STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surinder Pal Bansal
S/o Sh. Hem Raj, 

R/o Power House Road,

Gali No.7, Bathinda 


…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







…Respondent

CC No. 3820/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Surinder Pal Bansal in person.

For the respondent - Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO O/o STC, Punjab, Chandigarh



In the last hearing dated 24.02.2010, one more opportunity was granted to the complainant to point out any objections or deficiencies in the information and the PIO O/o DTO Bathinda was also directed to provide information on points no. 1 and 3 by the next date of hearing.  All the three points sought in the original application dated 11.06.2009 are regarding the status of Taxi stands in Bathinda.  It seems that the DTO / PIO Sh. Amandeep Bansal is making mockery of the RTI Act 2005 and is not following any of the directions of the Commission. 


However, one more opportunity is granted to him to provide this information to the complainant Sh. Surinder Pal Bansal, otherwise on the next date of hearing, I will be constrained to intimate the Secretary Transport to take disciplinary action against the erring Officer.    This order should also be sent to the Secretary Transport and Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh. 



To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vinod Kumar Mehta

Phase-II, Civil Lines,

Fazilka- 152123
…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o R.T.A. Ferozepur





…Respondent
CC No. 3906/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent - Sh. Piara Singh, Senior Asstt.

 

In the earlier order dated 24.02.2010, directions were given to the respondent to send the information by registered post, which had been earlier sent by ordinary post.  Complainant was not present on the hearing and similar is the case today.



Sh. Piara Singh, Senior Asstt. States that all the directions of the Commission have been followed and the information is sent by registered post.



It seems the compliant is satisfied.  Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-


Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. D.P. Jindal

100 G.T. Road, Millerganj,
Ludhiana.

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Registrar (East)

Ludhiana.







…Respondent

CC No. 2580/09

Order

Present:
Sh. D.D. Bawa for the complainant. 



None for the respondent.



A copy of the earlier order was also sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana wherein even the name of the Sub-Registrar Ludhiana (East) was cited as Kanwar Narinder Singh who has not provided the information nor has he been present on any of the hearings. 



Last opportunity is being provided to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to comply with the orders of the Commission otherwise I will be constrained to write to the Chief Secretary, Punjab advising him for further action.   Till date, no rely to the show cause notice has been provided which makes respondent liable for penalty under the RTI Act.   Information should also be provided to the compliant within 15 days.


To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Davinder Singh
S/o Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

Back Side of Gandhi School,

Ram Sharnam Road,

Ahmedgarh,

Tehsil- Malerkotla,

Sangrur. 
…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI Pb.

Chandigarh. 







…Respondent
CC No. 1974/08

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



For respondent: Sh. Yash Pal Manvi, Asstt. Director-cum-APIO



In the earlier order dated 25.02.2010, following facts of the case were recorded: -

“Shri Yash Pal Manvi, Assistant Director-cum-PIO appearing on behalf of the Respondent stated that DPI(S) has fixed the responsibility regarding payment of penalty by the PIO/APIO for delayed information at the relevant time. As per provisions contained in RTI Act, 2005 only the PIO can be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005. In case, DPI feels the delinquency on the part of the APIO, it is up to him to fix the responsibility and realize the amount and get it deposited in the Government Treasury. The Commission has nothing to do with the administrative matters of Respondent office. Therefore, the DPI(S) is again directed to get the amount of penalty realized from the salary of the PIO and deposit in the Government Treasury before the next date of hearing. A copy of the Challan for confirmation should also be sent to the Commission.”



Sh. Yash Pal Manvi states that the position of the case is similar to the one which stood on 25.02.2010.  He assures the court that by the next date of hearing, directions of the Commission will be complied with. 



I am writing to Secretary School Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh to expedite compliance of the order of the Commission in letter and spirit. 










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tejinder Singh


S/o Gurbax Singh, Gen. Secretary,

Human Service Mission (Regd.)

Waheguru Computers,

Jhabewal Chowlk,

P.O. Shahbana, 

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana- 141123.
…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.






