STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ranbir Singh Chahal,
# 3006, Namdev Nagar,

Bathinda. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),
Bathinda.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2330 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Ranbir Singh Chahal Complainant in person.
Sh. Nirmal Gupta, Dy. DEO/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


In the earlier order dated 19.05.08 the PIO was directed to supply information as per the original application dated 19.10.07 within 15 days.


Today all information pertaining to the original application has been supplied and the complainant is satisfied.  The complainant Sh. Ranbir Singh submits that PIO be penalized U/s 20 RTI Act for considerable delay in supplying the information within the stipulated time of 30 days.  The original application was submitted on 9.10.07. On receiving no response from the PIO, the complainant filed a complaint to the Commission on 11.12.07.  The first response received by the complainant was after the hearing and order dictated on 19.05.08.  



After carefully considering the facts of the case, I am of the prima facie view that the PIO has not furnished information within the time specified in Sub Section 1 of section 7. Therefore the PIO is called upon to show cause through a written reply as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under section 20 of RTI Act 2005.


The next date of hearing is 4.08.08 at 2:30 pm. 









Sd/-








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 7.7.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Suman Sharma,
Wd/o Sunil Dutt,

# 133, W.No. 4, Morinda, 

Ropar.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,
Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1904 of 2007

ORDER 

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

Sh. Surjit Singh, Asstt. Office Kanungo on behalf of the Respondent.


In the earlier order dated 19.05.08, APIO had requested for another  date of hearing.  In the same order he was directed to file an affidavit to the show cause notice issued on 20.02.08. 



Today Sh. Surjit Singh, Asstt. Office Kanungo is present with a letter wherein APIO-cum-Tehsildar, requesting for a fresh date of hearing since he is busy “in the work on general compilation of voter lists for ensuing Assembly Elections is in progress w.e.f. 2.07.08.” 


The APIO/Tehsildar has written innumerable letters dated 28.02.08 28.04.08, 19.05.08 and 7.07.08 asking for various dates stating different reasons for not attending the court nor has the PIO deemed it fit to file an affidavit as regards the show cause notice issued on 20.02.08. The original application had been filed by Suman Sharma on 25.08.07 and on receiving no response from the respondent she filed a complaint in the Commission on 22.10.07. Information was provided to her only after the hearing on 21.01.08.  The Asstt. Office Kanungo  present  is neither PIO nor APIO, therefore, this is not considered a proper representation. The judgment on the question of imposition of penalty is reserved. 






    
Sd/-










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 7.07.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Suman Sharma,
Wd/o Sh. Sunil Dutt.

# 133, W. No. 4, Morinda,

Distt. Ropar.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ropar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2133 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Suman Sharma, Complainant in person.
Mrs. Inderjit Kaur Kang, DRO/ APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
In the earlier order, it was mentioned that respondent had not filed an affidavit within the stipulated time as directed on the hearing dated 7.04.08.  Today an affidavit has been presented in the Court by the PIO/DC, Ropar giving explanation to the delay in supply the information to Smt. Suman Sharma.  The complainant submits that all information has been provided to her and she wishes to withdraw her request for the imposition of penalty u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.A letter in this regard is presented in the commission.  Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of.  





    



Sd/-







         


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 7.07.08
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Raj Kumar,

# 594, Ward No. 1,

Surjit Nagar, Kurali Road Morinda,

Distt. Ropar.  

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director State Transport, 

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2296 of 2007

ORDER 

,
Present: -
Sh. Raj Kumar, Complainant in person.
Sh. S.S. Banga, Addl. Director and Balwinder Singh on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order a show cause notice was issued to the PIO for imposition of penalty u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.  Today the PIO is present and submits a letter dated 20.06.08 explaining the reasons for delay in providing information. After a lot of arguments it has been stated that information so far provided  does not cover all the points in the original application dated 2.11.07. The respondent was directed to give rest of the information in the court. But instead of acknowledging the directions of the commission the respondent abruptly left the premises without any communication. This attitude shows disrespect to the RTI Act and the Commission. Therefore, copy of the letter is sent to Secretary State Transport Chandigarh to take suitable action against the respondent. 


The next date of hearing is 11.08.2008 at 2:30 pm.







    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 7.07.2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mandeep Singh,
R/o Vill. Rattowal,

Teh. Raikot, Distt. Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,
Deptt. of Health, Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 164 of 2008
ORDER 

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

Dr. Pardeep Sharma, APIO and Ajay Kumar on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant filed a complaint in the Commission on 15.01.08 received in the Commission on 22.01.08 that his original application dated 29.11.07 has not been attended to.  Today the respondent has submitted documents which shows that a similar case No. CC-539 of 2008 has already been disposed of in the Hon’ble Court of State Information Commissioner, Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj. . Therefore the case is hereby dismissed.









Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 07.07.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Rampal Singh,
S/o Late Sh. Punjab Singh,

R/o Village & P.O. Tewar,

Teh. Kharar Distt. SAS Nagar,

Mohali.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 
Kharar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 159 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Rampal Singh, Complainant in person.  
Sh. Gurmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.


Sh. Rampal Singh submitted his complaint on 19.01.08 received in the Commission on 21.01.08 that his original application dated 12.06.07 has not been attended to. In his complaint it is alleged that, 


“The APIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner SAS Nagar Mohali informed the appellant on dated 4.10.07 through its letter No. 2319 that the Complainant of the appellant has been sent to SDM, Kharar for enquiry into the matter and report to him consequential information be sent to the appellant but all in vain till date hence this appeal. “


Information sought is regarding the complaint against Kulbir Singh in the O/o Deputy Commissioner.  Today Gurmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar is present with an authority letter from the SDM.  He has submitted four page information along with a covering letter. Rampal Singh requests another date of hearing to study the documents handed over to him and also contends that there has been unreasonable and deliberate delay in providing information. Therefore, he prays “penalty of not less than Rs. 25,000/-“ be imposed upon the Respondent.

   

After carefully considering the facts of the case, I am of the view that the PIO has not furnished information within the time specified. Therefore, the PIO is hereby called upon to show cause through a written reply as to why action not be taken against him by imposing a penalty as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.


The next date of hearing is 11.08.08 at 2:30 pm.










Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 07.07.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mohammad Sharif,
S/o Reham Din,

Vill. Binjoki Khurd,

P.O. Haider Nagar,

Teh. Maler Kotla, Distt Sangrur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Head Master, Islamia Kamboj,
Middle School Maler Kotla, 

Sangrur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 158 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Mohammad Sharif, Complainant in person.
Sh. Mohd. Salim, Head Master/PIO on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant submitted a complaint dated 10.12.07 received in the Commission on 18.12.07 that his original application dated 15.11.07 has not been attended to.


In his complaint he submits that his complaint addressed to the Head Master, Islamia Kamboj, Middle School, Maler Kotla, Sangrur by registered post was returned on 21.11.07.  Information sought by him is regarding:-

1. “Attested photostat copies of pay roll (register) from dated 1.07.2001 to date 31.03.04.

2. Attesetd Photostat copies of dispatch register from date 1.07.2001 to dt. 31.12.06.

3. Attested Photostat copies of receipt register from dt. 1.07.2001 to dt. 31.12.06.

4. Attested Photostat copies of resolution register from resolution No. 210 dt, 16.07.2001 to 15.11.05.”



Today the respondent denies having refused to accept the application of the complainant. Be that as it may. I direct the Respondent to take a copy of the RTI application from the complainant and supply information to the complainant within 15 days and file compliance report in the Commission on the next date. 


Adjourned to 11.08.08 at 2:30 pm.







    











                         Sd/-









  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 07.07.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Manjit Singh Pasricha(Advisor)
North India SC/ST&B.C. Employees

Presidium (Regd) Head Quarter 1243

Sector 23-B, Chandigarh.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions(S),

Punjab, Chandigarh.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 157 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Manjit Singh Pasricha, Complainant in person.
None on behalf of the Respondent. 


Sh. Manjit Singh Pasricha filed a complaint on 15.01.2008 received in the Commission on 21.01.2008 that his RTI application dated 08.09.2007 along with requisite fee of Rs.10/- has not been attended to. Information sought by him is regarding service record of Prabjot Singh, Sr. Assistant in DPI Colleges, Punjab. The respondent has dispatched most of the queries to the complainant on 14.11.2007. The complainant states that only a part of the information demanded is pending. The Respondent is not present. It is directed that at the next hearing, the PIO, DPI Secondary Punjab, Chandigarh shall be personally present .with the remaining information.
The next date of hearing is 04.08.2008 at 2:30 pm.







           
Sd/-










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 07.07.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ravinder Sagger
Amar Colony, Near

Bus Stand, Fazilka. 
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Fazilka. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 156 of 2008
ORDER 

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


  
The complainant filed a complaint on 18.01.2008 received in the Commission on 21.01.2008 that his original application dated 08.11.2007 has not been attended to. This complaint was fixed for hearing on 07.07.2008 before the Commission.  Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  Another opportunity is granted to the parties to appear and present their case. 



Adjourned to 06.08.2008 at 2:30 P.M. 








           
Sd/-










(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 07.07.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Deepak Kumar,

S/o Sh. Megh Nath,

W.No.12, Near Post

Office, Mansa. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 92 of 2007

ORDER 

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

Earlier the instant case was fixed for hearing on 19.05.2008, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present. Even today neither of the parties has attended the proceedings before the Commission. In view of this one last opportunity is granted to the parties to appear and present their case. In case no appearance in made on the next date of hearing, the case shall be decided in absentia. 

Adjourned to 04.08.2008 at 2:30 pm for further proceedings.





    



  Sd/-







         


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 7.07.08

