STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Lachman Singh Chatta
S/o Sh. Shamsher Singh 

Village Chatta Nanhera

Tehsil Sunam Distt. Sangroor

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions(S),
Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2334 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Surjit Kaur, Astt. Director & Ram Singh are present on behalf of the Respondent. 
In the earlier order dated 28.04.08 the PIO was directed to appear personally and explain as to why information has been denied to the complainant. A letter has been received from Sh. Lachman Singh Chatta submitting that he has received no information and his inability to attend the hearing today. He has demanded not only information from the Director of Public Instructions Punjab but also penalization of the PIO of the said department.
Today the PIO is present and states that the information was voluminous and she has only been appointed in the present post last week. She has brought 13 page information and two page covering letter which is to be sent to the complainant by registered post with a copy to the Commission. Directions have also been given that an affidavit should be presented at the next date of hearing to explain the inability of the PIO to furnish information within the time specified mentioned in Sub Section 1 of Section 7 despite the directions by the commission to do so.
The next date of hearing is 09.07.2007 at 2:30 p.m.




  






    











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 11.06.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Manjit Singh Pasricha
North India SC/ST & BC 

Employees Presidium (Regd)

Head Quarter 1243, Sector 23-B,

Chandigarh. 

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions(SS),
Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 103 of 2008
ORDER 

,
Present: -
Sh. Manjeet Singh Pasricha, Complainant in person.
Sh. Prem Nath, APIO/Supdtt. and Hardev Singh are present on behalf of the Respondent.
Sh. Manjeet Singh Pasricha has submitted his application dated 11.1.2008 received in the Commission on 14.1.2008 that his original application dated 12.11.2007 has not been attended to. 

In his application he has asked different queries about Assistant Education Officer of the DPI Sr. Secondary Punjab, Chandigarh. Today the complainant submits that all information has been supplied to him on 3.6.2008 and he is satisfied. Copy of this information is presented in the court.  The case is hereby disposed of.  







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 11.06.2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

1.
Smt. Jaswinder Kaur,


Vill Sherewal, Block 

Fatehgarh Churian, Tehsil Batala

Distt. Gurdaspur. 

2.
Smt. Mandeep Kaur,


Villl. Ghuman, Block Dera Baba


Nanak Tehsil Dera Baba nanak, 


Distt. Gurdaspur. 

…..Complainants

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner (D).

Gurdaspur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 217 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Karnail Singh, Supdtt. on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 14.05.08 a show cause notice was given to the PIO for not providing information within the time specified in Sub Section 1 of Section 7. 


Today a letter has been received from the Addl. Deputy Commissioner/PIO stating that he is busy with the Municipal Election to be held on 30.6.2008. Therefore, a date after the 30.6.08 should be fixed for him to be present in this particular case. This letter is accepted and a fresh date is being given. But it does not excuse the irresponsible and negative attitude of the PIO regarding the earlier directions issued to him vide order dated 14.5.2008 and 16.4.2008. Information which has been presented to the complainant on 30.1.2008 and 24.4.2008 is also incomplete as cited in the last order. Therefore, the PIO is directed to supply all information by the next date of hearing and give an explanation for the casual behaviour during the last proceedings. 
The next date of hearing is 09.07.2007 at 2:30 p.m.









 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 11.06.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Joginder Singh 
S/o S. Charan Singh

R/o VPO Loharka Kalan

Tehsil Amritsar-II,

Distt. Amritsar. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Amritsar. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 38 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 
Sh. K.S. Pannu, D.C. Mansa in person. 


In the earlier order dated 5.5.2008, the PIO was directed to be personally present at today’s hearing. The PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar has submitted that the notice for hearing on 5.5.2008 was not received in the office at Amritsar. This explanation is accepted. A letter is presented which states that an FIR has been registered against Lakhminder Singh (Dismissed Patwari) that the missing file was not handed back to the Department when Lakhminder was dismissed. Directions have been given to the PIO to send this information to the complainant by registered post and at the next date of hearing, and if the complainant is satisfied then the case will be disposed of. As requested by the PIO it is not necessary for him to be present. A representative of the PIO can be present at the next date of hearing. 
The next date of hearing is 14.07.2007 at 2:30 p.m.







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 11.06.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Malkiat Singh
G.G.S.S. School,

Ropar. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Ropar. 

. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2388 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


Sh. Sarwan Kumar, Supdtt/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


In the earlier hearing dated 05.05.2008, the PIO had agreed to supply the discrepancies pointed out by the complainant within 15 days. Today Sh. Sarwan Kumar, APIO submits that a letter has been sent to the complainant which states that the discrepancies pointed out by the complainant was regarding his statement given to the Enquiry Officer on 16.11.2006. The letter states that the Enquiry Officer has stated that no statement has been recorded by him. Another letter has been sent by the complainant asking for statements given by Inderjit Singh and Amarjit Singh, a reply is also sent that this information has already been provided to him in the 14 pages information supplied. Since the complainant is not present today it seems that he is satisfied, therefore, the case is disposed of. 







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 11.06.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Madhur Tayal
Deptt. Of Forensic Medicine,

Government Medical College,

Patiala (Punjab).

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Principal,

Government Medical College,

Amritsar (Punjab). 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2327 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
Dr. Madhur Tayal, Complainant in person.

Dr. Gaurav, Nodal Officer and Surender Singh APIO and Pawan Kumar, Cashier, on behalf of the Respondent.


