STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar, (94783-82917)

# 312, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Patiala.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.
Mob:98884-27873
Public Information Officer, (94633-28986)
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.
                                         ---Respondent
C.C. No.1829 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainan.


Shri Gurmukh Singh, Clerk on behalf of Respondent.


In the earlier order dated 5.11.2009, the Respondent had submitted a letter written by APIO-cum-DRO that a fee for the 273 pages be got deposited in that office, but no mention of the fees deposited has been made and the Complainant has not been informed about the fees. As a result of this, directions are given to the Respondent to provide this information to the Complainant free of cost and to file compliance report to the Commission. In the order dated 5.11.2009, the Complainant demanded a penalty of Rs.25000/- to be imposed upon the PIO, but it was recorded in that order to provide the information first to the Complainant before the matter of imposition of penalty is decided. The Respondent states that information has been sent to him by registered post on 9.12.2009 and no objections/ discrepancies have been pointed out by him. Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 


It is also pointed out to the Deputy Commissioner and Chief Secretary, Punjab,  Chandigarh that Shri Gurmukh Singh who has appeared today on behalf of the Respondent, Clerk and  below the rank of APIO and he 
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has no knowledge of the case. It is a very sorry state of affairs that office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala takes RTI Act, 2005 in light vein. The Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh should look into the matter and investigate so that the mockery of the Act is not made by the Department concerned. Directions are also given to the Respondent to send a copy of the information provided to the Complainant by registered post.


The case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagwinder Singh Pandher,

# 34, Shakti Nagar, Pakhowal

Road, Ludhiana-141 002.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh. 
                                         ---Responden
C.C. No.1794 & 1795 of 2009 
ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jagwinder Singh Pandher, Complainant in person.

Shri Kulwant Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent on behalf of Respondent.


At the first order dated 23.9.2009, Mrs. Varsha Shukla, PIO-cum-Dy. DEO stated that her Superintendent was on leave because of his daughter’s marriage, and information would be provided to the Complainant within 15 days. At the next hearing dated 5.11.2009, none was present on behalf of the Respondent and show cause notice was issued as to why the penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on the PIO. 



Today, Shri Kulwant Singh, PIO-cum-Supdt after taking half an hour time, the Respondent and the Complainant has mutually agreed that information will be provided to the Complainant within an hour since the person concerned with information is on his way to Chandigarh. The Respondent has
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agreed to stand surety and this case is to be closed.


The case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Sh. Gian Singh,

R/o H.No.-746, W.No.31,

Patti Palle Ki Moga,

The & Distt-Moga.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,    (Regd.)
O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.





                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2012 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Ajmer Singh, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.


None was present on behalf of the Respondent on the last hearing dated 5.11.2009 and same is the case today. 

 
 
According to the Complainant, no information has been provided to him, it is against the directions of the Commission and it is clear defiance towards 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.

Directions are given to the PIO-Respondent that information should be provided the Complainant within 15 days and file compliance report to the 
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Commission.



To come up on 10.02.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for compliance.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties and Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

CC:               Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab, Mini Secretariat,  



Sector:  9, Chandigarh.   

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Gen. Secy,

Distt Lok Janshakti Parti,

Plot No.-39, New Abadi,

Near Telephone Exchange,

Vill-Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O-Ramgarh,

Distt-Ludhiana.




                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Mob: 92179-16119
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.





                              ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2006 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant.

Shri Raman Kumar, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent.


A letter bearing No.563, dated 16.12.2009 has been presented by the Respondent that information has been provided to the Complainant on 16.12.2009 and he has given in writing that he has received the information on 16.12.2009 after a lapse of one year, but he is satisfied.




Hence, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri Rakesh Kumar,

S/o Shri Mohan Lal,

Gali No. 16, Ward No.5,

Shastri Marg, One way Road, Mansa. 
                                      …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.      (Regd)
                             ….Respondent

C.C. NO.663 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Dr.K.K.Jindal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Deepak Kumar, DMEO on behalf of the Respondent. 



