STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Balwinder Kaur,

Retd. Seiwing Teacher,

# 96-C, Gurlal Bazar,

New Partap Nagar, G.T.Road,

Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sector-62, Vikas Bhawan, Pb,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2111 of 2011
Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Onkar Singh, Panchayat Secy., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the compensation of Rs.2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand Only) has been paid to the Complainant and has also shown the receipt of Rs. 2000/-.  He further states as the penalty amount has been deposited under the Govt. Treasury, copy of the same is taken on record. Complainant is absent.  She has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies  of the order be sent t o the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. N.K.Sayal,

Accounts Office (Retd.),

Member, RTI Activities, Fedration,

Sayal Street, Sirhind.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Sirhind.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2567 of 2010

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Amrit Singh, Junior Engineer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing dated 29.09.2011, Respondent/PIO has filed an affidavit, which is taken on record.  The show cause is, hereby, dropped. The sought for information as available in the record stand provided.   Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurmail Singh

S/o Darshan Singh

R/o VPO Sande Hasme

Tehsil and Distt. Ferozepur

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

   O/o SDM, Ferozepur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2483  of 2011

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

 (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 


ORDER


Heard

2.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Last opportunity is granted to the Respondent to appear before the Commission failing which action will be taken under Section 20 of the RTI Act. Complainant states that this information is to be provided by Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar and Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsidlar has not provided any information regarding his application. 

3.
Since, the information is to be provided by Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar. He is, therefore, directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar  is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing and personally present on the next date of hearing. Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar  is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2
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5.
Adjourned to 25.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post . 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Anil Sadhir

# 2994, HIG, Phase-I, 

Dugri, Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary School Education, Pb,
Mini Sectt., Sector-9, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2507 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Harbhajan Singh, PIO, the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record.  Respondent states that information for item No. 1 and 4 has been provided as it relates to their office.  He further states that the PIO O/o DPI (SE), Pb has also provided all the information except item No.8.  Respondent should ensure that the information relating to item No.8 is provided by the DPI (SE), Pb, within fifteen days.  
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parities.


Sd/-
                                                  (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Chamkaur Singh

S/o Jora Singh

Prem Nagar, Near Grain Market,

Raikot, Distt. Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Council

Raikot, Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2520 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Mukesh Kumar, AME on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.

Respondent states that the sought for information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information. 
3.
      In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Yogesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Jagan Nath,

R/o # 21328, Power House Road,

Gali No.1, Bathinda.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o. Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan, Pb,

SCO-162-164, Sector-34/A,

Third Floor, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1584 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Yogesh Kumar, the Complainant
                        (ii) Sh. Daljit Singh Jolly, PIO, the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information dated 17.03.2011, to the PIO O/o Sarv Sikhiya Abhiya, Pb.  On not receiving the information, he filed an application to the Commission dated 18.05.2011 and in the first hearing, neither the PIO was present nor his has provided the information to the Complainant.  In the hearing dated 20.09.2011, Respondent stated that this information is to be provided by the Manager, C-DAC, Mohali.  Complainant states that PIO O/o Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan, Pb has not transferred his application under Section 6(3) to the concerned department within time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.          
3.
Since, this information has been delayed on the part of PIO O/o Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan, Pb.   Respondent/PIO is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
Respondent/PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing and personally present on the next date of hearing.








Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Bhola Singh,

Vill-Fatehgarh Chhanai,

Vill-Gajewas, Tehsil-Samana,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o.Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Samana.

First Appellate Authority 

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer

Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 508 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Avtar Singh, the Appellant
 (ii) Sh. Chamandeep Singh, Panchayat Secy., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As advised by the Commission in the last hearing, Appellant has paid Rs. 300/- to the Respondent in today’s hearing, as the RTI fee.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Appellant within one week from the receipt of this order.  
3.
Adjourned to 15.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurdeep Singh

S/o Sh. Hakam Singh

W.No.: 3, P.O. Cheema,

Mandi, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o C.D.P.O.

New Anaj Mandi, Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2091 of 2011

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

 (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that incomplete information has been provided to him. In the hearing dated 08.08.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Last opportunity is given to the PIO to file his written reply in response to the order showing on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 

3.         Adjourned to 25.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Singh,

S/o Kartar Singh,

R/o VPO-Bhasaur,

Tehsil-Dhuri, Distt-Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block Malerkotla-1, Distt-Sangrur.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2104 of 2011

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

 (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. The Complainant states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered. 

