STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Rajwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh (Prof. Retd),

# 433/7, Civil Lines,

Gurdaspur-143521.





----Appellant  








Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Public Instructions (SE),

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




       -----Respondent.






AC No-502 -2008

Present:
Sh. Rajwant Singh, Appellant in person.



Smt. Tarinder Kaur, APIO-cum-Superintendent for PIO.

Order:


With reference to application dated 16.08.2008 under RTI Act duly made to the DPI (SE), Punjab with requisite fee.  The Appellant today states that he has received full information vide letter dated 10.10.2008.  However, he states that PIO has cleverly given this date for supply of information but envelope clearly shows that it has been posted one month after only on 08.11.2008 which he received on 10.11.2008.  He has shown me the envelope and I have seen for myself the stamp of 08.11.2008.  The PIO explains that they had wanted to send the information by registered post but there were no funds and due to lack of funds they finally sent through ordinary post.  She is warned to be careful in future and to give the information within stipulated period.  With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 








Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Ashok Kumar Goyal,

Advocate,

S/o Sh. Chiranji Lal,

Near Pb. National Bank

Harjeet Basti,

Budhlada-151502.

District Mansa.






----Appellant  








Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Public Instructions (S),

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




       -----Respondent.






AC No-507 -2008

Present:
None for Appellant.



None for PIO.

Order:



Sh.Ashok Gumar Goyal vide his complaint dated 11.10.2008 made to the Commission submitted that his application under RTI dated 2.6.2008 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/DPI(SE), Punjab  had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him.  Copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 

2.

Today, None is present for the complainant  and the  PIO.   

3.

It is observed that it is not necessary for the Complainant to attend the hearing unless he has any special submission to make.  However, it is mandatory for the PIO to appear himself or through a representative not below the rank of APIO and also to give a written communication given the status of the case.  In case, full information has been supplied, he is required to place a copy on record of the Commission and in case no information has been supplied he is required to give the reasons as to why this has not been done as per provision of the Act as well as to give suo motu explanation for the delay.  
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4.

Now,  the Commission is pleased to issue show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the Act to the PIO requiring him to state the reasons, if any, why penalty as provided under Section 20(1) be not imposed upon him @ 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/-.  He is required to give his explanation in writing.  The PIO may note that in case no written explanation is received and he also does not attend the next date of hearing, it will be taken that he has nothing to offer by way of explanation and the Commission shall go a head in accordance with the  Act and take action against him ex-parte.  

5.

The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information to the Complainant forthwith and to place a copy of the same on the record of the Commission immediately and without further delay along with due receipt from the applicant/proof of registry.  



Adjourned to 01.04.2009 for supply of information to the Complainant and for consideration of the written explanation of the PIO under Section 20(1) of the Act.      








Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(Ptk)


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Harbans Singh,

Vill. PO. Harike Patten, Moga road,

Teh.. Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O DPI (SE),

Punjab., Chandigarh. 


     

  -----Respondent.






CC No-2369 -2008. 

Present:
None for Appellant.



None for PIO.

Order:



Sh.Manjit Singh vide his complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 22.10.08, submitted that his application under RTI dated 3.9.2008 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/DPI(SE), Punjab  had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him.  Copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO/DPI(SE) and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 

2.

Today, none is present for the complainant and the PIO.   

3.

It is observed that it is not necessary for the Complainant to attend the hearing unless he has any special submission to make.  However, it is mandatory for the PIO to appear himself or through a representative not below the rank of APIO and also to give a written communication given the status of the case.  In case, full information has been supplied, he is required to place a copy on record of the Commission and in case no information has been supplied he is required to give the reasons as to why this has not been done as per provision of the Act as well as to give suo motu explanation for the delay.  
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4.

Now,  the Commission is pleased to issue show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the Act to the PIO requiring him to state the reasons, if any, why penalty as provided under Section 20(1) be not imposed upon him @ 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/-.  He is required to give his explanation in writing.  The PIO may note that in case no written explanation is received and he also does not attend the next date of hearing, it will be taken that he has nothing to offer by way of explanation and the Commission shall go a head in accordance with the  Act and take action against him ex-parte.  

5.

The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information to the Complainant forthwith and to place a copy of the same on the record of the Commission immediately and without further delay along with the receipt from the application/proof of registry.  



Adjourned to 01.04.2009 for supply of information to the Complainant and for consideration of the written explanation of the PIO under Section 20(1) of the Act.         








Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(Ptk)


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Rur Singh,

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

# T-3/193, RSD-Colony, 

Shahpurkandi,

Township, Tehsil Pathankot,

District Gurdaspur.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Transport, Punjab, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.  


       -----Respondent.






CC No-2376 -2008 

Present:
None for Complainant.



Sh. Ram Dass, Senior Assistant for PIO (without letter of 


authority).

Order:



Sh. Ram Dass, Senior Assistant states that he has brought the full information running into 327 pages for delivery to the Complainant.  He states that the PIO had written to Sh. Rur Singh on 17.02.2009 to deposit Rs. 654/- and to collect the information which he has not done and now if he sends this information by speed post as required by applicant, it will retail further expense of Rs. 84/-.  He states that the information asked for was not available at Headquarters but has been collected from all depots numbering 18 located in different Districts of the State.  He stated that although approval to the appointment of clerks on compassionate grounds was given by Director State Transport, yet once the approval was given, the full file in original along with approval of DST was sent to General Manager of Depot concerned.  All other matters pertaining to the service of Clerks were delegated to the General Manager who dealt with them at his own level thereafter.  The collection of this information from all depots has, therefore, been made with lot of efforts, issue of reminders, telephones etc.  
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2.

It is observed that PIO/DST, Punjab was required to give such information as was already available in his custody in terms of RTI Act and it was not incumbent upon him to collect the information from all over the State and to deliver it to Sh. Rur Singh. In case, RTI application pertain to some other PIO or in part to some other PIO then the PIO is bounden under the Act to transfer the same or in part to the correct PIO for necessary action, but even there, in case the information pertains to more than one PIO it is not the duty of the PIO to make photo copies of the applications and to send them to 18 depots.  In such cases, the PIO is to return the application to the applicant since the applications fee entertained would take on duties of the officials who are full fledged PIOs in their own right.  

3.

The above being the case and since the PIO made the full efforts which was beyond the duty imposed upon him, therefore, the delay in this case could not be treated as inordinate and the stipulation of Section 7(6) of the Act cannot be made to apply.  Section 7(6) states that information shall be provided free of charge where the Public Authority fails to comply with the time limits specified in Sub Section (1) i.e. 30 days.  As such the PIO may ask to Sh. Rur Singh to deposit the amount including for the cost of speed post or registry as the case may be and send to him, Complainant should deposit the fee and collect the information.  With these directions, the case is hereby disposed of.  








Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Rajinder Pal,

H.No. 397, Phase-II,

Urban Estate,

Jalandhar City.





----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar.




    
   -----Respondent.






CC No-2377 -2008

Present:
Sh. Rajinder Pal, Complainant in person.



Sh. Nirmal Kumar, APIO-cum-Superintendent for PIO.

Order:



Sh. Rajinder Pal vide his complaint dated 30.09.2008 made to the Commission with a post order no. 63E 629040 for Rs. 10/- (Blank) stated that his application under RTI dated 30.01.2008 made to the address of the PIO/Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar had not been attended to and no information had been given to him despite follow up of his case at every level. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.  

2.

Today, APIO has presented copy of letter dated 18.02.2009 written to Sh. Rajinder Pal and endorsed to the Commission states that information has been given to the Complainant, however, he has directed to place on the record copies of annexures also today.  The Complainant confirms that he has received this but states that these are incomplete.  I, therefore, have gone through the application with the replies give point by point.  The reply to question no. 1 (Portion written in English) regarding LLB done by Sh. Daulat Sharma has been replied to by PIO and full information on record has been intimated to him. 

3.

Regarding 1-A also the reply has been given to him, the portion where the Complainant is asked for ‘Jawab Talbi’ of the PIO is not necessary to be replied.  However, the PIO’s reply regarding ‘rehbari’ sought from the Punjab 
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Government in this connection does not appear to be related to this point at all as it is only a reminder of an earlier letter.  The original letter in which the ‘rehbary’ has been sought should be produced so that it can be seen that it is related or not.  The APIO has stated that a copy will be supplied.

4.

Regarding point no. 2, the reply of the PIO has been seen and the information is complete.  It is not found necessary for the PIO to answer to the portion which concerns ‘Jawab Talbi’ sought from him.

5.

Regarding point no. 3, copies of all the sanctions have been given.  Regarding point no. 4, 5 and 6 answers have been given.  

6.