Information has been provided to the Complainant to his satisfaction. Reply to show cause has been presented in the Court in which the PIO has stated that original application was filed in the D.C.Office on 16.1.09 and Deputy Commissioner, Mansa referred the case to Civil Surgeon on 4.2.2009. He further stated that Complainant was informed to submit Rs.722/- on Telephone on 12.3.2009 and 20.3.2009 and he deposited the fee on 20.4.2009. Civil Surgeon Mansa has provided the information to the Complainant on 15.6.2009 (By Hand).



Information on all the points has been provided. In my view, it is not a fit case for imposing penalty, but I am awarding Rs.2500/- as compensation to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.
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To come up on 10.02.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for compliance.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mob: 94639-75745
Sh. Shiv Raj Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagdish Singh,

Bhan Singh Colony,

St. No.-4, 

Faridkot.





                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,    (Regd)
Moga.





                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2014 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Shiv Raj Singh, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of Respondent.



None has appeared on behalf of the Respondent on the last hearing, i.e. on 5.11.2009 and same is the case today.



The Complainant states that Shri Ravinder Sood is the District Transport Officer, Moga. No information has been provided to the Complainant. Today none has appeared on behalf of the Respondent which shows a clear defiance towards 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 
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ex-parte.

 
The Respondent is also directed to provide information to the Complainant within 15 days.



To come up on 10.02.2010 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                               (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

CC:
 Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9,   Chandigarh.
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Krishan Lal,

S/o Sh. Harbhajan Lal,

18, Sewa Nagar,

Ram Tirath Road,

Patligarh,

Amritsar.





                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family welfare,

Punjab, Chandigarh.





         ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2019 of 2009

ORDER

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


This case was last heard on 5.11.2009 and adjourned to 16.12.2009, because none was present on the date of hearing. Again today, none appeared on behalf of the parties; therefore, the complaint is hereby dismissed for non-prosecution.





Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                               (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Joginder Pal,

S/o Sh. Mano Ram,

Vill-Kunde Lalo wal,

The & Distt-Gurdaspur.



                              ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

Gurdaspur.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2016 of 2009

ORDER

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


This case was last heard on 5.11.2009 and adjourned to 16.12.2009, because none was present on the date of hearing. Again today, none appeared on behalf of the parties; therefore, the complaint is hereby dismissed for non-prosecution.





Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                               (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

95019-17567
Sh. Lakh Singh S/o

Gopal Singh Vill Jawinda 

Kalan Distt. Tarn Tarn

PO Lohka Tarn. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

98149-92006

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2699 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Lakha Singh Complainant in person.

Shri Jagdeep Singh, APIO-cum-Tehsildar on behalf of the   Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 5.11.2009, directions were given to the Respondent-Shri Inderyash Bhatti to reply point-wise as per the original application of the Complainant within 15 days. Reply to show cause has also been given. Merits of the case regarding imposition of penalty upon the PIO-Respondent will be decided, after complete information is provided to the Complainant.


The Respondent states in the Court today that a reminder has been sent to the Commissioner, Jalandhar on 8.10.2009 to expedite the matter regarding enquiry against Shri Gurbarinder Singh, Kanungo. The Complainant has been advised to wait the completion of enquiry and thereafter action on it by the competent authority.
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with higher authorities or in the Civil Court. 





To come up on 10.02.2010 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                               (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh, Reporter,

President, Human Rights Mission,

80, Premier Complex,

Nichi Mangli, Ludhiana.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.
Mob:98722-03914
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib. 



                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.2854 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



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


The Complainant filed a complaint on 6.10.2009 that his original application dated 4.5.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “Registration of new Motor Vehicles under Sub Section (1) of Section 56 of the Central Motor Act, 1988 and as per Central Motor Vehicles Rules, 1989 etc.”