  
…Respondent
CC No. 3337/09

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. S.P.S. Panesar, APIO



In the earlier order Sh. Tejinder Singh, complainant was present. Information was provided to him in the court containing approximately 100 pages.   Complainant had requested for another date to study the documents, which was granted. 



The earlier hearing took place on 24.02.2010 and till date, no objections have been pointed out by the complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh nor is he present today.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.  



The case is hereby disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Tejinder Singh, complainant appeared and informed that he was delayed due to unforeseen circumstances.  He has given in writing the objections to the information which was provided to him in the earlier hearing containing approx. 100 pages.  The same along with the order be sent to the respondent.  Directions are given to the respondent to provide the remaining information by the next date of hearing.










….Contd…..2/-

-:2_



To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.








         Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mahinder Singh Gosal

S/o Sh. Lachaman Singh,

 Village Rattenna,

District- Nawanshahar. 

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Nawanshahr.







…Respondent

CC No. 3328 of 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. Naveen Batra, advocate for the complainant.



Sh. Sukhdev Singh, DDPO for the respondent.



Sh. Naveen Batra, advocate, present on behalf of the complainant states that information has been supplied to him today itself and he is satisfied. 



Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-

Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Khushpal Singh, advocate,

Notary Public,

(Bharat Government)
Civil Courts,

Moonak, Distt. Sangrur.





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar

Moonak, Sangrur.






…Respondent

CC No. 3870 of 2009

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kushpal Singh in person.



Sh. Rupidner Singh Bal, advocate for the complainant.



There was lot of confusion regarding the information provided since in the earlier order dated 24.02.2010, respondent had stated that information had been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 63/RTI  dated 04.09.2009.  It was also recorded in the same order that the first complaint was submitted to the Commission on 14.12.2009.



Today the complainant states that this information provided was on an application filed by him with the DC Office though similar in nature.



Therefore, directions are given to Tehsildar’s office Moonak to provide this information to the complainant within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission. 



To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





     (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 18.03.2010
                                   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vinod Kumar
S/o Sh. Krishan Kumar 

VPO Sayadwala,

Tehsil Abohar,

District- Ferozepur. 

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.







…Respondent

CC No. 3883/09

Order

Present:
None for the parties.



On the last hearing, none was present on behalf of the complainant and similar is the case today.   One last opportunity is provided to the DTO Ferozepur to provide the information to the complainant.



Sh. Vinod Kumar is also not present today.



Therefore, directions are given to him to intimate the Commission if any information has been provided to him by the respondent. 



To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ajmer Singh

S/o Sh. Gian Singh

T/o H. No. 746, W. No. 31,

Patti Palle Ki Moga

Tehsil & District Moga.





…Complainant

Vs.

Pubic Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.








…Respondent

CC No. 2012/09

Order

Present:
None for the parties.



This case was heard on 05.11.2009. 16.12.2009, 24.02.2010 and again, today i.e. 18.03.2010.



In all the hearings, none came present on behalf of the respondent.



Vide order dated 16.12.2009, notice for imposition of penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act was issued and the respondent was directed to file his reply within 15 days. 


Neither any reply to the show cause notice has been filed nor any status of information supplied to the complainant has been reported to the Commission.   Failure on the part of respondent is not desirable and contrary to the provisions of the RTI Act 2005.  However, one more opportunity is granted to the respondent to reply to the show cause notice and he should also report the status of information demanded by the complainant, failing which further orders will be passed on the merits of the case. 



To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Baldev Singh Virk 

Junior Assistant, 

 VPO: Jhurar Khera,

Tehsil: Abhoar 

District- Ferozepur 

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o D.E.O.

Ferozerpur 







…Respondent

CC No. 2858 of 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. R.S. Sidhu, advocate for the complainant.



Sh. Rajinder Singh, Senior Asstt. For the respondent.



Information regarding point no. 3 has been provided to the complainant.  Complainant is satisfied.



