STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurdial Chand,
Vill. Jaura Chhatran,

Gurdaspur, Punjab, 
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Development),
Gurdaspur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2420 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gurdial Chand, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Sohan Singh, Sr. Clerk is present on behalf of the Respondent.

Sh. Gurdial Chand filed a complaint to the State Information Commission on 24.12.2007 which was received in the office on 26.12.2007 that his original application dated 31.10.2007 along with requisite fee of Rs.10/- has not been attended to. 

Today Sohan Singh, Senior Clerk is present on behalf of the Respondent and contends that he is neither the PIO nor APIO or familiar with the Act. Therefore this is not considered a proper compliance and at the next date of hearing, the PIO should be personally present. Sh. Sohan Singh contends that a letter has been sent to the complainant on 15.01.2008 stating that the fee already deposited is not enough to cover the charges of information sought. Therefore, more money should be deposited in the office. 

It has been pointed out to the respondent that as per Section 7(6) i.e. :-

“Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section (5), the person making request for the information shall be provided the information free of charge where a public authority fails to comply with the time limits specified in sub-section (1).”
The respondent failed to provide the required information as per section 7(6), therefore, “information shall be provided free of charge”

It has also been directed that within 15 days the information sought by the complainant should be sent to him by registered post with the copy of the postal proof sent to the Commission and at the next date of hearing, the PIO should be personally present with a written reply as to the callous attitude of the department towards the RTI Act 2005.
The next date of hearing is 07.04.2008 at 2:00 pm. 








Sd/-










           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Surjit Kaur,
Vill. & PO Saida Singh Wala,
Via Bazakhana, Distt. Faridkot
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secy. Education (S),
Punjab, Chandigarh.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2417 of 2007

ORDER 

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

Sh. Jasminder Singh, Sr. Assistant is present on behalf of the Respondent.


Smt. Surjit Kaur complaint to the Commission on 17.12.2007 which was received in the Commission on 26.12.2007 that her complaint dated 04.08.2007 along with requisite fee of Rs.20/- has not been attended to. 


Today Smt. Surjit Kaur states that she received a letter dated 12.09.2007 by the Superintendent which stated that an inquiry has already been conducted for a complaint sent by Smt. Surjit Kaur’s husband Amarjeet Singh. A letter was sent by Smt. Surjit Kaur on 14.11.2007 stating that no information has been provided to her on her complaint dated 04.08.2007.   Jasminder Singh is directed to supply the information sought by Smt. Surjit Kaur in her original complaint dated 4.08.07 and not quote of her husband’s enquiry report. 


The information sought today is regarding to an inquiry conducted by DEO Office Faridkot regarding the claim of pensionary benefits, D.A. installment. Some of the points in the original application pertain to third party which is not to be disclosed as per Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005. Sh. Jasminder Singh states that he does not have all the required papers for preparing the papers for an inquiry which has been asked in the original application dated 04.08.2007.  It is, therefore, directed that the complainant should give all the required papers to the respondent in the presence of the court. Part information has been presented in the court today. The respondent has promised to give all the required information in one month time. Therefore, at the next date of hearing, the information sought by the complainant should be completed. 


 The next date of hearing is 21.04.2008 at 2:00 pm.





    




  Sd/-






                


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Satish Kumar,
S/o Sh. Mohan Lal

# 33308, St. No.8,
Partap Nagar, Bathinda (Pb.)
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),
Punjab, Chandigarh,

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2422 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jagtar Singh, Officiating Suptd./APIO and Smt. Sashi Kiran are present on behalf of the Respondent.  


Sh. Satish Kumar filed a complaint dated 20.12.2007 to the State Information Commission which was received on 26.12.2007 that his application dated 28.09.07 has not been attended to. A reminder was sent on 26.11.07. In his complaint Sh. Satish Kumar states that he has not received any information so far. Jagtar Singh, Officiating Supdt./APIO states that information has not been collected so far. The original complaint dated 28.09.2007 was received by the respondent on 27.12.07. It has been pointed out to him that considerable time has passed since December and there is no reason why no correspondence has been sent to the complainant. The DPI Sec. Education Department has not supplied the information in the stipulated period. Considering that the budget session is on a lenient view is taken and one month is granted after which all information should be sent to the complainant as well as a copy of the same to the Commission for record. 