3.
I have carefully considered all the facts and circumstances of the case. In my view this is a fit case, where award of compensation under Section 19 (8) (b) is called for. I have no doubt in my mind that this states of affairs has come about on account of the absence of adequate machinery for handling the RTI work in office of BDPO, Sangrur  is thus, responsible for the inadequate handling of the RTI requests and in the instant case. 4.
In the facts and circumstances of the case, I award a sum of Rs.2000/-(Rupees Two Thousand Only) to the Complainant as compensation for attending the hearings in the Commission. The compensation shall be paid by the office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur i.e. the Public Authority within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 25.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nitin Partap Singh,

# 9, Bank Colony,

Patiala-147001.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Public Service Commission,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Public Service Commission,

Patiala. 

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 424 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Nitin Partap, the Appellant

 (ii) Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.

This case was listed for hearing before Double Bench. The Ld CIC vide his order dated 12.09.2011 has constituted a single bench comprising of the undersigned SIC to hearing the case w.e.f. 03.10.2011.
3.
In the hearing dated 16.09.2011, Respondent was directed to allow the Appellant to inspect the OMR sheets as sought by him. Today, Appellant states that Respondent showed him only photocopies of OMR sheets, original OMR sheets were not shown to him and he wants  to inspect the original OMR sheets. Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant appeared on behalf of the Respondent and states that she has brought original OMR sheet.  Appellant has seen the original OMR sheet today in the Commission. 
4.
In view  of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma, 

House No. 241, Sector 2,

Panchkula

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Social Security & Woman 

& Child Development Deptt,

Punjab.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 278 of 2009

Present:            (i) Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma, the Appellant
  (ii) Smt. Baljinder Kaur, Suptd. and Smt. Saminder Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing dated 16.09.2011, Respondent has brought the inforamtion having 80 pages to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant has received the same.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbakhash Singh Ahluwalia

# G-5 Jagdish Colony

Rajpura Road, Patiala – 147 003

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Rashtrya Madhmiak Sikhya Abhiyan Authority,
Pb, SCO-162-164, 3rd Floor, Sec-34/A, CHD.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 710  of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
                         (ii) Sh. Daljit Singh Jolly, PIO, the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
PIO O/o RMSA vide his letter dated 15.09.2011, has forwarded the application to the Manager, C-DAC Mohali to provide the information as it relates to their office.  Accordingly, PIO O/o C-DAC, Mohali was directed to provide the information.  PIO O/o C-DAC, Mohali has submitted that this information is to be provided by the PIO O/o RMSA.  PIO O/o RMSA is again directed to provide the complete information to the Complainant, before the next date of hearing.  Copy of letter dated 13.10.2011 of the PIO, C-DAC, Mohali be sent to the PIO O/o RMSA alongwith the order.  
4.
Adjourned to 15.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011
CC:-
Public Information Officer-cum-Manager O/o C-DAC, Phase-VIII, Industrial Area, Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harjeet Singh

S/o Sh. Bhajan Singh

Village Miyanpur,

PO Samaspur, Tehsil Amloh 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Amloh

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2411 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                          (ii) Sh. Yasin Ahmed, Panchayat Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.

Respondent states that the sought for information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information. 
3.
      In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.   


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Partap Singh

S/o Narain Singh

Vill. Buraj Kahan Singh wala,

Bhucho Mandi, Distt. Bathinda

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Bathinda

First Appellate Authority

Commissioner

Faridkot Division, Faridkot

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 701 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Partap Singh, the Appellant

                         (ii) Sh. Rajan Goyal, Reader on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that information as available in the record has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided as the information is not as per his RTI application.  Respondent further states that Appellant has asked questions in his RTI application.  As there is no provision under RTI Act to answers the question.  Information as available in the record has been provided.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Partap Singh

S/o Narain Singh

Vill. Buraj Kahan Singh wala,

Bhucho Mandi, Distt. Bathinda

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Bathinda

First Appellate Authority

Commissioner

Faridkot Division, Faridkot

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 700 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Partap Singh, the Appellant
                         (ii) Sh. Rajan Goyal, Reader on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, Respondent has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant states that information is not as per his RTI application.  Respondent states that information as available in the record has been provided to the Appellant, no more information is left in the record.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurjail Singh (ex-panch)

Village Behmna

Tehsil Samana

Distt. Patiala 

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer

Patiala 

First Appellate Authority

DDPO, Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 726 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Gurjail Singh on behalf of the Appellant

 (ii) Sh. Harminder Singh, VDO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Appellant. Appellant is satisfied with the information provided.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Chander Shekhar

S/o Sh. Santi Saroop

R/o # B- 2135, Mohalla Jattan Wala

Old Rajpura, Distt. Patiala (Punjab)

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

   O/o Reader Courts of Additional Civil Judge

   Senior Division, Rajpura

   Distt. Patiala 

2. Public Information Officer

    Tehsildar, Rajpura

3. Public Information Officer

    O/o District Superintendent of Police,

    Rajpura
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2553 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Chander Shekhar, the Complainant.
                         (ii) Sh. Netar Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, Sh. Netar Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of the O/o DSP, Rajpura states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission, but Complainant has refused to accept the same as the information does not relate to his RTI application. Respondent is directed to provide the information as sought by the Complainant in his RTI application before the next date of hearing.
3.
Complainant further states that PIO O/o Reader, Additional Civil Judge, Rajpura has also not produced the copy of the order for destroying the record.  Respondent is directed to produce the copy of the order for destroying the record on the next date of hearing.  

