given 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 / her 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 / She 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 / she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him / her ex parte. 


To come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Sham Lal Singla

s/o Sh. Jaitu Ram,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.







      …..Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (S.E.)

Punjab,

Chandigarh







 …..Respondent

AC- 570/08

Order

Present:
None for the appellant. 

For the Respondent: Ms. Neelam Bhagat (98720-72247), Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO Mohali, Ms. Sushma Devi (90239-43017), Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. (94172-08339)



Letter dated 26.07.2010 has been presented by the respondent stating that when the gratuity payment of Sh. J.S. Sidhu is received, the amount of Rs. 8,000/- will be recovered towards penalty and deposited in the government treasury. 



As regards Ms. Surjit Kaur, another letter dated 05.07.2010 written by Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO Mohali and another letter dated 22.07.2010 has been presented which states as under: -



Following statement is given by her in the presence of the court: 
“It is brought to the notice of Hon’ble Commission that no file / letter pertaining to CC 570/08 was ever put up before me by the concerned branch.  I was the PIO in the Recruitment Branch from 04.06.2008 to 02.07.2009.   

I gave up the charge of this branch about a year back and am currently posted as DEO (SE) Mohali.

It is surprising that even after more than a year, the office is deliberately harassing me.  Though after 02.07.2009, almost one year has passed; still no other PIO is responsible despite the fact that they are in knowledge of the letters received.   The letters have also been put up with the file by the dealing hand.  In my case, no letter / file was ever put up before me.  Kindly provide me justice.”








Contd…..2/-
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I have had 10 hearings of this case and in every hearing, Ms. Surjit Kaur demands justice regarding imposition of penalty as it seems that initially, no one bothers about the RTI Applications and only when penalty is imposed on specific PIOs, then it is realized that matters pertaining to RTI should be taken up on priority. 



Therefore, I am sending this order to the Chief Secretary and to the Secretary Education to implement the orders of the Commission dated 05.07.2010 regarding penalty and also to take disciplinary action against Ms. Surjit Kaur.



To come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner
C.C.
1.
The Chief Secretary, Punjab,



Chandigarh.


2.
The Secretary Education, Punjab,



Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99887-08015)

Sh. Karam Chand

s/o Sh. Rakha Ram,

r/o Jhulahan Mohalla,

Samana,

Patiala.



 

    

…..Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

Samana. 







…..Respondent

CC- 830/2010
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Karam Chand (99887-80115)



For the Respondent: Sh. Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar (98780-00200)



In the instant case, information sought vide application dated 20.11.2008 is under: 

“An order was sent by Hon’ble Sh. S.R. Garg, IAS, Director Consolidation of Holdings, Punjab, Jalandhar (exercising powers of the Government under Section 42 of the East Punjab Holdings (Consolidation and Prevention of Fragmentation) Act, 1948 under the cover of letter no. 977 dated 10.06.1996.  A certified copy of the said order be provided to me.” 


Respondent present states that the court which decides the case can only give a certified copy of the order and it can be obtained by filing an application, in the instant case, to the Director Consolidation, Jalandhar. 



Complainant is confused and is mixing it with information sought vide another application which he has filed with the Tehsildar, Samana.   Therefore, he has been advised to file a separate application.


 
In my view, the information, as per his original application dated 20.11.2008, stands provided to the complainant. 



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: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98156-99343)

Sh. Baljinder Singh Barwala,

V.P.O- Lalton Kalan,

District- Ludhiana- 142022





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O., Ludhiana 





…..Respondent

CC- 525/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Baljinder Singh Barwal in person. (98156-99343)

For the respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO. (98726-30545) 



Respondent present states that in the last order, one month’s time was granted to trace the file of the said vehicle i.e. PB-10R-1403.  He further states that along with the cooperation of the complainant, another one month be granted for tracing the file, which is granted. 



To come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94171-25902)

Shri V.M. Mohindra

s/o Sh. Brij Lal

Mohindra Street,

Purani Dana Mandi Road,

Near Bhajan Dairy,

Doraha – 141421

(Ludhiana)







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent

CC- 1327/10
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. V.M. Mohindra in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Jaswant Singh, D.R.A. (98153-35560)



A letter dated 26.07.2010 has been presented written by the DRO stating: 

“Respectfully, it is submitted that this case is fixed for hearing today i.e. 26.07.2010 before your Honour.    The record pertaining to the information sought by the compliant is not traceable despite repeated searches on full Saturdays and Sundays.  The complainant Sh. V.M. Mohindra was also called to the office and records were searched even in his presence.   Kindly therefore, grant one month’s more time to enable us to locate the records and provide the necessary information.”



Another letter dated 09.07.2010 is presented which is written by the Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO to the Officer in charge, DRA Ludhiana impressing upon them to provide the necessary information. 



