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,

Teh. Phul, Distt. Bathinda
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Bathinda.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1768 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jatinder Singh, Distt. Revenue Officer, APIO & Sh. Gurmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the respondent. 



On the last hearing dated 17.12.07 none was present on behalf of the complainant and the respondent.  Today Jatinder Singh, Distt. Revenue Officer-cum-APIO and Gurmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Ram Pura Branch, Teh. Phul, Distt. Bathinda are present.  A letter has been received in the Commission dated 24.12.07 that the respondent could not appear on the last hearing on 17.12.07 because summon from the Commission were received by him on 18.12.07.  Today APIO has submitted documents from the revenue office, Bathinda and S.D.M. office, Rampura Phul, which pertains to all the 15 questions enquired by Sh. Kewal Krishan in his original application dated 19.07.07.  The information was delivered and received by Kewal Krishan on 27.08.07 from the D.C. office, Bathinda and on 26.09.07 from the SDM office, Rampura Branch, Rampua Phul, Distt. Bathinda.  The complainant had sought information regarding government rules for working of government employees as press-reporter of newspapers.   Inspite of his receiving this information the complainant filed a complaint in the Commission on 2.10.07 received on 11.10.07.  The respondent states that he had written a letter to the SDM office stating the deficiencies in the information provided to him on 26.09.07. The SDM office had replied on 15.10.07 that they were willing to supply the information which was deficient at a cost of Rs. 16/- and Rs. 22/-.  The complainant should visit the office between 9:00 am to 5:00 pm to collect the information.  Since the complainant has not appeared at both the hearings and all information not only to 15 points have been delivered to him but also directions have been sent to him to collect information from the SDM office, therefore the case is hereby disposed of. 







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 21.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Neelam Kumari Sood,
W/o Sukhdev Kumar Sood,

Mohalla Krishan Nagar,

Nakodar, Distt. Jallandhar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Jallandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1762 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Vinay Kumar Sood on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Suresh Kumar, HRC, Head Registrar on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant vide her complaint dated 8.10.07 received in the Commission on 15.10.07 had written that his original application dated 26.07.07 has not been attended to.  At the last hearing none was present, since the notice from the Commission dated 11.12.07 for hearing on 17.12.07 was only received on 18.12.07.  Today the respondent states that the case has already been disposed of in CC-1319/2007 in this court dated 26.11.07.  It seems that by mistake the reminder of the original complaint dated 26.07.07 was recorded in a separate case when it was received on 15.10.07. The case has been already disposed of and the original complaint is identical, therefore, the case is hereby dismissed. 







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 21.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Er.  J.R. Kansal,
# 186, St. No. 6,

Old Bishan Nagar,

Patiala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Chief Engineer (Operation),

P.S.E.B., Muktsar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1382 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Er. J.R. Kansal, Complainant in person  

Sh. Santokh Singh, S.E./PIO & Y.R. Puri, Advociate. 


In the earlier order dated 5.12.07 the complainant had stated that all information has been supplied to him.


The complainant had demanded penalization of PIO, PSEB, Muktsar for delay in providing information as per section 20(1) of the RTI Act. His submission was that more than four months have passed in obtaining the information sought by him and as per section 20(1) information as per his application dated 10.01.07 had not been supplied within time specified U/s 7(1).  The submission of the respondent is that since the act was new, information was not collected for two months.  The first reply  dated 22.03.07 stated that the information sought had been collected from Sr. XEN, Operations, Muktsar and the same is being communicated to Er. J.R. Kansal.  The complainant’s contends that not only the information at that stage was incomplete but 2 months had passed before a reply was communicated which is beyond the stipulated time limit.  Further respondent states that at the time of filing the application dated 10.01.07 Engineer Babu Lal was S.E. (PIO), P.S.E.B. Muktsar and on 30.04.07 Sh. Babul Lal was retired from the post of S.E., P.S.E.B.  Muktsar so the Babu Lal should be penalized @ Rs. 250/- per day not exceeding the amount Rs. 25000/-.  Before the calculation can be done for the fine to be imposed the complainant contends that he is only concerned about penalization of PIO for giving late information and is not bothered about the amount.  Therefore, he is agreeable for penalization of Rs. 5000/-, which should be deducted from the pension of Sh. Babu Lal.  The case is hereby disposed of. 







