STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Surjit Singh, President,
Azad Hind Cultural & Dev. 

Association, Vill.Bhola, P.O.

Behrampur, Gurdaspur (Pb.).

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Gurdaspur (Pb.).
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1925 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Sukhdev Raj, BDPO, APIO & Charanjit Singh Mann, PCS Executive Magistrate, are present on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the last order dated 20.2.08 Guljar Singh SEPO was present. He was neither the PIO nor the APIO nor had any knowledge of the act or the English language.  Directions had been issued to the PIO/DC Gurdaspur to explain the irresponsible behaviour on the part of the department in representing this case before the Commission.


Today Sh. Charanjit Singh Mann, Executive Magistrate is present and submits that the necessary information had been submitted in the Commission on 21.1.08. A letter has also been received by the complainant stating that the information received by him is not satisfactory and he wishes to know if anything has been done in the village school play ground.  It is pointed out at this stage that RTI Act 2005 is only for seeking information and not giving opinion for implementation of any work. In my opinion the information provided in letter dated 17.1.08 is satisfactory and the case is hereby disposed of. For future reference, the PIO, DC’s office, Gurdaspur should send proper representation before the Commission an apology letter is presented by the respondent 


The case is hereby disposed of.








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Satish Kumar Jain,
M/s Arihand Castings, 

C-22, Focal Point, 

Jalandhar City.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,
Jalandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1986 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Gurcharan Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent,



In the earlier order dated 20.2.08, it was recorded that “after a lot of argument it has been agreed that as per the letter dated 03.09.07, the complainant will go to the SDM office in Jalandhar on Monday 25.1.08 at 11.50 am and examine the records which pertains to the rates of focal point old Jalandhar. The PIO is directed that the all information should be communicated to the complainant. The complainant also wishes to penalize the respondent for delay of information under Section 20(1). It is directed that at the next date of hearing after the information has been obtained the issue of penalty will be taken”. 


Today Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Clerk is present and states that he has only come to mark his presence and has no knowledge of the case .Therefore, none of the directions dictated in the earlier order have been complied. Seeing the attitude and designation of the respondent present, this is not considered proper compliance A show cause notice is issued to PIO to submit 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(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 him ex parte.   
The next date of hearing is 28.04.2008 at 2:00 pm.






    










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Balbir Singh S/o
Late Guriya Ram V.

Buddan Pur P.O. Naggal

Chharbar Thana Banur

Distt. Patiala. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Banur.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2407 of 2007

ORDER 

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

None on behalf of the Respondent. 
On the last hearing dated 3.3.08 none was present so a lenient view was taken by giving a fresh date of hearing.The complainant Balbir Singh  had filed a complaint dated 22.12.07 received in the Commission on 24.12.07 that his original application dated 19.12.2007 has not been attended to. The information sought is regarding an X-ray  and medical report of Sh. Jasbir Singh who was injured by some local villagers.In his complaint it is submitted that the hospital authorities abused them though the injured Jasbir Singh was admitted Stitches were applied and X-ray and police report ware submitted. The complainant argues that till date they are being threatened by the medical doctors.  The respondent has not shown any response on the summons and directions of the court dated 26.02.08 and 3.3.08 which shows the callous and irresponsible attitude of the PIO Sr. Medical Officer, Banur. 


The Commission hereby issues show cause notice tos the PIO to submit 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(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 him ex parte. 


It is also recorded in this order that the complaint is being signed by Shamsher President, Dalit Chetna Manch Punjab. Therefore, a letter of authority should be obtained from him at the next date of hearing. 
The next date of hearing is 28.04.2008 at 2:00 pm.






    











         


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.04.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Pankaj Kumar Rishi,
R/o Q.No.F-131, Rajpura Colony,

Patiala.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Govt. Senior Sec. School,

Kakrala, Distt. Patiala. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2428 of 2007

ORDER 

,
Present: -
Sh. Pankaj Kumar Rishi, Complainant in person.


Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Principal on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order 12 pages have been presented to the Pankaj Kumar Rishi and he had stated that he would examine the papers and write the discrepancies and send them to the respondent within one week. Today after a lot of arguments it has been agreed that all the queries asked by the complainant in his original complaint dated 6.10.07 have been attended to. It is also pointed out at this stage to the complainant that the RTI Act, 2005 can only provide information and is not the competent authority to decide cases like inquiry pending etc. The complainant is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of.  







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.04.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jagjit Singh, Pandher,
S/o Sh. Gurmail Singh Pandher,

Azad Nagar VPO- Tappa Mandi,

Distt. Barnala. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,

Sahib, Tappa Distt. Barnala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2127 of 2007

ORDER 

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh, Tehsildar, APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent.


The complainant had filed a complaint on 16.11.07 received in the Commission on 23.11.07 that his original application dated 09.08.07 along with the requisite fee of Rs.50/- has not been attended to. 


The information sought is regarding Kiran Rani ETT Teacher. The documents information is on the following items:- 

i) Proof of Ration Card.

ii) Proof of Voting Card.

iii) Proof of M.C. report.

iv) Proof of Patwari Sahib report.

v) Proof of last five years permanent add. 



A letter has been received from Tehsilar Tappa (Barnala) that they have given photocopy of Ration Card but as regards the voting card and the original ration card is concerned the above should be obtained from the Food and Supply Department and from the Election Commission. The respondent and complainant have been made aware of Section 11(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.  The respondent has also been told about section 6(3) regarding transfer of application to another Public Authority within 5 days. It seems that the APIO is not at all familiar with the provisions of the act therefore, he can neither explain the stand taken in the letter written by him on 21.8.07 nor can he explain denial under the provision of the RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, the PIO is directed to personally appear at the next date of hearing to present a proper reply to this case according to the RTI Act, 2005. 
The next date of hearing is 28.04.2008 at 2:00 pm







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,
Plot No.80, Premier Inclave,

Vill. Nidhi Mangli, P.O.

Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana. 
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,
Ludhiana.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2120 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Karam Singh, Asstt./APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent. 


Sh. Jasbir Singh filed an application on 23.7.07 received in the Commission on 30.7.07 in which he has stated that his application dated 1.06.07 has not been attended to. In his original application he has asked for information regarding:-

1.
Cash books and receipt books
2.
Can private person work in the DTO office 
3.
Number 3 is also co-related to information regarding the cashier. 
4.
Seeks information about the cashiers ACR’s.


 An affidavit which is reply to the letter written by the Deputy Registrar is also attached in the record which states that no complaint or appeal is identical or similar pending in any bench of the Commission. All the 4 points have been replied in a letter sent on 26.3.08 received in the Commission on 2.04.07 i.e. registered post. Another letter has been received in the Commission written by Jasbir Singh also on dated 26.3.07 received in the Commission on 1.4.08 which states that no information has been received and nine months have lapsed since the original application had made. Therefore, the penalty as per Section 20(1) should be imposed. Since both the letters have been written on the same date therefore, an opportunity is given to the respondent to study the act and file a proper compliance report as per the provision of the Act 2005 should be submitted along with reason for supplying the information late.  On the next date of hearing it will be decided if a show cause notice pertaining to the penalty has to be issued. 


The next date of hearing is 30.04.08 at 2:00 pm.








           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Nihal Singh (Retd.Inspector),
Gali No.1, Madiala House,

Gopar Nagar, Amritsar.
…..Appellant
Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Amritsar-II. 

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director State Transport Pb. 
Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 394/07 & CC-215/08
ORDER 

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

Sh. Navneet Singh, Law Officer is present on behalf of the Respondent. 



The complainant filed a complaint on 30.10.07 received in the Commission on 4.11.07 stating that the information demanded by him in the original application dated 12.09.07 and 17.11.07 has not been attended to. Even though all the information sought is regarding Sukhcharan Singh, Inspector Punjab Roadways, Amritsar. The respondent has given some information to the complainant. Therefore, the denial of disclosure of this information cannot be cited. These two cases have also been clubbed along with the order passed by the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Sh. P.K.Verma, in case No.215/08, the respondent has given in writing that the rest of the discrepancies in the third party information is not traceable in the personal file. Therefore, seeing the merit of the case, the case is hereby disposed of.







