STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi - 110048
        …………………………….Appellant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala 
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 621 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant 


(ii) Sh. P.S. Sodhi, DRO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing dated 27.03.09, PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala and PIO, O/o DC, Patiala was directed to file written reply in response to the show cause notice issued to them. In today’s hearing, Sh. P.S. Sodhi, DRO attended the hearing on behalf of the PIO, O/o DC, Patiala.  He states that the RTI application of the Appellant was forwarded to the SSP, Patiala vide No. 570 dated 22.07.08 and subsequent reminders were also given vide no. 93 dated 05.08.08, 250 dated 10.10.08 & 256/CII dated 24.10.08. He further prays that since timely action was taken by him action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act. 

3.
It is observed that Appellant submitted his application under RTI Act to Deputy Commissioner, Patiala on 16.07.2008 and the same was forwarded by the Deputy Commissioner to the office of SSP, Patiala on 22.07.2008 and subsequent reminders were also given. Keeping in view, the action taken by PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, the show cause notice issued to PIO of DC, Patiala is dropped 
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4.
PIO, O/o SSP Patiala is absent.  He has neither informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing nor he has submitted written reply in response to the show cause notice issued to him. One more opportunity is given to the PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala to file written reply in response to the show cause notice already issued to him failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be taken against him for delay in furnishing the information. 
5.
Adjourned to 18.06.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  May, 2009
CC: PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana
…………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Dept. of Education,

Govt. of Punjab,

2nd Floor, Mini Secretariat (PB.),

Sector 9, Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No.  632 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Smt. Varsha Shukla, Deputy DEO (secondary), Ludhiana alongwith Mr. Ravi, Clerk & Smt. Harpal Kaur, DEO, Primary Elementary, Ludhiana alongwith  Ranjit Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant has sent fax message that he has not received the information as directed by the Commission on the last hearing.  Respondent, O/o  DEO (SE)  states  that she has brought the information as received from the different schools to deliver it personally to the Appellant today in the Commission. She further states that remaining information will be furnished to the Appellant within two weeks.  Respondent is directed to send the information to the Appellant by post.  DEO (Primary) states that she has also brought the information except Samrala block.  Respondent is directed to send the information to the Appellant by post.  Appellant is advised that on receipt of the information he should submit his observations, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. Respondent is directed to supply the complete information to the Appellant within two weeks.
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3.
Adjourned to 18.06.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th   May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh,

# 1676, Phase-3-B-2,

Mohali.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No. 329  of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Ravinderpal Singh, the Appellant 
(ii) Sh. Jagjit Singh Sandhu, Deputy Director – cum – PIO & Sh. Avtaar Singh, Sr. Assistant & Sh. Gurcharan Jit Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant vide his application dated 14.01.08 sought information from the PIO O/o DPI (SE). During the various hearings Sh. Jagjit Singh Sandhu, Deputy Director –cum- PIO informed the Commission that the record relating to the transfers in the year 2003 is not available.  On the last hearing, he was asked to give the name of the persons who were dealing with the files relating to the transfers in the year 2003.  In today’s hearing he has submitted two lists relating to two branches i.e.  Establishment,   E-2 and E-3.  During the various hearings, it is observed that PIO has failed to collect the information from different branches. DPI is directed  to hold an enquiry  into the loss of record and submit  report to the Commission after fixing responsibility  on  the persons who are responsible for the loss of record. Since, PIO could not  get the record, DPI is directed to conduct the enquiry  herself  or from any other Senior officer in the department except PIO. 
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3.
Regarding information relating to item no. 15 of Sh. Ravi Singla , Clerk, Smt. Surjit Kaur, Assistant Director was directed to enquire into the loss of record  who  has sought two months time to complete  the enquiry.