Sh. R.S. Sidhu, advocate who appeared on behalf of the compliant submitted a letter stating: -

“I appeared on behalf of the complainant S. Baldev Singh.  I want that in the present complaint case, penalty should be imposed on the delinquent official as per section 20 of the RTI Act because there is a long delay of 305 days in providing the complete and correct information.    I also want to submit to the Commission regarding misleading by the Public Information Officer to the complainant in regard to the point no. 3 of the information.  They (O/o PIO) himself admitted in their letter dated 18.11.2009 that they have given the complete information regarding the point no. 3 but they actually provided that information today (18.03.2010) before the State Commission.  Strict action can be taken against the delinquent officials in this regard.”

Compliant has been advised to take up the matter of Janjua case with the higher competent authority. 



Reply to the show cause notice has been provided to the Commission on 23.02.2010 and I am satisfied that no malafide intention was there on the part of the respondent for the delay in supply of information.  A letter dated 18.11.2009 has been presented written by DEO Ferozepur wherein it is mentioned that information on points no. 2-4 has been delivered.










Contd….2/-

-:2:-

Respondent states that there is a clerical mistake and seeks apologies of the court for the same.   Respondent further states that the complainant is one of his colleagues.  



Since complete information has been provided to the complainant and he is satisfied too, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








         Sd/-

Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Simran Kaur,

W/o Shri Manrit S.Saini,

# 9, Sawan Villa,

New Officers Colony (West),

Patiala.          


       



   ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, (97797-01190)

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala



 
                                    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2441& 2442 of 2009

ORDER

Reserved on 24.02.2010

Pronounced on 18.03.2010 

Present: -
Sh. Zorawar Singh, on behalf of Complainant-Smt. Simran Kaur.



None on behalf of the Respondent. 



In this case the application for information was made by the appellant on 17.01.2009. The information is regarding: “Copy of Will dated 15.09.1991, executed by Shri Devinder Singh, S/o Shri Rattan Singh, R/o 25, New Officers Colony (W), Patiala.” A reminder was sent to the PIO C/o Deputy Commissioner Patiala on 16.04.2009. Since no response was received by the appellant, he filed the complaint in the commission on 29.05.2009. A notice of hearing was sent from the commission on 24.09.2009 for hearing on Monday, the 9th Nov., 2009. On 09.11.2009 Zorawar Singh on behalf of the complainant and Sh. Jitender Singh APIO cum DRO on behalf of the Respondent was present. 



On 09.11.2009 the Respondent states that information had been provided to complainant on 30.06.2009 and he was satisfied. The Complainant at this stage, wanted penalty for unreasonable delay in providing information since the original application was filed on 17.01.2009 and the information was late by five months. Therefore, the PIO was 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. 









….Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



On the next date of hearing on 24.02.2010 Complainant was present but no one came on behalf of the Respondent. No reply to the show cause notice issued on 09.11.2009 was provided. One more opportunity was provided to the respondent to follow the directions of the Commission. The Complainant also submitted an application dated 29.05.2009 regarding behaviour of D.R.O. Sh. Purshottam Singh. Sodhi. As regards the matter of the application dated 29.05.2009 is concerned the Deputy Commissioner Patiala is advised to look into the matter since it is internal matter of the department. On the next date of hearing dated 24.02.2010 Sh. Zorawar Singh was present on behalf of the Complainant and none was present on behalf of the Respondent. 



Seeing the circumstances and merits of the case 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. In the instant case, a period of more than 5 months has already elapsed during which the default has persisted. Computed at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day, the amount of penalty would work out to Rs. 45, 000/- (Forty Five Thousand only) upto 06.02.2008. The quantum of penalty, however, is subject to a ceiling of Rs. 25,000/- under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005. I, therefore, impose a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- (Rs. Ten Thousand only). During the hearing it has come to the knowledge that from Jan., 09 to June, 09 which the information was not supplied in time. Sh. P.S. Sodhi D.R.O. Patiala remained P.T.O. and responsible for causing delay in supply of information. Therefore he is directed to deposit the amount of penalty within a period of 1 month from this order and send a copy of Challan to the Commissioner. A copy of this order be sent to Commissioner Patiala Division Patiala and D.C. Patiala and Fategarh Sahib to ensure compliance of this order. 


Adjourned to 08.04.2010 for further proceedings.  









