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- 141 001


                         ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
                                    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1195 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
       
None for both the parties 


This case was last heard on 10.03.2010 when none was present from both sides. The objections to the information have already been provided vide communication dated 09.03.2010. The Respondent was directed to remove the deficiencies within a period of one month, but neither he has sent any compliance report nor has he come present at the time of hearing today.

 

 I give last opportunity to the Respondent to explain the reason of absence on 19.04.2010 and also direct the Respondent to be personally present on the next date of hearing.



To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, 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 Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Mukerian.       



  


…Respondent

C.C. No. 2586 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the parties.

 
In this case wide order dated 21.01.2010 has it was mentioned that information has been supplied to the Complainant, but the amount of penalty of Rs. 25000/- imposed on the PIO remained to be recovered. The then PIO Sh. Sunil Bhatia informed vide his letter dated 08.04.2010 that the penalty of Rs. 25000/- has been deposited by Sh. Paramjit Singh and Sunil Bhatia on 23.03.2010 in Government Treasury Amritsar. 


In view of above the case is hereby disposed of and closed.

 
Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, 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:
For the Complainant - Sh. Zoravar Singh



For the respondent – Sh. Harnek Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Patiala

  

In this case, penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO o/o Collector Agrarian, Patiala c/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala on 19.11.2009.  In the same order, it has been recorded that the original application for information was dated 29.12.2008 and on 28.05.2009, Ms. Vinay Sharma was Tehsildar and P.S. Sodhi, D.R.O. had appeared on behalf of the respondent and they were directed to give the information to the complainant within 15 days.    After this, on 14.07.2009, none appeared on behalf of the respondent and a show cause notice was issued.  Again on 24.08.2009, respondent did not come present nor filed any reply to the show cause notice and the order was reserved.  Order was announced on 19.11.2009.  Thereafter, none appeared on behalf of the respondent on 21.01.2010.  On 10.03.2010, none again appeared on behalf of the respondent – however, after the hearing, Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Collector, Agrarian, Patiala came present and submitted a letter dated 04.03.2010 stating: - 

“In this connection, it is humbly submitted neither the applicant has ever approached the undersigned with an application to seek the information nor has he ever received any communication from the higher authority to provide such information.   Besides, the undersigned has never been summoned by the Hon’ble Commission nor has he been directed to provide the information.  It will be relevant to point out that the applicant has never appeared before the undersigned regarding this matter.”
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In the same hearing, Sh. Gurmeet Singh also assured the court complete information will be provided to the complainant and he would also intimate as to who was the PIO when the original application was submitted.



Today Sh. Harnek Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Patiala is present with an authority letter from the Tehsildar Sh. Subhash Bhardwaj.  He has little knowledge of the case and seems to have studied the file while coming for today hearing.



Complainant states that all the information has been provided to him except the one pertaining to the Collector Agrarian, Patiala i.e. the action taken on the letter of Sh. Zoravar Singh. 



The attitude of the PIO Collector Agrarian, Patiala is not only callus but is disrespectful too.   None of the directions of the Commission have been followed.  In my order dated 21.01.2010, I had written to the Chief Secretary, Punjab to initiate disciplinary action against Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Collector Agrarian, Patiala c/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala under the applicable service rules; and also to the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to inform the court that the order passed by it has been implemented in letter and spirit, by the next hearing.   But it is a sorry state of affairs that none of these directions have been followed.



I am adding the letter written by Sh. Gurmeet Singh with this order so that the Chief Secretary, Punjab and Deputy Commissioner, Patiala can see the state of affairs regarding the matters relating to RTI Act 2005, in Patiala.



By the next hearing, specific name should be provided for the PIO who should be penalized in this case.  Information should definitely be provided to Sh. Zoravar Singh on behalf of Simran Kaur, by the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, for confirmation of compliance. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurdeep Singh s/o Sh. Niranjan Singh 

W. No. 13, Raja Sansi,

Amritsar.







   …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Tehsildar,

(REGISTERED)

Ajnala.







   ….Respondent

CC No. 2044/09

Order reserved on: 25.03.2010

Pronounced in open court on: 19.04.2010


In this case, complainant demanded information from the respondent vide his Form A dated 18.03.2009.  When the information was not supplied, he moved a complaint dated 27.05.2009 before the Commission which was received on 03.06.2009.  It was fixed for hearing on 07.10.2009 when none appeared from both the sides and the same was adjourned to 23.11.2009.  Again on 23.11.2009, none appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The complainant also stated that no information was provided to him.  Hence a show cause notice under section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 was issued to the respondent for causing delay in supply of information to the complainant.   He was also called upon to send his reply and also provide information within a week.  The case was adjourned to 20.01.2010 and this date of hearing was changed to 03.03.2010.



