STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. O.P. Gulati,

H.No.1024/1,Sector 39/B,

Chandigarh.


                                                             ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S)

Punjab, Chandigarh.                                                                        ….Respondent

C.C. NO.2194 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Shri O.P.Gulati, Complainant in person.

Mrs.Surjit Kaur, PIO-cum-Assistant Director and Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Dealing Senior on behalf    of the Respondent 



Arguments heard on behalf of the Respondent.



The Judgment is reserved.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner


     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. M.S. Toor,

Advocate,

Corner Seat,

First Line, Opp. Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts, Ludhiana. 




                    ..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.




                                        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2857 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


Mrs.Balraj Kaur Grewal, APIO-cum-DRO and Shri Parabhjit Singh, Ahalmad to Deputy Commissioner, on behalf of the Respondent.


Mrs.Balraj Kaur Grewal, APIO-cum-DRO presents an affidavit in which it is submitted:

 
That Shri M.S.Toor, Advocate has sought certified copy of complete file including file cover along with final order’ under Section 15 of Special Marriage Act, 1954 solemnised between Dul Bahadur Sanower and Sukhdeep Kaur  under RTI Act, 2005.

That consent of Smt.Sukhdeep Kaur D/o Shri Lakhvir Singh was sought for supplying information vide letter No.4001/PB, dated 18.9.2008 regarding same Sukhdeep Kaur filed an  application for not supplying the information to anyone without her consent. The marriage certificate was issued to

the parties on 8.10.2008.


   
That Complainant filed an appeal before Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala and the Complainant was informed vide letter No.6003/PB, dated 24.12.2008 that desired information can be obtained by submitting
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requisite fee, but the Complainant did not do so and filed the present complaint.


 
Therefore, it is directed another letter should be sent to the Complainant to deposit fee as per the copying Branch so that the marriage certificate is provided to him. It is also mentioned in the affidavit that the father of Ms Sukhdeep Kaur or his daughter has not authorized anyone to obtain information on her behalf and no such information may be given to anyone without her consent, because some one can harass or blackmail them and requested that no information regarding marriage of his daughter be given to anyone. Moreover, the Respondent is directed to supply the information if Shri M.S.Toor, Advocate (Complainant) deposits requisite copying fee as per the Copying Branch. 


Reply to show cause notice is also given and I have accepted the absence of the Respondent at the earlier hearing.



The Complainant has also not attended earlier two hearings. Therefore, it seems, he is not interested in pursuing the case.
  

 Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of.
   
  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Davinder Singh,

S/o Balkar Singh, 

Village-Adiana

PO-Machhiwara

Tehsil-Samrala. Distt. Ludhiana.


                           …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.                                             ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2869 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


Mrs.Balraj Kaur Grewal, APIO-cum-DRO and Shri Parabhjit Singh, Ahalmad to Deputy Commissioner, on behalf of the Respondent.



The Respondent submits that information sought by the Complainant is not traceable. The Complainant is not present today, he is directed to visit the office of APIO/DRO, Ludhiana on any working day within next 15 days to seek the information from the file itself. If by the next date of hearing, no objections are pointed out, then the case will be closed and disposed of.



To come up on 24.08.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.
  
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Kuljit Singh,

S/o S. Balwant Singh,

R/o W. No. 6, Chand Singh,

Chahal Street, Near Bus Stand,

Mansa Distt. Mansa-151505.



                 …..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa. 







        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3021 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None for both the parties.


In this case none came present on 13.4.2009 and similar is the position today. Therefore, the complaint is dismissed for non-prosecution.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


 






Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Jasbir Singh, 

Plot No. 39, New Abadi,

Near Telephone Exchange,

Vill. Bholapur Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.  





                 …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.  






                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2234 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None for both the parties.


In this case none came present on 13.4.2009 and similar is the position today. Therefore, the complaint is dismissed for non-prosecution.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


 






Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Chanchal Seth,

W/o Late Sh. Om Prakash Seth,

Hargobind Nagar, Phagwara, 

Distt. kapurthala. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Phagwara. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3019 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Chanchal Seth, Complainant in person. 

