STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Vill. Reond Khurd,

P.O. Reond Kalan,

Teh. Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Mansa. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2497 of 2008

ORDER 

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


Sh. Surinder Singh, APOM on behalf of the Respondent. 


Information has been provided to the Complainant on 12.01.2009 by registered post.  Since no objection has been raised by him, it seems he is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Addrss “Kahlon Villa”,

Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO, Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana-141008.

…..Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

SAS Nagar, Mohali. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 420 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jaspal Mittal, ADC/PIO in person. 

A letter has been received from the complainant dated 21.04.2009 that all information has been provided to him except point No. 10.  he also submits that he had received a letter dated 20.04.2009 in which it is stated that query No. 10 does not relate to the office of D.C. Mohali.  Sarabjit Singh contends that he made his RTI Application on dated 16.06.2008 therefore; the PIO had ample time to forward my query to the requisite department, as per section 6(3) of the RTI Act.



The ADC/PIO is directed that since they had not transferred the relevant query No. 10 to the concerned department under section 6(3) within 5 days, therefore, it is duty of respondent to provide the remaining information to the complainant within one month.  



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 03.06.2009 at 12:00 noon.


Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

Opp. Old Radha Swami Satsang,

Punia Colony, Sangrur. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1084 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Pawan Kumar Singla, Supdt./APIO and Sh. Ajaib Singh, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent. 



Information has been provided to him on point No. 2 and 3 and as regards point No. 1 is concerned the respondent has presented a letter in the Court that according to the DPI Office an enquiry is being conducted by the office and is in progress.  Complainant has not appeared for two hearings therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of ex parte.  A copy of the information supplied in the Commission is being sent to the complainant with this order. 

Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gian Chand Bansal,

# 1428/4, Aggarsain Puram,

Ambala Road, Kaithal.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E),

Sangrur. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 237 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh.Gian Chand Bansal, Appellant in person. 

Sh.Pawan Kumar Bansal, Supdt./APIO,Smt. Asha Rani,BPEO and Sh.Ajaib Singh, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent. 



The original application was submitted on 18.02.2008 and he received a letter from the DEO (E) on 17.03.2008 to send a new draft.  DEO(S) has filed an affidavit which states as under:-

1. “That the answering respondent asked the appellant Gian Chand Bansal to amend the draft enclosed with RTI application vide letter dated 17.03.2008.  Since it was in favour of District Education Officer (E), Sangrur. 

2. That the appellant replied the said letter vide letter dated 20.03.2008 with Bank Draft No. 593877, SBOP for Rs. 60/- which was received in the office on 24.03.2008.

3. That the answering respondent written a letter to the Principal G.N.P. School Gharachon, Sangrur to give the information within 10 days vide letter dated 11.04.2008.  However, the Principal did not respond to the Department.  After that, again reminder dated 31.10.2008 forward to the Principal with copy to State Information Punjab. 

4. That the answering respondent then personally visited the school on and came to know that it is neither Govt. aided school nor affiliated with the department.  It is totally a private institute not under the jurisdiction of the department, thereby no information could be given by the department.” 



In my view this does not require penalty under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 but since the delay of a period of one year has taken place and complainant was wrongly informed by the DPI, Punjab that this information will be given by the DEO (E).  Therefore, a compensation of Rs. 2,000/- is awarded to the complainant not only for this point but also for four visits to the Commission from Kaithal.



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 03.06.2009 at 12:00 noon for confirmation of compliance.  


Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

# 523, Pahse-9,

SAS Nagar, Mohali. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, SAS Nagar,

Mohali 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3050 of 2008

ORDER

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


None on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Hardev Singh filed a complaint on 19.12.2008 that his original application dated 09.11.2008 has not been attended to.



Information sought by the complainant is regarding “what procedure the Revenue Authority follows if the deceased left the property without a will.”



None has appeared on behalf of the Respondent, which is against the directions of the Commission.  In this case, the application for information dated 09.11.08 has not been attended to even though more than five months have elapsed.  Therefore, the Commission hereby issues a show cause notice to the PIO as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.



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 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 in this regard and Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex pate.  A copy of this order be sent to Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali for compliance.



The next date of hearing is 27.07.2009 at 02:00 pm.



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

C.C.



Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Advocate,

S/o Sh. Boor Singh,

R/o H. 2017/1, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director State Transport,

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3065 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


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



Sh. Hardev Singh filed a complaint on 19.12.2008 that his original application dated 16.10.2008 has not been attended to.



