STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh Sohi,

M.L.A. Dasuya,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Deptt. Of Higher Education,

Punjab Govt., Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1710 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Jaswinder Kaur, APIO, Jt. Director & Dinesh Gupta, Dy. Director on behalf of respondent. 


The applicant Sh. Amarjit Singh Sohi filed his complaint dated 20.09.07 to State Information Commission, received in the Commission on 3.10.07 stating that his application dated 23.07.07 has not been attended to.  The information sought by the complainant deals with 8 points covering the posts of Sanskrit in Govt. Colleges and also the rules and regulations of abolishing these posts.  The last two points (7 & 8) cover the appointment of Sunita Rani Mittal teaching Hindi and Sanskrit in the College.  Today on the date of hearing i.e. 12.12.07 none has appeared on behalf of the complainant and the respondents states that they have brought all the information asked for by the complainant.   It is observed here that even point No. 7 and 8 which relates to third party information has also been supplied by the department concerned.  Part information was sent to Sh. Amarjit Singh Sohi on 18.09.07 and the rest filed in the Court, which the respondent promises to dispatch by registered post.  The PIO is also given a warning that considerable period has elapsed since the original application was given and in future he should be careful in supplying information in the stipulated period.  The information provided has been examined point-wise and found satisfactory, therefore, the case is hereby disposed of.  
 

  






Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Nachhatar Singh Mehla,

St. No. 4, Mohalla Khokharan,

Backside Kila Mubarik,

Faridkot.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Sports Deptt., 

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1749 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Mrs. Chanchal Randhawa, Jt. Director Sports, APIO on behalf of respondent. 


The complainant Sh. Nachhatar Singh Mahla filed his complaint on 29.05.07 to State Information Commission received in the Commission on 8.10.07 that his application dated 3rd March 2007 has not been attended to. In his original application information sought for is in respect of eight points which mostly involve third party information.  Today on the date of hearing i.e. 12.12.07 none has appeared on behalf of the Complainant.  Mrs. Chanchal Randhawa, Jt. Director Sports-cum-APIO has stated that case No. 1749 which is fixed for hearing in this Court is absolutely similar to case No. CC-1009/2007.  This case has already been decided by Hon’ble Sh. P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner on 1st November 2007.  It is observed here that identical cases should not be filed in different courts in the Commission.  Since the case has already been disposed so this application is superfluous and is accordingly filed.  This case is hereby dismissed.
  Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kamal Anand.

C/o People for Transparency,

Teh. Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber, Sangrur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education officer (S)

Administrative Complex, Sangrur

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1703 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Mr. Pawan Kumar, Supdt. PIO in person.  



Sh. Kamal Anand filed his complaint dated 24.09.07 to the State Information Commission received in the Commission on 3.10.07 that his application dated 28.07.07 to the PIO office of DEO, Sangrur along with the prescribed fee was sent, but till date he has not received any reply.  Complainant had also sent a reminder to the PIO dated 14.09.07 but all efforts of the complainant went in vain.  Mr. Kamal Anand has also requested for penalizing the PIO O/o DEO Office, Sangrur for not providing the information or any intimation within prescribed time to the complainant.  He has also asked for compensation for time, energy and money unnecessarily spent by him for seeking information.



In his original complaint he has asked for information relating to:-


“As per the Cigarettes and Other Tobacco Products (Prohibition of Advertisement and regulation of Trade and Commerce, Production, Supply and Distribution) Act, 2003 and Cigarettes and other Tobacco Products Rules, 2004’ every public office must display at least two 60X30 cm boards containing the specified warning “No Smoking Area-Smoking here is an offence’.  Do offices and premises (educational institutes) under the control of your department display such warning boards?”


He has also demanded the name, location and cost incurred in this exercise in various educational institutions in Sangrur.  Today Mr. Pawan Kumar, Supdt. APIO has appeared from the DEO (S) office Sangrur.  He has brought a letter dated 5th December 2007 in which it is stated that instructions have been sent to various educational institutions in Sangrur for displaying “Anti Smoking Signs”.  He has also requested for a period of one month where he can collect all the data and information as to which are the schools which have implemented the orders of the DEO.  As regards the delay in providing the information, his plea is that some of the schools do not possess the funds and in other cases they are slow in implementing the orders.  Seeing the sincerity of the office in processing the request of the complainant, a lenient view is taken as regard the imposition of penalty and award of compensation.  The next date of hearing is 28.01.08 at 2:00 pm.     