Again on 03.03.2010, none appeared on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation about the absence and status of supply of information was conveyed to the Commission.  One more opportunity was granted to the respondent to supply the information and also file reply for










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-

causing delay in supply of information.   On 03.03.2010, complainant stated that the following Tehsildars remained posted at Ajnala: 


Sh. R.P. Minhas


From March 2009 to May 2009


Sh. Robin Gupta


From June 2009 to August 2009


Sh. Kanwaljit Singh Randhawa
Till date.



As per section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, PIO is to be penalized who has caused delay in supply of information to the complainant and also failed to give response to the show cause notice issued by the Commission on all dates of hearing of the case.  Therefore, Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar is directed to certify the posting of PIO / Tehsildar, Ajnala during the period from 18.03.2009 (the date complainant sought the information) till date, within a period of 10 days so that suitable steps may be taken against the delinquent PIO for his failure to supply the information and also not attending the court on all the dates of hearing. 



To come up on 21.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

C.C. 
The Deputy Commissioner,


Amritsar.


(REGISTERED)


For necessary action please. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh,

Village Dumewal,

P.O. Jhaj, Tehsil-Anandpur Sahib,

Distt-Ropar.






          …. Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o D.P.I (S) Punjab,

Chandigarh







     ...Respondent
CC No. 1030 of 2008 

Order
Reserved on: 10.03.2010

Pronounced on: 19.04.2010

The judgment in this case was reserved on 10.03.10. Vide my order dated 20.05.2009, a penalty of Rs. 25000/- (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand Only) was imposed upon the Respondent PIO i.e Ms. Surjit Kaur.  Thereafter the case was adjourned to 29.07.2009 and 07.09.2009. The date 07.09.2009 was postponed to 04.11.2009.  On 04.11.2009 it transpired that even till then the amount of penalty had not been paid.  The case was adjourned to 10.12.2009. On 10.12.2009 the case was adjourned to 04.12.2009.  Thereafter the case was adjourned to 10.03.2010, on which date the judgment was reserved.         

2.
On 10.12.2009, an application was filed by Ms. Surjit Kaur stating that the Hon’ble High Court, in CWP No. 12244 of 2009, had stayed the recovery of fine of Rs. 25000/- (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand Only) that was imposed  upon her vide my order dated 20.05.2009. Subsequently, a photocopy of the order dated 13.08.2009 was placed on the record on behalf of the Respondent in support of her application dated 10.12.2009. A perusal of this order made by the Hon’ble High Court shows that her grievance before the Hon’ble High Court was that the penalty was imposed upon her without any show cause notice from the Commission. She also alleged that she never dealt with the files pertaining to the
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information request in question and had not even received the application.  In view of this plea of Ms. Surjit Kaur, the following order was passed by Hon’ble High Court:-


“In view of above, this writ petition is disposed of giving liberty to the petitioner to move an application before the State Information Commission to recall the order passed against her. If she moves an application within a week from today, till such time final order is passed on her application, amount of penalty be not deducted from her salary.”

3.
The copy of the order produced on her behalf does not specifically mention the order dated 20.05.2009 passed by me in CC-1030 of 2008.  The Deputy Director-cum-PIO of the office DPI (SE), Pb, Chandigarh has given in writing that it is not clear from the order in CWP No. 12244/2009 whether the stay includes the order dated 20.05.2009 passed by me in CC-1030 of 2008. However, the copy of the order does show that after making specific mention of certain orders passed by the Commission in other cases, she has stated that some other orders imposing penalty have also been passed by the Commission. In this view of the matter, I intend to dispose of her application dated 10.12.2009 on merits.  

4.
The application for information in the instant case was made by the Complainant to the PIO O/o DPI (SE), Pb, Chandigarh on 29.02.2008.  In order to determine the veracity of the averments made in her application it is absolutely necessary to look into the entire record of the O/o DPI (SE), Pb, Chandigarh in relation to the receipt and disposal of the application dated 29.02.2008 for information made by Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh Complainant to the PIO O/o DPI (SE), Pb, Chandigarh.  The present PIO O/o DPI (SE), Pb, Chandigarh namely Ms. Neelam Bhagat is, therefore, directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with the entire record relating to the following:-


(i)   The record of appointment/s of the PIOs in her office,









Contd…..3/-

-:3:-

(ii)   The name and designation of the PIO on 29.02.2008


(iii)   Record showing how and in what manner the application dated 29.02.2008 was dealt within the office and the officers/officials before whom this application was put up. 

