STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Surinder Pal,

Advocate,

# 539/112/3, St. 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri,

New Shiv Puri Road,P.O. Basti, 

Jodhewal, Ludhiana-141007.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.  
                                                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2282 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Chander Gaind, PCS,PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana on behalf of the 


Respondent. 
 



The Respondent brought information before the Commission addressed to Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate (Complainant in this case) and a copy for Commission. Since the Complainant is not present, the Respondent is directed to send it to the Complainant by registered post. I have gone through all the points according to original application and in my opinion; all the queries have been satisfactorily answered. Moreover, the Complainant was not present at the last hearing dated 20.5.2009 and same is the position today. 



The case is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 29.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.
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After the hearing in the case is over, Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate (Complainant) appeared. He pointed out that he has attended the Court after checking up from the Website of the Commission where the case is listed to be heard at 2.00 PM. As per the order dated 20.5.2009, which was also communicated to the parties, the date and time of the hearing was 29.7.2009 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. He checked the Website of the Commission and confirmed the date from the Receptionist who told that the date of hearing is at 2.00 PM. It is strange to note that the receptionist has conveyed the exact time of hearing without confirming it from my Reader/Private Secretary which has created controversy and also resulted inconvenience to the Complainant. Copy of the parawise information given by the Respondent at the time of hearing is given to the Complainant. He states that he wants some time to study the information. 


A copy of this order be sent to Secretary of the Commission for necessary action.



To come up on 07.09.2009 at 12:00 PM in the Chamber for further proceedings.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 29.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.

    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.

None on behalf of the Respondent.




Penalty of Rs.25000/- was imposed on 20.5.2009 on the PIO and it was directed that complete information should be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. Part information has already been supplied except regarding attested copies of the list of selected/appointed candidates as Science Master and Maths Master. The PIO, O/o of DPI(S) has not complied with the directions of the Commission dated 18.03.2009 and also failed to supply the complete information. 

 
The case is adjourned to 07.09.2009 at 12:00 PM in the Chamber for confirmation of payment of penalty and the Respondent should bring treasury challan on that day. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 29.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.
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After the hearing in the case is over, Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director(S)-cum-PIO and Mrs.Surjit Kaur, Assistant Director came present. The Respondent presented a letter Memo No.11/19 Gosh (8) , dated 28.7.2009 in which it has been mentioned  that the record relating to recruitment of C.Dac Master/ Mistresses has been entered on Website of the Department and public notice in this regard has been given for publication in the Newspapers on 26.6.2009 and the information on the Website is available up to 10.7.2009.








Sd/-



Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 29.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Geeta Rani,

W/o Sh. Vinod Singla,

H. No. 22, W. No. 5-C,

Park Road, Dhuri. 


                                                 …..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3134 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Vinod Singla on behalf of the Complainant. 


None on behalf of the Respondent.


Arguments heard on behalf of the Complainant.

 
The Judgment is reserved.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   
      Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 29.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. G.S. Sikka,

43, Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.                                                                 …..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, S.D. College for Women,

Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala.                                                           ….Respondent
C.C. NO. 679 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Vandana Shukla, PIO-cum-Principal on behalf of the Respondent.   



The Complainant has sent a written message that he has received compensation of Rs.1000/- from the Respondent through Mrs. Vandana Shukla and requested that the case may be closed.



The Complainant filed application on 6.2.2008 and on the first hearing on 20.8.2008, only Shri Amit Mehta, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent was present. On the second hearing, i.e. on 29-09-2009 none appeared on behalf of the Respondent and the Complainant stated that incomplete information was supplied on 17.4.2008. As per fourth order dated 25.2.2009, show cause notice was issued to the PIO, when Shri Amit Mehta, Advocate along with Shri Jai Parkash, Supdt came present. In this order, it was directed that if the PIO does not avail himself 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 action against him/her ex-parte.
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Mrs. Vandana Shukla, PIO-cum-Principal contends that she has received the order dated 22.4.2009 on 6.6.2009 in which a penalty of Rs.5000/- and compensation of Rs.1000/- on PIO and Public Authority respectively have been imposed. She further contends that the request for information dated 6.2.2008 which was received in the Respondent-College on 14.2.2008 was made by the Complainant to the PIO of the College when Mrs.Harjinder Kaur was officiating as Principal and working as PIO of the College for the period from 30.8.2007 to 22.5.2008. She further continued that the PIO asked the Complainant on 14.3.2008 to make good the deficiency of the fee as per RTI Act/Rules and consequently she made good the deficiency on 22.3.2008. She further states that complete information has been supplied to the Complainant on 7.4.2008, when the Complainant filed the Complaint before the Commission on 4.3.2008 which was quite premature and deserved to be filed. 


The Respondent further stated that the written reply to show cause was given on 22.4.2009 (Photo-copy attached) which was misplaced by the former PS/SIC and therefore the same was not taken into consideration at the time of passing the order dated 22.4.2009.