4.
Tehsildar, Rajpura has also failed to provide the complete information to the Complainant.  Respondent O/o Tehsildar, Rajpura is directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
5.
Adjourned to 15.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011
Note:-
 After the hearing, Sh. Sushil Kumar appearing on behalf of the PIO O/o Reader Courts of Sh. Gopal Arora states that due to some reason, he could not attend the hearing in time.  He further stats that he has brought the copy of the order for destroying the old record.  Copy of the same be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order of the Commission.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

S/o Jasveer Singh,

Vill, Chanarthal Khurd,

Tehsil and Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Office,

Sirhind

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2296 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
 (ii) Sh. J.S. Dhillon, BDPO and Sh. Harmeet Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.   On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit. Today, Respondent has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause issued to him. Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. 

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Palia,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Chand,

Village-Singhpur, Nurpur Bedi,

Anandpur, Ropar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1333 of 2011
Present:            Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


In the hearing dated 05.08.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Last opportunity is granted to the Respondent to appear before the Commission failing which action will be taken under Section 20 of the RTI Act.
3.
Adjourned to 25.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Kumar

S/o Sh. Chandri Ram

R/o B-348, Guru Nanak Colony

Sangrur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Primary Education Officer

Sunam-1, Distt. Sangrur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2324  of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Ram Kumar, the Complainant 

 (ii) Sh. Navneet Bansal, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that service book is not traceable in their office. He further states that duplicate service book will be prepared before the next date of hearing and complete information will be provided to the Complainant. 
3.
Adjourned to 25.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011Present:            
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kashmir Singh Randhawa

S/o Late Bhagwan Singh

R/o # 4-B, Sant Avenue,

G.T.Road, Amritsar 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP (Rural), Amritsar

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2398 of 2011

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

 (ii) Sh. Malkiat Singh, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information, as available in the record, has already been provided to the Complainant. 
3.     On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit. Today, Respondent has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause issued to him. Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. 

4.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasveer Singh,

S/o Angrej Singh

Vill. Lambwali, Tehsil Jaitu,

Distt. Faridkot – 151 205

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2346 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Pal Singh, on behalf of the Respondent 
  
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 20.09.2011 but Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies in the inforamtion provided. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


               Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sneh Prabha

D/o Satish Chander

# 3230, Sector 27-D

Chandigarh

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

   O/o Subordinate Services Selection Board, Punjab

   SCO-156-160, Sec-8-C, Madhaya Marg,

    Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority

   O/o Subordinate Services Selection Board, Punjab

   SCO-156-160, Sec-8-C, Madhaya Marg,

   Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 773  of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. S.K.Monga, Advocate  on behalf of the Appellant

 (ii) Smt. Kaushalaya Devi, PIO, the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Smt. Kaushalaya Devi, PIO appeared and states that this information is to be provided by Sh. Om Parkash Pilani, Suptd.  and Sh. Mohinder Singh, Dealing Assistant. Sh. Om Parkash Pilani, Suptd.  and Sh. Mohinder Singh, Dealing Assistant is directed to personally present alongwith the complete information on the next date of hearing. Respondent is directed that copy of the orders be sent to Mohinder Singh, Dealing Assistant.
4.
Adjourned to 25.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011 
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.C.Verma,

S/o Sh. Hans Raj Verma,

R/o H. No.22384,

Street No.4, Shant Nagar,

Bathinda.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1204 of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


It is found that compensation of Rs. 3000/- as awarded by the Commission against the Public Authority concerned i.e. o/o EO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana has not been paid so far. The PIO has not complied with the orders of the Commission dated 15.09.2011, with regard to payment of compensation. The PIO is again directed to make the payment of compensation to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. It is clarified that in case the payment is not made, I shall be constrained to initiate further legal proceedings for recovery of the amount of compensation and suitable action shall also be considered.

2.
Adjourned to 25.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post . 

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 28th October, 2011 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

# 5-C Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.
            …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Institute of Education and

Training, Jagroan, Ludhiana.
……………………………..Respondent

 

 CC No. 1341 of 2011

ORDER

The judgment in this case was reserved vide my order dated 02.09.2011.