5.
It is made clear that the statement of Ms. Neelam Bhagat shall be recorded on that day by me on oath and Ms. Surjit Kaur shall have a right to cross-examine her.  Ms. Surjit Kaur, therefore, should also appear on that day. In case Ms. Surjit Kaur does not appear and nobody is present to cross-examine the PIO, the statement of the PIO would be recorded in her absence. 

5.
Adjourned to 21.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. Copy of the order be also sent to Ms. Surjit Kaur, Distt. Education Officer (SE), Mohali. 













Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



 State Information Commissioner

CC:-
Ms. Surjit Kaur, Distt. Education Officer (SE), Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

270-B, Sector 51-A,

Chandigarh.







   …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary,

Medical Education & Research,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







   ….Respondent

CC No. 3976/09

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant

For the respondent – Sh. Chhote Lal, Senior Asstt. (98882-96802)



Information has been provided to the complainant on 12.04.2010 by registered post.



None is present on behalf of the complainant and no objections have been pointed out in the information provided to him.    Moreover, respondent states that Sh. Sunil Gautam, the complainant visited their office at Chandigarh and had expressed his satisfaction over the information provided. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Er. Harcharan Singh

ASE (Retd.)

7/18, Deol Nagar,

Jalandhar.







   …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Tehsildar,

Nakodar.







   ….Respondent

CC No. 3964/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent – Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Tehsildar, Nakodar.



In the earlier order dated 25.03.2010, I had recorded that information had already been provided to the complainant on 15.10.2009 and it was sent to the complainant Sh. Harcharan Singh on 20.03.2010 by speed post.  Complainant was not present on that day.  Therefore, one more opportunity was granted to him to point out any discrepancies in the information provided to him. 



Complainant Sh. Harcharan Singh was not present on 25.03.2010 and similar is the case today.   No objections have been pointed out by him.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Charan Singh s/o Sh. Baru Ram

Village Ramgarh,

P.O. Samudra,

Tehsil Garhshankar,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.






   …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o The Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Nawanshahr.







   ….Respondent

CC No. 2669/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Charan Singh in person.



None for the respondent. 



Information has been provided to the complainant on 25.03.2010 by registered post.   The complainant is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate
# 539/112/3,

Street 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri,

New Shivpuri Road,

P.OJ. Basti  Jodhewal,

Ludhiana – 141007.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.







   …Respondent

CC No. 2083/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Surinder Pal in person.



For the respondent - Sh. Ashwani Kumar, D.T.O. Ludhiana.



During the course of hearing, I have given directions to the respondent to provide specific and to the point answers to all the queries raised by the complainant in his original application dated 08.04.2009.



Letters have been provided by Sh. Surinder Pal, complainant regarding objections to the information already supplied to him by the respondent on 17.04.2010.  Sh. Ashwani Kumar, respondent present, assures the court that he will supply this information to the complainant within one week. 
 Reply to the show cause notice has already been presented in the earlier hearing dated 08.03.2010.  Complainant also demands a copy of the reply to the show cause notice submitted by the respondent.  He has been informed that the reply to the show cause notice is recorded in the order dated 0-8.03.2010.
Decision on the reply to the show cause notice regarding penalty will be taken at the next hearing.



To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, for confirmation of compliance. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sharwan Sehgal S/o Sh. B.N. Sehgal 

49/69, Harpal Nagar,

Ludhiana.







                                      …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Development)

Ludhiana.








                                       …..Respondent

CC No. 3803/09

Order
Present:
Sh. B.N. Sehgal for the complainant.



None for the respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 15.03.2010, a show cause notice was issued to PIO C/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.  After the hearing, Sh. B.N. Sehgal appeared and stated that no information had been provided till date.



One more opportunity is granted to the PIO C/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to provide information to the complainant and also reply to the show cause notice to the Commission.   This order is also being sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to provide the name of the PIO concerned from 01.08.2009 onwards and also to ensure that directions of the Commission are followed. 



To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, for confirmation of compliance. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lakshman Swarup Gupta

B-X-550, Patel Nagar,

College Road,

Barnala- 148101


…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

Sangrur.







  ….Respondent

AC No. 628/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Lakshman Swarup Gupta in person.

For the respondent – Ms. Asha Rani, PIO (94161-76963) and Sh. Jasdev Singh, Superintendent. 



