STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sub 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 Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Bhogpur, Distt. Jallandhar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1310 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Tilak Raj, LDC, P.S.E.B. on behalf of the respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 12.12.07 none was present on behalf of the respondent.  In the orders directions were given to the Executive Engineer to certify the copy received by Mr. Jagat Singh (on behalf of the complainant) and send it to the Commission within 7 days.  Today Tilak Raj is present but does not have proper compliance. He can neither understand English nor has any authority letter.  Therefore, the PIO is directed to be present at the next date of hearing to explain his callous and irresponsible behaviour.  In case the PIO still fails to appear personally then a show cause notice will be issued followed by a penalty as per the provision of the RTI Act 2005.   The next date of hearing is 28.01.08 at 2:00 pm.  








    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Vipin Grover (Journalist),

# 167, Gali No. 6-B,

Dashmesh Nagar, Moga.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Asstt. Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board, (North),

Sub Division, Moga. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1306 & CC-1477 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Kamaljit Singh, AEE, PIO in person along with Vivek Shetty Advocate 



In the earlier order dated 26.11.07 a show cause notice was issued to the PIO to submit 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.  He was also 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.  Today Mr. Kamaljit Singh, AEE, PIO and Sh. Vivek Shetty, Advocate is present in the court.  They have submitted a letter written by the complainant Vipin Grover, Journalist in which it is stated that the department is cooperating with him in seeking information regarding the increase in load in May 1998.  It is also mentioned here that this case (CC-1306/07) has been clubbed with CC-1477/07.  In the earlier order it had also been recorded that the record of the load of the year 1998 has been destroyed because of the water logging in the office. Today the respondent states that they need one month time to enquire about the documents.  According to him they are making an effort to find out the documents and in case they are not traceable then they will try to find the file where the record of their damage is recorded.  Therefore a month time is given to them to produce information regarding any of the questions cited above.  The next date of hearing is 6.02.08 at 2:00 pm.







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Consumer & Human Rights Forum,

Civil Lines, Fazilka.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Superintendent Engineer,

P.S.E.B. Distribution Circle,

Muktsar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1388 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. S.S. Sarna, S.E. PIO in person along with Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate. 



In the earlier order dated 5.12.07 a show cause notice was issued to the PIO as to why a penalty U/s 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 be not imposed for his failure to supply the information in time.  In addition to the written reply the PIO was also 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. 



Today S.S. Sarna, S.E. PIO  asserts in his written reply that the voluminous information asked by the complainant can not be disclosed  under section 8 (J) of the RTI Act 2005.The section relates to personal information, the disclosure of which has  no relationship to any public activity or interest.  It has been pointed out to them that U/s 11(1) of the Act the part information sought by the complainant is also third party information. Questions have been read to the respondent to explain as to the points which pertains only to information.  


Mr. Sarna asserts that inspite of information sought  not being covered under the act they have prepared copies of approximately 2300 pages which have been brought to the Court.   During the course of the arguments presented before the court, the respondent contends that designation and name of the appellant and the applicant is different.  In the original application, it is mentioned that the complainant is President Consumer and Human Rights Forum (Regd.), SDM Court Road, Fazilka. In the second appeal sent to the Commission dated 7.08.07 the applicant has mentioned his name as Ravi Juneja, working president, Consumer & Human Rights Forum (Regd.), Civil Lines, Fazilka.  The signatures in both also vary.  In the normal circumstances this appeal would have been rejected / dismissed but for the voluntary disclosure of voluminous material prepared by the department.  The delay in collection of material and preparation of information is bound to happen.  The respondent has argued that this factor has caused a lot of time and there is no intentional or deliberate delay in supply of information to the complainant. The complainant has sent another application refusing to pay the payment asked by the department which amounts Rs. 3200/-. In these circumstances I find the plea of respondent acceptable and don’t find any justification for imposing any penalty u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act-2005.or giving the information free of cost.  Accordingly the complainant is free to visit the office of respondent and collect the information immediately.  The complaint will come up for confirmation of compliance on 30.01.2008 at 2:00 p.m.







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Mrs. Harvinder Kaur Nauhra,
Sant Nagar, Opp. Railway Station,

Nabha, Distt. Patiala.

…..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.


Sh. Mariner Mohan, APIO, Spud. RTI Branch & Sh. Rajinder Aurora on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 12.12.07 time had been given to the complainant to write down the deficiencies in the information produced in the court.  Mrs. Harvinder Kaur had written five points pointing out the shortcomings of the answers given.  It was also observed in the order 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).  Today the respondent has brought the information which pertains to the shortcomings mentioned in the earlier order.  But the complainant requires a week to study all the documents. She states that if she is satisfied with the information then she will write to the Commission and the PIO, Director Health and Family Welfare Punjab.  In case she is satisfied then at the next date of hearing the case will be disposed of In case her satisfactory answer is not received in the Commission then further arguments can be brought forth at the next date of hearing.  The next date of hearing is 4.02.08 at 2:00 pm. 







