STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kirpal Chand
s/o Sh. Krishan Lal,

Village Bhagatpura Rabbwala,

P.O. Qadian,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






   …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh.

        



   …Respondent

C.C. No. 2328 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
For the respondent – Ms. Neelam Bhagat, Deputy Director (SE)-cum-PIO, S/Sh. Jagjeet Singh, Deputy Director (SE)-cum-Ex-PIO; and Baljit Singh, Sr. Assistant. 

None for the Complainant.



In the earlier order dated 19.11.2009, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO which was to be deposited in the State Treasury within 60 days of the receipt of the order. 


A representation has been given by the respondent stating that the present PIO was not posted in that capacity of Deputy Director at the time when this case was heard.   I again note down the relevant dates:



Date of original application: 


22.04.2008



Complaint filed on: 




15.10.2008



First date of hearing by the Commission: 
02.01.2009

A copy of the order is also attached along with the submissions of the respondent.   The respondent present submits that the PIO as on dates given below was: 


From 04.06.2009 to 20.07.2009
Ms. Surjit Kaur 

From 21.07.2009 to 04.12.2009
Sh. Jagjeet Singh Sidhu










…Contd…P/2….

-:2:-. 



Therefore, the DPI (SE) is advised to look into the matter as early as possible and let the Commission know as to who was the PIO at the time of the hearings in the case and at the time the application was filed by the Complainant.  On the basis of that, the penalty shall be imposed.   Responsibility for failure to supply the information within the prescribed time may also be fixed. 



The case is now adjourned to 10.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber (SCO No.32-33-34, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh).
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Lachman Singh Chatha,

S/o Sh. Shamsher Singh,

Village Chatta Nanhera,

Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.





 
  …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh.

        



   …Respondent

C.C. No. 2334 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For the respondent – Ms. Neelam Bhagat, Deputy Director (SE)-cum-PIO, S/Sh. Jagjeet Singh, Deputy Director (SE)-cum-Ex-PIO; and Baljit Singh, Sr. Assistant. 



All the directions of the Commission vide order dated 19.11.2009 have been followed.  The compensation amount of Rs. 4,000/- will be paid to the Complainant soon since the bill has been submitted to the department concerned. 



It is also noted here that the Complainant is not satisfied with the information supplied on Points No. 5 and 6.  He has been advised to take up the matter with higher competent authority. 



The case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Satpal Gupta,

# 212, Ward No. 18,

Sherpur Road,

Near Dr. Gupta Hospital,

Dhuri (Distt. Sangrur)





  …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

        



   …Respondent

C.C. No. 832 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant

Sh. Darshan Singh, Deputy Director for the Respondent.



On 17.08.2009, the order was reserved, and it was pronounced on 19.11.2009.    Following are the quotes from the order dated 19.11.2009: -

“It is clear that the Respondent has failed to supply the complete information within a stipulated period of 30 days to the Complainant as per RTI Act, 2005.  He has also failed to file any reply to justify the delay caused by him in supply of the information and also failed to attend the date of hearing.    Thus more than 17 months had expired after which the Respondent provided misleading information to the Complainant on 06.08.2009.  Therefore, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- is imposed upon the Public Information Officer O/o DPI Secondary, Punjab Chandigarh under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.  The amount of penalty should be remitted in the Government Treasury under the relevant head of account within a period of 15 days and a copy of Challan form be sent to the Commission.    The relevant reply regarding allegation of the Complainant that misleading information has been supplied to him on 06.08.2009 should also be furnished, failing which I will be constrained to refer the matter to the Government to initiate disciplinary action against him under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act for failure to supply the information within stipulated period, not attending the Court and also supplying the misleading information to the Complainant.”








Contd….2/-

-:2:-



A letter dated 19.01.2010 has been presented today by the  Deputy Director who appeared for the respondent, which reads as under: -

“1.
That a penalty of Rs. 25000/- has been imposed on Shri Darshan Singh, Deputy Director (PAS)-cum-PIO for not supplying the information in time, for not attending the court to justify delay and for supply misleading information. 