A letter has been presented from the District Block Primary Officer, Barnala with another letter from Block Primary Education Officer, Barnala regarding Ms. Parma Devi, wife of the complainant.  Respondent states that this letter was only written to Ms. Parma Devi and never endorsed to the D.E.O.  Respondent has given this in writing and Sh. Gupta, complainant has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.   However, complainant demands compensation and penalty for the delay and misleading information provided to him.  It is also pointed out here that directions were given to Sh. G.S. Grewal to be personally present.  But no intimation has been received from him nor is he present in the court today which shows clear defiance of the directions given by the Commission. 



Therefore, PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 
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To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, for confirmation of compliance. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satnam Singh

S/o S. Nazar Singh,

Bungalow No. 158, 
Katcheri Road,

Near Khalsa Gurudwara, 
Ferozepur Cantt
…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.






          
…Respondent

CC No. 2221/08

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent - Sh. M.L. Puri, Tehsildar-cum-APIO (98155-43066)



A letter has been presented by Tehsildar-cum-PIO present praying for review of the penalty order dated 27.01.2010.  It is to be noted here that this letter is signed by Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Addl. DC / APIO when the designation mentioned in the said letter is PIO Ferozepur.



In the earlier order Sh. M.L. Puri was directed to give the names of the 
PIOs from 25.08.2008 onwards.  He has today submitted the names of PIOs concerned, as under: -


Sh. Megh Raj, IAS (presently D.C. Hoshiarpur)
25.08.08 to 09.06.09


Sh. Kamal Kishore Yadav, IAS (DC Ferozepur) – 09.06.09 onwards



Therefore, the two PIOs mentioned above are hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25000/- be not imposed on them till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIOs are also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  They may take note that in case they do not file their written reply and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex parte. 

Name of the PIO could not be mentioned in the penalty order since no one appeared in the court before the hearing on 27.01.2010.



To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, for confirmation of compliance

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gursharan Singh

R/o # 133-L Chandigarh Road,

Khanna.          


…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.E.O. (E) Ludhiana.





   …Respondent

AC No. 208A/08

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Gursharan Singh in person.

For respondent – Sh. Ranjit Singh, PIO.
 

In the earlier order dated 17.03.2010, directions were given to the Secretary Education to identify as to who was the PIO from 07.12.2007 till 27.01.2010 and also to execute the directions of the Commission as soon as possible.  A letter was presented by Sh. Ranjit Singh, Supdt-cum-PIO stating that he was not designated as the PIO at the relevant time and should be exempted from payment of the penalty.    This letter was sent to the Secretary Education Chandigarh with the order to enquire into the mater and decide as to who is the PIO since it was an internal departmental matter.  Another letter dated 15.04.2010 has been received from the respondent present Sh. Ranjit Singh, stating:

“That I appeared in your court on 17.03.2010 as PIO o/o D.E.O. (E) Ludhiana. I had submitted a letter in writing that the compensation amount of Rs. 4,000/- has been paid to the appellant and that acknowledgment for the same is enclosed. 

Regarding penalty amounting to Rs. 10,000/-, it is stated that this amount is to be paid by APIO Sh. Nahar Singh because the remaining information pertains to Establishment Branch and being Superintendent, APIO is responsible for providing the same.


In Para 3 of your order dated 17.03.21010, it has been stated that Sh. Ranjit Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO has stated that he is not designated as PIO and therefore, he should be exempted from payment of penalty.   I would submit that I am designated as PIO.  This fact was stated in my appeal too.   But I am not at fault for the delay in providing the information or for the pending information as the same pertain to Establishment Branch.  I only append my signatures as PIO on the information sent to the complainants.   Therefore, the penalty may kindly be ordered to
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be paid by the officer / official responsible for the delay / pending information.”


Sh. Ranjit Singh has been informed that the RTI Act 2005 imposes penalty only on the PIO but he has been interrupting the proceedings of the case throughout the hearing.



One more opportunity is given to the Secretary Education with the Chief Secretary, Punjab to follow the directions of the Commission and to implement the order of penalty dated 27.01.2010.



Complainant wishes to know as to what has been done about the FIR which should have been registered with the concerned police station regarding missing three points connected with the enquiry report.   A letter has been presented by the respondent written by the D.E.O. to the State Project Coordinator, Sarv Sikhia Abhiyan to this effect.  Directions are also given to the Secretary to implement this letter regarding FIR.



To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, for confirmation of compliance

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Kirpal Singh Gill

S/o Sh. Dalip Singh

H. NO. 2, Vikas Vihar, Civil Lines,

Patiala.


…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.


…Respondent

CC No. 1144/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent – Sh. Harnek Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Patiala.


