STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Lashker Singh
# 172, Guru Arjun Dev Colony

Bhoglan Road, Rajpura Distt.

Patiala.

…..Complainant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.  
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 248 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Lashker Singh, Complainant in person.
Mrs. Inderbir Kaur, Sr.Asstt. and Jatinder Rajpal, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 23.07.2008, a Clerk from the DC’s office was present and it had been pointed out that only a person of a rank of APIO/PIO should be present in the Court. 


Today Inderbir Kaur, Sr.Asstt. and Jatinder Raj Pal, Clerk are present. She is again not the rank of APIO. Therefore, this is not considered a proper representation. Information has been only partly supplied and two points from the original application regarding Markfed and Municipal Council Rajpura have not been provided. The perusal of the records of the case indicates that the information sought by the complainant has not been supplied by the respondent even though a period of more than six months has elapsed since the application for information was made.  Apart from this, the Respondent has not taken care even to respond to the notices issued by the Commission.  The failure to give information and follow the directions of the Commission clearly stems from an attitude of defiance to the mandate of the Statute.  I have no hesitation to hold that in the instant case, the Respondent has failed to supply the information malafidely and without any reasonable cause within the time specified in Sub Section 1 of Section 7.  In these circumstances, the Respondent becomes liable to be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 and the PIO is hereby called upon to show cause notice as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty under section 20(1) and also recommending initiation of disciplinary proceedings.  



The PIO is directed to supply the information within 15 days and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing.

 



Adjourned to 08.10.2008 at 2:30 P.M. for further proceedings.  








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.08.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sudarshan Kumar Jagga

531/3 Shaheed Udham Singh

Nagar Malout.  

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education

Officer, Malout.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 282/2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and Respondent.
At the last date of hearing dated 23.07.2008, the PIO was directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing with the required information. Today no one is present from the respondent which shows an attitude of defiance and callousness towards the RTI Act, 2005. One more opportunity is granted to the PIO to provide the information within 15 days and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing.  
The next date of hearing is 08.10.2008 at 2:30 P.M.





    











         


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.08.08
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Shashi Kiran,

Arya Nagar, Dina Nagar,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur.   
…..Appellant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Gurdaspur.    

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 39 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Sunil Dutt on behalf of the Appellant.
Sh. Pardeep Singh Dhillon, DTO/PIO in person. 
Letter has been presented by the respondent stating that information has not been provided regarding Mohinder Pal, Motor Vehicle Inspector on account of the provision in Section 11 of RTI Act, 2005. It is pointed out that information cannot be denied to the complainant under Section 11, it can only be refused under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act2005. Therefore, the PIO is directed that in denying information he should quote proper provisions of the Act. It is submitted that information regarding Mohinder Pal is not of public interest as per Section 8(1)(j). 
But after carefully considering the facts of the case I am of the considered opinion that the PIO has without any reasonable cause not furnished information within the time specified in sub section 1 of Section 7.  Therefore, the PIO is hereby called upon to show cause 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. 25,000/- as per the provision of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005. 
The next date of hearing is 08.10.2008 at 2:30 P.M.







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.08.2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Anureeta 5229,

St.No.3, Gobind Pura,

P.O.Amritsar Reyon Silk

Mills, Chheharta, Amritsar.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Amritsar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 720  of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Malkiat Singh on behalf of the Complainant.
Dr. Swaranjeet Dhawan, on behalf of the Respondent. 


Smt. Anureeta filed a complaint on 04.04.2008 that her application to the Civil Surgeon dated 03.03.2008 has not been attended to. Information sought by her is regarding “staff Nurse at PHC Verka, CHC Manawala, and Mini PHC Attari”. 


A letter was sent to the complainant on 11.3.08 stating that the application should be submitted only in ‘A’ Form. Case No.CC-1671/07 is read out to the respondent which states that Rule 4(5) Form ‘A’ and of Punjab RTI Rules 2007” is not in conformity with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 


  
The respondent has demanded fees for the information to be supplied. It has been pointed out to Sh. Swaranjeet Dhawan that since information was not provided in the stipulated period he has to provide all the information free of cost. Therefore he is directed to send this information to the complainant by registered post within 7 days and to file a compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing. 


The next date of hearing is 06.10.2008 at 2:30 P.M.
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. K.K.Tandon 

54-B, Moti Nagar,

Ludhiana.










….Complainant

Public Information Officer,

O/o Govt. College for Women

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.

…..Respondent
CC No.  719 of 2008
Present:
Sh. Bhawandeep Singh Jagga, on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Lecturer, on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. K.K.Tandon filed a complaint on 04.04.2008 that the answers sent to him on his original application dated 13.02.2008 are incomplete. Today the rest of the information has been provided to him.  Point No.7 will be sent to the complainant by registered post within 10 days.  The case is hereby disposed of. 








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)



State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

25.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Deen Diyal (Peon),

Govt. Sr.Sec.School

Mailrangaz Dalaywala,

Ludhian.









….Complainant

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),
Ludhiana.

…..Respondent
CC No.  735 of 2008
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Madanjeet Singh/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Deen Dayal filed an application on 08.04.2008 in the Commission that his original application dated 23.1.2008 has not been attended to. 


In his original application information sought is regarding medical bills amounting to Rs.12547 and Rs.6790/-. Today the respondent states that a letter has been sent to the Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana that medical reimbursement bill of Sh. Deen Dayal should be cleared. The respondent is directed that he should send all information to the complainant within 15 days by registered post and to file a compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing. 


The next date of hearing is 13.10.08 at 2:30 pm.