Information has been supplied to the complainant by registered post on 20.11.2008.  No objections has been raised till date, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Advocate,

S/o Sh. Boor Singh,

R/o H. 2017/1, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director State Transport,

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3064 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and the Respondent.


Sh. Hardev Singh filed a complaint on 19.12.2008 that his original application dated 30.08.2008 has not been attended to.



Information sought by him is regarding:-

1. “Please give attested photocopy of letter of Govt. of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice (Judicial 1 Branch) addressed to head of Department of Punjab and etc. regarding implementation of Hon’ble Supreme Court judgment dated 02.08.2005 delivered in writ petition (Civil) No. 496 of 2002 salem Advocate s bar Association Tamil Nadu versus Union of India directions regarding 80 C.P.C.  Circulated by your office to all GM’s of Punjab Roadways & all Supdts. (Hqrs) vide your office endst. No. SE3 (2)/33713 dated 18.11.2005.

2. Please give photocopy of letter No. 16910/CA2 dated 27.08.2008 of your office per information.” 



Today none has appeared on behalf of the complainant and the Respondent, which is against the directions of the Commission. Therefore, the Commission hereby issues a show cause notice to the PIO as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) o the RTI Act, 2005.



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 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 in this regard and Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex pate.



The next date of hearing is 29.07.2009 at 02:00 pm.


 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Mukesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Gian Chand,

(Retd. Teacher),

Gurdawara Street,

Near Bus Stand, Mansa-151505.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E),

Barnala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3062 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. K.K. Jindal on behalf of the Complainant 

Sh. Roshan Lal, DEO (E)/PIO in person.  



Sh. Mukesh Kumar filed a complaint on 13.12.2008 that his original application dated 11.10.2008 has not been attended to.



Information sought by him is regarding “Experience certificates of female/GE selected teaching fellows.”



Information has been supplied to the complainant in the presence of the Court and the complainant is satisfied.  Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.   



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

S/o Sampuran Singh,

R/o VPO Lalle Teh. & Distt. Ferozepur. 
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

Ferozepur.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3049 of 2008

ORDER

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


Sh. Mangal Dass, Supdt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Manjit Singh filed a complaint on 19.12.2008 that his original application dated 07.10.2008 has not been attended to.



Information has been provided to the complainant and he is satisfied, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

S/o Sh. Kishan Singh,

V & PO Kuthala,

Teh.  Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur. 
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Sangrur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3048 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Dr. Ajay Gupta, PIO along with Sh. Surinder Kumar, Clerk. 



Sh. Tirlochan Singh filed a complaint dated 04.12.2008 received on 19.12.2008 that his original application dated 10.10.2008 has not been attended to.



Dr. Ajay Gupta is present and stated that all information has been provided to the complainant and he is satisfied, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

C/o M.D. Singla,

Advocate,

Teh. Complex, Mansa,

Distt. Mansa-151505.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, 

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3079 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Alwinder Singh filed a complaint on 17.12.2008 that his original application dated 10.09.2008 has not been attended to.



Information sought by the complainant is regarding pollution check centers and queries related to it.



A letter dated 09.04.2009 has been sent by the complainant stating that he has received all the information and he is satisfied, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Vijay Kumar,

S/o Tarsem Lal,

R/o Guru Nabha Dass Colony,

Sarna Teh. Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur. 
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2043 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Vijay Kumar, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 25.02.2009 it was directed that respondent should give legal opinion as to why IPC 452 and 427 should not be implemented in the case of Sh. Pawan Kumar.  



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent, which is against the directions of the Commission. Therefore, the Commission hereby issues a show cause notice to the PIO as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) o the RTI Act, 2005.



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 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 in this regard and Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex pate.



The next date of hearing is 03.06.2009 at 02:00 pm.



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 22.04.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Janak Raj Jain,

Distt. Presidnet Laghu Patrakar Sangh,

Gali No. 8, Near Hanuman Mandir, 

Aggarsain Colony, Sirsa, Teh. & Distt. Sirsa.. 

 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.  

 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 1863  of 2008 

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant or the Respondent.



This case was fixed for hearing on 17.11.2008, 04.02.2009 and lastly on 22.04.2009.  On all the three hearings none for both the parties came present.  It was clearly mentioned in the order dated 04.02.2009 that both the parties are given last opportunity to come present on 22.04.2009 failing which the complaint will be dismissed.  Since the complainant has failed to pursue his complaint on all the three hearings, he seems to have lost his interest in the information demanded by him.  Accordingly the complaint is dismissed. 









Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 22.04.2009