Information has been provided to the complainant Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill on 03.12.2009.  A letter has been presented from the complainant stating that he has been provided the information in all the three cases i.e. CC No. 1144/2009, 1142/2009 and 1140/2009.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Kirpal Singh Gill

S/o Sh. Dalip Singh

H. NO. 2, Vikas Vihar, Civil Lines,

Patiala.


…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.


…Respondent

CC No. 1142/09

Order

Present:
Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent – Sh. Harnek Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Patiala.


Information has been provided to the complainant Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill on 03.12.2009.  A letter has been presented from the complainant stating that he has been provided the information in all the three cases i.e. CC No. 1142/2009, 1144/2009 and 1140/2009.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

 Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Kirpal Singh Gill

S/o Sh. Dalip Singh

H. NO. 2, Vikas Vihar, Civil Lines,

Patiala.

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.


…Respondent

CC No. 1140/09

Order

Present:
Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent – Sh. Harnek Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Patiala.


Information has been provided to the complainant Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill on 03.12.2009.  A letter has been presented from the complainant stating that he has been provided the information in all the three cases i.e. CC No. 1140/2009, 1142/2009 and 1144/2009.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurpreet Singh Sidhu

s/o Late Sh. Lal Singh,

Preet Naghar, Gali No. 3,

Khangarh Road,

Patran,

Distt. Patiala – 147105


…Complainant

Vs.

Puhblic Information Officer,

O/o The District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.


…Respondent

CC No. 1733/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: - Sh. Gurcharan Singh, D.T.O. Ferozepur.



(98140-69272)



Information has been provided to the complainant on 09.03.2010.  No objections to the information provided have been pointed out in the information.



Complainant is not present today nor was he present in the earlier hearing.   Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



Accordingly, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of. 

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tejinder Singh

s/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana – 141123.






…Complainant

Vs.

Pubic Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Authority,

Ferozepur.


…Respondent

CC No. 2245/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: - Sh. Davinder Kumar, Asstt. Secretary, R.T.A.. Ferozepur. (97797-25239)



A letter has been presented by Asstt. Secretary, RTA Ferozepur stating that information has been provided to the complainant on 03.08.2009, 21.01.2010 and 05.03.2010.   A letter has also been received from the complainant seeking an adjournment and stating that he has not received any information. 



Directions are given to the complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh to specifically point out the points where information is pending, since the respondent has stated that information has been provided to the complainant.


To come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, for confirmation of compliance

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Roop Chand Kaushal, (94678-06374)

S/o Shri Harbans Singh,

VPO: Barwala,

District: Panchkula, Haryana.


                         ---Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer, (94633-16581)
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.




                                    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 3087 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Complainant Sh. Roop Chand Kaushal in person.
For respondent: Sh. Harminder Singh, Addl. Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO.



Sh. Harminder Singh, ADC-cum-PIO states that information has been dispatched to the complainant on 16.04.2010 but the complainant Sh. Roop Chand Kaushal submits that it has not been received by him.   Some information has been provided to the complainant in the court.  On examining the papers, Sh. R.C. Kaushal states that some information is still pending, which, according to the respondent, is not traceable.    Also a reply has been presented by the ADC-cum-PIO O/o D.C. Hoshiarpur dated 03.04.2010 which states vide communication no. 159/Reader dated 07.03.2003, that the complainant had been advised as under: :

“In this regard, it is intimated that since the land had been allotted to Sh. Puran Chand son of Sh. Badam Chand in the District Mintogoomery, now in Pakistan, hence the concerned record may be available in District Mintogoomery (Pakistan).  It is also possible that such record likely to be available with the office of Director Land Records, Punjab, Jalandhar. 

It is, therefore, suggested that you may approach to the Mintogoomery authorities through Embassy and also to the office of the Director Land Records, Punjab, Jalandhar for the said purpose.” 



It is also noted that this record is of the year 1915.  The record which was available in Hoshiarpur is only of the allotment of land which is situated in District Hoshiarpur but respondent assures the court that he will make one last effort to trace the information since it is pertaining to the year 1915.









….Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



To come up on 05.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, for confirmation of compliance

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Mob: 98761-01257

Sh. Vijay Kumar,

M/s Total Infotech,

Opp. SBOI, Rampura Phul,

District: Bathinda.




                         ---Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Health & Family Welfare, 

Health-VI, Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.
   
   
                                                          ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2175 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.
For respondent: Sh. Mulkh Raj, Supdt.-cum-APIO (98721-69588)



In the order dated 10.03.2010, it was recorded that if by the next date of hearing, no objections are pointed out by the complainant in the information provided to him, the case will be closed. 


Complainant is not present today nor have any objections been pointed out.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 



The matter is accordingly disposed of and closed.

 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 19.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