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Des Raj Goal,

S/o Sh. Walaiti Ram,

R/o Near Police Station,

Rampura, Phil.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Bathinda. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1503 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Banaras Singh on behalf of the Complainant.


None on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 26.11.07 a show cause notice was issued to the PIO for penalization U/s 20(1) for not supplying the information within the specified period.  No one from the respondent had appeared; therefore a show cause notice had been issued.  Today Swaranjit Kaur, APIO, Dy. D.E.O. is present and has submitted a letter, which states that:-
1. The reasons for none appearance in the Court on the last date of hearing because the letter received only on 28.11.07.

2. Information sought by the complainant has also been provided.            
The complainant disagrees with the inquiry report, which was sought   for in the original application dated 8.01.07. After a lot of arguments the Dy. DEO has agreed to give it in writing that the original enquiry report could not be disclosed because of the difference between DEO and DPI. Further respondent states that a letter was written on 31.01.07 to inform the complainant that re-inquiry is being conducted which is under process.   The findings of the re-inquiry were submitted to the complainant in October 2007.  While the order is being dictated the respondent has written a submission which stated the facts cited above i.e.:-


“The first inquiry report was sent to Sh. Desh Raj Goyal on 8.10.07.  It was not sent earlier because no decision was taken on this enquiry report.  The report was dispatched to him on 8.10.07 after a decision was taken thereon on 4.10.07.  


The speaking order for conducting enquiry afresh was sent to him 

on 5.10.07 by registered post”.  



According to me the inquiry report demanded by the complainant has been supplied to him, therefore the case is hereby disposed of. 










    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

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,

Natgwarh , Vill. Rampura. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Education Secretary, 

Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1769 of 2007

ORDER 

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


Sh. Hardev Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 05.12.07 a lenient view was taken and one more date was given to the PIO to supply the information as per application dated 19.07.07 of the applicant 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. 



Today Sh. Hardev Singh is present without an authority letter.  It has been pointed out to him that he is not the designated officer to appear in the Commission as per provision of the Act.  Not only that he has gone against the directions of the Court and not supplied the information within 7 days as per the previous order.  He has submitted that the information from the Commission was received in his department only on 8.01.08 therefore the information as per orders of the Commission could not be supplied.  



Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the complainant states that out of 13 points asked by the Complainant point No. 4,8,9 and 13 are third party information therefore they are not covered under the Act.  As regards the other nine points the respondent is directed to supply the information at the next date of hearing. In case the PIO does not furnish the information a show cause notice will be issued.   The next date of hearing is 30.01.08 at 2:00 pm. 










    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Niranjan Singh,

# 3497, Sector 38 D,

Chandigarh. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Principal,

Govt. High School,

Karala, Teh. Rajpura via Banur.

Patiala

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1630 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Niranjan Singh Complainant in person.


Naseeb Singh, Head Master in person. 



On the last date of hearing dated 12.12.07 none had appeared on behalf of the respondent and a show cause notice was given as to why penalty under section 20(1) under RTI Act 2005 may not be imposed upon him for failure to comply with the provision of Right to Information Act 2005.  The PIO was also directed to supply the written reply and 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 Mr. Naseeb Singh, Head Master is present and states that:-

1. He has not received any of the letter submitted by the complainant (original complaint dated 19.03.07) 
2. Letters of summon for hearing dated 24.10.07.



He further submits that the only order dated 7.11.07 he has received with a covering letter dated 5.12.07.  He is willing to provide all the six points dictated in the order dated 7.11.07.  The point of dispute asked by him is that since he has not received the original letter of the complainant dated 19.03.07 with the requisite fee of Rs. 110/-, therefore, the complainant should pay the fees for the information provided by him.   It has been pointed out to him that the letters in record of the Commission has registered postal proof of the letter being sent and postal order being dispatched.  His submission in the court is that postal department should be challenged and it has been communicated to him that Commission not in a position to challenge another public department.  Therefore seeing the facts of the case he should provide the information within 15 days and if on the next date of hearing the complainant is satisfied then the case will be disposed of.   The next date of hearing is 30.01.08 at 2:00 pm. 










    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh Kidar Nath,
# 22-B, Defence Enclave (Lohgarh),

Patiala, Road, Zirakpur,

Teh. Derabassi, Distt. Mohali. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Principal,
Govt. Sr. Secondary School,

Rani Majra, Teh. Derabassi.

