STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

C/o M/s Ishar Singh & Sons,

Manjith Mandi,

Amritsar.

    ……………………….Applicant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Deptt,

Chandigarh


……………………..Respondent

MR-5 of 2009 

alongwith 

AC No.324 of 2007
Present :
Nemo for the parties.

ORDER


On the hearing dated 28.05.09, Respondent was directed to file  an affidavit  that copies of the noting’s supplied relates to final action taken on the the application for information received in his office under diary no. 2316 dated 08.06.07. Respondent has not filed an affidavit as directed by the Commission. One more opportunity is given to the Respondent to file an affidavit before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 10.07.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th   June, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Sagat Singla,

# 17042, Aggarwal Colony,

Bathinda.

      …………………………….Appellant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (SE) Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 516 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Parminder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Appellant. He further states that application of the Appellant was transferred to the PIO O/o DEO (S), Bathinda vide their memo No. 8/42-2007 amla-3(3) dated 26.06.2008 to give suitable reply to the Appellant. Respondent further states that DEO, Bathinda is the appointing authority of the Cader Hindi teachers and all service record pertaining to this filed is maintained by the District Education Officer (S) Bathinda.

3.
It is observed that failure of the District Education Officer, Bathinda to provide this sought for information to the Appellant has resulted in mental harassment and financial loss to the Appellant. Appellant deserves to be compensated for the loss suffered by him. DEO, Bathinda is directed to pay compensation of Rs.2000/- (Two Thousand Only) to the Appellant. This compensation is to be paid by the public authority. DPI (SE) Pb, is directed to ensure that compensation is paid by the DEO (SE) Bathinda to the Complainant within two weeks. In case compensation is not received by the Appellant, he is free to approach the Commission.
4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th   June, 2009
CC:-
Public Information Commissioner, O)/o District Education Officer, (S) Bathinda. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Harpreet Singh Sidhy,
C/o SIdhy Homeopathic Clinic,

Near Bal Bhawan, New Court Road,

Mansa. Distt- Mansa.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. District Transport Officer,
Mansa.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  3025 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Piara Lal, Senior Assistant O/o RTA, Ferozepur and none is present on behalf of O/o DTO, Mansa
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Piara Lal, Senior Assistant states that sought for information is to be provided by DTO, Mansa. The application has been sent to DTO, Mansa. Respondent is absent. He  was absent on the earlier two hearings also. In view of the above PIO is directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information as demanded by the Complainant and why penalty @ 250/- each day till the complete information is furnished be not imposed on him. He should file an affidavit in this regard and also submit why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information. Respondent is directed to provide the information before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 10.07.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th  June, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.  Tripal Pal Singh,
Dashmesh Transport,

Co. Regd, Bathinda,

SCF-11, Grain Market,

Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Regional Transport Authority,
Ferozepur.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2873 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Piara Lal Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post. Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. Complainant is absent. He is advised to go through the information furnished and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. Respondent is further directed to  make good the deficiencies pointed out  by the Complainant . He is also warned that this is the last opportunity  and incase of failure to provide the sought  for information action will be taken as per Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.
3.
Adjourned to 10.07.09 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th   June, 2009

Note: After the hearing Complainant appears  and  states that complete information has still not been provided to him. He also states that the deficiencies have been pointed out in the information supplied. He further states that Respondent is harassing him and deliberately not providing the information.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th   June, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Mehar Singh,

Vill. Godhpur, P.O. Gardhiwala,

Tehsil Dasuya,

Distt. Hoshiarpur -144 207 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  3031 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Manjit Singh, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states  that sought for information has not been provided to him inspite of  3 hearings in the Commission. Respondent is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about  his absence for today’s hearing. It is observed that Respondent  is not taking the RTI application seriously . 
4.
In view of the above the Respondent is directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information as demanded by the Complainant and why penalty @ 250/- each day till the complete information is furnished be not imposed on him. He should file an affidavit in this regard and also submit why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. Respondent is directed to provide the complete information before the next date of hearing.
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5.
Adjourned to 10.07.09 (at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th   June, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt.Vinod Bala,

W/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

C-2227, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal Secretary 

Education Punjab,

Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 600 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that as directed by the Commission, DPI (SE) Pb, was directed vide their letter No. 15/410/08-2-C-2/2527 dated 08.05.2009 to submit all the record pertaining to complaints against Sh. Joginder Singh, for the  year 2003-2005. He further  states  that sought for  information will be provided on receipt of the information from the DPI. 
3.
PIO/APIO O/o DPI (SE) is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete record as sought by the Principal Secretary, Education Punjab, Chandigarh. He should also explain what action had been taken on the letter no. 7/2005/9960 dated 17.05.05  of the DEO (SE), Amritsar  vide which  he has recommended to file the complaints against Sh. Joginder Singh then Headmaster  Government  High School, Karampura, Amritsar.

