STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Hazara Singh,

S/o Shri Aasa Singh,

Vill- Akbarpur,

Tehsil & District: Rupnagar.


                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,Ropar.
                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1864 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Hazara Singh, Complainant in person.



Shri Yadav Rai Singh, Steno on behalf of Respondent.


This is a duplication of same information asked by the Complainant. The case was disposed of by the Hon’ble Bench of State Information Commissioner (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, IAS (Retd)) after hearing both the parties and the Complainant was also given liberty to send an application for re-opening the case in the event the information is not supplied. 



So, the present complaint be dismissed being similar demand for information of the same date. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Maluk Singh,

S/o Shri Pala Singh,

Vill- Kamo Majra Khurd,

PO: and District: Sangrur.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Fatehgarh Sahib.



                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1893 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Maluk Singh, Complainant in person.


Shri Iqbal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 9.7.2009 that his original application dated 19.05,2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: 

1. “Attested Photocopy of the statements of  Nihal Singh. Atma Singh, Numberdar, Manjit Singh, Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Smt. Gurmeet Kaur, G.S.Balgan, Shri Maluk Singh;
2. Attested Copy of Registration No.196/M, dated 5.9.2008”

  
 
Information is given to the Complainant in the presence of the Court and he is satisfied. He states that he has been harassed for the last 5 (Five) months. Therefore, he demands compensation for himself for the detriment suffered by him and penalty for the PIO/Respondent under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 as to why the delay in supply of information, has taken place without reasonable cause. Therefore, PIO 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.25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an 
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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.



Imposition of penalty will be decided on merits when reply to show cause is received.
 

To come up on 18.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

# 312, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Patiala.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.
                                         ---Respondent
C.C. No.1860 of 2009

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Vijay Kumar, Supervisor,Suvidha Centre, Patiala on behalf of   Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 23.06.2009 that his original application dated 6.2.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “List of the official work given in Suvidha Centre, Patiala”.


Information has been presented by the Respondent in the Court and he is directed to send this information to the Complainant by registered post. The Complainant is not present today, one more opportunity is granted to the Complainant to point out any objection on receiving the information from the Respondent.

 

To come up on 18.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.



After the hearing in the case is over, Shri Pawan Kumar,
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Complainant appears and the order is read out to him. He is advised to attend the court on the next date of hearing and plead his case.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Jasbir Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

r/o Vill-Bholapur Jabewal,

PO: Ramgarh,

District: Ludhiana.




                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1873 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None present on behalf of the Complainant as well as Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 9.7.2009 that his original application dated 12.9.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “w'No tfjeb n?eN-1988 dh XkokF 53, 54 ns/ 55 d/ nXhB fgSb/ d; ;kb d/ ftZu BkB ewof;nb$ewof;nb fezBhnK rZvhnK dh ofi;Nq/;B od ehsh iK T[jBK rvh wkbeK B{z B'fN; eZY/ fijVhnK ;Ve s/ ubD d"okB wB[yh fizdrhnK bJh ysok jB ns/ T[jBK dh fcNB; ;oNhfce/N B{z e?A;b ehsk. T[jBK rZvhnK d/ wkbeK pko/ df;nk ikt/ ns/ wB[yh fizdrh bJh ysok pDh rvhnK d/ f to[ZX d[nkok ehsh rJh ekotkJh pko/ df;nk ikt/. “


As none is present on behalf of the parties, one more opportunity is granted to them to provide information to the Complainant.
 

To come up on 23.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Mahesh Kumar Jindal,

S/o Shri Jagdish Kumar Jindal,

# B-VII/322, Labur Ram Street,

Kotkapura- 151 204.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.




                                         
         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1882 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Mahesh Kumar Jindal, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 9.7.2009 that his original application dated 4.6.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: 

(a) Copy of the Log Book of the Chief Executive Officer of Zila Parishad, Moga ( Also of ADC) Shri Mohinder Singh Kainth as on 10.3.2009.;

(b) Copy of action taken reports, if any, by the CEO, Zila Parishad, Moga in respect of the representation by Gram Panchayat of Village: Bambiha Bhai and Vill-Samadh Bhai; for continuing the services of Dr. Mahesh Jindal and Dr. Shashi Jindal;
(c) Copy of the authority under which the CEO, ZP Moga Shri Mohinder Singh Kainth was authorized by any competent authority to unilaterally terminate the services of Dr. Mahesh Jindal and Dr. Shashi Jindal.

(d) Reasons, if any, for withholding the salary of Dr. Mahesh Jindal and Dr. Shashi Jindal for the month of Feb/2009 and part of the month of March/2009.;
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A letter dated 30.6.2009, has been received from the CEO ZP Moga
stating that this information is not available in the office and  another letter dated 8.9.2009, from PIO, ZP Moga, covers the Point No.1, i.e. Supply of Log-Book. After this, no information has been provided till date. 