(Mrs. Ravi Singh)



State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

25.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit Singh 

R/o 838, Nanak Nagar,

Sr.No.8, Backside New

Subji Mandi, Ludhiana.

….Complainant

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Jalandhar.

…..Respondent

CC No.  707 of 2008
Present:
Sh. Charanjit Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Baldev Singh, Dy.DEO, on behalf of the Respondent.



Sh. Charanjit Singh filed a complaint on 03.04.2008 that his original application dated 09.02.2008 has not been attended to. 


Today the complainant submits that all information has been provided to him and he is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









(Mrs. Ravi Singh)



State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

25.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Satish Kumar

Gali Peeli Haveli,

Vill & P.O. Sujanpur,

Tehsil Pathankot Distt.

Gurdaspur.










….Complainant

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secy., Mini Sectt.,

Elementary Education Deptt.

of Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh.

…..Respondent
CC No.  742 of 2008
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant and Respondent. 
 The complainant filed a complaint on 31.03.08 received in the Commission on 07.04.2008 that his original application dated 10.02.2008 has not been attended to. This complaint was fixed for hearing on 25.08.2008 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.  

The next date of hearing is 06.10.2008 at 2:30 P.M.








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)



State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

25.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Jaspal Singh

# 13, Rana Mill Opposite

Sandhu Avenue, Chheharata

Amritsar. 










….Appellant
Public Information Officer,

O/o Guru Nanak Khalsa

Shahidi Sen. Sec. School

Fatehpur Rajpurtan, Mehta Road,

Amritsar.

…..Respondent

AC No.168   of 2008
Present:
Dr. Jaspal  Singh, Appellant in person.


Sh. Malik Singh, Manager, on behalf of the Respondent.



Dr. Jaspal Singh filed a complaint on 11.04.2008 that incomplete information has been provided to him on his original application dated 28.02.2008.



Information sought by him is regarding list of various records from the Management/Principal of G.N. Khalsa Shahidi Sr. Sec. School, Fatehpur Rajputan.



Today information is provided to Dr. Jaspal Singh who says that he still has not received any information except point “B”. The respondent is directed to provide the information within 15 days and to file a compliance report in the Commission and it should be sent free of charge. 
The next date of hearing is 13.10.2008 at 2:30 P.M.









(Mrs. Ravi Singh)



State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

25.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kul Shashi Parkash,

S/o Sh. Ram Partap,

# 1919/3, Ragho Majra,

Neemwala Chowk,

Patiala.




           



         …..Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Patiala





                              ……. Respondent

CC No. 2106 of 2007

ORDER

----

Present: - 
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent. 



In my last order dated 23.07.2008, I had directed that a D.O. letter be written by the Deputy Registrar to the Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab requesting him to cause the payment of Rs. 10,000/- (i.e. the amount of compensation) to be made by the Respondent (Tehsildar Patiala) to the Complainant (Sh. Kul Shashi Parkash).

2.

I, however, find that no such letter has been written by the Deputy Registrar to the Chief Secretary. I, therefore, once again direct that the Deputy Registrar should write a DO letter to the Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab to ensure that the amount of compensation of Rs. 10,000/- be paid by the Respondent (Tehsildar, Patiala) to the Complainant (Sh. Kul Shashi Parkash) as per my order dated 31.03.2008. Copies of the order dated 31.03.2008 and this order be also sent to the Chief Secretary alongwith the DO letter. 

3.

PIO is hereby directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to explain the callous attitude against the directions of the Commission. Let the Deputy Registrar write a D.O. letter to the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala requesting him to ensure that the PIO appears before the Commission on the next date of hearing.

4.

It is further directed that a show cause notice be issued by Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, to Tehsildar, Patiala, as to why appropriate disciplinary action be not taken against the Tehsildar, Patiala for not obeying the order made by the Commission regarding payment of compensation. The Deputy Commissioner, Patiala shall intimate the Commission regarding the action taken in this behalf within two weeks.     

5.

Adjourned to 22.10.2008 at 2:30 pm. Copies of this order be also sent to the both the parties










        Sd/-







                  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
        

Chandigarh,



                              State Information Commissioner

Dated, 25.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdial Chand,

Vill Jaura Chhatran, 

Gurdaspur (Pb.)










….Complainant

Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner (D,),

Gurdaspur.

…..Respondent

CC No.  2420 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant

Sh. Karnail Singh, Supdtt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing i.e. 23.07.2008, this case was adjourned for today for consideration of the question of imposition of penalty, under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005, upon the Respondent (PIO) for delay in supplying the information. The Complainant is not present today. Sh. Karnail Singh, Supdtt./APIO appears on behalf of the Respondent. He has drawn my attention to a letter dated 4.8.2008 by the Respondent to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab Information Commission wherein it has been stated that information demanded by the Complainant has been supplied to him by registered post vide memo No. 391, dated 7.3.2008. 

2.

The application for information in the instant case was made by the Complainant to the Respondent on 26.10.2007. There is, thus, a delay of more than three months in supplying the information. No reasonable explanation has been offered by the Respondent for the delay caused in supply of information. As the delay is of more than three months, maximum penalty of Rs. 25,000/- can be imposed upon the Respondent under Section 20, RTI Act, 2005. I, however, am of the opinion that the ends of justice would be met if a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- is imposed upon the Respondent. I order accordingly. The Respondent/PIO is directed to deposit the amount of penalty of Rs. 10,000/- in the treasury under the relevant head and intimate the Commission thereabout. 
3.

The case is adjourned to 08.12.2008 at 2:00 P.M for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








     (Mrs. Ravi Singh)



State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

25.08.2008