4.
Smt. Harcharan Jit Kaur Brar & S. Sukwinder Singh, PCS, Director (Admn.) is directed  to fix the responsibility of the officials responsible for the loss of record and  report in this regard be submitted to the Commission before the next date of hearing in order to treat the officials responsible for the loss of record as deemed PIO. In case the responsibility is not fixed by the DPI  the Public authority  i.e. DPI will be considered as deemed PIO and  action as per provision of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated for not providing the information. It should be ensured that no other date will be given by the Commission.

5.
Adjourned to 18.06.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana
         …………………………….Appellant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Department of Forests & Wildlife,

17, Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

AC No:  633 of 2008
Present:
(i)  None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
  Respondent states that some of the information has been sent to the Appellant and for the balance information reminders has already been issued to all the concerned DFOs.
3.
Appellant has sent fax message that complete  information has not been provided to him.  He has pointed out the deficiencies in the information furnished. Copy of the same is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Appellant before  next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 18.06.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Vill-Goslan, P.O Seho Majara,

Distt-Ropar.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. President/Secretary,

The Dulchi Majra, C.A.S.S.

Limited, Dulchi Majra.

Ropar





   ……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 2307 of 2008 

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present on today’s hearing. It is presumed that Complainant is satisfied with the information. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th   May, 2009
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Vill-Goslan, P.O Seho Majara,

Distt-Ropar.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. President/Secretary,

The Dulchi Majra, C.A.S.S.

Limited, Dulchi Majra.

Ropar





   ……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 2306 of 2008 

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present on today’s hearing. It is presumed that Complainant is satisfied with the information. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

                                                                                                      Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th    May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagat Singh,

H.No. B-3/MCH/235

Near Bahadrpur Chowk,

Post Officer, Opp. Snatan Dharam,

Snaskrit College, Hoshiarpur-146001.
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director, SCERT, Pb,

Chandigarh, 
……………………………..Respondent

AC-635 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Smt. Adarsh Kanta Bhagat, Deputy Director-cum-PIO & Smt Hakesh Kaur, APIO, the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Appellant vide their letter no. 3/15-2008 D(2)/297-302 dated 15.05.09. Appellant has not pointed out any deficiencies so far. Appellant is absent. He was absent in all the hearings held so far in the Commission. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

 
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th    May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Inderjit Verma,

S/o Sh. Tara Chand Verma,

Vill. Atta, P.O. Goraya,

Tehsil Phillaur,

Distt. Jalandhar -144 409
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(S) Pb.,

Chandigarh
……………………………..Respondent

   


CC No. 2989 of 2008





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


(ii) Sh. Gurcharajit Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of.   Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th    May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Niranjan Singh,

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

S/o Raju Ram,

R/o Vill. Rathian, PO Chappar,

Distt. Patiala 
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala
……………………………..Respondent

   
CC No:  2982 of 2008

Present:
(i)  Sh. Niranjan Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. P.S. Sodhi, DRO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission Tehsildar Patiala has not furnished the sought for information i.e copy of order and name of the officer, who declared his land surplus. 

3.
Sh. P.S.Sodhi DRO, states that Complainant filed his application dated 16.04.08 to the PIO, O/o DC, Patiala . He has forwarded the same to the Tehsildar vide their letter no. 798 dated 29.04.08, there is  no delay on his part in dealing with RTI application. Sh. P.S.Sodhi, DRO further states that record relating to surplus land is with the SDM Patiala. SDM Patiala should be asked to provide this information. It is observed that Tehsildar Patiala has neither supplied the information nor taken any action in forwarding the application to the concerned PIO/APIO.  Tehsildar, Patiala was issued show cause notice on the last hearing and was directed to file a written reply in response to the show cause notice. PIO o/o Tehsildar is neither present nor has submitted any written reply  in 
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response to the show cause  notice.  PIO/APIO o/o Tehsildar  is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith written reply to the show cause notice already issued. Keeping in view the statement of Sh. P.S Sodhi DRO, the show cause notice issued to the PIO, O/o DC is dropped.
4.
Adjourned to 18.06.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th    May, 2009