Distt. Mohali. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 303 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant 


Mohd. Sharif, Officiating Principal, PIO in person



In the previous two orders dated 14.11.07 and 5.12.07 the PIO was not only directed to supply the complete information as per the application dated 23.05.07 but a show cause notice was also issued for penalty.  An opportunity for personal hearing was also written in the same orders. Today Mohd. Sharif officiating Principal of Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Rani Majra, Teh. Derabassi, Mohali is present.  He states that they have neither received any of the summons for hearing from the Commission nor any of the order cited above.  Only telephonic message has been received by them from the Education Secretary, Punjab regarding the documents sent by the Commission on 18th December 2007.  Since there is a problem with postal communication therefore a lenient view is taken in this case.  The respondent submits that the information sought by Sh. Kedar Nath is pertaining to third party.  In spite of that lot of efforts has been made by the PIO, District Education Officer, SAS Nagar Mohali to give the answers asked in the original application.   The respondent submits a letter dated 20.08.07 in which Kedar Nath has acknowledged and signed the information provided to him.  Since the complainant is not present, it seems that he is satisfied with the information; therefore the case is hereby disposed of.  










    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh Roshan Lal, 

VPO Bilga, Patti Bhatti,

Teh. Phillaur, Distt. Jallandhar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Sub Division Magistrate,

Phillaur 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1828 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Ram Kumar on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Naib Tehsildar-APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Roshan Lal submitted vide his application dated 10.10.07 received in the Commission dated 16.10.07 that his application dated 9.05.07 made to the PIO O/o SDM, Phillaur has not been attended to.  He states that period of 30 days is over.  Today Ram Kumar has appeared on behalf of the Roshan Lal and stated that no information has been received from the SDM office.  Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Naib Tehsildar-cum-APIO states that they are willing to give the information but the requisite fee of Rs. 1860/- approximately has to be paid to the office.  It has been pointed out to him that original application was submitted in the PIO/SDM office, Phillaur along with fee of Rs. 131/- but considerable time has elapsed and as per section 7(6) of the RTI Act-2005 he is directed to supply the information free of cost.  The PIO should therefore supply the information by the next date of hearing and to file a compliance report to the Commission. The next date of hearing is 4.02.08 at 2:00 pm.    











    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Daljit Kaur, 

W/o Rajinder Singh,

VPO Sidhwan Bet,

Teh. Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Head Master,

Govt. High School, Tihara, 

Distt. Ludhiana

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1823 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Daljit Kaur, Complainant in person.  


Ram Saran Gupta, Incharge Head Master, Col. Bhag Singh, Ex-Incharge PTL, Sr. Major Singh, Ex-PTA President, Sr. Avtar Singh, President PTA and Har Pawanjit Singh, Chairman, Pasbak on behalf of the respondent. 



Smt. Daljit Kaur had filed application dated 8.10.07 received in the Commission on 16.10.07 that her application dated 24.09.07 with the requisite fee of Rs. 10/- has not been attended to.



In her original complaint to the PIO head Master, Govt. High School, Tihara information sought is regarding the photocopies of PTA register from January 2007 to September 2007.  The PIO is present in the court along with Sarpanch and several of the committee members.  Various arguments have taken place during the course of hearing and it has been categorically explained to the complainant and the respondent that the Commission as per the provision of the Act does not get into personal problems of the case nor seeks reasons for the information sought.  Since the PIO was not aware of the provisions of the Act certain sections have been explained to him and he is warned along with his associates that in future when they come to the court, they should be well conversant with the Act.  It has also been directed that within 15 days he should supply the information and should file a compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the receipt of the information by the application as well as a copy of the information supplied for record of the Court.   The next date of hearing is 4.02.08 at 2:00 pm. 











    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh Satish Chander Bhagat,

F-A, New Model House,

Jallandhar. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Jallandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1814 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Satish Chander Bhagat, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent. 



Mr. Satish Chander Bhagat submitted vide his application dated 8.10.07 received in the Commission on 16.10.07 that his application dated 30.03.07 has not been attended to.  He also sent a reminder on 20.09.07 to the PIO, District Education Officer, Jallandhar.  



In his original application he has sought 7 points which pertains to photocopy of complete list of lecturers issued vide Education Secretary, Punjab order No. 3/74/2007-2-S-2/9872-74 dated 25.07.07.  Most of the points pertain to the Lecturer’s transfer list regarding non-implementation of transfer orders of his wife Smt. Ramesh Kumari, Lecturer, Pol. Science.  Name and designation of authority authorizing the non-implementation of the orders of Education Secretary, transfer of his wife Smt. Ramesh Kumari, Lecturer Pol. Science. 



The notice sent to the District Education Officer from the Commission dated 20.12.07 was wrongly sent to the Director Education Officer.  Inspite of this mistake by the staff of the Commission a telephone was made to the DEO office informing them of the date of hearing i.e. today.  The PIO has not responded even though the department has been informed telephonically.  This being the first hearing a lenient view is taken but it is also cautioned that on the next date of hearing the PIO should personally bring the information sought by the complainant dated 30.08.07.  The PIO should also keep in mind that more than four months have passed since the original application is made and if the directions of the Commission are not complied with then action pertaining to show cause notice under section 20(1) can be issued.   The next date of hearing is 21.01.08 at 2:00 pm.










    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.01.2008