No one is present today on behalf of Respondent which is against the directions of the Commission, therefore, one more opportunity is provided to the Respondent to provide information to the Complainant within 15 days, otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated.


To come up on 18.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Ajit Singh,
S/o Shri Prem Parkash,

VPO: Khadiala Sanian,

District: Hoshiarpur.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Hoshiarpur.

….Respondent

AC-438/2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Ajit Singh, Complainant in person.

Shri Dharam Pal,JE and Shri Surinderjit Singh, JE on behalf of the  Respondent. 



Sh.Ajit Singh filed his original application dated 11.03.2009.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 17.04.2009.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 9.7. 2009.



Information sought by the Appellant is regarding “status of the application, from the residents of the Village: Khadiala Sanian, sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, vide Diary No.2532, dated 1.8.2008 with regard to the disposal of the rains water”.



A letter dated 8.9.2009 from the PIO-cum-D.C.Hoshiarpur, is existing in the file, stating that the information sought by the Appellant is related to the office of District Development and Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur, therefore, the application is transferred to him (DDPO, HSP) under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. It is not accepted since the application was transferred beyond the stipulated period of 5 days.
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However, information has been provided to the Appellant to his satisfaction by the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur, but it is late by five months. He demands penalty and compensation under the provisions of the RTI Act. Therefore, PIO 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.25000/- 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.



Information has been delayed without reasonable cause. Therefore, the imposition of penalty will be decided on merits after reply to the show cause notice. 



To come up on 18.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Naresh Kumar,S/o Shri Hans Raj,

President, Karamchari Dal, Punjab

Roadways, Moga.

#902/13, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Vidhant  Nagar, Moga.




       ----Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Transport, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






                  ----Respondent

C.C. NO. 1107 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 

None has appeared at the last date of hearing, i.e. on 24.08.2009 and similar is the case today. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of due to non-appearance of the Complainant.
 
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurjail Singh. 

S/o Harnam Singh,

Vill. Basti Bhamna, Teh. Samana,

Distt. Patiala. 

                                                                                       ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala. 

Respondent. 

CC NO. 611 of 2009

ORDER 

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

Shri Jasbir Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO on behalf of the Respondent. 



Information has been provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant. The Respondent has assured that the Committee comprising of Deputy Commissioner, ADC (D), District Revenue Officer and the District Social Welfare Officer will be deciding the case of the remaining beneficiaries        shortly according to the Punjab Government Notification No.15/12/2008/ LD/Policy/35952-71, dated 14.8.2008. Directions are given that what has transpired in the Court should be followed by the Deputy Commissioner Staff in letter and spirit. Reply to Show cause notice has been presented in the Court and I am satisfied and no unreasonable delay has been caused by the Respondent. 



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








           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Brij Lal,

S/o Sh. Girdhari Lal,

Mohalla Kamaspurain Samana,

Distt. Patiala.                                                                                   ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala. 


                                                             …..Respondent

CC NO. 616 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Brij Lal, Complainant in person.

Shri Jasbir Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO on behalf of the Respondent. 



Information has been provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant. The Respondent has assured that the Committee comprising of Deputy Commissioner, ADC (D), District Revenue Officer and the District Social Welfare Officer will be deciding the case of the remaining beneficiaries        shortly according to the Punjab Government Notification No.15/12/2008/ LD/Policy/35952-71, dated 14.8.2008. Directions are given that what has transpired in the Court should be followed by the Deputy Commissioner Staff in letter and spirit. Reply to Show cause notice has been presented in the Court and I am satisfied and no unreasonable delay has been caused by the Respondent. 



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








           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Lashker Singh,

# 172, Guru Arjan Dev Colony,

Bhoglan Road, Rajpura Town,

District: Patiala.




                                   ---Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Fatehgarh Sahib. 
                  ----Respondent

A.C. NO.289 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Shri Lashker Singh, Appellant in person.
Shri Harcharan Singh, Office Kanungo on behalf of the   Respondent. 



Information has been provided to the Appellant, but according to the Complainant, this is completely contrary to what he has asked for in the original application dated 28.1.2009. The Respondent states that the relevant file containing the information is with Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib.The Respondent states that one identical case has been disposed of by the Hon’ble Bench of Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, State Information Commissioner. He is advised to bring original file and then it will ascertained if it is the similar and identical case. The Appellant states that this case is entirely different.
Directions are given that this information should be provided within 15 days. 



To come up on 18.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Makhan Goyal,

S/o Shri Prem Chand,

Sagar Basti, W.No.13,

Chunagaran Road,

Patran Mandi, Distt. Patiala.