The next date of hearing is 07.04.2008 at 2:00 pm.  





    



Sd/-







           

(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurpiar Singh Bhatti,
# 372 Anand Nagar-A, Tripuri Town, 
Patiala, Punjab.
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Bathinda.  
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1878 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gurpiar Singh Bhatti, Complainant in person.


Dr. T.S. Bahl, PIO in person. 


In the earlier order dated 16.01.08 it had been observed that “certain points for which information has been sought related to third party and this had been explained to the complainant”.  


In the second order Dr. T.S. Bahl, PIO was willing to give in writing any of the information sought by the complainant like lodging of FIR against three doctors (which pertains to third party).  



Today 2 pages documentation has been presented to Sh. Gurpiar Singh. But the complainant is not satisfied.  So all the questions have been examined point wise and it has been again pointed out to the complainant that third party information as per section 11 of the RTI Act -2005 cannot be disclosed which also includes point No. 7 where he has demanded photocopy of the ACRs of three doctors.  He is also not satisfied with point No. 1 where he has asked for whether the original complaint has been traced in the civil surgeon’s office, Bathinda.

 Point No. 1 “That I have sent an application on 16.08.02 that the present status of vehicle No. PB-03-7610 may be informed that it has been traced or not.  If traced then attested copies of documents may be sent to me as I have also made an application under RTI Act – 2005 on the above cited matter, but unauthenticated documents were sent to me.”



He has sought a photocopy of this application.  His contention is that they have not answered whether the original application is available or not and photocopy presented to him is not from the original paper.  The respondent agrees to write a note to explain that the department has mentioned that they can only give this record. If he wants to challenge this statement then he should go to the competent higher authority.  Seeing the merits of the case, the case is hereby disposed of.    







    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27 .02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Harmesh Kumar,
S/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

# 16/A/195, Dhuri, 

Distt. Sangrur. 

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,
S.D. Sr. Sec. School,

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1623 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Harmesh Kumar, Complainant in person.


Sh. Y.P. Dang, Acting Principal/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 

In the earlier order Sh. Y.P. Dang, Officiating Principal/APIO had sent a notice to third party Smt. Chander Kanta to give permission to disclose her information under section 11(2) of the RTI Act 2005.

Today a letter has been presented in the court which states that Chander Kanta has joined as Principal in S.D. Sr. Sec. School, Dhuri. The complainant is satisfied with this letter but contends that he has not been provided all the information. School computer fee, PTA fund etc. are not mentioned in the audit report presented in the court.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to give balance-sheet for the last three years from standard Ist to XIIth within 15 days and sent the record to the Commission.  If at the next date of hearing the complainant is satisfied then the case will be disposed of.    

The next date of hearing is 24.03.08 at 2:00 pm.






    



Sd/-







  
         

(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurpiar Singh Bhatti,

# 372 Anand Nagar-A, Tripuri
Town, Patala, Punjab.
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Research & Medical Education 

Department, Pb. SCO 87, Sec-40/C, 

Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1876 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gurpiar Singh Bhatti, Complainant in person.


Smt. Sita Devi, APIO & Pardeep Kumar are present on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order Smt. Sita Devi, APIO was directed to give all the information after obtaining it from the Director Research & Medical Education Department regarding the complainant’s transfer. 

Today the respondent states that 14 pages have been given to          Sh. Gurpiar Singh Bhatti on 04.02.2008 and 27.02.2008. Sh. Gurpiar Singh Bhatti contends that he is not satisfied with point No.3 regarding inquiry report conducted on his transfer and claims that inquiry report is false. The respondent had written a letter which states that all these pages pertaining to information have been received from The Director Research Medical Institute Education, Punjab and these are the only papers which are available in the office record. Therefore, no further action in the matter is required. The case is disposed of and closed. 







 Sd/-   









(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sukhjit Kumar,
VPO Dialpur, Tehsil Patti,

District Amritsar.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (SE),
Punjab, Chandigarh.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1579 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. D.S. Dhillon, PIO  is present on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 30.01.2008, the PIO was directed to provide a written reply regarding the show cause notice of penalty. 



Today a letter has been presented in the court by the PIO which explains his explanation for not appearing in the earlier hearing. This explanation is accepted. A letter has been received on 29.01.2008 by Sukjit Kumar that he has received information from the DPI Punjab therefore the case should be disposed of. It has also been observed during the course of hearing that an identical case C.C. No.1660/2007 has already been disposed of in the Court of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner S. Surinder Singh. Therefore seeing the merits of the above cited case, the case is hereby dismissed and disposed of. 







