STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

H.No. 1362, St.No. 12/5,

Dashmesh Nagar, Gill Road,

Ludhiana.







      …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Nawanshahr.
                                                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2403 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Sunil Bajaj,PIO-Medical Officer and Shri Ravinder Kumar,    Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.


The Complainant has stated that Shri Budh Singh about whom he is seeking information, has left the Country. But as per orders passed by this Court on 31.8.2009, Shri Budh Singh is to be given an opportunity in writing to  raise objection, if any, regarding supply of his information. The correspondence address of Shri Budh Singh is available in the official record in CC No.2199 of 2008, titled as Shri Budh Singh, Chief Pharmacist, H.No. 628-E, BRS Nagar, Ludhiana Vs PIO, O/o Director Health Services & Family Welfare, Punjab, Sector: 34, Chandigarh. 



The Complainant wishes to know as to how did the order of Shri Surinder Singh, State Information Commissioner in CC No.2199 of 2008, Shri Budh Singh Vs PIO, O/o Director Health Services & Family Welfare, Punjab, Sector: 34, Chandigarh is available in the Commission File, since the Complainant did not send it to the Commission, nor the Respondent gave this order to the Commission. The Complainant also wishes to know as to why the order of this Court dated 19.01.2009 has been faxed to the Respondent from the office of CIC Fax No.0172-4630052.
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Therefore, a notice to Shri Budh Singh may be sent at the address given above to appear before the Commission on 8.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber and present his objection, if any, failing which further orders will be passed on the merits of the case.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill,

H.No.2, Vikas Vihar,

Civil Lines, Patiala.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.                


                                         
         ---Respondent
C.C. No.1461 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Kirpal Singh Gill, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 9.6.2i009 that his original application dated 13.4.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: 

(1) Copy of the Complainant’s representation dated 26.8.2008,

(2) Copy of the Enquiry report.

  
 
No information has been supplied so far by the Respondent and even none is present on behalf of the Respondent today.Therefore, one more opportunity is granted to the PIO to supply the information to the complainant, otherwise action regarding show cause notice will be initiated.
 

To come up on 30.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Devinder Singh Rai,

S/o Shri  Hazura Singh,

H.No.2939-A, Gali No.1,

Malhotra Colony,

Tehsil & District: Ropar.  



                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Roopnagar.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1538 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Devinder Singh Rai, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 11.6.2009 that his original application dated 2.4.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “Photocopy of the document containing in file for removable of hypothecation on RC No.PB-12G-7172.”


The Complainant on 28.4.2009 went to ADTO office. Roopnagar to receive the required information, but he did not get any response. He again went to the office of ADTO on 29.4.2009, but did not get any information and after some days, he was told by Mr. Chander Mohan Kakkar, Clerk/Steno of the office of DTO that information was not ready and information would be sent to him by post. After several days when the Complainant did not
receive any information, he sent a reminder on 22.5.2009 to the DTO by
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registered post. The Complainant has left with no option, but to file this Complaint. This shows a clear defiance towards the RTI Act and disrespect to the orders of the Commission. The callous behaviour of the Respondent, to say the least, is contumacious. The failure to give the information clearly stems from an attitude of defiance to the mandate of the statute. I have no hesitation to hold that in the instant case, the Respondent has failed to supply the information malafidely and without any reasonable cause. In these circumstances, the Respondent is given an opportunity to show cause why he should not be penalized under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 at the rate of Rs.250/- per day for the period the default subject to a maximum of Rs.25,000/-. 

  
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.


The Respondent is directed to supply the information within 15 days.


To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Sadajit Kalia,

R/o VPO-Kaler Kalan, 
District: Gurdapur.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Officer ©,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.


                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1548 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Vikrampal, Clerk, on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 11.06.2009 that his original application dated 11.8.2008 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:” List of Danaga Peerat, 1984 of your Sub-Division, migrated from Delhi etc.”


The Respondent presented a copy of the letter, dated 25.8.2009 stating that the information in 17(Seventeen) pages has been sent to the Complainant by post with a copy to the Commission. The Respondent has also confirmed that the information has been received by the Complainant and he is satisfied. 
 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Manjinder Singh,

President,

Renaissance Society,

HJ-44, Housing Board Colony,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana.