                             ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority, Patiala.

                  ----Respondent
C.C. 1078 of 2009

ORDER
Present:-
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Dharamjit Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.



A letter has been presented by the Respondent in the Court, in which it has been mentioned that information has already been provided to the Complainant, asked for by him as per his application for information. He has received 19-pages information on 25.9.2009 and he 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: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Gursharan Singh,

# 133L Chandigarh Road,

Near Namdev Mandir, Khanna.



                            ---Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Office,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.




                      ----Respondent

A.C. NO.290 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Ruldu Ram, BPEO, Khanna-1 on behalf of the Respondent. 

The Complainant has sent a handwritten letter dated 30.9.2009, received in the Court, vide Diary No.15388, dated 30.9.2009, stating that injustice is being done with him by the Commissioner and he does not want the case to be heard by Mrs. Ravi Singh, State Information Commissioner. He protested that the case fixed for today may be transferred to some other Hon’ble Bench of the Commissioner for the next date of hearing. 
The Respondent states that information has been provided to the Appellant on 18.2.2009- He had written to take information by hand. The Complainant went to the office and received information on 13.4.2009. According to Respondent, only point No.3 of the original application dated 2.2.2009 was pending. He has brought this information today in the Court and directions are given that this information be sent to the Appellant through registered post.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 18.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.

 
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner. 
CC:             Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab for necessary action.        
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.
SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal 

Distt. President National

Consumer Awareness Group

(Retd) Distt. Office 167-B,

Industrial Estate Miller Gang,

Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2285 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant.

Sh. Karanbir Singh, APIO and Sh. Sukhraj, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

In the earlier order dated 17.08.2009, directions were given to the Complainant to visit the office of DTO, Ludhiana on some working day and collect the information as per his demand. The Respondent has brought the letter dated 15.9.2009, sent by Shri Balbir Aggarwal that he has received copies of RTI information in CC No.2285/2008, justice has been given to him and he thanks the whole staff.
 
 
Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
 
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

S/o Shri Rai Singh,

R/o H.No. 60/35 P/330,

Street No.8, Maha Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.






                 ----Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.               





                  ----Respondent

C.C. No.693 of 2009

ORDER

Present:-
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, Complainant in person.

 
Shri Jaswinder Kumar, Office Kanungo, on behalf of Respondent.




Incomplete information has been provided to the Complainant on 22.12.2008 and 13.8.2009. In the earlier order dated 19.8.2009, it was recorded that the letter dated 13.8.2009 has been received in the Commission, which states that information has been sent to the Complainant on 20.12.2008, but according to the Complainant, information has only been received by him on 13.8.2009 and not on 22.12.2008. In the course of arguments, the Complainant states that he has to pay revenue fee for copy of Point No.1. If that was the case, he should have been informed by post to do the needful. The attitude of the Respondent is not cooperative and he has been directed that, in case, he does not wish to provide the information to the Complainant, then he (Respondent) should quote the Section of the RTI Act, 2005 under which information is being denied. 

Directions are given that information should be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing and the Complainant will give
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discrepancies, if any, on the information obtained by him till date and information   should be provided free of cost unless the revenue fee as per Copying Agency allows to do so.


To come up on 18.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

S/o Shri Naurang Singh,

# 1508/47-B, St. No.6,

Harkrishan Nagar,

New Shimla Puri,

Ludhiana.






                   ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.





                              ---Respondent

C.C. No.640 of 2009

ORDER

Present:-
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Dalbir Bhardwaj, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent.




The Respondent states that information has been provided to the Complainant twice, one on 15.1.2009 by ordinary post and second on 16.3.2009 by registered post with a copy to the Commission. 


The Complainant was not present on the last date of hearing and similar is the case today, nor has any objection been pointed out by him. It seems he 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: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Ranjit Singh, S/o

Shri Ram Ashra Singh,

# 201, Gali No.2, 

Satguru Nagar-33 Feet Road,

Mundian Kalan, 

Tehsil & Distt. Ludhiana.

                                                   ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


                    ---Respondent

C.C. NO.1112 of 2009

ORDER 
Present: -
Shri Ranjit Singh, Complainant in person. 

Shri Balbir Singh, Senior Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 

Information has been provided to the Complainant on 6.8.2009 (regarding GIS) and 25.8.2009 (regarding Proficiency Step-up). 
A letter dated 29.9.2009 from O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to the Dy Registrar, SICP, has been received which states that the 8-year Proficiency Step-up case of the Complainant has been forwarded to the SDM, Ludhiana(W) and no action has to be taken from this office. The Respondent has informed that SDM, Ludhiana (W) is on leave who has to approve the Bill. As and when he joins the office, the needful will be done and the Complainant will get the payment. 
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 18.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.