The Respondent submits that the application was received by the office on 6.5.2009 and information was provided on 26.5.2009 by ordinary post and no objections/discrepancies have been pointed out by him. Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



Hence, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh, Reporter,

President, Human Rights Mission,

80, Premier Complex,

Nichi Mangli, Ludhiana.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.
Mob:98149-49845
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mohali.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.2855 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Harjit Singh, Section Officer, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 6.10.2009 that his original application dated 4.5.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “Registration of new Motor Vehicles under Sub Section (1) of Section 56 of the Central Motor Act, 1988 and as per Central Motor Vehicles Rules, 1989 etc.”



Information has been provided on 3.6.2009 and 20.8.2009 by ordinary post and on 4.12.2009 by registered post and no objections/ discrepancies have been pointed out by him. Therefore, it seems 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: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Gurbax Singh, Reporter,

President, Human Rights Mission,

80, Premier Complex,

Nichi Mangli, Ludhiana.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.
Mob: 98143-26567
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Gurdaspur.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.2853 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Dilip Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 6.10.2009 that his original application dated 4.5.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “Registration of new Motor Vehicles under Sub Section (1) of Section 56 of the Central Motor Act, 1988 and as per Central Motor Vehicles Rules, 1989 etc.”



Information regarding inspection of vehicles has been provided by ordinary post. Directions are given to the Respondent to send this information by registered post.  

 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh, Reporter,

President, Human Rights Mission,

80, Premier Complex,

Nichi Mangli, Ludhiana.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.2850 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



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


The Complainant filed a complaint on 6.10.2009 that his original application dated 20.7.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: Duties of Clerks working in DTO Office, Ludhiana.


Information has been provided to the Complainant on 14.12.2009 by registered post and also received by him on 14.12.2009.

 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Mob:94635-63946
Sh. Baldev Singh S/o Shri Bara Singh,

R/o VPO: Hedon, Tehsil: Samrala, 

District: Ludhiana.




                              ---Complainant
Vs.
Mob: 97797-18070
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.2930 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Baldev Singh, Complainant in person.


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


The Complainant filed a complaint on 7.10.2009 that his original application dated 19.8.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: ” On 25.1.2008 what temporary charges were taken for TATA ACE HT (Diesel) seating capacity 1+1 unloaded weight 805, Load Body, chassis No. 44505ILSZV 06182, Engine No.27 SID 105 LSZS 06230, two cylinders-Permanent RC No. PB-10 CF-1814: Vehicle?”



Information has been provided on 6.11.2008 by registered post. The Complainant states that the delay has been caused in providing information and it was only after the notice of the hearing was sent from the Commission on 20.10.2009. Therefore, the DTO Ludhiana is apprised of this fact and information under RTI Act should be sent expeditiously.
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Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties and to the Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.

CC:      Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, 
            Chandigarh, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurbax Singh, Reporter,

President, Human Rights Mission,

80, Premier Complex,

Nichi Mangli, Ludhiana.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.2851 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Jagjit Singh, Accountant, Suvidha Centre, on behalf of   Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 6.10.2009 that his original application dated 20.7.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “Officials of the Suvidha Centre of the District”.



The Respondent states that the application has been received in Suvidha Centre on 3.8.2009 and he has been asked to visit Suvidha Centre on   28.8.2009. No reply was received by the Complainant nor is he present today. It seems he is not interested in pursuing his complaint. The information is ready with them, if the Complainant wishes to obtain, he can obtain the same from the Suvidha Centre after depositing the required fee.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mob: 94650-77777
Shri Baldev Singh Virk,
Junior Assistant,

VPO: Jhurar Khera,

Tehsil: Abohar,

District: Ferozepur.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ferozepur.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.2858 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri R.S.Sidhu, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.



None on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 6.10.2009 that his original application dated 13.4.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “Seniority List of the Ministerial staff from 1986, 1996, 2006 from Sr. No.900 to 1000 and seniority No. 800 to 1000 and seniority list of from 700 to 800 (only those pages where seniority number of the applicant is mentioned).”