DRA present states that they have looked for the documents which are 30 years old on Saturday and Sunday but could not locate it.  Complainant states that the record of register from the persons who received the proprietary rights of the land at Rajgarh which was issued in favour of Sh. Brij Lal is available in the record room. He also mentions the name of one Sh. Om Parkash Ghai who has since retired from the DC Office. 



Respondent has been advised to summon this person and ask him to find out the missing records.  If that person is not cooperating, an enquiry against him should be initiated.
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Directions are given to D.C. Ludhiana Sh. Rahul Tiwari to look into the matter and get the records traced at an early date. 



To come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

(94172-90927)

Sh. Sewa Singh,

s/o Sh. Chanan Singh,

village Arlibhan (Nijjar)

P.O. Dargabad,

Tehsil Dera Baba Nanak,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Dera Baba  Nanak

(Distt. Gurdaspur).






---Respondent

C.C. No. 1440/10 

Order

Present:
Sh. Sewa Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Gurparkash Singh (98761-70462)



Respondent present states that mutation has been sanctioned as per request of the complainant.  However, due to inadvertent error, in the mutation, name of Ravinder Kaur has been mentioned instead of Ravinder Bir Kaur.  Gurparkash Singh has assured the court that this correction will be carried out in the records.



Complainant also requests for Khasra Girdawari which the respondent states will be supplied when applied for. With this, the complainant is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       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. A.D.S. Jattana, advocate for the complainant (98150-03385)



None for the respondent. 



No information has been provided to the complainant till date.



In another case, today Sh. Jatinder Singh was present on behalf of DTO Moga and had stated that DTO was unable to attend the court today due to a death in his family.



Therefore, one more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within a week’s time. 



To come up on 12.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98141-37470)

Sh. Deepak Sharma

Advocate,

Civil Courts,

Rajpura


…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Rajpura.


…Respondent

CC No. 411/10

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Deepak Sharma in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Gurtej Singh, SDM Rajpura (98726-16115)



Information has been provided to the complainant.  I have gone through each point and am of the opinion that most of the information has been provided. 



Complainant points out the following objections: 


i)
Some documents have not been attested;

ii)
Documents regarding file of Municipal Council are missing. 

iii)
Points No. 3 and 4 of the original application have not been covered.



Respondent has assured the court that if the complainant comes to him at 4 o’clock in the office, the remaining information / documents shall be provided at once.  With this, the complainant is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(01676-284749)

Sh. Gurtej Singh

s/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

Ward No. 3, Cheema Mandi,

Near Animal Hospital,

Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.


…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.


…Respondent


CC No. 320/10

Order
Present:
Complainant in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Inderjit Singh Supdt. (94173-98005)



Complete information as per original application dated 05.11.2009 has been provided in the court today.    

 

Respondent states that if the complainant points out the names of specific schools regarding internship fees, it will be easy for them to provide the relevant information.  Complainant is ready to provide this information.  The respondent assures the court that this will be provided to Sh. Gurtej Singh within a week.  With this, the complainant feels satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner
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.



Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  



Therefore, seeing the callous and irresponsible attitude of the respondent, 
DRO-cum-PIO Sh. Subhash Khattar, 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. 

 

Complete information to the complainant as per his original letter be given within a week, with compliance report to the Commission.



In the next hearing, PIO Sh. Subhash Khattar should appear personally. 



To come up on 12.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       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:
None for the parties.



None was present for the respondent in the last hearing dated 27.05.2010 and similar is the case today. 



Today, the complainant is also not present. 



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant as per his original application.



Complainant should also point out if he has any objections to the information so supplied to him, before the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 12.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       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:
Complainant Sh. Hardip Singh in person.



None for the respondent.



Complainant, in the instant case, sought the following information: -

“Action taken on five registered letters sent being letters no. 417 dated 22.12.2008, No. 84 dated 16.03.2009, no. 90 dated 16.03.2009, no. 199 dated 19.06.2009 and no. 204 dated 19.06.2009.”

 

None is present on behalf of the respondent and similar was the case in the last hearing on 27.05.2010.



Seeing the callous and irresponsible of the respondent, PIO Dr. Anup Singh, PHC Mamdot 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. 
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Information should be provided to the complainant within a week. 



To come up on 12.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.S. Gill,

Advocate,

10, Rose Avenue,

Near Officers Colony,

Ferozepur City – 152002.


…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.


…Respondent

CC No. 257/10

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Rajbir Singh, DRO (98726-67001)



The complainant Sh. K.S. Gill, in the instant case, vide his letter dated 04.11.2009 had sought: 

“Action taken on letter no. 362 dated 24.07.2009 from SDM, Sultanpur Lodhi to the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala.”



No one was present on 27.05.2010 for the complainant and same is the case today. 



Respondent Sh. Rajbir Singh submits that he has telephonically talked to the complainant and Sh. K.S. Gill is not interested in pursual of the case.   When contacted over the telephone, Sh. K.S. Gill confirmed that as he had received the information, he was no longer interested in continuing with the case.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 26.07.2010


       State Information Commissioner