 
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner. 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Tejinder Singh, 
S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

R/o Plot No.40, Vill-Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

PO: Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,
Ludhiana- 141123.  






        ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner,
Punjab , Chandigarh.                                                                        ---Respondent

C.C. 1125 of 2009

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri J.S.Brar, PIO-cum-ADTO,on behalf of the Respondent. 

A Fax message dated 30.9.2009 has been received from the Complainant, stating that he cannot appear before the Court becausehis closed relative has expired last night and today he has to go to cremation ground. He has requested for adjournment of the case.
The Respondent states that Information has been supplied to him on 29.9.2009. The Complainant is asked to point out the deficiency, if any, in the information supplied to him direct by the Respondent with a copy to the Commission. The Respondent is also ordered to make good the deficiency, if any, before the next date of hearing.
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To come up on 23.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Tejinder Singh, 

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

R/o Plot No.40, Vill-Bholapur, 

Guru Nanak Nagar,

PO: Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana- 141123.




                            ----Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Sangrur.

      



                             ----Respondent

C.C. NO.1124 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant. 

Shri Sukhwinder Singh, PIO-cum-ADTO,on behalf of the     Respondent. 

A Fax message dated 30.9.2009 has been received from the Complainant, stating that he cannot appear before the Court because my closed relative has expired last night and today he has to go to cremation ground. He has requested for adjournment of the case.

In the above fax message, the Complainant has stated that he has gone to MVI Office on 14.9.2009, ADTO was not present, but he has inspected the record which he requires and he does not need more. He has also stated that the Respondent has given information very late and violated the RTI Act under the provisions of Section 20. 

 
The Respondent states that information has been provided to him on 26.8.2009,
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late by six months. He has demanded compensation for detriment suffered by him and penalty to the PIO-Respondent for providing late information which is against the directions of the Commission. Therefore, PIO 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.25000/- 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.

 
 
To come up on 23.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank, Lehra Gaga-148031,

District: Sangrur.








   -----Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.









    -----Respondent

A.C. NO.300 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Shri Rakesh Kumar, Complainant in person. 

Shri Jeet Singh Dhindsa, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the   Respondent. 

Information has been provided to the Complainant and he is satisfied, but he states that original application was filed on 6.1.2009 and he demands penalty and compensation under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 

  
If there is late supply of information by the Respondent, it clearly shows defiance to the earlier orders of the Commission. Therefore, PIO 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.25000/- 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
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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.

 
 
To come up on 23.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Parma Nand,

S/o Late Sh. Munsi Ram,

Vill-Nangal Karar Khan

PO- Kukhar Pind, Jalandhar.                                                         . …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.





                             ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2746 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Parma Nand, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Varinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.



A letter dated 28.4.2009, has been sent by PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar and reports thereon by Naib-Tehsildar,dated 5.6.2009 that because of shifting of Revenue Court, this file is not traceable. Directions are given that F.C.R. should get this matter enquired into by the Tehsildar, Jalandhar so that the Complainant can take the matter to the Civil Court or higher competent authority.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar,

M/s Kala Auto Care Centre,

Bathinda Barnala G.T. Road,

Rampura Phull, Distt. Bathinda. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 68 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant.


Sh. Arvinder Kumar, APIO-cum-Tehsildar on behalf of Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 17.08.2009, it was stated that innumerable delay has occurred in providing the information, if this is not provided then action to issue show cause notice pertaining to penalty will be initiated. The Complainant demands that reply should also be given by the Deputy Commissioner’s office since the complaint is against the office of D.C.Bathinda.

 
Reply to information sought by the Complainant had been supplied to him vide office Memo No.1251, dated 10.6.2009 by the DTO, Bathinda, which runs as under:-


“T[go'es ft;/ ;pzXh nkg dh doyk;s fwsh 24H9H2009 okjhA wzrh rJh ;{uBk ;pzXh df;nk iKdk j? fe ;e{NoFeko ns/ j'o thebK dhnK ukphnK i''  x; iK N[ZN iKdhnK jB iK r[zw j' iKdhnK jB, T[BQK B{z fco s'A pDkT[D ;pzXh w'No tfjeb n?eN iK o{bK ftZu nfijk fe;/ fe;w dk bkfJ;z; iK gqtkBrh d/D ;pzXh e'Jh T[gpzX BjhA j?.”


Thus, there is no provision regarding procedure to get license for making keys for vehicles. Reply to this, has also been given in the letter written by PIO-cum-ADC, Bathinda, dated 30.9.2009. I am satisfied with the explanation 
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given by the ADC Bathinda. The above reply also clarifies about the delay in supply of information is late since the information which was actually to be given by the DTO, Bathinda. Directions are given that information should be sent to the Complainant through registered post.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 30.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