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Mrs. Harvinder Kaur Nauhra,

Sant Nagar, Opp. Railway Station,

Nabha, Distt. Patiala (Punjab).

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director,

Deptt. Of Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Chandigarh.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1760 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Mrs. Harvinder Kaur Nauhra, Complainant in person.


Mr. Narinder Mohan, APIO, RTI Branch Supdt., Rajinder Arora, Sr Asstt. and Mulkh Raj, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of Respondent. 



Harvinder Kaur Nouhra filed complaint dated 24.09.07 to State Information Commission received in the Commission on 11.10.07 that her application dated 25.06.07 along with required fee of Rs. 10/- has not been attended to.  A letter was written to her on 10.07.07 where it was mentioned that application should be sent in proforma of Form-A to which Complainant replied on 23.07.07 that it is not necessary to send the application in a proforma.  This point has been explained to the respondent that it is not necessary to send the application in a proforma form (can be submitted on plain paper).  The complainant has asked for list of class-IV employees who had qualified in medical technical course, their promotion and seniority.  She further seeks information as to why the class-IV employees have not been promoted who have done D.M.L.T.  course and how many posts at present are vacant of medical lab technician.  Information was communicated to the complainant on 16.10.07. The applicant Harvinder Kaur states in court today that it is inadequate.  Time has been given to the complainant and respondent to write down the deficiency in the information which have not been covered in the above said letter. She has written five points pointing out the shortcomings of the answers given.  After considerable arguments in the court, it has been decided that the respondent has given part information to the complainant and is willing to give the rest within a period of 20 days.  It is also observed that since the prescribed period of 30 days is over, therefore the concerned department is to provide information free of cost as per Section 7 (6).  The next date of hearing is 9.01.08 at 2:00 pm. 
 

  
Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

S/o Sh. Kasturi Mal,

Opp. Radha Swami Satsang Bhawan,

Punia Colony, Sagrur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Sangrur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1763 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Mr. Pawan Kumar, Supdt. PIO in person.  



Sh. Tarsem Lal filed his complaint on 8.10.07 to the State Information Commission, received in the Commission on 11.10.07 has stated that his application dated 1.08.07 in the prescribed form along with challan for Rs. 10/- has not been attended to.  He has asked the PIO, O/o DEO to provide the information at the earliest and be fined @ Rs. 250/- per day for the delayed period.  The information sought by the complainant is:-

1. Demand of the inquiry conducted on the complaint submitted by seven employees to Sr. Secondary School Thale, Sangrur.

2. Copy of report of the inspection done by Smt. Ravinder Kaur of the above school on 8.10.2004 and by Dy. D.E.O. Sr. Jagjit Singh on 24.02.2006.  
3. Correspondence between DPI and DEO Sangrur regarding the above complaint.


Some documents have been given to the complainant by the respondent but according to him these don’t cover any of the information asked by him in the application dated 11.08.07.  The whole case has been discussed point-wise and Mr. Pawan Kumar has agreed to give all the required information asked by Sh. Tarsem Lal within one week.  The complainant also wishes to have an explanation as to why the delay has occurred beyond the stipulated time in providing the information under the RTI Act-2005, therefore, the PIO is hereby directed not only to supply the information as per the application dated 11.08.07 within seven 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. 


PIO is also directed as to why he has without any reasonable cause not furnished information within the time specified in sub Section 1 of Section  7 and not supplied the information despite the directions by the Commission to do so.  Therefore the Commission also hereby issues notice to the PIO to show cause through a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished. However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 and also 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 day and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.  The next date of hearing is 28.01.08 at 2:00 pm.
 

  






Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jaswinder Pal Singh Sohi,

S/o Sh. Ajmer Singh Sohi,

VPO, Kainaur, Teh. Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Ropar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1711 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Sarwan Kumar, Supdt. DEO Office/PIO in person.  