A telephonic message has been received from Shri Mangal Dass, APIO-cum-Supdt that he is unable to attend the Court today and so far as information is concerned, the same has been provided to the Complainant to his satisfaction, but the Complainant insists on imposition of penalty since there has been delay of 180 days. 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
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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 10.02.2010 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: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Inderjit Singh,

S/o sh. Kuldip Singh

VPO. Tanda W.No. 12

H.No. 374, Distt. Hoshiarpur – 144203



        ...Complainant





                   Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Director Public Instructions (Sec),

Punjab, Chandigarh






          ..Respondent 
                                              CC No. 3039 of 2008

                                                         ORDER
Order reserved on 02.09.2009.

Announced in open Court on 16.12.2009.
 
 
In this case, the application for information was made on 7.11.08. The information required by the complainant concerning details of selected candidates in Science and Maths vide advertisement no. 1/2006.  Since no information was received by the complainant within the stipulated period of 30 days a complaint was made to the commission on 19.12.08.  A notice of hearing was issued from the commission on 14.1.2009 for hearing on 15.4.2009 but none appeared on that day, one more opportunity was provided to the Respondent to provide information to the complainant within 15 days with a compliance report to the commission.

 
 
On the next hearing dated 22.7.09 none appeared on behalf of the Respondent and no information was provided.  A show cause notice of penalty was issued under section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005, on the next hearing dated 2.09.09 none appeared on behalf of the parties.  A reply to the show cause notice was received on 30.10.09 where it is stated that A.P.I.O. cum supdt. RTI
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only received the application on 27.5.2009 after which it was marked to the dealing clerk.  An affidavit of Shri Pankaj Sharma, PIO-cum-Assistant Director, O/o DPI(S), Punjab also submitted that information was also sent to the complainant on 02.06.2009. Since no objection has been pointed out by the complainant nor has he been present on the last two hearings, it seems he is satisfied. 

 

But I am of the view that innumerable and unnecessary delay has taken place in supplying the information since the original application was filed on 7.11.08, Explanation regarding delay is not justified.  Information was only provided on 2.06.2009 and till date there has been a delay of more than six months.  None appeared at all the hearing and failure to give the information stems from an attitude of defiance to the mandate of the statute. Therefore I impose a penalty of Rs.25, 000/- (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand only) on the PIO, O/o DPI (S) Punjab, Chandigarh.  I direct the Principal School Education Punjab to cause the recovery of the amount of penality made from the salary of the Respondent PIO and inform the Commission accordingly.

 
 
To come up on 08.02.2010 at 12:00 noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Orders announced in the open Court. 

 
 
Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Atma Ram
S/o Late Sh. Milkhi Ram

# 17772, Khadar Bhandar Wali Gali

Bibiwala Road, Bathinda





...Complainant





                   Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda 





...Respondent 
                                            CC No. 3146 of 2008






ORDER
Order reserved on 27.07.2009.

Announced in open Court on 16.12.2009.

 
Arguments of this case were heard on 27.7.09 when complainant was absent. Sh. Sukhpal Singh Clerk on behalf of the Respondent was present and orders were reserved.

 
 
In the instant case the application seeking information was made by the complainant to the Respondent on 14.7.2008. Sh. Atma Ram filed a complaint on 26.12.2008 when his application was not attended to.  Information sought by him is regarding “Area of the Khewat of Shamlat Pati patiwise i.e. Mehna Pati and Jhuti Pati in the Revenue Estate of Village Bathinda Tehsil Bathinda prior to consolidation and after consolidation”.

 
 
Information was provided to the complainant on 3.02.2009 and 13.04.2009. In the hearing dated 20.05.2009 Atma Ram demands compensation and penalty under section 19/20 of the RTI Act 2005.  Therefore PIO was issued a show –cause notice as to why penalty under section 20(1) of RTI Act 2005 not be imposed on him. 

 
 
A reply to the show cause is received on 27.7.2009 which states
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the following points:-

1. Information sought in the original letter was to be collected from different field  units.

2. After detailed discussion it was provided to the complainant on 3.2.09.

3. Discrepancies were pointed on 6.2.09 by the complainant. Field staff was again intimated and complete information was provided to the complainant on 13.4.09. 

