STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tripat Pal Singh, 

Dashmesh Transport C. (Regd.) Bathinda,

S.C.F. – 11, Grain Market,

Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2873  of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Tripat Pal Singh, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that incomplete information has been given to him. He further states  that he has submitted his observation vide his letter dated 15.05.09 in response to the information furnished.  PIO was issued show cause notice during the hearing on 31.03.09 and was directed to file his written explanation as to why penalty should not be imposed on him and disciplinary action be recommended against him under Section 20 (i) & (ii) of the RTI Act 2005.  

3.
PIO has neither submitted any reply to the show cause nor attended today’s hearing. He has furnished incomplete information to the Complainant. One more opportunity is given to the PIO to file his written reply in response to the show cause notice and also provide complete information to the Complainant 

4.
Respondent is also directed to file  written reply as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the mental harassment and financial loss suffered by him in attending the hearings. 
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5.
Neither PIO nor his representative attended any of the three hearings.  PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be taken.

5.
Adjourned to 19.06.09 (at 11.00 AM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28h  May, 2009
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:
(i) Sh. Rajinder Kumar on behalf of the Applicant


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


Heard

2.
 Applicant states that  copies of the noting’s supplied to him is not as per his application for information. These noting’s relates to his another application. Respondent states that copies of the noting’s supplied relates to the present application of the Complainant. Respondent  is directed to file an affidavit that copies of the noting’s  supplied relates to final action taken on the complaint of the application received in his office under diary no. 2316 dated 08.06.07.
3.
Adjourned to 19.06.09 (at 11.00 AM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28h  May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.. Lalit Parshad,

EF. 437 Mohalla Krishan Nagar,

Post Office Mandi Fanton Gunj,

Jalandhar City

      …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2945 of 2008
Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER

Complainant has informed  on telephone that sought for information has not been furnished. He also informed that due to imposition of curfew in Jalandhar, he is unable to attend today’s hearing. He has requested for another date.  The case is adjourned to 24.06.09 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th   May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satnam Singh,

Village Thikriwal Ucha,

Block Kahnuwan,

Distt. Gurdaspur.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2871  of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Brij Mohan, BDPO, Kanuwan on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information was sent to the  Complainant on 08.01.09. He further states that information was again sent to him vide their letter no. 815 dated 16.03.09. Respondent has submitted acknowledgement of the Complainant as proof of receipt of information which has been taken on record. Keeping in view the facts explained by the Respondent, the show cause notice is dropped. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of.   Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th  May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Sagar Singla,

# 17042, Aggarwal Colony,

Bathinda.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o D.P.I (Secondary), Pb,

SCO:95-97, Sec-17/D,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No.516 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Prem Singh Singla, the Appellant  


(ii) Smt. Surjit Kaur Director on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant states that misleading and wrong  has been provided to him by the PIO, O/o DPI (Secondary)., Pb. Respondent states that District Education Officer (S.E.)  is the appointing authority of the  cadre of Hindi Teachers and all service record pertaining to this cadre is maintained  by the respective  District Education Officer (S.E.). Therefore, the application of the applicant was transferred to the District Education Officer (S.E.), Bathinda. DEO Bathinda was asked to provide this information. Appellant states that the DEO, Bathinda has not furnished him any information with response to his application dated 02.06.08. Respondent is directed to provide point wise information to the Appellant  before the next date of hearing. Copy of the affidavit submitted by Respondent in respect to show cause notice is given to the Appellant in the Commission today. 
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3.
Complainant states that he has come all the way from Bathinda to attend the hearings in the Commission. He has suffered financial loss and mental harassment in pursuing the case for getting the information from the DPI. Respondent is directed to file written reply as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the mental harassment and financial loss suffered by him in attending the hearings to get the sought for information. 
4.
Adjourned to 18.06.09 (at 12.00 PM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th  May, 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:
Nemo for the parties 

ORDER


Neither the Appellant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is granted to both the parties.

2.
Adjourned to 19.06.09 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th   May, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shiv Raj Singh,

# 109, New Green Park Colony,

Patiala, Near Jhill Road,

Patiala.

.






        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Director Private,

Aided Schools, Grant-1,

2.   O/o Director Education,

Dept. (S) Pb, SCO-95-97,

Sector-17/C, Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2999 of 2008

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


(ii) Sh. Dharshan Singh, Deputy Director, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 As directed during the last hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. Keeping in view the facts explained by the Respondent in his affidavit, the show cause notice is dropped and the case is disposed of. Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th   May, 2009
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:
(i) Sh. Avtar Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Sarabhjit Singh, Senior Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has not been provided information for item no.2 to 5. Respondent states that information for item no.1, 6 and 7 was sent to the Complainant vide letter no.8015 dated 22.03.2007 under registered cover, vide postal receipt no.4495 dated 26.03.2007. Respondent further states that documents for item no. 2, 3 and 4 are not available in their office as these documents are in judicial file submitted in connection with the case titled as Sh. Avtar Singh V/s PRTC and these are not in possession of PRTC, Bathinda. He further states that for procurement of these documents, an application was filed by PRTC in the Labour Court, Patiala vide letter no. 4844 dated 20.01.2009 and Labour Court, Patiala returned the said application of the PRTC with remarks that record was searched but the file is untraceable. For item no. 5, copy o f the duty roster dated 05.02.1976 was also not available because as per policy/rules such records are destroyed after expiry of every two years’ period. 
3.
Complainant states that Respondent is not deliberately providing the information to him. He prayed that he should be allowed to inspect the file of PRTC. While 
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inspecting the file, he found document relating to item no.3 of his application. Respondent states that he was under the impression that Complainant wants copy of the order for changing the enquiry and not the letter written by the Complainant. Due to this confusion, the letter in question was not furnished to him.
4.
Complainant had filed the application for information on 23.01.2007. He was supplied a part of the information on 22.03.2007. In the affidavit submitted, Respondent states that information relating to item no. 2 is in the court file which is not traceable. He has now provided the information for item no. 2 & 3 from the office file. The only item left for which information has not been provided is item no. 4 i.e. copy of enquiry report by traffic manager.
5.
 I have observed that the department has not made sincere efforts to provide information to the Complainant. If the relevant record was not traceable/ available, public authority should have informed the Complainant in time. It is also noticed that the Respondent has been functioning in the most lackadaisical manner which deserves to be strongly deprecated. The Respondent has taken his own sweet time in supplying the information and has not shown any concern for the rights of the Complainant. The Complainant is entitled to be compensated for the detriment suffered by him on account of the delay caused in the supply of information and on account of the hearings attended by the Complainant before the Commission. In fact & circumstances of the case, I award a sum of Rs.5000/- (five Thousand Only) to the Complainant as compensation under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act. It is clarified that amount of compensation will be paid by the Public Authority i.e. PRTC, Bathinda. The compensation should be paid within a week from the receipt of a copy of this order.

6.
Adjourned to 19.06.09 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




                Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th   May, 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 Children Development

Officer, Sangrur.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 132 of 2009
Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is granted to both the parties.
2.
Adjourned to 19.06.09 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28th   May, 2009