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. K.L.Malhotra,

Chief Editor, Anand Puri, 

Noorwala Road, Gurddware 

Wali Gali, Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2125 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. K.L.Malohotra, Complainant in person.



Sh. Karam Singh, DDO is present on behalf of the Respondent.



The complainant filed a complaint on 20.11.07 received in the Commission on 23.11.07 that his application dated 6.7.07 along with Rs. 10/- has not been attended to.



Today a letter has been presented to the court dated 26.3.08 in which the three points have been answered as per the original application.  Mr. Karam Singh states that point No.1 and 2 are incomplete and the respondent has promised to supply the information within 7 days and to file a compliance report in the Commission along with the copy of the receipt of the information as well as copy of the information supplied for record of the court. As regards delay of information is concerned which has been pointed out by the complainant a show cause notice for the clause of penalty will be decided at the next date of hearing. 

The next date of hearing is 28.04.2008 at 2:00 pm.







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 02.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Parkash Kumar,

Lecturer, Pol Science,

G.S.S.S., Hoshiarpur & Ors. 
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer(S),

SAS Nagar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2043 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 3.3.2008 it was directed that copies of the complainants Annual Confidential Reports are to be provided. Today, Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Clerk, submits a letter signed by the complainants demanding ACRs of other staff members and stating that the ACRs provided as per records are false and misleading. It has already been recorded that ACRs of other staff members are not to be provided and as regards the point on false ACRs of the complainants is concerned; the complainant has to challenge this record with the higher competent authority.  Seeing the merits of the case, the case is hereby disposed of. Copy of the letter sent to the Education Secretary to point out that the respondent has stated that he is only representing the case as there is no staff in DEO (S) SAS Nagar and the DEO is busy in the recruitment (Superintendent is feeling unwell so he cannot appear) but for the last three hearings in the court only Mr. Rajiv Kumar has appeared and no explanation has been given on the absence of the APIO or the PIO.    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 02.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Suman Sharma,

Wd/o Sunil Dutt,

# 133, W.No.4, 

Morinda. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar, 

Nangal. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2126 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Suman Sharma, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.


The respondent is absent despite service. However, in the interest of justice I grant one more opportunity to the Respondent to appear before the Commission and state its case. Adjourned to 30.04.08. A letter be also written to the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar requesting him to ensure that the Tehsildar, Nangal appears before the Commission on the next date of hearing. 


The next date of hearing is 30.04.2008 at 2 pm.









(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.04.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kewal Krishan,

S/o Sh. Shiv Ram,

Dalit Saina Vill. Rampura

Branch, Nat Gwarh, Vill. 

Rampura.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Education Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1769 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Rupinder Garg on behalf of the Complainant. 


Sh. Prem Nath/APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 25.2.08, the complainant was directed to go to the office of Education Secretary on 27.2.07 to seek information which is sought by him. Today Sh. Rupinder Garg on behalf of the complainant is present and contends that he is not satisfied with answer no. 2. The respondent has given the reply in writing in my presence which according to me is satisfactory therefore, the information is complete. 



Sh. Rupinder Garg has asked for compensation and penalty since a period of 240 days has passed from the date of filing, the original application.  The APIO submits a paper in which he has written dates along with documents stating that his branch in the Education Department received the letter of the original complaint only on 25.8.07 and the reply was sent on 20.09.07. 



In the facts & circumstances of the case, I do not think that it is a fit case for imposition of penalty. I, however, am of the view that the travails of the complainant have emanated from the systemic deficiencies in the office of the Respondent in relation of dealing with the RTI requests. I, therefore, am of the view that ends of justice would be met if compensation of Rs.10.000/- (Rs. Ten Thousand only) is awarded of the complainant. I order accordingly. The compensation is payable by the Public Authority and not the PIO. The amount of compensation be paid within one week. The case is adjourned to 30.04.08 at 2:00 p.m. for confirmation of compliance. 








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 02.04.2008