4. The Tehsildar also contends that with the coming Lok Sabha elections delay took place.

     
 
A lenient view is taken to the explanation offered by the PIO but it does not excuse the delay of more than 7 months in providing information. No information was communicated to the complainant till he filed a complaint on 26.12.08.  Keeping the circumstances stated above I impose a penalty of Rs.10,000/- (Rs. Ten Thousand Only) upon the respondent under section 20 of RTI Act. .  I direct the Deputy Commissioner Bhatinda to cause the recovery of the amount of penalty made from the salary of Respondent and intimate the commission accordingly.

 
 
To come up on 08.02.2010 at 12:00 noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.

 
Announced in the open Court.  
 


 
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and D.C. Bathinda.

 








Sd/-

Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Punnu Ram,

H.No.336/30, Mistriawali,

Gali No.1, Patti Malonki,

Moga. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E), (Regd.)

Moga.








        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2183 of 2008

ORDER

Order reserved on 05.11.2009.

Announced in open Court on 16.12.2009.

After hearing both the parties on 5.11.2009 the orders in this case were reserved.

However, the Complainant denied the version of the Respondent, he again stated that information was no longer required by him and he repeated his demand for imposition of penalty and compensation. I have gone through the fax contained in the file and find that information was voluminous and it took time to locate it for copying it out which was later denied by the Complainant. Therefore, the demand for imposition of penalty is not accepted, however the public authority of Respondent should pay a compensation of Rs.2500/- to the Complainant for detriments suffered by him, within a period of 15 days and receipt be sent to the Commission.

 
 
To come up on 08.02.2010 at 12:00 noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.      


 
Announced in the open Court.  
 


 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                                                              Sd/-

Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mangat Arora,

Advocate,

S/o Tehal Singh,

Opp. Jain School,

Near Baba Farid, Faridkot. 


                            …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer, Faridkot.    (Regd)                             …Respondent

C.C. NO. 2364 of 2008

ORDER

Order reserved on 21.10.2009.

Announced in open Court on 16.12.2009.



This case was heard on 21.10.2009 when Sh. Rahul Chhatwal, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant and none on behalf of Respondent was present and orders were kept reserved.


In this case the application for information was made by the Complainant on 5.9.2008. The information required by the Complainant concerns the auctions for fancy numbers. Since no information was received by the Complainant within the period of 30 days prescribed under the RTI Act 2005, a complaint was made by him to the Commission on 22.10.2008. Information was provided to the Complainant during the hearing on 28.1.2009. The Complainant wished to study the case, therefore, more opportunity was granted to him. On the next date of hearing dated 18.2.2009 none was present on behalf of the Complainant and Respondent. On 15.7.2009, 26.8.2009 and 21.10.2009 no one appeared on behalf of the Respondent. A letter dated 22.8.2009 of Complainant was presented in the Court on 26.8.2009 and directions were given to the Respondent that information should be provided on the discrepancies pointed out by the Complainant. A show cause notice for imposition of penalty under Section 20 of RTI Act was also issued on this day for considerably delay caused by the
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Respondent in supplying information without any reasonable cause. On 21.10.2009, no reply to the show cause notice issued in the earlier order dated 26.8.2009, was received; and incomplete information has been provided to the Complainant on 28.10.2009.



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 almost one year has elapsed, since the application for information was made on 5.9.2008. Only incomplete information has been provided till date. Apart from this the Respondent has not taken care even to respond to the notices issued by the Commission under Section 20 of RTI Act, 2005, calling upon him to explain as 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 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 penalty of Rs.10,000/-  is imposed upon PIO O/o DTO Faridkot. 









Aforementioned PIO is directed to deposit the amount of penalty of Rs.10,000/- in the State Treasury within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders. In case he fails to do this, the Secretary Transport, Chandigarh is hereby directed to ensure that the amount of penalty is recovered from the pay of PIO  O/o DTO Faridkot and his pay shall henceforth not be disbursed to him till such time as the penalty imposed upon him is recovered.