                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1518 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Manjinder Singh, Complainant in person.


Shri T.S.Sahota, APIO-cum-ADTO, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 9.6.2009 that his original application dated 12.3.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:”
1. No. of registration transfer cases done with DTO Office, Ludhiana 

from 01.01.2009 to 28.02.2009,
2. Copies of insurances of vehicles transferred with DTO office,    Ludhiana from 01.01.2009 to 28.02.2009.”

  
 
During course of hearing, arguments have taken place regarding a letter sent by PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana to the Complainant which refers to the following text:-



“In this respect, it is hereby informed that this information does not relate to you. This application of dated 12.3.09 is hereby rejected under Section 7(9) and sub-section 8(j) of Right to Information Act, 2005“.


As regards Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 is concerned, I am of
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the view that the copies of the insurance of the Vehicles transferred in DTO Office, Ludhiana from 1.1.2009 to 28.2.2009 is voluminous and it would divert the resources of the Department. The Respondent has agreed to provide information
on Point No.1. The Complainant also laments that six months have passed since the original application was filed in the DTO Office, Ludhiana on 12.3.2009. The Respondent is directed to supply information within 15 days; otherwise action as per the RTI Act, 2005, will be taken.


The merits of the case regarding this issue will be decided after the information has been provided at the next date of hearing.
 

To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Manjinder Singh,

President,

Renaissance Society,

HJ-44, Housing Board Colony,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana.



                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1519 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Manjinder Singh, Complainant in person.



Shri Tarlochan Singh, APIO-cum-ADTO, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 9.6.2009 that his original application dated 9.2.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:”

1. Copy of the letter in which the Vendors had been permitted to continue the process of learning licences & driving licences till further instructions from Transport Department.

2. Why did DTO office Ludhiana not act upon the advice of DIT as 8 Districts of Punjab had followed the same to avoid the harassment to people?”

 
 
Information has been provided to the Complainant on 10.9.2009 at Point No.1 in the presence of the Court (Respondent also states that the information has been sent on 10.9.09 by registered post in reply to which the Complainant states that he has not received this letter). As regards Point No.2 is concerned, the Respondent states that they have received the letter from the office of State Transport Commissioner stating that ‘opening of tenders was
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stopped by the STC Office and secondly, the work of tenders should only be done by the DTO Office, Ludhiana. Directions are given that the copies of both these letters (regarding stopping of opening of tenders and this work will continue to be done by the DTO Office) should be provided to the Complainant.


The Complainant further states that penalty should be imposed upon the PIO since 7 (Seven) month’s period has lapsed to file the original application. This is against the directions of the RTI Act, 2005. 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.



To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Mahinder Singh,

S/o Shri Harminder Singh,

# 305, New Joginder Nagar,

Jalandhar.





                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Phagwara.


                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1520 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None is present on behalf of Complainant as well as Respondent.
          

The Complainant filed a complaint on 9.6.2009 that his original application dated 11.3.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “Demarcation of Village: Bhagwanpur and other information related to demarcation”. 



None has appeared on behalf of both the parties, therefore, one more opportunity is granted to them to pursue their case.


To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Sarabjit Singh, S/o Shri Darshan Singh,

VPO: Timowal, Tehsil: Baba Bakala,

District: Amritsar.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.
                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1497of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Dharaminder Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 5.6.2009 that his original application dated 26.12.2008 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: 

1. wiQph $ pkbwhe T[whdtkoK dh w?foN ;{uh BzpoK ;w/s, ns/

2. wiQph $ pkbwhe T[whdtkoK dh fB:[esh j'D dh ;{uh fBoXkos ;w/A s/  G/ih ikt/.
 

 During course of hearing, the Complainant was directed to visit the office of Respondent in Sector:34, Chandigarh and to inform the PS/SIC if information is received. Shri Jatinder Dhawan,Senior Assistant has rung up my Private Secretary to say that the Complainant has received the information as per his application dated 26.12.2008 and he is satisfied.
 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Yashwant Raipuri, Advocate,

Court Comlex, Fazilka- 152123.


