STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

S/o Sh. Jaitu Ram,

# B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Prem Sabha High School,

Sagnrur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2060 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Sham Lal Singla, Complainant in person.


Sh. P.C. Jain, Secretary, Sushil Kumar,Clerk and Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Advocate, on behalf of Respondent.



In the first order dated 10.12.2008 none was present on behalf of the respondent and no information had been provided to the complainant.



In the second hearing dated 11.02.2009 the respondent G.S. Gill (Advocate) had agreed to provide the information sought by the complainant in the letter dated 16.05.2007 within 15 days.  In the third order dated 01.04.2009 it was dictated that none of the directions given in the order dated 11.02.2009 have been followed. 



During the course of hearing I have gone on each point regarding the original application dated 16.05.2007.  The respondent has clarified all the queries point-wise and I am satisfied with them.  Only one point regarding amalgamation fund is pending.    



As the complainant is pressing for imposition of penalty, therefore, PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of 
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Rs.25000/- 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. Remaining information should also be provided within 15 days.



The next date of hearing will be in the Chamber on 10.06.2009 at 12:00 noon. 










Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 20.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Joginder Singh,

C/o Govt. Girls Sr. Sec. School,

Near Bus Stand, Faridkot. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Circle Education Officer,

Faridkot. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2173 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Bharat Bhushan, L.A. and Ranjit Singh, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 16.03.2009, one more opportunity was granted to the complainant, so that complainant could point out any discrepancy regarding the information received by him.  No objections have been pointed out; therefore, it seems he is satisfied.  The case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 20.05.2009

S.A.



After the hearing the complainant appeared and states that information provided to him is incomplete and misleading. He has presented a list of deficiencies.  Therefore, PIO is hereby directed to provide all the information to the complainant according to his original application and compliance report to this effect be sent to the Commission.  A copy of the deficiency be sent with this order to the Respondent. 



The next date of hearing is 29.07.2009 at 02:00 pm.










Sd/-

           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 20.05.2009

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. R.C. Khurana,

449-M, New Generation Apartments,

Ambala Kalka Road, Zirakpur. 


 …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar-cum-Sub Registrar,

Dera Bassi, District: Mohali. 

 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 321 of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. R.C. Khurana, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.

   

This complaint was heard on 6.8.2008 and 15.9.2008. On both the dates, neither PIO/Respondent came present nor did he supply information called by the Complainant under RTI Act, 2005. A show cause notice for imposition of penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act was issued to him and it was adjourned to 10.11.2008. On 10.11.2008, although the Complainant was present and stated that no information has been supplied to him, the PIO-Respondent was failed to respond the show-cause notice and also to supply the information to the Complainant. Consequently, a penalty of Rs.10,000/- was imposed upon the Respondent and he was further directed to supply the complete information within 15 days. The hearing was adjourned to 9.2.2009 which was changed to 16.3.2009 for confirmation. The Respondent did not care to come present nor did he send any intimation regarding supply of information and deposit of penalty in the Government Treasury. He was summoned under Section 18(3) of RTI Act
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to attend the next date of hearing, i.e. 20.5.2009 at 12.00 Noon. Surprisingly, the Respondent did not come present on 20.5.2009, nor he sent any intimation regarding supply of information and deposit of amount of penalty imposed upon him. 



The above attitude of the Respondent is completely ignoring the provisions of the RTI Act and also disobeying of the orders of the Commission. I, therefore, recommend to the Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab for disciplinary action against Shri Gurmandar Singh, Tehsildari-cum-PIO, Dera Bassi as per Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005. The attitude of the Respondent-PIO is completely full of dis-respect to the State Information Commission. Therefore, stern action is recommended against the Respondent-PIO.

 



The next date of hearing will be in the Chamber on 20.07.2009 at 12:00 noon in the Chamber (SCO No.84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh) for further proceedings.



A copy of this order be sent to the Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Chandigarh and the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.









Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 20.05.2009

C.C.

1. Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

2. Deputy Commissioner, Mohali. 

3. Shri Gurmandar Singh, Tehsildar, Dera Bassi.  (By Name)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Kirpal Singh,

Vill. Kharar, R/o Phagwara,

Mohalla Sukhchain Nagar, 

Teh. Phagwara, Distt.Kapurthala.

 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Kharar,

Distt. Mohali. 

 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 173 of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Kirpal Singh, Complainant in person.  

Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 25.03.2009 the respondent was directed to inspect the record in the Tehsildar’s office on 01.04.2009.  During the course of hearing a letter has been presented by the respondent which relates to case disposed of in the Court of Ashutosh Mohunta, Judge and Mahesh Grover, Judge.  In this case it clearly states that the State is not in possession of the following record:-

1. A copy of Roznamcha Vakiati dated 26.09.1949, 13.06.1950.

2. Girdawari of corps from Kharif 1950 to Rabi 1972.



The complainant insists that he needs the information regarding point No 2 in a letter submitted by Swaran Singh, Patwari dated 08.07.2008 and Tehsildar, Malkit Singh, dated 08.08.2008.  In reply to this the respondent has written two letters in which he explains that “there is no record available regarding reports in Roznamcha on 26.09.1949 and 24.05.1950. “and “that the report dated 08.08.2008 given by the Tehsildar Kharar, Malkiat Singh is on the basis of the record available and according to the Jamabandi 1972-73 and it is given in accordance with the record of 1951-52.” 



I have gone through the contents of the case in great detail and I am of the view that information has been supplied according to the original application.  In case the complainant wishes to challenge the non-availability of the record in the office of the Tehsildar, he can do so either by approaching the higher competent authority or Civil Court. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 20.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr. Rajinder Parkash,

President,

11-D Rishi Nagar,

Opp. BSNL Telephone Exchange,

Ludhiana-141001.

 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (East),

Ludhiana. 

 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 2655 of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
Dr. Rajinder Parkash, Complainant in person. 

None on behalf of the Respondent.



In the 
earlier order dated 18.03.2009, it was stated that Sh. Bahadur Singh, Naib Tehsildar appeared on behalf of the respondent stating  that a letter dated 27.02.2009 has been sent to the complainant which states that Sh. Paramjit Singh did not appear at the enquiry conducted by the SDM (East) on 24.02.2009.  Therefore summons is again sent to Sh. Paramjit Singh.  The complainant contends that he did not receive any notice and no information has been provided to him, therefore, directions are given to the respondent that he should provide information regarding the enquiry and action taken by the SDM (East), Ludhiana against Paramjit Singh within 15 days and to file compliance report in the Commission.  It is also pointed out that respondent should provide reply as to why false statements are given by Bahadur Singh, Naib Tehsildar in the Court. 



The next date of hearing will be in the Chamber on 22.07.2009 at 12:00 noon. 









                       Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 20.05.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh,

Vill. Dumewal, PO: Jhaj, Teh. Anandpur Sahib,

District: Ropar. 




            ……..
Complainant                                                                                            

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 
                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1030 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. B.S. Dhillon on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, Nodal officer, on behalf of the Respondent.




This case was last heard on 18.3.2009, when a notice for imposition of penalty @ Rs.250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs.25,000/- on the Respondent was issued and also given an opportunity of personal hearing. 



The Complaint was filed in the Commission in the month of May, 2008, it was fixed for hearing on 17.9.2008 when Shri Yoginder Dutt,APIO-cum- Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent  was present, and on 19.11.2008, Shri Ram Sarup and Yoginder Dutt , APIO-cum-Superintendent were present. On 4.2.2009, only Shri Ram Sarup, Junior Assistant came present and sought time for supply of information within a period of two months. Again on 18.3.2009, Shri Omkar Singh, Statistical Assistant, not familiar with the case attended the
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Commission. The Complainant sought the information on 29.2.2008, when the Respondent failed to supply the information to the Complainant within the stipulated period as per RTI Act, 2005; he filed complaint before the Commission. Further, the Respondent has failed to give any reply to show-cause notice and also not availed the opportunity of personal hearing to explain the position. On every date of hearing, neither the PIO nor any competent facts knowing officer has attended the Commission which clearly shows dis-respect towards the implementation of the provisions of the RTI Act and the PIO has also failed to supply the information within the stipulated period. 



In these circumstances, I am left with no other option, but to impose a penalty of Rs.25,000/- on the Respondent/PIO which should be deducted from the pay of PIO/Respondent in three  equal installments commencing from the pay for the month of July, 2009.



The information, in question, has still not been supplied to the Complainant for which the Respondent appearing on 4.2.2009 made a commitment to supply the same within a period of two months. It is, therefore, directed that the complete information be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days and report be sent to the Commission along with a copy of the Treasury Challan of the amount of first installment deducted from the salary of Respondent/PIO and deposited in Government Treasury under the relevant Head of Account.
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The next date of hearing will be in the Chamber on 29.07.2009 at 12:00 Noon.  










Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated 20.05.2009



   State Information Commissioner.