Shri Kanwal Sher Singh,PIO-cum-ADC(D), Shri Amanpal Singh, Tehsildar,Phagwara and Smt.Parveen Bala, Steno, on behalf of the Respondent. 

Shri Amanpal Singh, APIO-cum-Tehsildar contends that the registry of land did not take place in the year 2001 because the person whose Power of Attorney Mrs. Chanchal Seth was carrying, he stated in front of Sub-Registrar that Power of Attorney which has been put before the Sub-Magistrate is not right and he has not been given the Power of Attorney. This statement is as per the office record. The case was sent to Registrar-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala for clarification whether these documents are registered or not or whether the registry on the basis of these documents is executed or not. The Respondent further stated that we are not aware what has happened further.
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It is now directed that with the consent of the APIO that Smt. Chanchal Seth will visit the office of APIO/Tehsildar on Monday the 27th July, 2009 at 11.00 AM, Shri Amanpal Singh, Tehsildar will call the concerned official and try to find out the solution of the problem. This has been given in writing by Shri Amanpal Singh, Tehsildar. 

  
 
Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of.
   
  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

138, Gali No. 5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majithia Road, Amritsar-143004.



                      …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar. 



                                                   ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 663 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Rajinder Singh, Appellant in person.


Sh.Paramjit Singh, PIO-cum-ADC(G), Sh.Amardeep Singh, Tehsildar and Shri Rajinder Kumar, Patwari, on behalf of the Respondent. 



Shri Paramjit Singh, PIO-cum-ADC submits documents which explain procedure which is being followed by the Department regarding enquiry to be conducted. This is regarding residential house. He states that on 8th July, 2009, some of the persons mentioned in the application, have been called for witness in the case. The Respondent assures that the rest of the witnesses will be called within the month and enquiry will be completed in one and half month. These directions are also given in writing to the Tehsildar who is conducting this enquiry. The Appellant has been told that the enquiry report will be submitted to him and therefore, I am of the opinion that the information sought by the Complainant, has been provided to him, under the RTI Act, 2005.

  
Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of.
   
  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Inderjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Singh,

VPO, Tanda, W. No. 12,

H. No. 374, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144203.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (Sec),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3039 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties. 

This case was last heard on 15.4.2009 when none appeared on behalf of respondent. It was ordered that information should be provided to the complainant within 15 days failing which action under Section 20(1) of RTI Act will be taken.
Today the respondent has failed to appear nor has any communication about supply of information been received. This shows disrespect towards the Commission. The Respondent-Public Information Officer is given an opportunity as to way penalty should not be imposed Public Information Officer for failure to supply the required information in time. In this case information was demanded on 17.11.2008 which has not been supplied till date. Therefore, why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum on Rs. 25,000/- may not be imposed upon the PIO.

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
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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.

The next date of hearing is 02.09.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 






Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Ms. Harjit Kaur,

D/o Joginder Singh,

H. no. 232, Basant Avenue,

Dugri, Ludhiana-141013.





      …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh.   





        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2429 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.  


In the earlier Order dated 15.4.2009, a show cause notice was issued to the respondent as to why penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act be not imposed upon him for his failure to supply the information within the stipulated period the PIO was also given an opportunity to file reply and also orally explain the delay. The PIO has failed to either file the reply or come present at the time of hearing. 


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to file the reply and also mention reasons for not attending the Commission on 22.7.2009, failing which further proceedings will be taken as per the merits of the case. 


At the same time, Complainant is also directed to come present on the next date of hearing and also report about the information whether it is received by her or not.

The next date of hearing is 02.09.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 






Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Manjit Kaur Ghuman,

W/o Sh. Jagtar Singh Ghuman,

R/o Ranjit Avenue Gali No.2,

Hardo Chania Road, Distt. Gurdaspur. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Education (Schools), 

Pb Govt. Mini Sectt.Branch-4, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh.              (By Hand or Speed Post)
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3022 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Shri ADS Ghuman, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

None on behalf of the Respondent. 