In the last order dated 28.04.2008, the complainant had demanded compensation under Section 19(8)(b)  of the RTI Act. The respondent was given an opportunity to file an affidavit if he wants to counter demand of compensation. Today an affidavit is presented which explains the refund of the fees to the complainant. But it does not give any explanation of the delay in providing information to the complainant under the stipulated period of one month. Therefore, compensation of Rs. 2000/- is awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8)(b) and it is clarified that amount of compensation is to be paid by the public authority and not the PIO. The amount of compensation is to be paid within 20 days. Adjourned to 14.07.08 for confirmation of compliance. 
The next date of hearing is 14.07.2007 at 2:30 p.m.
 






    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 11.06.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sukhdev Lal
Chief Election commissioner,

SCO 29-30, Sec-17-C,

Chandigarh. 

….Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate.
Anandpur Sahib. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 87 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Sukhdev Lal, Appellant in person.

Sh. Harsimran Singh, Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.  


Sh Sukhdev Lal filed his second appeal on 19.2.2008 received in the Commission on 20.2.2008 that no information has been provided to him after his first appeal was submitted on 28.11.07. In his original application dated 6.9.2007 information sought is:
1. Attested copies of investigation made on his complaint regarding his land in Anandpur Sahib dated 30.04.06 and diary No. 302 dated 15.02.06.
2. Attested copies of report (5 pages) sent by SDM, Anandpur Sahib                             to  S.P. Rupnagar vide letter no. 648/Ahlmad dated 26.04.06.



A letter dated 10.6.2008 has been received in the commission on 11,6.2008 in which Tehsildar Anandpur Sahib has written that the information sought by the appellant  is not in the Sub Divisional Magistrate office and can be collected from the S.P’s. office.  It is pointed to the respondent that since the original application was not transferred to the department concerned under section 6(3), therefore it is duty of the SDM office of Anandpur Sahib to supply the information.  5 pages information has been presented in the court by the respondent which according to the complainant is incomplete.  Respondent has requested for one month’s time to collect the required information since Municipal election are in process in the state.  Therefore he is directed to provide the information by the next date of hearing.



The next date of hearing is 16.07.08 at 2:.30 pm.   




           



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 11.06.08
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Inderpal Singh,

S/o Amar Singh,

R/o 210, Model Town, Kapurthala,

….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 115 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Kulbir Singh, Office Executive on behalf of the Respondent.  



The complainant filed a complaint on 11.01.08 received in the Commission on 16.01.08 that his original application dated 7.12.07 has not been attended to.



In his complaint he has stated that he has also paid Rs. 52/- to get the required demanded information.  Today Kulbir Singh, Office Executive is present.  He is not aware of the Act and submits that he has only been asked to bring the file and stand in the court without giving any explanation to the whole proceedings.  This is not considered a proper compliance and the PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to explain for not only failing to supply any information but showing disrespect to the spirit of the RTI Act as well as for his callous and defiant attitude. In case PIO is not present at the next date of hearing then action pertaining to show cause notice will be taken against him.


The next date of hearing is 14.07.08 at 2:.30 pm.   





           



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 11.06.08

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gobid Singh,

S/o Sh. Devi Chand, 

PTI Govt. Middle School, 
Kulana Distt. Mansa.

….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S.S),

Punjab. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 105 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gobind Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. R.T. Saini, APIO, Sh. Parminder Singh, Sr. Asstt. Sh. Rurdu Ram, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent.  



The complainant submitted a complaint received in the Commission on 140.01.08 that his original application dated 6.11.07 along with requisite fee of            Rs. 50/- has not been attended to. 



In his application Sh Gobind had sought information regarding the status of his case for granting him handicapped allowance which he had applied to DEO Mansa in the month of September 2001 Today the respondent presents a letter dated 6.09.07 which states that the case has been transferred to the DEO, Mansa, which is not accepted as the case should be transferred within 5 days to the concerned department.  Respondent is also directed that it is his duty to get the information from the other office.  Some more documents are presented and there is confusion regarding the medical certificate of the complainant which seems to have been misplaced by one of the clerks in the school.  The complainant is advised to get the necessary papers demanded by the respondent so that information sought by him can be provided at the next date of hearing.


The next date of hearing is 23.07.08 at 2:.30 pm.  



           



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 11.06.08

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh,

S/o Sh. Ujjagar Singh Aulakh, 

10/410 Old Cotton Mill Colony,

Railway Road, Maler Kotla.

….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Dept. of School Education,

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 119 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Uma Kant Tiwari, Supdt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



The complainant submitted his complaint dated 11.01.08 received in the Commission on 16.01.08 that his original application dated 23.07.07 has not been attended to.  He has sought information :-



“The list of persons (political & others) on whose recommendations DPI(S), DPI(P), Director Scert, All Deputy Directors in the Three offices, DEO(S) & DEO(P) in all the 20 Districts of Punjab have been appointed.” 


The first reply sent to the complainant was 8.02.08 which states that we are collecting the information from the concerned departments.  Another letter dated 9.06.08 is also submitted which states that information is still being collected.  Explanation of the respondent stating that the department was not organized in giving information is not accepted.  It is a sorry state of affairs that original application was submitted in the month of July 2007 and almost a year has passed without supplying any information. The PIO is directed to supply the information as per the original application within 15 days and to file compliance report  in the Commission on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the receipt of the information by the applicant as well as a copy of the information supplied for record of the Court. 


The next date of hearing is 16.07.08 at 2:.30 pm.   





           



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 11.06.08