2.
That an application was filed by the Complainant on 08.01.2008 which was received in the concerned branch on 22.01.2008.

3.
That the information was to be given by the Principal, Arya Sr. Secondary School, Dhuri, Sangrur who was directed to supply information by the superintendent on 14.02.2008.  He informed on 16.10.2008 by fax message after 8 months that the information sought by the Complainant relates to Gandhi Arya High School, Barnala. (Copy attached)

4.
That Gandhi Arya High School, Barnala was directed to supply information on 17.10.2008 which was supplied on 08.06.2009 by the said school through DEO, Barnala (photocopy is attached as annexure A) after a period of 8 months. 

5.
That Shri Darshan Singh, Deputy Director, PAS-cum-PIO joined duty in the concerned branch on 02.12.2008.  He cannot be held responsible for the delay which was done by the Principal, Arya Higher Sec. School, Dhuri, Sangrur and Headmaster Arya High School, Barnala. 

6.
That on 09.03.2009, he directed the Principal, Gandhi Arya High School, Barnala again on 15.04.2009 to supply the required information the copy of which was also endorsed to the DEO, Sangrur.  The information was sent by the Headmaster Arya High School, Barnala on 08.06.2009 through DEO Barnala which was supplied to the Complainant.

7.
That to justify the delay, an affidavit of Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the PIO who was on leave, was submitted on 17.08.2009 which was not accepted by the registrar (a copy of affidavit is attached as annexure








Contd….3/-

-:3:-

 
B).  The affidavit of Darshan Singh was submitted on 24.08.2009 by Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO to Mr. Sharmaji which was misplaced (a photocopy of the affidavit is attached as annexure C).

8.
That Shri Darshan Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO cannot be held responsible for any delay keeping in view the above mentioned circumstances.”



During the hearing, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur states that she had brought the affidavit to the Deputy Registrar on the date of hearing i.e. on 17.08.2009 which was not accepted.  I do not accept this statement since there was no reason for the affidavit to be returned by the said officer.   None of this information was brought to my notice on 17.08.2009.  The pending information which is mainly “orders of the DPI” should be provided to the Complainant.  In case information is not provided within 15 days, disciplinary action should be taken against the PIO, C/o Director Public Instruction (Schools) Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh under the Service Rules applicable, for having denied information to the Complainant without any reasonable cause.   It is also pointed out to the Secretary, Education that lot of misunderstanding has taken place regarding as to who is the PIO for this case and who is liable to pay the penalty of Rs. 25,000/-.  I am appraising the facts of this case to the Secretary Education which are that the original application is dated 08.01.2008, the complaint filed by the Complainant on 17.04.2008 and the summons of hearing were sent on 04.08.2008.  Secretary Education can pass the orders to the effect as to who was the PIO during this period and should be fined.  The Commission should also be informed the name of the PIO who has to pay this penalty.  Secretary is also advised that this should be taken into consideration as early as possible since the original application was filed two years back.



The information should also be provided to the Complainant within 10 days.  According to the Deputy Director (APIO) present, the information has been provided and it is not misleading.  Therefore, the Complainant is also advised to give his objections in writing within one week, to the respondent with a copy to the Commission.   It has been informed that the Deputy Director who is present in the Court today retired on 31.10.2008.  



The case is now adjourned to 04.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. K.K. Bhatia,

General Secretary,

Struggle Committee for Justice, & Anti Corruption Drive,

H.O. Amroh,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.






  …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Dispensary,

Gardiwala (Distt. Hoshiarpur)
        



   …Respondent

C.C. No. 1800 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Sh. K.K. Bhatia, Complainant in person.



None for the Respondent.



On the last hearing dated 21.12.2009, a copy of the information was provided to the Complainant.  Today, he has brought the objections to the information provided.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.  Therefore, this copy is being sent along with directions to the Respondent to provide the information within 10 days otherwise show-cause notice will be issued.  



The case is now adjourned to 04.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. M.S. Toor,

Advocate,

Corner Seat,

First Lane,

Opposite Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts,

Ludhiana.







  …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.