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 21.01.2008

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 Office,

O/o Tehsildar, Nangal,
Distt. Ropar. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1905 of 2007

ORDER 

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

Sh. Gyan Chand, Revenue Tehsildar/APIO, on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant had made a complaint to the Commission on 22.10.07 received in the Commission on 29.10.07 stating that her original application dated 23.08.07 has not been attended to.  Today the complainant explains the background of her case regarding the mutation of her deceased husband Late Sh. Sunil Dutt.  In her original application, the information she seeks information regarding the implementation of orders of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court dated 31.05.07.  The respondent Gyan Chand, APIO contends that they have given information to the complainant.  The respondent also states that he had sent two letters dated 1.10.07 and 8.10.07 to the complainant and also submits both these letters which are of the same context.  It seems that she has not received this information therefore Naib Tehsildar is directed that he should send both these letters by registered post, which have been recorded in the Commission.  Postal proof should be submitted to the office of the Commission within one week.  The complainant is not satisfied with the reply given by the respondent, but it has been pointed out to her that according to the Act only information can be supplied and not implementation to the orders of any appellate authority or court.  If she wishes to get further information it has to be specified categorically in a fresh application submitted to the Commissioner. 


Therefore, the case is hereby dismissed.      







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 21.01.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh.Ravi Bedi,
S/o Sh. Late Devinder Singh Bedi,

R/o Khalwara Gate, Phagwara,

District Kapurthala.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,
Phagwara.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1921 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Ravi Bedi, Complainant in person.

Sh. Amarpal Singh, Tehsildar, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.  

. 



Sh. Ravi Bedi in his complaint dated 27.10.07 received in the Commission 29.10.07 has submitted in his application dated 13.09.07 that he has sent innumerable applications but no reply has been received so far.  The original application is dated 13.09.07 in which he has demanded information regarding notification, land deeds, Jama Bandi etc. Ravi Bedi also seeks information regarding orders and notification by which Intkal of land leased to Bedi’s has been stopped.  The respondent states that complainant has submitted his application in the form of queries, question and it has been pointed out to the complainant that in future he should ask information in the form of statement and not in the shape of questions.  The respondent has answered eight queries in the letter dated 19.01.08 presented in the court.  He states that this information has already been provided to the complainant on 24.10.07.  The complainant is not satisfied and has requested for another date where he can state the discrepancies in the information provided by the respondent.  A list of deficiency if any should be sent before the next date of hearing with a copy to the respondent.  The next date of hearing is 13.02.2008 at 2:00 pm. 










    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 21.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Aditya K. Sood,
S. No. 4210, W.No. 10, Lakkar Mandi,

Timber Market, Doraha, Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Sr. Medical Officer, 

Primary Health Center, 
PHC Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1945 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Aditya K. Sood, Complainant in person 


Sh. Nazar Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant vide his complaint dated 28.10.07 made to the Commission received in the Commission on 2.11.07 stated that his application dated 20.09.07 has not been attended to.  In his original application dated 20.09.07 he seeks information:-


“Please tell me under what rules and regulations the pay has not been released despite the orders being issued by the Hon’ble Labour Court on 23.11.2006.” 


The period for which information relates to is 23.11.06 to (May 2002 to October 2002, Six months).  The respondent Sh. Nazar Singh states that information pertaining to four pages which relates to his query regarding Mr. Aditya K Sood pay for six months is presented to the court. These documents also contains receipt of Rs. 1,34,056/- along with copy of a bank draft.  The complainant has presented orders of the High Court where the amount which had to be granted to the complaint is amounting to Rs. 1,75,488/-.  The respondent is directed to give a suitable reply to the information as to why the full amount has not been paid. Sh. Nazar Singh has promised to provide information at the next date of hearing. In case No. 1945, there is another application dated 28.10.07 given by Sh. Aditya Kumar Sood which is addressed to the Principal, govt. Medical College, Amritsar, Punjab with seeking different information.  The office is directed that this application should be considered as separate case and put up in this court in the near future. 



The next date of hearing is 13.02.2008 at 2:00 pm










    








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 21.01.2008

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 Office,

O/o Tehsildar, Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1904 of 2007

ORDER 

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


Sh. Sh.  Harsimran Singh, Tehsildar/APIO, & Jagtar Singh, Patwari on behalf of the Respondent. 



The complainant submitted vide her complaint dated 22.10.07 received in the Commission on 29.10.07 that her original application dated 25.08.07 has not been attended to.  In her original application Mrs. Suman Sharma has sought information regarding ancestral property of her father in law.  Sh. Maninder Dass R/o Village Agampur for the year 1913-14 vide mutation No. 1779 and 1780 dated 3.12.1946 of village Agampur under Revenue Circle of Tehsil Sri Anandpur Sahib.  The respondent states that letters have been sent to the complainant on 19.09.07, 1.10.07, 3.10.07 and 24.10.07.  But the complainant Smt. Suman Sharma states that none of the information relates to the information sought by her in her original application dated 25.08.07.  Sh. Harsimran Singh contends that this information is only with the D.C. office, Ropar and should be obtained from there.  Since the APIO is not familiar with the Act which is a disgrace to the person of this rank to appear in the court  without any knowledge of Act, therefore section 2(3) has been read to him.  It has been explained to him as per RTI Act 2005 that it is now the duty of PIO, Tehsildar Anandpur Sahib to collect the information and provided to the Complainant.  Since considerable time has passed since the original application was submitted therefore 15 days are granted to him 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.  