2.
Complainant filed application for information to the PIO O/o Principal DIET, Jagraon vide his application dated 11.03.2011.

3.
Principal, DIET vide his letter dated 15.04.2011, denied the information under Section 8 of the RTI Act 2005.  Complainant filed complaint with the Commission that section 8 has been mis-quoted for denial of information, no sub-section has been quoted.  The information pertains to Govt. record, the information has been denied on false, misleading and mala-fide grounds. The sought for information is required in public interest to expose the irregularity and arbitrariness of the Principal and some of the staff member.  

4.
In the hearing dated 02.06.2011, Sh. Lakhvir Singh, PIO stated that he was asked by the Principal, not to provide the information. Since, the sought for information relates to Govt. record, PIO was directed to provide the information.

5.
In view of the facts submitted by the Complainant, then Principal Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, presently working as  DEO (SE), Ludhiana was directed to show cause.

6.
In her reply filed as Ex. Principal-cum-PIO, Smt. Sudesh Bajaj has submitted that Complainant and his companions used to file false complaint against her just to cause harassment and personal damage. Due to personal grudge, Complainant and his companions are collecting the service as well as personal record to frame complaints and defame her.  The information pertains to the period of her stay at DIET, Jagroan and disclosure of which has no relations-ship to any public interest, due to this reason, she has denied the information.  She has also submitted that earlier also while working as Principal, Govt. Ser Sec. School, Churchaka, she has denied the information and the Commission had accepted her plea in AC No. 532/2010.

7.
In response to the reply of Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, Complainant has submitted that the sought for information concerns the schools record and is aimed at exposing the corruption. Smt. Sudesh Bajaj is in habit of denying information to the public.  She was compelled to disseminate information by Hon’ble Mrs. Ravi Singh, SIC, Pb in the matter of AC No. 48/2011.  In CC No. 1804/2008, she regretted for the delay in providing information, in the court of Lt. Gen. P.K.Grover, SIC. In the present case, she has filed wrong affidavit projecting herself to be PIO, DIET, Jagroan. The file noting dated 21.03.2011, shows that she had passed remarks, information can not be given and marked it to the PIO.  The notice of hearing was also marked to the PIO and the information has been supplied under the signature of Sh. Lakhvir Singh as the PIO.  Moreover, during her posting as DEO (SE), Ludhiana, she had also forwarded copy of letter dated 22.06.2006 of the DPI (SE), Pb to all the Principal/Headmaster of Govt. High School, Distt. Ludhiana. vide which Senior Most Lecturer of the school was designated as PIO and the school Principal as the Appellate Authority. Complainant has also submitted that information was aimed at exposing corruption and Smt. Sudesh Bajaj has deliberately denied the information, even though, she was not the PIO.

8.
The perusal of all the record shows that as per order of the DPI(SE) Punjab, memo no. 10/129-05 SE(6) dated 22.06.2006. The senior most lecturer was to be PIO and the Principal of the concerned school is the Appellate Authority. Smt. Sudesh Bajaj herself being the Principal denied the information and marked the noting put up by the Suptd. to the PIO, the letter denying the information was also signed by  Smt. Sudesh Bajaj as Principal, not by  the PIO-Sh. Lakhvir Singh.  Notice of hearing issued by the Commission was also marked by the Smt. Sudesh Bajaj to the PIO which confirms that she was not the PIO.  In CC No. 1804/2008 and AC No. 48/2011, Smt. Sudesh Bajaj was the PIO-cum-DEO (SE), Ludhiana and former Principal. G.S.S.S, Chuharchaka, in both the cases, the information was supplied as per directions of the Commission,  even in CC No. 1804/2008, she had regretted for the delay in providing the information. 

9.
The Commission is constrained to observe that a large number of officers have failed to appreciate the spirit of the Act for promotion of openness in their functioning.  Here, in this case Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, who was not the PIO had deliberately denied the information as Principal of the School, as per provision of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, the Commission finds that this is a fit case for levying penalty on Smt. Sudesh Bajaj , the then Principal. I impose a penalty of Rs. 5,000/- (Rs. Five thousand only) on Smt. Sudesh Bajaj DEO (SE), Ludhiana. This amount shall be paid by Smt. Sudesh Bajaj DEO (SE), Ludhiana (deemed PIO) as her personal liability. The DPI (SE), Pb shall ensure that this amount of penalty is deducted from the salary of the Smt. Sudesh Bajaj DEO (SE), Ludhiana and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head.

11.
Adjourned to 15.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-

                                                                                               (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.10.2011

CC:-    (1)
Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, District Education Officer (SE), Ludhiana


(2)        Director Public Instruction, (SE), Pb, SCO-95-97, Sector-17, Chandigarh.