    

Sd/-









         
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurmeet Singh, 
Vill. Burz, P.O. Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Revenue Officer,

Sangrur. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1960 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Paramjeet Singh, BDPO, PIO Malerkotla and Jeet Singh Dindsa, Sr. Assistant are present. 


In the earlier order an opportunity was given to the respondent to supply the information to the complainant under the RTI Act 2005 and also directions were given to the PIO to be personally present in the Court. 



Today BDPO/PIO is present from the Rural Development Office Malerkotla-2 and Jeet Singh Dhindsa, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the District Revenue Officer.  The complainant is seeking information regarding action taken on illegal possession of the 43/1 bigha land (Khasra No. 1-11).  Today 4 pages have been presented in the court and it has been directed that this should be sent to the complainant by registered post.  Copy of the postal proof should be sent to the commission for record.  Therefore, at the next date of hearing if the complainant is satisfied then the case will be disposed of.  



The next date of haring is 26.03.08 at 2:00 pm.








    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Harbans Singh,
Vill. Burz, P.O. Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur. 

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Sangrur. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1959 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 


Sh. Jeet Singh Dhindsa, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the last hearing on 28.01.08 it was directed that an explanation was asked as to why respondent has not appeared on that day.  Jeet Singh Dhindsa on behalf of the respondent states that they only received the notice of hearing on 29.01.08, this is the reason they could not appear on that day.  He presents a letter sent to the complainant by hand which has been signed by him.  Since the complainant is not present today, it seems he is satisfied with the information provided.  Therefore the case is hereby disposed of. 








Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kul Shashi Parkash,
S/o Sh. Ram Partap,

# 1919/3, Ragho Majra, 

Neemwala Chowk, Patiala. 

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Office,

O/o The Tehsildar,
Patiala. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2106 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Kul Shashi Parkash, Complainant in person.


Sh. Vidya Ram, Sr.Asst. on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the earlier order information was presented to Kul Shashi Parkash by Smt. Vinay Sharma, Tehsildar/PIO. The complainant submitted that he wishes to know the reason for the delay in giving the information and also needs time to examine the documents. The respondent was directed to intimate as to why delay has taken place.


Today, the complainant states that he has been provided with the information only on 6.02.08 while his original application was dated 15.09.07.  In his complainant dated 22.10.07 he has stated that he met the Kanungo, Patwari, D.C. and SDM (letter was dispatched to him) Commissioner, Patiala Division on various dates before a complaint was sent to the Commission on 22.10.07.  



Vidya Ram, Sr. Asstt on behalf of the respondent is present without an authority letter or the designation of PIO or APIO.  During the course of hearing he contends that he has no explanation for point cited above.  After carefully considering the facts I am of the view that the PIO has without any reasonable cause not furnished information within the time specified in sub section 7(1).  Therefore seeing the disrespect shown at today hearing and sprit of the RTI Act 2005 a show cause notice is issued to the PIO to file a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- a day till the information is furnished.  However the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25000/- as per the provision 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 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 haring 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 31.03.08 at 2:00 pm. 

 






    

Sd/-









           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Santosh Kumari, 

W/o Sh. Umesh Gandhi,

Plot No.308, Gali No.5,

Gobind Nagar, 33 ft. Road,

Mundian Kalan, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar, (West),

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1976 of 2007

ORDER 

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

In this case there was no appearance by either of the parties even on the last date of hearing i.e. 06.02.2008. The case is therefore, dismissed for non-prosecution. 









Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Balbir Singh Gill,

Vill. Alladinpur, Tehsil & Distt.

Tarn-Taran

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar, 

Tarn-Taran.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 348 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant or the Respondent. 

This case was last taken up on 28.02.2008. On that day also neither the appellant nor the respondent was present.

On the last date of hearing after perusal of the records of the case, I had directed that the respondent (PIO) shall be present at today’s date of hearing otherwise action would be taken according to law. However, I notice that the appellant has not attended any hearing in this case. It appears that he is not interested in pursuing this appeal. 
In view of the
 foregoing, I dismiss the instant appeal for non-prosecution. 









Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 27.02.2008