Sh. Jaswinder Pal Singh filed his complaint dated 25.10.07 received in the Commission on 3.10.07, in which he stated that vide his application dated 23.08.07 he has asked the following information:-

“The Photocopy of the noting of Distt. Education officer (S) Ropar by which the appointment of Sh. Randhir Singh S/o Sh. Karam Singh as J.B.T. teacher in Khalsa Sr Sec. School, Ropar has been approved”. 



Complainant states that the information sought by him has not been provided till date.  Today Mr. Sarwan Kumar Supdt. PIO has appeared on behalf of the respondent and stated that even though the information sought relates to third party but it has been supplied to the applicant.  The information has been given to the complainant by hand though there is no acknowledgement. According to the respondent, complainant is satisfied but to have further record of his receiving information, it is hereby directed to the respondent to send the same by registered post (copy of which should be sent to the Commission).  Since the complainant has not appeared today and has received necessary information, therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 

Sd/-

 

  




           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Azad Singh Brar,

Math Master,

Govt. High School,

Jhoke Harihar, Ferozepur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ferozepur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1486 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Mr. Azad Singh, Complainant in person.


Dr. Harbans Singh Chehal, DEO, PIO and Gautam Gaur, Legal Advisor on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the last order dated 26.11.07 Sh. Ranjeet Singh APIO had appeared along with Mr. Gautam Gaur,  Legal Advisor and stated that all information pertaining to point No. 1,2 and 4 of the original complaint dated 25.05.07 had been delivered to the Complainant and only point No. 3 and 5 are to be supplied.  According to him letter had been written to the DPI for the original record of this information.  He had promised to deliver the documents within 10 days to the complainant with the copy to the commission by registered post.  



Today the complainant is present and states that he could not attend the last hearing because he did not receive the notice of hearing. Even now he is being informed by another complainant regarding the date of hearing that is the reason he is present (it seems he has still not received the notice sent by the Commission).  Point No. 3 has been supplied to him in court and as regard point No. 5 is concerned Dr Harbans Singh Chehal DEO states that they only have a copy of the meeting held on 20.06.07 in which the Panchayat was called/present in the DEO office and had signed the petition with allegation against Mr. Azad Singh Brar.  The complainant is not satisfied with the information and also states that the seven months have elapsed and he had not received information till date and only received the information in the first three points on 3.08.0 (his original application was dated 25.05.07). Therefore he has demanded that the PIO O/o DEO should be penalized @ Rs. 250/- each day for not providing any information within stipulated period of 30 days, therefore, the Commission issues notice to PIO to show cause through a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished. However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 and also 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 day and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.  The next date of hearing is 14.01.08 at 2:00 pm.









Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal (Retd)

S/o Late Sh. Jai Ram,

R/o # 25, Ward No. 6,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Bhogpur,

Distt. Jallandhar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Pb. State Electricity Board,

Bhogpur, Distt. Jallandhar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1310 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Mr. Jagat Singh on behalf of the Complainant.

None of behalf on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the last order dated 21.11.07 a letter had been received in the Commission on 21.11.07 form the Executive Engineer which answered all the points asked in the original application. The Executive Engineer was directed to supply the information to Sh. Tarsem Lal by registered post and copy of the said letter was supposed to be sent to the Commission.  Today Mr. Jagat Singh on behalf of Sh. Tarsem Lal has appeared in the court and stated that as per order dated 31.10.07 only point No. 3 was supposed to be supplied to the complainant i.e.:-


“Kindly supply a types and certified copy of the above said notice to me for my information and guidance” 

 

According to Mr. Jagat Singh he has received a copy of the above said notice as sought in the original application dated 4.06.07 but it is not certified, therefore, the Executive Engineer is directed that he should certify this copy and send it to the Commission within seven days as the considerable time has elapsed since the complaint was submitted to the Commission.  The next date of hearing is 9.01.2008 at 2:00 pm.
 








  Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal (Retd)

S/o Late Sh. Jai Ram,

R/o # 25, Ward No. 6,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Bhogpur,

Distt. Jallandhar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Pb. State Electricity Board,

Bhogpur, Distt. Jallandhar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1312 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Mr. Jagat Singh on behalf of the Complainant.

None of behalf on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the last order dated 21.11.07 it had been observed that a letter has been received on behalf of the Sr. Executive Engineer which answered all the 17 points asked by Mr. Tarsem Lal in his original application dated 13.06.07.  Since the complainant Tarsem Lal could not appear on that day as there was a marriage in his family, therefore, he was given a chance to appear either personally or write to the Commission that he is satisfied with the information which has been sent by registered post. 



Today Mr. Jagat Singh on behalf of Mr. Tarsem Lal has appeared and stated that he had got all the information sought by him, which have been sent by the Executive Engineer, therefore, the case is hereby disposed of.  

   







  Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurdev Singh,

# 38, Ekta Nagar,

Ichhewala Road, Ferozepur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

Ferozepur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1551 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Mr. Gurdev Singh, Complainant in person.


Dr. Harbans Singh Chehal, DEO, PIO and Gautam Gaur, Legal Advisor on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the last order dated 26.11.07 it was observed that the complainant was satisfied with all the information sought by him in his original application dated 25.07.07 but the applicant has stated that since considerable period has elapsed for supplying the copy of information therefore, the PIO should be penalized.   Seeing the arguments of the case the PIO was given an opportunity under section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  Today Dr. Harbans Singh Chehal, DEO-cum-PIO has appeared in person along with Mr. Gautam Gaur, Legal Advisor and stated that the original complaint dated 25.07.07 was received in the DEO office on 1.08.07. A registered letter was dispatched on 27.08.07 stating that the inquiry was pending with the DPI office and they would furnish the information on reply from the above said office.  Another letter was dispatched on 5.10.07 stating the same information.  It is another matter that both the letters were returned undelivered even though the right address has been written (which has been checked from file).  . The fact of the matter is that the DEO/PIO had replied to the complainant within the stipulated period and letter had also been written to the DPI inquiring about the result of the inquiry. Therefore seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby disposed of.  
  Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Niranjan Singh,

# 3497, Sector-38/D,

Chandigarh.












                                                               ……………………Complainant

Vs.

PIO, O/o Principal,

Govt. High School, 
Karala.                                                               













   ………………….Respondent
ORDER OF 

CC-1630 of 2007
Present:-
Mr. Niranjan Singh, Complainant in person 



None on behalf of the Respondent.


On the date of hearing i.e. 12.12.07 order had been reserved in order to calculate the days in seeing the merits of the case in imposing the penalty.  The information on following 6 points sought has not been supplied, which was written in the last order. 
1. Copies of GP Fund statement on the prescribed performa of account no. 0193 for the period from 2001-02 and 2005-06.

2. Information about amount given to District Education Officer to the Respondent school vide cheque No. 668980 of 22.06.99.

3. Attested copies of 21 days earned leave of complainant from January, 05 to 19.12. 2005.

4. Attested copies of half pay leave from 28.09.05 onwards.

5. Copy of pay bill for the month of February, 2002.

6. Copy of list of pay and D.A. Rs. 2208/- for the month of December, 2005 which was credited to his account No. 3530000100189127 with PNB, Zeerakpur.



 Niranjan Singh had written a letter to the Commission where he had mentioned that in an earlier case No. 408 of 2006, the directions had been given to the complainant that “he should apply to the PIO notified under the Act by the competent authority, who is liable to comply with the duties imposed upon him under the Act.”  DPI, (SS) Punjab notified the appointment of PIOs and APIO vide letter dated 7.07.06.  In this letter senior most school master has been appointed as PIO and school head master has been designated as Appellate Authority under the RTI Act-2005. Therefore, the complainant has again applied to the PIO on 19.03.07 and on receiving no response complainant made a complaint to the State Information Commission on 17.09.07. A notice of hearing alongwith a copy of complaint was issued to the respondent vide No. PSIC/Not/CC-1630/2007/7327 dated 24.10.2007 to appear before the Commission on 07.11.07 at 2:00 pm.  In the order dated 7.11.07 respondent being the first hearing was directed to supply the above information within seven days and also a show cause notice was given as to why penalty u/c 20 of the Right to Information Act-2005 may not be imposed upon him for failure to comply with the provision of Right to Information Act 2005. Today respondent has neither supplied the information nor attended the date of hearing. It is a grave matter that the PIO or respondent have not shown any response on the directions of the Court.  Therefore another show cause notice (registered) is issued to the PIO as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act-2005.  


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 his ex parte.  The next date of hearing is 9.01.08 at 2:00 pm.
 

  






Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 12.12.2007