Therefore, the case is hereby dismissed.      







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 21.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Makhan Singh,

Village Bika,

Distt. Nawanshehar.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Nawanshehar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1956 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Gurudarshan Singh, Dy. C.O./APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 



The above said case came up for hearing before this bench on 14.01.08.  Sh. Gurudarshan Singh appeared on behalf of the respondent stated that complainant has also filed complaint No. CC-1108 of 2007 which is pending before the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj.  The respondent requested that this case may be transferred to the Bench headed by Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, State Information Commissioner.  In view of submission made by the respondent Chief Information Commissioner may consider to transfer the above titled case from this Bench.

           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 21.01.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Satish Chander Bhagat

R/o 5-A , New Model House

Jalandhar

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o DEO (S)

Jalandhar

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1814 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant or respondent.

 In the earlier order dated 9.1.2008 in which the PIO had been directed to personally bring the information sought by the complainant dated 30.8.07. It was also mentioned that if the directions of the complainant are not complied with then a show cause notice under section 20 sub section 1 will be issued.  A letter has been received in the commission on 14.1.2008 written to the DEO Jalandhar where Satish Chander Bhagat contends that information regarding point no. 7 of his original letter has still not attended to. 



The PIO has not followed the directions of the commission either in the order dated 9.1.2008 or in the letter issued from the office of the commission on 27 Dec., 2007. Therefore, the commission 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 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.





Adjourned for supply of information of reply by the PIO to show cause notice u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act hearing u/s 20(1) proviso thereto. The next date of hearing is 18.02.2008 at 2:00 pm.








    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated  21.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Surjit Singh,

President

Azad Hind Cultural & Dev. Association,

Vill. Bhola, PO Behrampur

Gurdaspur (Pb) 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur (Pb)

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1925 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant or respondent.



Sh. Surjit Singh filed his complaint dated  nil to the State Information Commissioner received in the commission on 30.10.07 that his application made to the PIO office of D.C./PIO-Gurdaspur has not been attended to. Information sought in 3 points is in the form of questions.  The contents of the complaint inquire about the action taken against Bhola Village regarding illegal possession on dumping ground. 

Today none has appeared on behalf of the respondent which is against the direction of the commission.  A letter has been received in the commission on 21.1.08 written by PIO-DC Gurdaspur stating that all information has been provided to the complainant. No receipt to prove that Surjit Singh   has received the information is provided. Therefore the PIO is directed to personally appear at the next hearing to present proof that the complaint is satisfied.  The next date of hearing is 20.02.2008 at 2:00 pm.







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated  21.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Rajwant Singh

433/7, Civil Lines,

Opp. DIG BSF Residence

Gurdaspur

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Circle Education

Officer, Ladowali Road

Jalandhar

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 316 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant or respondent.



Sh. Rajwant Singh has submitted his complaint dated 2.10.07 to the State Information Commissioner received in the commission on 8.10.07 that is application dated 6.8.07 made to PIO Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar has not been attended to.  Information sought is:-
1. Regarding approved program of CO by the competent authority for the month of August,2006. 

2. Log Book of Govt. Vehicle or paid vehicle of the CEO for the month of August 2006.

3. Copy of the TA Bills for 8/06 be also sent. 



A letter has been received in the commission dated 6.9.07 where all information to 3 points has been provided.  But it seems that the complainant is not satisfied since his complaint to the commission is dated 2.10.07.  The PIO is therefore directed to appear personally at the next date of hearing to explain the deficiencies in his reply. In case the directions of the commission are not followed then a show cause notice will be issued.  The next date of hearing is 25.02.2008 at 2:00 pm.



 



           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated  21.01.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Daulat Singh,

S/o S. Bawa Singh

R/o Kothi No. 435-A 

Rani Ka Bagh,

Amritsar

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o Distt. Revenue Officer,

Amritsar

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1968 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant or respondent .

Sh. Daulat Singh submitted his complaint dated 27.9.07 received in the commission on 2.11.07 that his application dated 4.2.06 to the Commissioner, Municipal Corp. had not been attended to. He had filed a complaint before the PIO cum DRO Amritsar which was returned to the complainant stating that he had no domain to provide information. A reminder of the complaint was received in the commission on 2.11.07. The information sought relates to whether the construction being raised in Kothi no. 435-B, Rani ka Bagh, Amritsar is on the basis of sanctioned plan or not. Today, none has appeared on behalf of the respondent. 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 taken.  The next date of hearing is 25.02.2008 at 2:00 pm







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated  21.01.2008