It is directed that Mrs.Harjinder Kaur, former PIO-cum-officiating Principal should be called on the next date of hearing. The Complainant is not present today. 
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The case is fixed for further consideration of penalty on 7.09.2009 at 12:00 PM in the Chamber.

 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties and to Mrs.Harjinder Kaur, the then PIO-cum-officiating Principal,(now Lecturer Pol. Science), S.D. College for Women,Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala.







       Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 29.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.

Copy:      Mrs. Harjinder Kaur, the then PIO-cum-Officiting Principal (Now Lecturer


     Pol. Science), S.D.College for Women, Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

S/o Sh. Gurdit Singh,

Opposite Bhai Hospital,

H. No. 596, Near Octroi,

Post No. 7, Old Cantt. Road, Faridkot. 

                           …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S),

Punjab, Chandigarh.  



                             ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2844 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Ratan Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent.



The Respondent states that the information has been sent to the Complainant on 15.7.2009. The Complainant is not present today nor have any objections been pointed out by him. Therefore, it seems he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 
  
 
The case is hereby closed and disposed of.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 29.07.2009.



        State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Geeta Rani,

W/o Sh. Vinod Singla,

H. No. 22, W. No. 5-C,

Park Road, Dhuri. 


                                                 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3134 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Vinod Singla on behalf of the Complainant. 


None on behalf of the Respondent.
This case was last heard on 29.07.2009 & Orders were reserved. In this case the application for information was made by the complainant on 19-09-2008. The information required by the complainant concerns, 

1. List of teachers selected in ETT and S.S. B.Ed in the year 2008.

2. How many teachers have provided false certificate and was action has been taken against them.

3. Merit list of first 15 teachers who have been selected.
  
 
Since no information was received by the complainant even after a lapse of more than 3 months from the date of application a complaint was made by her to the Commission on 29.12.08 requesting that necessary action may be taken in the matter. The complaint was fixed for hearing at 2.00 p.m. on 20.05.2009 and notice was issued to the respondent requiring him to appear before the commission on the said date either personally or through an 
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authorized representative. The respondent chose to ignore the notice of the Commission and did not appear on 20.05.2009. It is also noticed that the information sought by the complainant had not been supplied. In these circumstances, vide my order dated 20.05.2009 the Respondent PIO was called upon the show cause why penalty under Section 20 RTI Act 2005, be not imposed upon him. It was also made clear in the order that if the Respondent does not file his reply to the show cause notice or / and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed for the purpose, ex-parte further proceedings would be taken. The case was adjourned to 29.07.09 at 12 noon  and notice of this date of hearing was sent by hand along with the copy of the order dated 20.05.09.

 
 
On 20.05.09 that is today’s hearing no body has appeared on behalf of the Respondent nor has any written reply to the show cause notice under Section 20 RTI Act,2005 been sent. Nothing has been conveyed about sending the required information to the Complainant. In this situation, I am left with no alternative but to proceed with the decision on the question of imposition of penalty under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 in the absence of the Respondent.

 
 
The perusal of the records of the case indicates that the information sought by the Complainant has not been supplied by the Respondent even though a period of more than six months has elapsed since the application for information was made. Apart from this, the Respondent has not taken care even
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to respond to the notices issued by the Commission. He has also chosen to ignore the show cause notice issued under Section 20 of RTI Act 2005, calling upon him to explain as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for his failure to supply the information. The conduct of the Respondent to say the least is contumacious. The failure to give 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 becomes liable to be penalized under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 at the rate of Rs.250/- per day for the period the default persisted.

 
 
The application in this case was made on 19.09.08 and information was therefore required to be provided to the complainant by 19.10.08. In the instant case, a period of more than 6 month during which the default has persisted.  Since, however, the quantum of penalty prescribed in the Act  ibid is limited toRs.25000/- 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 PIO O/o DPI SE Chandigarh subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/-.  

  
 
The PIO Respondent is directed to deposit the total amount of penalty of Rs.25000/- in the State Treasury within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders. In case he fails to do this, the Director DPI, Punjab Chandigarh is hereby directed to ensure that the amount of penalty is recovered from the pay
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of PIO, O/o DPI (SE) Chandigarh and deposited in the State Treasury. The pay of PIO, O/o DPI (SE) Chandigarh will henceforth not be disbursed to him/her till such time as the penalty being imposed has been recovered from him/her.
 
In addition to the above, in exercise of the powers conferred upon me under section 20 (2) of the RT Act, 2005, I hereby recommend to the concerned disciplinary authority that disciplinary action should be taken against PIO O/o DPI(E) Chandigarh under the Service Rules applicable to him/her for having denied the information to the complainant without reasonable cause and also failure to attend the Commission on date of hearing fixed.

 
 
It shall be incumbent upon the Director, DPI SE, Chandigarh to inform this court that the orders being passed today have been implemented in letter and spirit before the next date of hearing.

Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 29.07.2009.



        State Information Commissioner.