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





     (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 18.03.2010
                                   State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Joginder Pal

S/o Sh. Mano Ram

Village Kunde Laluwal,

PO Jangal,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur – 143532



  …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Head Master 

Primary School,  

Malhowal 

Distt. Gurdaspur, Block-I.





  …Respondent

CC No. 3118 of 2008

Order

Present:
None for the parties.



In the last order dated 25.02.2010, none had appeared for the parties.  One more opportunity was granted to comply with the orders of the Commission and it was ordered that the PIO should personally appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  It was also recorded that I will be constrained to recommend disciplinary action against the PIO under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act 2005 if the directions of the Commission are not complied with.



Today again, none has appeared for both the parties and none of the directions of the Commission have been followed.  Therefore, directions are given to the Education Secretary Punjab, Chandigarh to get the orders of the Commission dated 27.01.2010 implemented and to initiate disciplinary action against the PIO C/o Headmaster, Primary School, Malhowal (Distt. Gurdaspur).  Compliance report should be submitted to the Commission when the orders have been complied with.



To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 18.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Simran Kaur,

W/o Shri Manrit S.Saini,

# 9, Sawan Villa,

New Officers Colony (West),

Patiala.          


                                          ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, (97797-01190)

O/o Tehsildar, Patiala. 

                                             ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2440 of 2009

ORDER
Reserved on 24.02.2010.

Pronounced on 18.03.2010

Present: -
Sh. Zorawar Singh, on behalf of Complainant- Smt. Simran Kaur.



Sh. Harbans Singh, Patwari, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

In this case, the application for information was made by the complainant on 11.02.09.  The information sought by him is regarding: ”The date if sale/ transfer of land of village Suniar Heri, Tehsil & District: Patiala”. On receiving no reply from the respondent Simran Kaur filed a complaint with the commission on 29.05.2009. Summons of hearing were sent from the commission on 24.09.09 for hearing on 9.11.09 but no one on behalf of the respondent appeared on that day. Shri Zorawar Singh who was present on behalf of the complainant stated that Information was provided on 6.10.2009. The Complainant was satisfied with the information supplied to him, but he demanded penalty for unreasonable delay, in providing information since the original application was filed on 11.02.2009 and thus the information was late by eight months. Therefore, PIO was 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 for providing the information after 8 months. After the hearing was over Shri Harbans Singh Patwari appeared and stated that information had been provided to the complainant. He was advised to appear at the next date of hearing. At the next hearing the complainant and Sh. Rajesh Kumar were present. No reply to the Show Cause Notice was provided.  The respondent was not aware of the case









….Contd……2/-

-:2:-

and only provided the information which had already been provided to the complainant. I had recorded on that day of hearing that the PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Patiala was making mockery of the R.T.I. Act 2005 and was not following any of the directions of the Commission. 


One more opportunity was granted to him to present his case on the next date of hearing.  The respondent was advised that if proper reply is not provided at the next hearing then maximum penalty authorized under the RTI Act 2005 will be levied against Sh, Subhash Chander Bhardwaj the PIO. When the hearing in the case was over, Sh. Jatinder Singh, D.R.O. came present and stated that he will reply to the Show Cause Notice on the next date of hearing.


On the next hearing dated 24.02,2010. Zorawar Singh on behalf of the complainant and Sh. Harbans Singh Patwari was present. A letter was presented dated 9.02.2010.w hich stated that delay in providing information took place because no proof or no of the plot was mentioned regarding the plot on Sirhind road. Since Patiala covers a vast area therefore information could only be provided after consulting the complainant, I have gone through the letters dated 06.03.09, 10-03-09, 4.12.09, 29-01-10 and am of the opinion that there was no malafide intention in providing the information. The original application was filed on 11.02.09 and a letter was sent to the complainant on 3.02.09 asking the complainant for depositing fee of Rs. 2/- per page for 33 pages. This letter was written within the stipulated period of 30 days. Seeing the merit of the case, I do not consider this a fit case for imposition of penalty. Information stands supplied. 
 

Therefore the case is closed and disposed of.











 Sd/-

Chandigarh





    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 18.03.2010
                                    State Information Commissioner