                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1549 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Harpal Singh,Distt. Social Security Officer/APIO on behalf of   Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 11.06.2009 that his original application dated 3.6.2008, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “Old Age pension, actual age for sanctioning of Old-age Pension, addresses of those persons of Ferozepur Distt. to whom Old-age pension is being sanctioned, ages of persons recorded in Voter Card/Voter List as well as Ration Card who have been sanctioned Old-age pension etc. raising 15 queries.”


Information has been provided to the Complainant by speed post on 1.9.2009 with a copy to the Commission. I have gone through the letter sent to Shri Yashwant Raipuri dated 1.9.2009 and am satisfied with the information provided to the Complainant. The Complainant is not present today. It seems he has received the information and is satisfied. 

 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Ms Gurpreet Kaur,

D/o Shri Harbans Singh,

H.No. 2423/4. Bahera Road,

Patiala.



                            
                   ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction(S),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

                                                    ---Respondent

C.C. No.2668 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Baljeet Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.


This case was last heard on 19.8.2009 and the Respondent was directed to visit the O/o Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh and check if original certificates of Complainant produced by her at the time of interview are available with the Sainik Welfare Board, within a period of 15 days. The official appearing on behalf of Respondent has stated today that they have written a letter to the Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh to supply the original certificates of Complainant. He further stated that such certificates are not available in their office. A copy of this order be sent to Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh to check if the demanded Certificate of Ms Gurpreet Kaur Complainant are lying with his office. The DPI (S), Punjab has already sent a letter to him on 26.8.2009 for the purpose. A copy of this order be sent to Director Sainik Welfare Punjab for meticulous compliance and within a period of 15 days failing which he will be made a party in the case.
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Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh.
To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

CC:

Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Gursharan Singh,

# 27212, Street No.1,

Opposite Canal Office,

Bathinda- 151 005.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, Guru Gobind Singh College

Of Engineering Technology,

Talwandi Saboo, Bathinda.


                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1462 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant as well as Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 3.6.2009 that his original application dated 6.12.2008, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “Disciplinary action against student Shri Amandeep Singh, B-Tech.(Mech) English Department”.


None has appeared on behalf of the parties, one more opportunity is granted to them to pursue their case further.

 

To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Shri Tulsa Singh,

S/o Shri Harman Singh,

R/o Rawan, Tehsil: Dasuya,

District: Hoshiarpur.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Dasuya, District: Hoshiarpur.

                                         ---Respondent
C.C. No.1544 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Tulsa Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Nirmal Singh, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 11.06.2009 that his original application dated 13.3.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:
1) “Copy of Scheduled Caste Certificate in respect of Mrs.Raji, W/o     Shri Mansa, Voter No.241 of Vill: Rawan”, and
2)  Surinder Singh Urf Chhinda, S/o Shri Daula,

 who had fought Panchayat Election.
 
 
The Respondent contends that these papers which must have been filed along with the nomination papers of two candidates should be with BDPO Dasuya. Directions are given that this information should be procured from that Office, since the application has not been transferred under Section 6(3) of
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the RTI Act, 2005.



 

To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

President,

Sant Baba Rukhar Dass,

Sewa Club, Vill. Namol (Sangrur). 



      …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Sangrur. 




                                        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 579 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Sukhbir Singh Brar, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent. 

 

Arguments heard on behalf of the Complainant and record on file was examined.



The Judgment in the case is reserved.
      
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh 





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Jagdish Pal Mehta,

Senior Assistant, O/o DEO (EE),

Ludhiana.                                                                                        ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary School Education,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.
                  ….Respondent

CC NO.436 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Shri Jagdish Pal Mehta, Complainant in person.


Shri Sewa Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Smt. Rajbir kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of Respondent.



Information on behalf of Secretary School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh has been provided to the Complainant, but Respondent states that information regarding promotion of Superintendent, Grade-II was earlier ( Before 8.9.2000) was prepared at the level of DPI and after 8.9.2000, promotions of Superintendent, Grade-II, are recommended by the Departmental Promotion Committee (DPC) and made at the Government level. The information sought by the Complainant relates to DPI Office. Therefore, a copy of this order should be sent to that office to provide the relevant information. In case, directions of the Commission are not followed within 15 days, then DPI will be made a party to this case.

 
The Respondent is also directed to send this information to the
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Complainant after obtaining the same from the DPI. A copy of this Order be sent to the DPI by registered post.




To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.
 