     



   …Respondent

C.C. No. 1884 of 2009

ORDER

Present:

None for the Complainant.

Sh. Dalblir Bhardwaj, Superintendent, DC Office, Ludhiana for the Respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 19.11.2009, compensation of Rs. 3,000/- was awarded to the Complainant.  A letter has been presented from the PIO office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana stating that the Complainant had appeared only on one date which is not accepted.  Sh. M.S. Toor has appeared in person in couple of hearing and on some dates, he appeared through authorized representative, which is accepted.



Therefore, directions are given that the compensation of Rs. 3,000/- should be awarded to the Complainant within 10 days of this order, with compliance report to the Commission.  

The case is now adjourned to 04.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









     Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Prem Kumar 

s/o Sh. Des Raj,

Khu Wali Gali,

Maur Mandi,

Distt. Bathinda.






  …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.
 


     



   …Respondent

C.C. No. 680 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor, State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh for the Respondent. 



A penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO C/o District Transport Officer, Mansa, in the last order dated 19.11.2009.  None of the directions of the Commission have been fulfilled and none is present on behalf of the PIO.  However,   Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor, from the office of State Transport Commissioner, Pb. States that no response has been received from the District Transport Officer, Mansa regarding the order of the Commission.   Therefore, a copy of this order is sent to the Secretary Transport, Punjab, Principal Secretary Transport and to the Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh to implement this order and also to take disciplinary action against the erring officer for non-compliance of the orders of the Commission.

The case is now adjourned to 04.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
1. Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh.


2. Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh.


3. Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

s/o Sh. Guirbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana – 141123.






      …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer, Mansa.     



       …Respondent

C.C. No. 566 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor, State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh for the Respondent. 



A penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO C/o District Transport Officer, Mansa, in the last order dated 19.11.2009.  None of the directions of the Commission have been fulfilled and none is present on behalf of the PIO.  However,   Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor, from the office of State Transport Commissioner, Pb. States that no response has been received from the District Transport Officer, Mansa regarding the order of the Commission.     Also, a copy of letter dated 15.12.2009 has been presented which is addressed to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh by the Superintendent of Transport Department requesting compliance of the orders of the Commission. 



Therefore, a copy of this order is sent to the Secretary Transport, Punjab, Principal Secretary Transport and to the Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh to implement this order and also to take disciplinary action against the erring officer for non-compliance of the orders of the Commission.

The case is now adjourned to 04.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.
  



                                  Contd…P/2….

-:2:-. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









    Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C.

1.
Secretary Transport, Punjab,


Chandigarh.

2.
Principal Secretary Transport,


Punjab,


Chandigarh. 

3.
Chief Secretary, 


Punjab,


Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh

s/o Sh. Guirbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana – 141123.






  …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Kapurthala.
 


     



   …Respondent

C.C. No. 564 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor, State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh for the Respondent.  



A penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO C/o District Transport Officer, Kapurthala, in the last order dated 19.11.2009.  None of the directions of the Commission have been fulfilled and none is present on behalf of the PIO.  However, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor, from the office of State Transport Commissioner, Pb. States that no response has been received from the District Transport Officer, Kapurthala regarding the order of the Commission.      



Therefore, a copy of this order is sent to the Secretary Transport, Punjab, Principal Secretary Transport and to the Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh to implement this order and also to take disciplinary action against the erring officer for non-compliance of the orders of the Commission.

 
The case is now adjourned to 04.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








          Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C.

1.
Secretary Transport, Punjab,


Chandigarh.

2.
Principal Secretary Transport,


Punjab,


Chandigarh. 

3.
Chief Secretary, 


Punjab,


Chandigarh. 

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar

s/o Sh. Amrit Pal,

Ward No. 2,

C/o Garg Tent House,

Bhikhi,

Distt. Mansa.







  …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa. 







  …Respondent

C.C. No. 2641 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Avtar Singh for the Respondent.



In the order dated 19.11.2009, a compensation of Rs. 2,000/- was awarded to the Complainant which was to be paid by the office of District Transport Officer, Mansa / Public Authority.