4.
Adjourned to 10.07.069 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th     June, 2009

CC:
Public Information Commissioner O/o PI (SE) Pb, SCO;95-97, Sector-17/C, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Kapur Singh,

VPO- Rampura, Tehsil-Phul,

Distt- Bathinda.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

PRTC, Bathinda

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2617 of 2008


Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER

2.
 Complainant has sent a request that he is ill and unable to attend today’s hearing. He has also informed that as directed by the Commission , compensation has not been paid to him. Respondent is directed to pay the compensation amount of Rs. 5000/- to the Complainant  before the next date of hearing failing which Commission will consider  enhancing  the compensation amount.  Director State Transport is requested to ensure that the compensation as awarded by the Commission is paid to the Complainant by GM, PRTC, Bathinda before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 10.07.09 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th    June, 2009

CC:  Director State Transport, Jeevan Deep Bldg., Sector 17, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ramesh Chander Goyal,

12-A, Professor Colony,

Makhu Road, Ferozepur City,

152002.

           …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Assistant Registrar,

Coop-Societies, The Mall,

Ferozepur City.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1947 of 2008


Present:
(i) Sh. Ramesh Chander Goyal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Lekh Raj, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that to procure record from the society action has been initiated. SDM (Ferozepur) is conducting an enquiry in this regard.
3.
Respondent is directed to ensure that enquiry is completed at the earliest and sought for information is provided to the Complainant. Complainant should also be informed about the latest position of the enquiry. Since, Respondent is supervisor officer has taken action as per rules. No further action is required. 

4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th   June, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.. Piara Singh, 

S/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,

Vill- Safipur Khur,

P.O Kamalpur, Tehsil-Sunam,

Distt- Sangrur.
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt Social Security Officer,
District Complex, Sangrur.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 132 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Piara Singh, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states  that sought  for information  has not been provided by the Respondent. He further  states that instead of providing  information, Programme officer , Sangrur has written  to him to deposit fee  alongwith  application form with CDPO  Sunam, who will further provide him sought for information. Respondent is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. Sh. Darshan Singh , Senior Assistant attended the first hearing, copy of application for information was given to him in the Commission. It is observed that Respondent is not seriously dealing with the RTI application. Copy of the complaint (form A) regarding information sought by the Complainant is again enclosed herewith.

3.
In view of the above the Respondent is directed to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information as demanded by the Complainant and why penalty @ 250/- each day till 
Contd…P-2

-2-

the complete information is furnished be not imposed on him. He should file an affidavit in this regard and also submit why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. Respondent is directed to provide the complete information before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 10.07.09 (2.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th   June, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Raj Kumar Kaura,

4C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.

           …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy., to Govt Pb.

Health & Family Welfare Dept,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1411 of 2008

ORDER


The judgment in this case was reserved vide my order dated 29.05.09.

2.
The information  demanded by the Complainant as per his application is as under:- 

“1. 
Is it a fact that my ACRs for the years 1997-98, 1998-99 and 1999-2000 had not been written?

2. Is it a fact that an undertaking was given in the Hon’ble High Court  in CWP 1076/ 2005 that disciplinary action will be taken against all those who are responsible for not writing the ACRs/ Misplacing  the ACRs?

3. Kindly supply the copy of enquiry report conducted for fixing the pin pointing  responsibility  for initiating the disciplinary action as per undertaking given in the Honourable Punjab and Haryana High Court.

4. Kindly supply the copy of the noting vide which the enquiry report has been dealt with and if any communication/ charge sheet has been issued in pursuance  of the noting, the copy of there of may be supplied of the noting, the copy of there of may be supplied.

5. Kindly intimate the present status of the case.” 

3.
Complainant stated that he sought information vide his application dated 02.04.08. On not receiving information, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 23rd June 2008. Complainant has submitted that penalty should be imposed for denial of information and he should be compensated for the harassment suffered by him.  

Contd….P-2
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Respondent has submitted that sought for information was supplied vide his letter no. 27/50/08-6HB-2nd/4578 dated 18.09.08. Complainant had pointed out deficiencies in the information provided vide his letter dated 10th October 2008. Respondent had again provided the information to the Complainant vide his letter no. 27/50/08-6C2/6706 dated 02.12.08. It transpires that Complainant has filed application for information on 02.04.08 and Respondent has provided information on 18.09.08 after a period of more than 5 months. 

4.
In view of the foregoing, PIO/APIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith an affidavit showing cause as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information as demanded by the Complainant within prescribed time under RTI Act 2005 and why penalty @ 250/- each day till the complete information furnished be not imposed on him. He should also submit why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him in getting the information. 

5.
Adjourned to 16.07.09(at 02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 19th June, 2009