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

CC:

PIO, O/o Director Public Instructions(S), SCO No.95-97,



Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh, for necessary action.

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Aman Deep Singh,

# 164-1, First Floor,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana..


 …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Ludhiana.

 ….Respondent

AC-145 of 2009 & AC-145-A/2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Dr.Pardeep Sharma, Medical Officer and Shri Ajay Kumar, Dealing Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 3.8.2009, it was recorded that all the 12 points
asked for in the original application according to me was of third party information and no public interest was involved. The Respondent was, therefore, advised that on the next date of hearing, he should quote relevant sections of the RTI Act, 2005 denying information being third party. A letter dated 24.07.2009 by the PIO, O/o the Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana, presented in the Court which states that:
“T[go'es ft;/ ;pzXh nkg dhnK gqshp/BshnK BzL 28554, fwsh 3-12-2008,   BzL4890, fwsh 25-06-2009 ns/ wkB:'r ;N/N fJBcow/;B efw;B, gzikp, dcso b'e ;{uBk efw;B tZb'A gqkgs J/H;hH BzL 145 nkc 2009 d/ nkovo ns/ fJ; dcso tZb'a vhHJ/HfwT[fB;gb, b[fXnkDk  tZb'A wzr/ rJ/ bhrb TghBhnB B{z w[Zy oyd/ j'J/ nkg Bz fbfynk iKdk j? fe nkg tZb'a wzrhnK rJhnK ;{uBktK Eov gkoNh j? ns/ fe;/ iBfjs ftZu BjhA jB. nkoHNhHnkJhH n?eN, 2005 d/ ;?e;B-8 ;p-;?e;B-3 B{z w[Zy oyd/ j'J/ nkg B{z fJj ;{uBk d/D s'A fJBeko ehsk iKdk j?.”


I
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I am satisfied with the reply given by the Respondent. Moreover, the Appellant was not present on the last hearing, i.e. 3.8.2009, nor is he present today. Therefore, it seems that the Appellant is not interested in pursuing the case. 



Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of.
           
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









       
Sd/-
Chandigarh





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Right Organization,

R/o Village Rasulpur, Teh. Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142035.                                                                      …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.                                                                                         ….Respondent

AC NO.120/2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Vikram Pal, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.



Information regarding “Non-payment of Ex-gratia grant of the previous Classes and payment of expenditure of Rs.28,675/- to be incurred on study of the students given to the children of the persons killed or affected by the terrorism” as per the directions issued by the Punjab Government. According to the Respondent, an amount of Rs.28675/- is pending with the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



The Respondent has presented a letter bearing No.3553/SDM, dated 11.9.2009, from SDM Jagraon, addressed to Deputy Registrar, SICP which states that SDM Office has not received any application. As per para No.2
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of the Memo No.1/9/08-1/DM.3/973, dated 3.2.2009, issued by Under Secretary Revenue (S), Rehabilitation and  Disaster Management, ex-gratia grant of the previous Classes is paid to the affected persons only after considering the  genuineness of the case and late submission of application by the applicant will also be considered. The Applicant has been called in the office of SDM, Jagraon and if the applicant is found eligible, the expenditure of study will be paid to the Children within a week.
The Appellant is not present today, one more opportunity is granted to him for confirmation of compliance.



To come up on 09.11.2009 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: 14.09.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Govinder Singh,

S/o Shri Jora Singh,

C-437, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.


                 
 

                      …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S), Ropar. 
                             ….Respondent

A.C. No.146 of 2009 

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the, Appellant.


Shri Gurpal Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 3.8.2009, the Appellant was not satisfied with the information supplied to him and directions were given to send a copy of the enquiry report regarding recruitment, within a period of 15 days. Enquiry report was not sent and today, the Respondent has brought this information in the Court for supplying to the Appellant. 



The Appellant is not present today and directions are given to the Respondent to send this delayed information to the Appellant by registered post immediately.



 
 
To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of  compliance.

  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








            Sd/-
Chandigarh





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

S/o Shri Baldev Singh,

Near Central Ware House,

Khokhar Road, Mansa,

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Higher Education &

Languages, Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

Sector: 9, Chandigarh.


                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1463 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jaswinder Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 3.6.2009 that his original application dated 6.3.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:” Knowledge about the receipt of document- in respect of recognition of D-Pharmacy course conducted in the year 1997.”