A receipt dated 07.12.2009 has been presented in the court which mentions that the amount of Rs. 2,000/- has been paid in cash to the Complainant. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









    Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Bhushan Kumar

M/s Bhushan General Store,

Bus Stand,

Rajmpura Phool

(Bathinda)







  …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman, Departmental Selection Committee (Technical)

SCO 130-131, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.







  …Respondent

C.C. No. 806 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the parties.


A penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO office of Chairman, Departmental Selection Committee (Technical) SCO 130-131, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh vide order dated 19.11.2009 A letter bearing Memo. No. 18/358/-09-3S6/ dated 22.12.2009 was also written by the Superintendent, Education Department, Punjab to the Respondent office with direction to comply with the directions of the Commission.


However, none is present today on behalf of the Respondent.   Therefore, a copy of this order is sent to the Secretary Education, Punjab, Principal Secretary Education and to the Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh to implement this order and also to take disciplinary action against the erring officer for non-compliance of the orders of the Commission.





                                        Contd…P/2….

                                                  -:2:-.

The case is now adjourned to 08.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010


       State Information Commissioner
C.C.

1.
Secretary Education, Punjab,


Chandigarh.

2.
Principal Secretary Education,


Punjab,


Chandigarh. 

3.
Chief Secretary, 


Punjab,


Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kamaljit Sharma

s/o Sh. Suresh Kumar Sharma

R/o Hargobindpura Basti,

College Road,

Sangrur.







      …Appellant

VERSUS

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (Sec), 

Sangrur

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Rationalization Circle Education Officer,

Patiala Circle,

Nabha. 






  …Respondents

A.C. No. 138 & 139 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For the Respondent – Sh. Pawan Singla, Superintendent, Ajaib Singh, Jr. Assistant. 

 

The Respondent has filed an appeal before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.  However, no intimation of stay has been received in the Commission.   Therefore, directions of the Commission as per order dated 19.11.2009 have to be followed.   However, a copy of letter dated 20.01.2010 has been presented from the District Education Officer (S) Sangrur stating as under: -

“”With reference to the subject cited case, a civil writ petition being CWP No. 857 of 2010 has been filed before the  Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court.    The case is now fixed for 09.02.2010.  Kindly adjourn the case to a date after 09.02.2010.”








         Contd….2/-

                              -:2:-



Therefore, if a copy of the stay is not provided in the Commission by the next date of hearing, the directions of the Commission as conveyed in the order dated 19.11.2009 to be implemented in letter and spirit. 


The case is now adjourned to 08.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









    Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sham Lal Singla

S/o Sh. Jaitu Ram,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.







   …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh.

        



   …Respondent

A.C. No. 570 of 2008 & CC 2808 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
For the respondent – Ms. Neelam Bhagat, Deputy Director (SE)-cum-PIO, S/Sh. Jagjeet Singh, Deputy Director (SE)-cum-Ex-PIO; and Baljit Singh, Sr. Assistant. 

None for the Complainant.

In the earlier order dated 19.11.2009, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO which was to be deposited in the State Treasury. 

A letter has been received from the Complainant Sh. Sham Lal Singla stating that some irrelevant information has been passed on to him vide Memo. Dated 08.01.2010 by the respondent and the same is misleading, incorrect and incomplete.   He has requested for compensation in view of the detriments suffered by him due to non-supply of the information.   He also seeks imposition of penalty on the Respondent. 


A representation has been given by the respondent stating that the he was not posted in that capacity of Deputy Director at the time when this case was heard.   I again note down the relevant dates:



Date of original application: 
23.08.2008 / 17.11.2008



Complaint filed on: 




20.11.2008



First date of hearing by the Commission: 
09.03.2009










Contd…2/-

-:2:-

A copy of the order is also attached along with the submissions of the respondent.   The respondent present submits that the PIO as on dates  given below was as under: 


From 04.06.2009 to 20.07.2009
Ms. Surjit Kaur 

From 21.07.2009 to 04.12.2009
Sh. Jagjeet Singh Sidhu



Therefore, the DPI (SE) is advised to look into the matter as early as possible and let the Commission know as to who was the PIO at the time of the hearings in the case and at the time the application was filed by the Complainant.  On the basis of that, the penalty shall be imposed.   Responsibility for failure to supply the information within the prescribed time, may also be fixed. 