Replies have been given on all the points, it has been confirmed by the Complainant that he has been received all the information.  With this, full information has been supplied to the Complainant. 

7.

The only point remaining is the statement of the APIO in which para 1 of letter dated 18.02.2009 in which he does not admit the availability of the application under RTI dated 30.01.2008 in his office.  APIO states that this reply has been given on reminder dated 05.02.2009 given by the Complainant, since the earlier application under RTI had been taken away by the applicant himself.  The Complainant states that he has been following up his application all level including FCR and with the State Information Commission and he states that he has not ever withdrawn his application.  The APIO states that he will check this point and proof, if any, available in this office.  Only after this point is sorted out as well as action on para 3 above taken can this complaint be disposed of. 



Adjourned to 22.04.2009.       








Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Mrs. Vasumati Sharma,

P-3/65, Jaral Colony,

Pandoh, District Mandi (HP).



----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary, 

School Education, Pb.

3rd Floor, Mini Sectt., Pb.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.



       -----Respondent.






CC No-2390 -2008

Present:
None for Complainant.



Sh. Sachin Kumar, Clerk for APIO (without letter of authority).

Order:



Sh. Sachin Kumar states that full information has been supplied to Smt. Vasumati Sharma vide letter dated 15.12.2008. However, he is not carrying copies of the information supplied for record of the Commission.  He is directed to place the same on the record of the Commission.  Letter dated 15.12.2008 vide which the information was sent to Smt. Vasumati Sharma by registered post (covering letter) has, however, been placed on file. This does not contain any index/list of annexures and/or details of documents supplied.  

2.

In the interest of justice one more opportunity is granted to Smt. Vasumati Sharma who is not present today.  In case, she has not received the documents she had asked for, or there any deficiencies she may communicate them in writing to the PIO with copy to the State Information Commission and the PIO is hereby directed to make up the deficiencies and supply the information at least ten days before the next date of hearing under due receipt.  In case, Smt. Vasumati Sharma neither appears on the next date of hearing nor sends any communication, it will be presumed that she has no further submission to make and the case will be disposed of.



Adjourned to 01.04.2009.


Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Bhupinder Pal Singh Bhullar,

S/o Late Sh. Labh Singh Bhullar,

Quarter no. B-17, Near Income Tax

Colony, Civil Station, Bathinda.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Public Instructions (SE),

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




       -----Respondent.






CC No-2423 -2008

Present:
Sh. Bhupinder Pal Singh Bhullar, Complainant in person.



Sh. Ram Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent O/o DPI(SE), PB.

Order:



Sh. Bhupinder Pal Singh vide his complaint dated 25.09.2008 made to the Commission submitted that his application dated 04.06.2008 under RTI Act with due payment of fee of even date made to the address of the PIO/DPI(SE), Punjab had been rejected.  The PIO on 03.07.2008 refused to give him the information on the plea that this was third party information and, therefore, could not be supplied to him.  Complainant states that he once again he informed the PIO that this was not third party information.  The matter concerned his request for supply of copy of the dependent certificate submitted by his sister Smt. Sukhpal Kaur, Clerk at the time when a job was given to her on compassionate ground in 1984 after the death of their father Sh. Labh Singh, Headmaster.  In that dependent certificate his name was also entered, although at that time he was a minor.  

2.

The APIO-cum-Superintendent, Sh. Ram Singh states that there was some confusion regarding the matter since Smt. Sukhpal Kaur had been consulted and she had stated that information should not be given.  The question of the APIO consulting suo motu any employee regarding information held in his custody of a non confidential nature pertaining to him/her on whether it should be supplied or not does not arise.  This ‘dependent’ certificate is the basis of the job 
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given to her and stands on the same footing as proof of basic qualification etc. There is nothing confidential and neither can harm be caused to her on the basis of the dependent certificate alone. Attested copy of dependent certificate submitted by her at the relevant time be supplied immediately to Sh. Bhupinder Pal Singh Bhullar well before the next date of hearing under due receipt\proof of registry be produced. 

3.

In case the receipt/proof of registry is produced and the complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the case will be disposed of.



Adjourned to 22.04.2009. 








Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Charanjit Singh Sodhi,

S/o Sh. Narinder Singh Sodhi,

VPO Malha,

Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.





----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO, PSEB,

Roomi, Tehsil Jagraon,

Ludhiana.




     

  -----Respondent.






CC No-2424 -2008

Present:
Sh. Charanjit Singh Sodhi, Complainant in person.