At the last hearing dated 15.04.2009, the PIO was directed to send the information to the Complainant by the next date of hearing. No information has been sent to the Complainant
, nor is anyone on behalf of the Respondent present today. This shows a clear defiance of the provisions of the RTI Act and disrespect to the Commission. The callous behaviour of the Respondent, to say the least, is contumacious. The failure to give the information clearly stems from an attitude of defiance to the mandate of the statute. I have no hesitation to hold that in the instant case, the Respondent has failed to supply the information malafidely and without any reasonable cause. In these circumstances, the Respondent is given an opportunity to show cause why he should not be penalized under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 at the rate of Rs.250/- per day for the period the default subject to a maximum of Rs.25,000/-. 
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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.

   
Therefore, the case is adjourned to 02.09.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

138, Gali No. 5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majithia Road, Amritsar-143004.




           …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Distt Courts, Amritsar.                                                                      ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 488 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Rajinder Singh, Complainant in person 

Sh.Paramjit Singh, PIO-cum-ADC(G), Sh.Amardeep Singh, Tehsildar and Shri Rajinder Kumar, Patwari, on behalf of the Respondent. 

In the order dated 15.04.2009, Shri Sewa Ram was directed to provide information regarding the enquiry conducted on the basis of complaint dated 12.4.2008. The Respondent submits that the proceeding of the enquiry has been initiated by the SDM, Amritsar and after the information sent to the Complainant, the Complainant seems to be satisfied with it and submits that in due course of time, he will wait for the report of the enquiry. After the completion of the enquiry, the information will be provided to the Complainant.
Therefore, on merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
   
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Darshan Singh Kang,

S/o Sh. Nirawan Singh,

R/o H.No.421 W-No-1,

Samrala, Ludhiana.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO.1988 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Darshan Singh Kang, Complainant in person.

Smt. Varsha Shukla, Deputy DEO, on behalf of the Respondent. 



Smt.Varsha Shukla, Deputy DEO appeared at the end when hearing in the cases was over. She states that she is new and has recently joined the post.. Therefore, one more opportunity is granted to the Respondent to supply information to the Complainant and also to give reply to the show cause notice.



Therefore, the case is adjourned to 02.09.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.


 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Balwinder Singh,

VPO Abdullapur,

Teh. Mukerian, 

Distt. Hoshiarpur-144214.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, School Education,

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (Sec),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 




        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3033 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh.Pankaj Sharma, PIO-cum-Assistant Director, Sh. Sukhwinder     Singh Sr. Asstt.and and Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent. 

In the earlier order dated 15.04.2009, information had been denied stating that it does not cover under RTI Act, 2005 and no provision has been quoted in the letter. Therefore, it was directed to provide information or explain the reasons for denial. Today, information is presented in the Court and I am satisfied with the answer. It is directed that the information should be sent to the Complainant by registered post. No one is present on behalf of the Complainant, neither he was present on the last hearing on 15.4.2009.
Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
   
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mehnga Ram,

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram,

VPO-Dholbaha,

District-Hoshiarpur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Land Acquisition Officer,

Hoshiarpur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2908 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Mehnga Ram, Complainant in person.

Shri A.K.Bansal, XEN Mohali and Shri Rajinder Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.



All information has been provided to the Complainant regarding land acquisition of Dholbaha and the Complainant is satisfied.



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


 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Mehnga Ram,

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram,

VPO-Dholbaha,

District-Hoshiarpur.




                            …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.



                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2909 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Mehnga Ram, Complainant in person.


Sh. Sardara Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar, Hoshiarpur on behalf of respondent.



All information has been provided to the Complainant except the copy of Notification vide which mutation No.3875, has been transferred from Central Government to Provincial Govt./Punjab Govt. The Respondent states that he will procure this copy from the Under Secretary Revenue (Land Revenue Branch) Financial Commissioners’ Secretariat, because the ‘application for information’ has not been transferred in time under Section 6(3) of the RTI 
Act, 2005, within a period of 5 days.



To come up for confirmation of compliance on 02.09.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 22.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner

