STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurdev Singh Sidhu
73-B, Gurjaipal Nagar

Cool Road, Jalandhar (Pb)

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction(Colleges),

Punjab, Chandigarh.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 78 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gurdev Singh Sidhu, Complainant  in person.

Smt. Jaswinder Kuar, Joint Director/APIO & Baljit Inder Singh, Sr.Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.


Gurdev Singh Sidhu filed a complaint dated 07.01.2008 received in the Commission on 09.01.2008 that his original application dated 13.11.2007 along with the postal order of Rs.50/- has not been attended to. 
“5A -
Pension papers in respect of Mrs. Manorama Sidhu Retd. Principal.

5(C)
Datewise details of pension papers respect of Mrs. Manorama Sidhu retired principal kept pending by different officials/officers on their table as per movement register from March 2004 to July 2007”. 

The respondent submits the required information in point No.5A of the original application and as regards point No.5(c) is concerned another date is requested where proper reply can be filed so that the complainant is satisfied. Therefore, at the next date of hearing, if the complainant is satisfied then the case will be disposed of. 
The next date of hearing is 23.06.2008 at 2:30 p.m.






    











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.05.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Kuldeep S. Badwal
PCMS – 2853 C/o MIG 

Flat – 451, Housing Board,

U.E.-I, Jalandhar.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Health Deptt.,

Pb. Mini Secretariat, Sec-9,

Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 84 of 2008
ORDER 

,
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 
Sh. Sohan Singh, Supdtt. Grade-II, on behalf of the Respondent.
Dr. Kuldeep Singh Badwal had filed a complaint received in the Commission on 10.01.2008 that his original application dated 04.12.2007 has not been attended to. In the course of the hearing the respondent presents documents to prove that an identical case has been disposed of in the court of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Ms. Rupan Deol Bajaj. Therefore, the case is dismissed. It is also pointed out, at this stage that the respondent who has an authority letter from the APIO is neither polite nor sticks to the norms of the court in answering the questions or arguments put by the Commission. The APIO should be directed to ensure compliance of the provision of the RTI Act and it is pointed out that Act requires person of APIO to be present in the commission. Attendance of a person of a junior rank who does not know the norms of showing proper courtesy should be avoided. Copy is being sent to the Secretary Health, Punjab. 







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.05.2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar
V.P.O. Chaunta

Distt. Gurdaspur

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Govt. Sr.
Sec. School Chaunta, Gurdaspur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 87 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Kanwar Arun, Principal on behalf of the Respondent. 
Sh. Vijay Kumar filed a complaint on 09.01.2008 received in the Commission on 10.01.2008 that his original application dated 21.112007 has not been attended to. 
“Information sought is regarding official duties, PTA Fund Collection and copy of ruling for allotting duty of Incharge”
A letter by the complainant is received in the Commission which does not state any discrepancies of the information sought but only mentions the ills in the managements functioning. A paper is presented dated 14.12.2007 which has been sent twice to the complainant in December 2007 and January 2008 which answers all the quarries sought by the complainant. Since there are no précised discrepancies nor he is present today. Therefore, seeing the merits of the case, the case is hereby disposed of.








 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.05.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amandeep Goyal,
Advocate, Court Complex,

Phull Town, Distt. Bathinda.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Bathinda.  
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2047 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Gurinderjit Pal Singh/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 28.04.2008, PIO was asked to appear personally to submit as to why information has not been furnished within the time specified. 


Today a letter has been presented in the court dated 14.05.2008 which states that the letter dated 17.04.2008 was received late and so the DTO was not able to attend the hearing on said date. 



“As already intimated on 18.02.2008 due to the death of the dealing official the original application of the applicant was not traceable in the office. The photocopy of application of the applicant received with your notice No.1299 dated 04.02.2008 the requisite information was supplied to the applicant. Any other information sought by the applicant available in this office will be supplied to him free of cost”.


The respondent has submitted in writing regarding the absence of the PIO today (he is on duty for law and order situation in Bathinda). He has asked for copy of the original application which is missing from the records of the respondent office and has promised to supply the information within 15 days and to file a compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing along with copy of the receipt of the application as well as copy of the information supplied to the Court.  It is also directed that the copy should be certified. 


The next date of hearing is 23.06.08  at 2:30 pm.







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.05.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kuldip Singh
M/s Raghunath Dass & Sons,

(Regd) Bazar Vakilan,

Hoshiarpur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,
Dasuya, Distt. Hoshiarpur.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2263 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


Sh. Gursewak Chand, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 23.04.2008 directions had been given to the respondent to send the information to the complainant by registered post and to submit copy of the receipt in the Commission. 


Today the respondent submits receipt of the registered letter to the complainant. Since the complainant is not present, therefore, it seems he is satisfied.  The case is hereby disposed of. 








           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.05.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar,
M/s Total Infotech,

Opp. SBI Palika Marketm,

Shop No.9, Rampura Phull

Distt. Bathinda. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Director Health Services

& Family Welfare, Pb. Chandigarh.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2084 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Rupender Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant. 



Narender Mohan Supdtt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent.  


In the earlier order dated 23.04.2008, the respondent was directed to send the information to the complainant on 5 points which were part of the original application Though the complainant has argued over the minute, detail of 5 points which have been supplied to him but at the end of the hearing he is satisfied. He has demanded compensation and penalty as per Section 19 (8)(b) and 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 but it has been pointed out to him that information sought by him is voluminous and covers the whole of Punjab therefore; time factor which pertains to the delay of information can be overruled. He is satisfied, therefore the case is hereby disposed of. 
 






    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.05.2008

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 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Kavi Raj Saini, on behalf of the Complainant.


None on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 16.04.2008, the PIO was directed to appear personally to explain his absence on 16.04.2008 and 31.03.2008. None has appeared today. A covering letter along with 7 pages is presented by Kavi Raj Saini, Advocate. The complainant contends that information submitted in this letter from the respondent is incomplete. Information sought by him is 


“the detail information of the selected candidates in previous list and later on the list prepared and published by your office and also give the detail of having percentage, Board, Category year etc. “



The irresponsible response and behaviour of the PIO is against the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 and shows disrespect to the directions of the commission. 


   After taking into account all circumstances, I am of the view that the PIO 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 of the Commission to do so. 



Therefore the PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice 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.





The next date of hearing is 11.06.08 at 2:30 pm. 




           



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 14.05.08
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Harjit Singh,
R/o Vill Chicherewal,

Tehsil Chabal, Distt.

Tarn Taran.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.   

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2236 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. H.S.Deol, DRO/APIO on behalf of the Complainant. 


In the earlier order dated 21.04.2008, the APIO or PIO was directed to personally present and to file a compliance report in the Commission.


Today H.S.Deol, DRO/APIO is present. He has presented various letters from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, (Asla Branch), D.C. Office, Tarn Taran dated 11.04.08 and dated 25.04.08 respectively.which gives all the information sought by the complainant regarding license No.2180.  In his original application dated 31.08.2007. Since the complainant is not present today, therefore, it seems he is satisfied and the case is disposed of. 

  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.05.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Rajwant Singh,
433/7, Civil Lines,

Opp. DIG BSF Residence,

Gurdaspur. 

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Circle Education Officer,

Ladowal Road, Jalandhar.  

….Respondent

A.C. NO.316  of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant & Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 23.04.2008, it was directed that a copy of the order should be sent to the Secretary Education, Punjab Chandigarh to look into matter of the irresponsible behaviour of the PIO in complying with the orders of the Commission. Today, none is present on behalf of the Respondent. Therefore, another copy is sent to the Secretary Education, Punjab Chandigarh requesting him to initiate action. against the PIO for not complying to the directions of the commission.. 



The Commission also hereby issues notice to the PIO to  show cause notice through a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Two hundred and fifty rupees each day till the information is furnished. However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to twenty-five thousand rupees as per the provisions of Section 20(10 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 him ex parte. 


The next date of hearing is 25.06.08 at 2:30 pm.

















          



 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.05.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Balwinder Singh Bhatti,
# 367, Anand Nagar-A,

Tirpari Town, Patiala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o SDO, PSEB North Divn.
Patiala. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2228 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant & Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 21.04.2008. the PIO was directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing. It seems that the PIO has not taken the summons seriously either of the hearing sent on 07.04.2007 or of the order sent on 21.04.2008.


The Commission also hereby issues notice to the PIO to  show cause notice through a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Two hundred and fifty rupees each day till the information is furnished. However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to twenty-five thousand rupees as per the provisions of Section 20(10 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 him ex parte. 



The next date of hearing is 25.06.08 at 2:30 pm.







(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.05.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jagminder Singh Makkar,
347/86 Model Colony Salim

Tabery, Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,
Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 76 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant & Respondent.



The complainant sent a complaint dated 08.01.2008 received in the Commission on 09.01.2008 that his application dated 08.10.2007 has not been attended to.  A notice of hearing was issued to both the parties to appear on 14.05.08 at 2:30 pm.  Today none has appeared from either side. This being the first hearing a lenient view is taken and the fresh date of hearing is provided. The PIO is hereby directed that at the next hearing he should be present otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be issued.  The next date of hearing is 25.06.2008 at 2:30 pm

 

  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 14.05.2008