Sh. Dharam Pal, PIO-cum-SDO in person.

Order:



Sh. Charanjit Singh Sodhi vide his compliant dated 16.10.2008 made to the Commission stated that his application under RTI Act dated 18.08.2008 with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/SDO, PSEB, Roomi, District Ludhiana had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him. Copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties information through registered post.  

2.

Today, Sh. Dharma Pal, PIO-cum-SDO states that full information has been supplied to the Complainant and sought to place a copy of the same on the record of the Commission. However, it is seen that this is a bunch of papers containing inter departmental communications and is not addressed either to the Complainant or to the Commission.  The SDO is hereby directed to given the full information with a covering letter giving reference to the RTI application and containing an index of documents to be supplied duly page marked, indexed and attested.  A copy of the same with due receipt obtained from the Complainant should be placed on the record of the Commission.  
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3.

Complainant states that information is not at all complete.  I have gone through the various points and his complaint is correct that information is not complete.  PIO states that information does not concern him but concerns XEN-APDRP Cell, PSEB, Ludhiana and the Senior XEN is the PIO in his own right in that office.  However, since this application has not been forwarded under Section 6(3) to that PIO, it now remains the duty of the present PIO to collect the information from that PIO and to provide it to the Complainant.  PIO requests for some time which is granted.



Adjourned to 28.04.2009.   







Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Charanjit Singh Sodhi,

S/o Sh. Narinder Singh Sodhi,

VPO Malha,

Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.





----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO (Electricity),

Sidhwa Bet Road,

Jagraon,




     

  -----Respondent.






CC No-2425 -2008

Present:
Sh. Charanjit Singh Sodhi, Complainant in person.



None for PIO.

Order:



Sh. Charanjit Singh Sodhi vide his complaint dated 16.10.2008 made to the Commission submitted that his application under RTI dated 18.08.2008 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/SDO(Electricty), Sidhwa Bet Road, Jagraon dated 19.09.2008 had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him.  Copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 

2.

Today, Complainant is present in person.  None is present for the PIO.   

3.

It is observed that it is not necessary for the Complainant to attend the hearing unless he has any special submission to make.  However, it is mandatory for the PIO to appear himself or through a representative not below the rank of APIO and also to give a written communication given the status of the case.  In case, full information has been supplied, he has required placing a copy on record of the Commission and in case no information has been supplied he is required to give the reasons on this has not been done as per provision of the Act as well as to give suo motu explanation for the delay.  
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4.

Now, then, the Commission is pleased to issue show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the Act to the PIO requiring him to state the reasons if any why penalty as provided under Section 20(1) be not imposed upon him @ 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/-.  He is required to give his explanation in writing.  The PIO may note that in case no written explanation is received and he also does not attend the next date of hearing, it will be taken that he has nothing to offer by way of explanation and the Commission shall go a head and now provisions of the Act and take action against him ex-parte.  

5.

The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information to the Complainant forthwith and to place a copy of the same on the record of the Commission immediately and without further delay along with receipt from the application/proof of registry.  



Adjourned to 28.04.2009 for supply of information to the Complainant and for consideration of the written explanation of the PIO under Section 20(1) of the Act.      









Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Gian Chand Pathak,

VPO Sheikhupura,

Distict Nawanshahr.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O DEO

(Secondary Education),

Nawanshahr.




       -----Respondent.






CC No-2426 -2008

Present:
Sh. Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the Complainant Sh. Gian 


Chand Pathak.



Sh. Tejinder Singh, Clerk for PIO.

Order:



Sh. Gian Chand Pathak vide his complaint dated 16.10.2008 received on 24.10.2008 made to the address of the State Information Commission submitted that his application under RTI dated 11th September, 2008 made to the address of the PIO/DEO(Secondary Education), Nawanshahr with due payment of fee had not been attended to at all and to date no information had been received.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

Today, Complainant is represented by Sh. Sham Lal Saini (with letter of authority) and the PIO by a Clerk, Sh. Tejinder Singh (without letter of authority).  Sh. Tejinder Singh states that the APIO-cum-Deputy DEO is in Chandigarh today in connection with the present hearing, but has not yet arrived in the office and he has not able to contact him despite his best efforts.  He states that information has since been provided to the Complainant vide covering letter dated 19.02.2009 containing full documents numbering 9 pages.  He has also shown me the proof of registry dated 20.02.2009 with copy endorsed to the Commission and has presented a set of papers for the record of the Commission.  The Complainant states that he has still not received the said information.  However, CC No-2426 -2008
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he has seen the office copy and states that information is complete except for item no. 5 and 6 where full information has not been given.  I have gone through the item no. 5 and 6.  I think the requirement of the situation will be met if the concerned file is available is brought to the State Information Commission on the next date of hearing.  Sh. Sham Lal Saini shall be permitted to inspect the said file and take the notes and may give list of documents required by him, if any, which are required to be supplied to him duly attested and free of cost, since the period stipulated under Section 7(6) of the Act is over.  

3.

Complainant is adamant in his demand that the PIO must be penalized for the great delay in giving the information according to him, it has been delayed by five months and even now full information has not been provided.  The Commission considered it necessary to issue notice to the PIO to state reasons why a penalty as provided under Section 20(1) be not imposed upon him @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25000/-. He is required to give his explanation in writing.  The PIO may note that in case no written explanation is received and he also does not attend the next date of hearing, it will be taken that he has nothing to offer by way of explanation and the Commission shall go ahead as per provisions of the Act and take action against him ex-parte. 



Adjourned to 28.04.2009.  







Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)



After the order had been dictated and after the Complainant had left, Sh. Swaran Singh APIO-cum-Deputy DEO, Nawanshahr appeared and stated that he had been sitting in the other building of the State Information Commission and his mobile phone was not working since there was no net work, 
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so he could not contact his clerk.  He has been apprised of the order already passed in the case for compliance. 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma,

292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dina Nagar 143531,

District Gurdaspur.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary,

PSEB, Patiala.




       -----Respondent.






CC No-2433 -2008

Present:
None for Complainant.



Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Public Relation Officer, RTI Cell 


O/o PSEB, Head Office, Patiala. 

Order:



Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma vide his complaint dated 10.10.2008 to the Commission submitted that his application under RTI dated 29.07.2008 with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/Secretary, PSEB, Patiala had not been attended to and no information has been given to him.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.  

2.

Today, none is present on behalf of the Complainant.  However, a letter dated 24.02.2009 has been received through fax in which the Complainant has stated that he is ill and, therefore, not able to attend the hearing and has prayed for an adjournment.  However, he stated that he has not received any information so far.  He has requested that since the information is not received within 30 days, it should be ordered that information should be provided free of cost and penalty be imposed also on the PIO for the delay.  

3.

The APIO states that the statement of the Complainant that he has not received any information is not correct.  The application under RTI dated 29.07.2008 was received in the RTI cell on 01.08.2008 and on 14.08.2008 vide letter no. 104487.  The PIO had informed the applicant to deposit an amount of Rs. 120/- for the said information which had been collected from two separate 
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PIOs.   However, Complainant never deposited the money but sent another post card by way of reminder received on 13.09.2008 asking for information again without referring to their communication.  Thereafter, once again on 18.09.2008 vide their no. 116376 the demand for deposit of additional fee of Rs. 322/- (including for the information demanded by him in a separate RTI application also listed for hearing today CC No. 2434 of 2008.    He did not deposit any further therefore, no further action was taken by the PIO as per provision of the Act.  

4.

Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma is not present today.  In case, he has anything to say regarding this aspect, he make a submission in writing to the State Information Commission with copy to the PIO at least two weeks before the next date of hearing so that his request for giving the information fee of cost can be considered in the backgrounds of the facts brought out by the PIO.  In the alternative and if he has no proof to dispute stand of the PIO, he should duly deposited the amount with the PIO and procure copies of the information which are to be procured upon being payment made by him.  

5.

In case, Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma sends no communication and does not deposited any money his complaint will be dismissed on the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 28.04.2009. 








Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma,

292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dina Nagar 143531,

District Gurdaspur.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary,

PSEB, H.O., Patiala.




       -----Respondent.






CC No-2434 -2008

Present:
None for Complainant.



Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Public Relation Officer, RTI Cell 


O/o PSEB, Head Office, Patiala.

Order:



Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma vide his complaint dated 10.10.2008 made to the Commission stated that his application dated 05.08.2008 under RTI Act made to the address of the PIO/Secretary, PSEB, Patiala had not been attended to.  It is noted that he has neither given the acknowledgment of receipt of the application of the PSEB nor proof of fee deposited under RTI Act.  However, APIO states that this application has definitely been received in the office of the Secretary, PSEB although no fee appears to have been paid as required under RTI Act, 2005 still the case has been processed.   