The case is now adjourned to 10.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber (SCO No.32-33-34, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh).

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jaswinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

VPO Madheke,

Tehsil Nihal Singh wala,

Distt. Moga.






 
 …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.



     




   …Respondent

C.C. No. 475 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Sh. Ravinder Kumar, PCS, PIO O/o The Deputy Commissioner, Moga for the respondent. 


Copy of a letter dated 21.12.2009 written by the PIO addressed to the Commission has been submitted wherein it has been informed that the amount of penalty imposed vide order dated 19.11.2009 i.e. Rs. 25,000/- has been deposited in the Treasury vide Challan No. 3 dated 18.12.2009 (copy enclosed).  It has further been assured that he would be more careful in future.  



I am satisfied with the submission of the PIO.    The information to the Complainant stands provided.  



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.







    

Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gur Partap Singh Ahlkuwalia

s/o S. Mohinder Partap Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Tehsil Office Khanauri,

Distt. Sangrur. 






…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.



     



  …Respondent

C.C. No. 2104 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For the respondent – 1. Sh. Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar, Samana; and 2. Ms. Jiwan Jagjot Kaur, Tehsildar, PWD (B&R) Patiala (formerly Tehsildar, Samana)



During the hearing, it is gathered that application for information was given on 16.07.2008 but the same was transferred to Tehsildar, Samana vide endorsement no. 1044 dated 23.07.2008 under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.  As per this section, such transfer can be made within 5 days which has not been done.  Therefore, the Respondent was liable to collect the information from the quarter concerned and deliver it to the complainant at the earliest, as per provisions of the RTI Act 2005.  Further, Ms. Jiwan Jagjot Kaur remained posted as Tehsildar Samana upto 02.11.2008.  The information was also supplied by her to the Complainant on 14.08.2008.  The Complainant filed the complaint before the Commission on 08.09.2008.  It is also noted that the Complainant remained in charge of office of Tehsildar, Samana after transfer of Ms. Jiwan Jagjot Kaur from 03.11.2008 to 19.11.2008 and the information if any deficient, was under his custody in the office and he could have made good the deficiency but he has not done so.   No one has appeared on behalf of the Respondent either from the office of Deputy Commissioner or from Tehsildar’s office, Samana to whom the request for information stated to have been transferred by the Deputy Commissioner,  Patiala which has resulted in non-submission of correct facts of the case, thereby resulting in imposition of penalty.   Even the respondent has also failed to give any reply to the show cause notice for imposition of penalty issued by the Commission. 










Contd….2/-

-:2:-



Therefore, Deputy Commissioner, Patiala is directed to fix the responsibility of the PIO(s) concerned so that proportionate penalty be divided among such erring officers.   It is also directed that in future, no such delay should occur.  



In view of the above facts, no disciplinary action is intended to be taken against the Respondent. 

The case is now adjourned to 10.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties as well as to the Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh. 









     Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C. 
1.
The Chief Secretary Pb. Chandigarh.

2.
The Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. K.K. Bhatia,

Village-Sahora Kandi,
PO: Siprian,

Tehsil: Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.






  …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Mukerian.       



 


   …Respondent

C.C. No. 2586 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Sh. K.K. Bhatia, Complainant in person.

S/Sh. Mohammad Tayyab, IAS, SDM, Dasuya and Subhash Chand, SDM, Mukerian for the Respondent.

In the earlier order dated 19.11.2009, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO, Sh. Mohammad Tayyab, SDM, Dasuya and he was directed to tender the amount of penalty in the State Treasury. 