In addition of the above in exercise of the powers conferred upon me u/s 20 (2) of the RTI Act, I hereby recommend to the Secretary Transport, Punjab Chandigarh that the disciplinary action should be taken against PIO O/o DTO Faridkot under the Service Rules applicable to him for having denied the information to the Complainant without reasonable cause and also his failure to come  present before the Commission the dates of hearing.
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It shall be incumbent upon the 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.



To come up on 08.02.2010 at 12:00 noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Announced in the open Court.

 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties and Principal Secretary to Government Punjab, Transport Department, Chandigarh.








Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009.



        State Information Commissioner.

CC:

Principal Secretary, Transport Punjab, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ravinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh Saini,

Near Khadi Bhandar,

(G.T. Road) Dera Bassi,

Distt-Mohali.


 


                            …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Pharmacy Council,

Pariwar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector-34-A,

Chandigarh.





                              …Respondent

C.C. NO. 2554 of 2008

ORDER 

Order reserved on 22.10.2009.

Announced in open Court on 16.12.2009.



This case was heard on 22.10.2009 when Sh. Ravinder Singh Complainant and none present on behalf of Respondent was present and orders were kept reserved.



In this case the Complainant filed a complaint on 6.11.2008 before the Commission that his original application dated 2.7.2008 for information under the RTI Act was not attended to by the Respondent. It was fixed for hearing on 2.3.2009 when Sh. Naresh Goyal, Advocate appeared on behalf of Respondent and stated that all the information except point No.6 which is a third party information will be supplied to the Complainant. He was directed to justify this point and a week’s time for supply of information was afforded. On the next date of hearing i.e. 16.6.2009. Sh. Ashok Kumar, Accountant appeared on behalf of Respondent and sated that Respondent was ready to deliver information only about point No.6 which was not the case as indicated in the earlier order dated 2.3.2009, therefore, a show cause notice for imposition of penalty under Section
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 20(1) of RTI Act was issued and the case was adjourned to 12.8.2009. On  12.8.2009 it was concluded that complete information was not supplied to the Complainant and directions were given to provide information on points No.1 & 2, and as regards point No.6 the Respondent stated that for not preparing the certificate as per original entry in the record the concerned official has been dismissed from service and they are taking action to register FIR against him. They were directed to supply the remaining information to the Complainant and the case was adjourned to 16.9.2009. On 16.9.2009 it was stated by the Respondent counsel that Respondent has written a letter to IG Chandigarh to register FIR against Parveen Bhardwaj former Registrar of Respondent Department. This point covers information about point No.1, 2 & 6 of application dated 2.10.2008. I have considered the reply to the show cause for imposition of penalty and other facts contained in the case file. It is evident that information on all the points concerns only about making a bogus entry in the official record and they have already dismissed the delinquent person and also requested the Police Department to initiate criminal action against him I do not find any merit for imposition of penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act.

 
Accordingly case is closed and disposed of.

Announced in the open Court.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009.



        State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sham Lal Saini

H.No. 50/30A

Ramgali N.M. Bagh

Ludhiana







…. Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer

O/O Director Public Instructions (SE)

Punjab SCO No. 95-97

Sector 17-D, Chandigarh





… Respondent





CC No. 1134 of 2009





              ORDER
                                        Order reserved on 30.11.2009.

Announced in open Court on 16.12.2009.
 
 
In this case, the application for information was made by the complainant on 10.3.2009.  the information required by the complainant is regarding:

1. 
“Endless litigation regarding fixation of pay of P.G.Masters w.e.f.   
1.1.1078-Supply CWPs filed against the Govt by Post Graduate 
Masters appointed before 1.1.1078 & 

2. 
Speaking Order regarding Fixation of pay w.e.f.1.1.1978”.

3. 
Was it ever considered that all the masters/mistresses appointed 
before 1.1.1978 and who acquired M.A.Degree before 1.1.78 may 
be fixed at Rs.700/-(M.A. with 3rd Division) and at Rs.725/- (M.A. 
With Ist or Second Division) w.e.f.1.1.78 as Post-graduate.