The Complainant wishes to know the reply to his Application dated 6.3.2009, and followed by reminder dated 26.5.2009. 
None has appeared on behalf of the Respondent, one more opportunity is granted to the Respondent to provide information to the Complainant.



To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. R.C. Khurana,

H.No. 449-M,

New Generation Apartments

Ambala Kalka Road, 

Zirakpur. 







      …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar-cum-Sub Registrar,

Derabassi.
                                                                                  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 321 of 2008

ORDER



The judgment in this case was reserved on 20.07.2009.

                      On 10.11.2008, a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed upon the Respondent for non-supply of information and a further direction was issued to the Respondent to give the complete information to the Complainant within 15 days. Thereafter, despite the case having been adjourned to different dates, the needful was not done by the Respondent either in the matter of deposit of penalty or the supply of information. In view of this I had noted with concern in my order dated 20.05.2009 that the attitude of the Respondent in ignoring the provisions of the Act and disobeying the orders of the Commission. As the attitude of the Respondent was completely disrespectful towards me, I recommended stern action to be against him on 20.07.2009. However, the Complainant he given in writing that the entire purpose of seeking information stood defeated as there was no possibility of his getting the information before 6.08.2009 that is the date on which he had a case before the Consumer Commission in relation to which he had demanded the information in question. He therefore, prayed that the case may be disposed of in the manner deemed fit by the Commission. Subsequent to the hearing i.e. on 7.8.2009 a letter was received from the Respondent along with Annexure which show that the
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amount of fine has been deposited by the Respondent in the Treasury on 18.07.2009 and that information has been sent by the Respondent to the Complainant on 20th July, 2009.

                      In view of these subsequent developments I deem it appropriate to dispose of this matter as requiring no further action.

                      Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.

  



Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated:14.09.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Rupinder Garg,

S/o Sh. Makhan Lal,

Flat No. 89,

Sector48-A,

Mayur Vihar,

Chandigarh.







      
…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar-cum-Sub Registrar,

Derabassi.
                                                                                  ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 343 of 2008

ORDER



The judgment in this case was reserved on 20.07.2009.

                      The Appellant did not appear on the last date of hearing that i.e. on 20.07.2009 prior to that the case was taken of the hearing on 27.05.2009. The Respondent was directed to provide the remaining information to be appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. on 20.07.2009. The perusal of the records indicate that the information as demanded had been provided vide communication dated 15.04.2009 sent by the Respondent to the Appellant.




Now the question remains regarding the consideration of imposition of penalty upon the appellant for the delay caused in supplying the information. In this case the Respondent was called upon to show cause vide my order dated 27.05.2009 as to why penalty under Section 20 be not imposed for the delay in information. Despite this opportunity the Respondent has not filed any reply to the show cause. I am therefore left with no option but to decide this question on the basis of the material available on record. The perusal of the file indicates that the application for information in the instant case was made on 10.03.2008 and that the information stood finally supplied only on 20.07.2009. There is thus a delay of more than one year in the supply of information. I also find from the proceedings of the case that the attitude of the Respondent is irresponsible and 
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unreasonable delay has been caused for no valid reason. In this view of the matter a penalty of Rs.25,000/- upon the Respondent is fully justified. However taking a lenient view of the matter, I hereby impose a penalty on Rs.10,000/- upon the Respondent. The Respondent shall deposit the amount of Rs.10,000/- towards penalty in the Treasury before the next date of hearing and report compliance to the Commission. Adjourned to 30.10.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kuljit Singh,

S/o Sh. Balwant Singh,

R/o W. No. 6, Chand Singh,

Chahal Street, New Court Road, 

Mansa-151505. 

                                                                                      ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,   (Regd.)

Mansa. 




                      

….Respondent

CC NO. 621 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Shri Baljinder Mohan Goyal,on behalf of the Complainant.


None on behalf of the Respondent.

In this case the application seeking information was made by the complainant to the respondent on 17.12.2008.  The information sought relates primarily to the resignments done in the DTO’s office from 1.10.2008 to 17.12.2008 . All the four queries are correlated to each other. On receiving no reply within the stipulated period of 30 days, Sh. Kuljit Singh filed the complaint on 12.3.09. Summons of hearing were issued on 5.5.09 for hearing on 28.05.09 at 11.00 a.m. at Circuit House, Patiala. 