Sh. Mohammad Tayyab, vide his letter dated 11.12.2009 and also while appearing in person, has submitted that when the information was delayed, he was not posted there as PIO.  Therefore, he is not liable to be penalized under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.  He further submitted that the following officers had remained Public Information Officers when the information was sought by the Complainant and not supplied within the period of 30 days by them: -

1.
Sh. Paramjit Singh, PCS
From 11.03.08 to 17.02.09

2.
Sh. Sunil Bhatia, PCS
From 24.02.09 to 04.06.09








Contd….2/-

-:2:-

D.C. Mukerian is directed that the submissions made by Sh. Moahhamad Tayyab be kept in consideration while implementing the order dated 19.11.2009.


The Complainant sought information vide his application dated 25.08.2008 and he filed the complaint before the Commission on 22.10.2008.  First notice of hearing was issued on 31.03.2009.   The information has been provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant on 07.04.2009, therefore, no disciplinary action is intended to be taken against Sh. Mohammad Tayyab.  However, amount of penalty of Rs. 25,000/- is to be recovered from the PIO / SDM Mukerian at whose time the information was delayed.   Therefore, before effecting the recovery of amount of penalty from the PIO(s), they are called upon to give their reply within a period of 10 days by way of affidavit and they are also given an opportunity to explain their delay in person on the next date of hearing, failing which final order contributing penalty amongst the PIO(s) will be passed on the next date of hearing. 

The case is now adjourned to 10.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Financial Commissioner Revenue, Pb. Chandigarh. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C 
 Financial Commissioner Revenue, Pb. Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Simran Kaur

w/o Sh. Manreet Singh Saini, 

9, Sawan Villa,

New Officers Colony West,

Patiala.,







  …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Collector Agrarian,

Patiala.







   …Respondent

C.C. No. 702 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the parties. 



In the order dated 19.11.2009, penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIIO C/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala for not supplying the information within the stipulated time without any reasonable cause.   It is pointed out at this stage that in the order dated 28.05.2009, the address of the PIO C/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala was changed to Collector Agrarian, Mini Secretariat, Patiala.   Therefore, the penalty of Rs. 25,000/- has to be paid by PIO O/o The Collector Agrarian, Patiala / SDM Sh. Gurmit Singh.



Respondent has further failed to supply complete information to the Complainant.   Therefore, directions are given to the Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh to initiate disciplinary action against Sh. Gurmit Singh, Collector Agrarian, C/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala under the Service Rules applicable to him for having denied the information to the Complainant, without any reasonable cause.   Information should also be provided to the Complainant within 15 days.  It shall be incumbent upon the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to inform this court that the orders passed by it have been implemented in letter and spirit, by the next date of hearing. 

The case is now adjourned to 10.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








    Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurmej Singh

s/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Street No. 10/19,

Saini House,

BarnalaRoad,

Bathinda.






                 …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Gurdaspur. 







        …Respondent

C.C. No. 2551 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the parties. 



In the earlier order dated 19.11.2009, compensation was awarded to the Complainant under section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the loss and detriments suffered by him on account of delay in supply of the information.   Accordingly, a compensation of Rs. 2,000/- awarded to the Complainant ought to have been paid by the District Transport Officer / Public Authority.    However, none is present on behalf of the respondent which is against the orders of the Commission.  It shows the defiant attitude which stems from disrespect to the RTI Act, 2005.



One more opportunity is granted to the PIO / District Transport Officer, Gurdaspur to comply with the orders of the Commission; otherwise disciplinary action will be initiated against the PIO on the next hearing. 

The case is now adjourned to 10.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. K.K. Jindal

S/o Sh. T.R. Jindal,

Chamber No. 20,

New Courts Complex,

District Courts,

Mansa – 151505






      …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.



     



       …Respondent

C.C. No. 721 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier order dated 19.11.2009, compensation of Rs. 1,000/- was awarded in favour of the Complainant for detriments suffered by him due to non supply of the information.   The compensation should have been paid by the Public Authority within 15 days under intimation to the Commission. 



Today, none is present on behalf of the Respondent.  Therefore, one more opportunity is granted to the PIO / Deputy Commissioner, Mansa to comply with the orders of the Commission; otherwise disciplinary action will be initiated against the PIO on the next hearing. 

The case is now adjourned to 10.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh.





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.01.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C. 
The Deputy Commissioner,


Mansa.