4. 
Are decisions of the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh, 
regarding pay fixation/grades of the Teaching Community 
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considered for universal application in accordance with the  
instructions of the Punjab Government? If so, kindly supply copy of 
noting and copy of the communication issued in pursuance of the 
approved noting.

5. 
The intention of the seeker of information is to urge the Department 
to find lout ways & means to put an end to the litigation so that all 
concerned may do their duty with single mined devotion.”

 
 
Since no information was received by the complainant within the period of 30 days prescribed under the RTI Act 2005, a complainant was made by him to the Commission on 9.5.2009. The summons of the Commission was ignored and the respondent did not care to attend the hearing on 26.08.09. Again the respondent did not attend the hearing on 21.10.2009. A show cause notice was issued on 21.10.2009 as to why the penalty should not be imposed with the directions that the information be also supplied within 15 days. No information has been supplied as stated by the Complainant.  

 
 
A letter received from the Complainant dated 24.9.2009 states that he has not received the information, the Respondent may be penalized for non-supply of information and third, it is again requested that the penalty of Rs.25000/- may kindly be imposed for denying / delaying the information which has been asked for the advancement of the public cause.

 
 
Show cause notice was issued on 21.10.2009. No reply has been received to the show cause notice. On 30.11.2009 Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura submitted a letter dated 30.11.2009 on behalf of the complainant Sh. Sham Lal Saini which states that 

a) No information till date.

b) Respondent has not been present either on today or any of the earlier two hearings.
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c) The Complainant demands penalty and compensation for detriment suffered by him.

d) RTI Act 2005 has been violated with impunity and the orders of the Hon’ble Commission have been defied blatantly. 

 
 
In the above circumstances this is a fit case for the imposition of the penalty. A delay of more that 6 months has occurred in this case so far. Since however maximum penalty which can be imposed under RTI Act limited to Rs.25000/- I hereby impose a penalty of Rs.25000/- for the first 100 days on PIO O/o DPI (SE). PIO, O/o DPI (SE) is directed to deposit the total amount of penalty of Rs.25,000/- in the State Treasury within 10 days from the date of receipt of these orders. In case, he fails to do this, the Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh is hereby directed to ensure that the amount of penalty is recovered from the pay of PIO, O/o DPI (SE) and deposited in the State Treasury.  The pay of PIO, O/o DPI (SE) will henceforth not be disbursed to him till such time as the penalty being imposed has been recovered from him.

 
 
In addition to the above, in exercise of the powers conferred upon us under section 20(2) of the RTI Act 2005, we hereby recommend to the concerned disciplinary authority that disciplinary action should be taken against PIO, O/o DPI (SE) under the service rules applicable to him for having denied the information to the complainant without reasonable cause and also not attending the dates of hearings fixed by the Commission. It shall be incumbent upon the Secretary, School Education, Punjab, 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 08.02.2010 at 12:00 noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.
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Orders announced in the open Court.

 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009.



        State Information Commissioner.

CC:
Secretary, School Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat,   Sector:9, Chandigarh.

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Tejinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

R/o Plot No.40, Vill. Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, PO: Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.                                                         ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Health,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, 

Sector:9, Chandigarh.
(By Hand)



        ….Respondent

CC NO.575 of 2009


ORDER 

                                      Order reserved on 16.11.2009.

Announced in open Court on 16.12.2009.


After hearing the Complainant on 16.11.2009, when none appeared for Respondent, the orders were kept reserved.