2.

The APIO states that Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma has asked for seniority list concerning him as well as for giving of selection grade to him as well as for the fate of representation made to the Administrative Member, Director Personal as well as copies of service book etc.  He states that Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma has no where disclosed to which cadre he belongs whether he is a Peon, Clerk or an Engineer.  Therefore, he was addressed accordingly that clarification was duly sought from him through registered post vide no. 104486 dated 14.08.2008, very much within 30 days period.  To this he sent a reply vide letter dated 25.08.2009 clarifying that he has retired as LDC from Sub Division Dina Nagar, Division Pathankot, Circle Gurdaspur on 25.08.2008.  Therefore, 
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RTI application itself should be treated as 25.08.2008.  The information was thereafter collected from three separate PIOs and he was informed vide letter no. 112092 dated 08.09.2008 asked him to deposit Rs. 12/- for separate application no. 2433 of 2008 and Rs.180/- for the present application, so that the information could be supplied to him.  No amount has been deposited so far therefore no further action was called for.  PIO has carried out his responsibilities as per the Act and the complaint against him should, therefore, be dismissed.  

3.

In case, Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma has anything to state contrary to what has been brought out by the PIO, he may address the PIO in writing with copy to the State Information Commission as his complaint will be considered in the light of the comments of the PIO as well as whatever the Complainant may submit for consideration.  He may note that in case he does not appear on the next date of hearing and does not send any communication, his complaint will be dismissed.  He can procure the information he required by deposited the amount as prescribed by the PIO under his original RTI application.



Adjourned to 28.04.2009. 








Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Ram Pal Bhalla,

S/o Sh. Krishan Gopal Bhalla,

Bhalla Street, Sangrur, Pb.

# 106, W.No. 15,

Sangrur.






----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O DEO (Sec),

Sangrur.





       -----Respondent.






CC No-2436 -2008

Present:
Sh. Ram Pal Bhalla, Complainant in person.



Sh. Ajaib Singh, Senior Clerk for PIO.

Order:



Sh. Ram Pal Bhalla vide his complaint dated 14.10.2008 made to the Commission stated that his application under RTI Act dated 12.06.2008 with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/District Education Officer (Sec.), Sangrur had not been attended to and no information was supplied to him.  Thereafter, he applied to the next authority which is DPI (Secondary) for the required information on 14.08.2008.  No information has been provided either. Hence the complaint.  Copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO/DEO (Sec) and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.  

2.

Since, two documents in the RTI application dated 24.10.2005 and 25.06.2007 in respect of which the present RTI application has been made were not on record, copies thereof have been taken from the Complainant and placed on file of the Commission. Sh. Ajaib Singh, Senior Clerk on behalf of the PIO states that full information has been provided to the Complainant vide letter dated 06.10.2008.  He presented letter dated 20.02.2009 addressed to the State Information Commission containing receipt from the Complainant copy of enquiry and copy of fresh enquiry dated 29.09.2008 carried out after the receipt of RTI application.  The Complainant confirms having received the same.  
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3.

Complainant, however, states that no action taken report has been provided to him as per his request.  The Complainant who is highly educated man has been taken through the provisions of Section 3 as read with definition of ‘information’, ‘record’ and ‘right to information’ as defined in Section 2(f)(i)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  There is no provision for giving action taken report to the applicant however, in case he wishes to inspect any particular record in the custody of the PIO, he could make an application for that.  In so far as the present application is concerned which has been clarified by the representative of the PIO that a part from the information provided to him already no other action has been taken in pursuance of the two letters dated 24.10.2005 and 25.06.2007 quoted by the applicant in his RTI application dated 12.06.2008.  

4.

Armed with whatever information he has been able to get under RTI Act, the Complainant may approach the Competent Authority in the Executive for redressal of his grievances, if any, as may be advised.



With these observations, the matter is hereby disposed of.  







Sd-  

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(LS)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Vijay Kumar Sharma,

151, Parkash Avenue,

Kapurthala.


   



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.






  ---------Respondent.





 CC No- 194-2008 and CC-2399/07:

Present:
Shri Vijay Kumar Sharma complainant in person.

Shri Pawan Kumar Kanungo, on behalf of the PIO/DC Kapurthala.


Order:


Both these cases are adjourned today  due to administrative reasons. Next date will be communicated to both parties.








Sd- 

 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


24.02.2009

(Ptk)