None appeared on behalf of the respondent on 28.05.09 i.e. the date of hearing.  A letter was dispatched by the complainant dated 25.05.09 that due to unavoidable circumstance he was unable to attend the hearing on 28.05.09.

No communication was received from the respondent nor was he present. Till the date of hearing on 28.05.09, no information had been provided to the complainant by the respondent.  Therefore a show cause notice was issued u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.  In addition to the written reply regarding the show 
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cause notice the PIO was also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of the such penalty on the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned for date of hearing on to 14.07.09 at Patiala. On 14.07.09 i.e. date of hearing, the representative of the complainant Sh. Baljinder Mohan Goyal on behalf of the complainant states that no information has been provided to him and when they visited the D.T.O. office, instead they were abused by the Staff members of the concerned office. Neither respondent has come present today nor has he submitted his reply to show cause notice served on him on the last date of hearing i.e. 28.05.09. No information has been supplied to the complainant. 

The application for information in this case was made on 17.12.2008 and the information therefore was required to be provided to the complainant by 17.01.2009. Till date there has been delay of more than 120 days in the case of application dated 17.12.2008 and the respondent has become liable to the penalty for Rs.250/- per day upon PIO C/o DTO Mansa. Since the quantum of penalty prescribed in the RTI Act is limited to Rs.25000/- in a single case, I, in exercise of the powers vested in me u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 impose the penalty of Rs.25,000/- upon PIO C/o DTO Mansa.

The PIO is directed to deposit the total amount of penalty of Rs. 25,000/-  in the State Treasury within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders. In case he fails to do this, the Principal Secretary, Transport, Punjab is  hereby  directed to ensure that the amount of Rs.25,000/- is recovered from the pay of PIO.  The pay of PIO will henceforth not be disbursed to him till such time as the penalty being imposed has been recovered from him. A copy of order be sent to the Principal Secretary, Transport Department, Punjab for ensuring compliance.

In addition to the above, in exercise of the powers conferred upon me under section 20(2) of the RT Act, 2005, I hereby recommend to initiate disciplinary action against PIO O/o DTO Mansa under the Service Rules 
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applicable to him, for having denied the information to the appellant in respect of applications without reasonable cause and also his failure to attend the Commission on the dates of hearings fixed.

It shall be incumbent upon the Principal Secretary Transport, Chandigarh  to inform this court that the orders being passed today have been implemented in letter and spirit before the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 30.10.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.

Copies be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh 





           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009



        State Information Commissioner.

CC: 

The Principal Secretary, Transport

        

Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Gurbachan  Singh,

Automatic Tailors, Ludhiana Road,

Mansa.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1858 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant.


Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Addl.Director (Admn)-cum-PIO and Shri Naginder Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent.  



This case was earlier heard on 3.06.2009 when the Complainant stated that he was satisfied with the information provided to him. He filed his original demand for information on 22.01.2008 and the information was provided to him after more than a year. The PIO was called upon to explain as to why the penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him. The case was adjourned to 15.07.2009. Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Addl. Director Administration-cum-PIO filed his explanation for delay and after hearing both the sides the orders were reserved. I have gone through the reply dated 15.07.2009 furnished by the Respondent in which he has stated that application for information dated 28.03.2008 was received on 15.04.2009. Since the information called was not clear the Complainant was asked to specify the 
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information vide his letter dated 29.04.2008 followed by reminder dated 19.05.2008. The Complainant filed his reply on 3.06.2008 after that he collected this information from District Education Officer, Mansa which was ultimately procured by him from Employment Exchange, Mansa. The information pertained to 1992-1993 therefore it took time for tracing it out from different offices. He further explains that no intentional delay has been caused by the Respondent for the supply of this information, prior to his joining the present post. Sh. Ajmer Singh ADO was working as PIO at the relevant time in the Respondent office who has since retired. From the explanation/ reply rendered by the Respondent, I do not find that the delay in supply of information is deliberate or intentional therefore the show cause notice for imposition of penalty is consigned to record with these orders complaint is disposed of and closed.



The orders in this case were kept reserved on 15.07.2009 and today pronounced in the open Court.



Copies of orders be sent to both the parties.



Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.9.2009


                 State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Geeta Rani,

W/o Sh. Vinod Singla,

H. No. 22, W. No. 5-C,

Park Road, Dhuri. 


                                                 …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

                                                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3134 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Vinod Singla on behalf of the Complainant. 


None on behalf of the Respondent.

This case was last heard on 29.07.2009 & Orders were reserved. In this case the application for information was made by the complainant on 19-09-2008. The information required by the complainant concerns, 

1. List of teachers selected in ETT and S.S. B.Ed in the year 2008.

2. How many teachers have provided false certificate and was action has been taken against them.

3. Merit list of first 15 teachers who have been selected.

  
 
Since no information was received by the complainant even after a lapse of more than 3 months from the date of application a complaint was made by her to the Commission on 29.12.08 requesting that necessary action may be taken in the matter. The complaint was fixed for hearing at 2.00 p.m. on 20.05.2009 and notice was issued to the respondent requiring him to appear before the commission on the said date either personally or through an 











Cont…p/2

-2-

authorized representative. The respondent chose to ignore the notice of the Commission and did not appear on 20.05.2009. It is also noticed that the information sought by the complainant had not been supplied. In these circumstances, vide my order dated 20.05.2009 the Respondent PIO was called upon the show cause why penalty under Section 20 RTI Act 2005, be not imposed upon him. It was also made clear in the order that if the Respondent does not file his reply to the show cause notice or / and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed for the purpose, ex-parte further proceedings would be taken. The case was adjourned to 29.07.09 at 12 noon  and notice of this date of hearing was sent by hand along with the copy of the order dated 20.05.09.

 
 
On 20.05.09 that is today’s hearing no body has appeared on behalf of the Respondent nor has any written reply to the show cause notice under Section 20 RTI Act,2005 been sent. Nothing has been conveyed about sending the required information to the Complainant. In this situation, I am left with no alternative but to proceed with the decision on the question of imposition of penalty under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 in the absence of the Respondent.

 
 
The perusal of the records of the case indicates that the information sought by the Complainant has not been supplied by the Respondent even though a period of more than six months has elapsed since the application for information was made. Apart from this, the Respondent has not taken care even
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to respond to the notices issued by the Commission. He has also chosen to ignore the show cause notice issued under Section 20 of RTI Act 2005, calling upon him to explain as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for his failure to supply the information. The conduct of the Respondent to say the least is contumacious. The failure to give information clearly stems from an attitude of defiance to the mandate of the statute. I have no hesitation to hold that in the instant case, the Respondent has failed to supply the information malafidely and without any reasonable cause. In these circumstances, the Respondent becomes liable to be penalized under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 at the rate of Rs.250/- per day for the period the default persisted.

 
 
The application in this case was made on 19.09.08 and information was therefore required to be provided to the complainant by 19.10.08. In the instant case, a period of more than 6 month during which the default has persisted.  Since, however, the quantum of penalty prescribed in the Act  ibid is limited toRs.25000/- in any single case, I in exercise of the powers vested in me u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 impose the penalty of Rs.250/- per day upon PIO O/o DPI SE Chandigarh subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/-.  

  
 
The PIO Respondent is directed to deposit the total amount of penalty of Rs.25000/- in the State Treasury within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders. In case he fails to do this, the Director DPI, Punjab Chandigarh is hereby directed to ensure that the amount of penalty is recovered from the pay
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of PIO, O/o DPI (SE) Chandigarh and deposited in the State Treasury. The pay of PIO, O/o DPI (SE) Chandigarh will henceforth not be disbursed to him/her till such time as the penalty being imposed has been recovered from him/her.

 
In addition to the above, in exercise of the powers conferred upon me under section 20 (2) of the RT Act, 2005, I hereby recommend to the concerned disciplinary authority that disciplinary action should be taken against PIO O/o DPI(E) Chandigarh under the Service Rules applicable to him/her for having denied the information to the complainant without reasonable cause and also failure to attend the Commission on date of hearing fixed.

 
 
It shall be incumbent upon the Director, DPI SE, Chandigarh to inform this court that the orders being passed today have been implemented in letter and spirit before the next date of hearing.



To come up on 30.10.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chmaber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 14.09.2009.



        State Information Commissioner.