The Complainant demanded information from the Respondent on 19.11.2008 and filed a complaint before the Commission on 3.3.2009. This complainant was heard on 3.6.2009 when Shri Mulakh Raj, Superintendent appeared on behalf of Respondent and sought time of one month for supplying the information. His request was granted and the case was adjourned to 15.7.2009. On 15.7.2009, it was observed that neither the information was supplied nor any body appeared for the parties. Accordingly, a notice for imposition of penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 was issued and the case was adjourned to 26.8.2009. In this order, the Respondent was given an opportunity to file his reply for causing delay in supply of the information. On 26.8.2009, Shri Mulakh Raj, APIO appearing on behalf of the Respondent stated that information running into 93 pages has been provided to the Complainant on 13.8.2009 and a few documents were yet to be supplied to the Complainant. The
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Complainant was directed to visit the office of Respondent for collection of the rest of the information. At the same time, Respondent was directed to file a reply to show cause notice. The case was adjourned to 21.10.2009. Even on 21.10.2009, the Respondent repeated his earlier request that rest of the information will be delivered after collecting it from the quarters concerned and the case was adjourned to 16.11.2009. On 16.11.2009, it was observed that remaining information was still pending and no reply to show cause notice for imposition of penalty was furnished by the Respondent. In this case, it is proved that Respondent has failed to supply the information within the stipulated period as per the Right to Information Act, 2005 and further he has failed to supply the remaining information even after taking 2-3 respites. The Respondent has also chosen not to give any reply to justify delay in supply of information and to prove his innocence. 

 
In these circumstances I am left with no other alternative except to impose penalty of Rs.25000/- on the PIO, O/o Principal Secretary Health, Punjab, Chandigarh for causing delay in supply of information for more than 11 months. The amount of penalty so imposed should be deposited in Government Treasury under the relevant Head within a period of one month and a copy of Challan Form be sent to the Commission. The Respondent is further directed to supply the rest of the information before the next date of hearing to the Complainant.



To come up on 20.01.2010 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Orders announced in the open Court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009.



        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




      Order reserved on 09.11.2009.

Announced in open Court on 16.12.2009.


This case was heard on 9.11.2009 when Shri Manjinder Singh, Complainant and Shri Tarlochan Singh, APIO on behalf of Respondent was present. After hearing both the parties, orders were reserved.



In this case the Complainant sought following information vide his application dated 9.2.2009 :-

1. (a) A copy of that letter in which the vendors had been permitted to continue the process of learning licenses & driving licenses till further instructions from Transport Department.

(b) Kindly refer to letter No.1/1/94-SMEG/DT/302, dated 17.4.2008  to DTO Ludhiana.

2.
Why did DTO Office, Ludhiana not acted upon the advice of DIT as   8 Districts of Punjab had followed the same to avoid the harassment to people.


He filed a complaint before the Commission on 20.5.2009 and later on an affidavit dated 8.8.2009, in which he has stated that he has not made complaint before the Commission on similar matter. The Complaint was fixed for hearing on 14.9.2009 and Respondent stated that information on point No.1 was
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sent to the Complainant by registered post on 10.9.2009 and a copy of the same 

was also given to him at the time of hearing, as regards points No.2 relating to tenders the Respondent explained the position that work of tenders was stopped as per instructions of State Transport Commissioner. The Respondent was directed to supply copies of both the letters. Respondent was also given an opportunity to explain delay in supply of the information and the case was adjourned to 9.11.2009. During the course of arguments the Respondent submitted a letter No. 9082, dated 26.10.2009 in which it is stated that requisite copies of letters have already been supplied to the Complainant in CC No.1999 of 2008. He further mentioned that CC No.1519 of 2009 is similar to his earlier Complaint No.1999 of 2008 although he has filed an affidavit stating therein that no such complaint on the similar matter has been filed earlier which resulted in registration of the instant complaint.

 
I have carefully examined both the files which reveals that the information in both the cases is similar, which has already been supplied to the Complainant whereas point No.2 of information contained in his application dated 9.2.2009 is a question to Respondent which does not form part of information and is not covered under the RTI Act.

 
 
Since Complaint No.1999 of 2008 has been disposed of and order announced on 19.11.2009, therefore, the present complaint is closed and disposed of.



Orders announced in the open Court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 16.12.2009.



        State Information Commissioner.

