STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Anil Sandhir

# 2994,  HIG, Phase- 1,

Dughri, Ludhiana.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (S),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1890 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Anil Sandhir, Complainant in person.

Sh. Prem Nath is present on behalf of the Respondent.

This case was last heard on 16.04.08 and order reserved. 

The complainant filed a request dated 01.09.07 for information in the office of respondent.  He demanded information relating to transfer of teachers category-wise effected from 1.04.07 to 31.08.07.  On receiving no information from the respondent he preferred a complaint before the Commission on 24.10.07.  A notice of hearing was issued on 2.01.08 for hearing fixed on 16.01.08.  The representative of respondent informed on that day that some information has been supplied to the complainant and rest of the information would be delivered on the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 4.02.08.  On 4.02.08, the complainant pointed out that information supplied by the respondent is not legible.  Accordingly the respondent was directed to make good the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant.  The complainant also urged that a penalty should be imposed on the respondent and compensation awarded to him.  This case came up for hearing on 26.03.08 and notice to impose penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to total amount Rs. 25,000/- as provided under section 20 of the RTI Act was issued to the respondent as no one from respondent side come present.  The respondent was given time to file reply before the next date of hearing i.e. 16.04.08.



The representative of respondent submitted the affidavit signed by Ms. Sudesh Bajaj, DEO (SE), Ludhiana/PIO.  In the affidavit it has been stated that the information demanded by the complainant related to transfer made by the office of DEO (SE), Ludhiana during the period from 1.04.07 to 31.08.07.  It has been mentioned in the affidavit that all the transfers made were not kept secret and list of such transfers were displayed on the notice board from time to time.  It has also been mentioned that during the relevant time the complainant remained officiating administrative officer in the office of DEO (SE), Ludhiana, and orders of transfers were issued under his own signatures.  In the affidavit it has further been urged that the information was repeatedly sent to the complainant, and on his demand, it was again sent to him on 10.03.08 under registered cover.  Further, official of respondent or DEO(SS) Ludhiana were not come present on 26.03.08 as they had not received the intimation about the date of hearing.  The deponent has further deposed that they hold the Commission in the highest esteem and can not even think of disobeying or flouting any order or direction of the Commission to furnish any information.  If some delay has occurred in furnishing the information then the deponent tenders unconditional and unqualified apology for the same and ready to take corrective measures in future. 



I have thoroughly considered the facts available on the case file and find that the information demanded by the complainant under the RTI Act 2005 was already in the knowledge of complainant as all the orders of transfers effected during the period from 1.04.07 to 31.08.07 were issued under his own signatures.  Secondly no public interest was involved in such a information. Although some delay has occurred in supply of information which is neither deliberate or intentional which may attract the imposition of penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005. A compensation of Rs. 2000/- under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act 2005 is awarded in favour of complainant. The respondent is however, directed to promptly deal with the requests under RTI Act in future.   The information has already been delivered to the complainant and it has never been disputed.  Accordingly this matter is disposed of and closed.   





    











         


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh

Dated 28.04.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amandeep Goyal,

Advocate, Court Complex,

Phull Town, Distt. Bathinda.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2047 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Amandeep Goyal, Advocate, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the earlier order, the PIO District Transport Officer, Bathinda was directed to be personally present at next date of hearing. 



Today none has appeared and the complainant informs the court that no information has been communicated to him. Therefore, I am of the view that the PIO has without any reasonable cause not furnished information within the time specified in Sub Section 1 of Section 7 and not supplied the information despite the directions by the Commission to do so. 



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. 

The next date of hearing is 14.05.2008 at 2:30 pm.








    











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 28.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Lachman Singh Chatta,

S/o Sh. Shamsher Singh,

Village Chatta Nanhera 

Tehsil Sunam, Distt.Sangrur.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public 

Instructions (S), Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2334 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Lachman Singh Chatta, Complainant in person. 

None on behalf of the Respondent. 

The complainant Sh. Lachman Singh Chatta filed a complaint on 12.12.2007 received in the Commission on 19.12.2007 that his original application dated 23.06.2007 along with the requisite fee of Rs.50/- has not been attended to. Information sought is regarding transfers, selection of Art and Craft teachers in the year 2001.  A reminder was sent to the D.P.I., Secondary School. A letter was received by the complainant from the DPI dated 05.12.2007 in which it is stated that the information sought by the complainant is 6 years old and therefore, cannot be delivered. 

Today none has appeared on behalf of the respondent which shows the callous and irresponsible attitude of the Department. Therefore, at the next date of hearing, the PIO should personally appear and explain as to under what section of the RTI Act, 2005. Information has been denied. 

The next date of hearing is 11.06.2008 at 2:30 pm.






    











         


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 28.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. K.L.Malhotra 

Chief Aditor, Anand Puri,

Noorwala Road, Gurdware 

Wali Gali, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2125 of 2007

ORDER 

,
Present: -
Sh. K.L.Malhotra, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Karan Singh, APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent. 



In the earlier order dated 02.04.2008, the respondent was directed to supply the incomplete information within 7 days and to file a compliance report in the Commission along with the copy of the receipt of the information. 



Today, the complainant states that information is still incomplete. Eight series i.e. PB10Z, PB10AA, DP10AQ, PB10AW, PB10BF, PB10BG, PB10BM, PB10BR on the paid numbers of cars have not been provided to him. 



The complainant has directed to visit the office of the DTO on Wednesday 7th of May, 2008 during working hours and to examine the information which according to him is in complete. K.L. Malhotra contents that delay of few days have occurred in providing information. But since the information is voluminous no action is taken on this point. Therefore, at the next date of hearing, if the complainant is satisfied then the case will be disposed of. 

The next date of hearing is 19.05.2008 at 2:30 pm.








    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 28.04.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jagjit Singh Pandher,

S/o Sh. Gurmail Singh Pandher,

Azad Nagar, VPO Tappa Mandi,

Distt. Barnala. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Sahib,

Tappa Distt. Barnala.    

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2127 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Jagjit Singh Pandher, Complainant in person.


Sh. Amarjit Singh, Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.  



In the last order dated 02.04.08, the PIO is directed to personally appear at the next date of hearing to present a proper reply to this case according to the RTI Act, 2005. 



Today the APIO submits the information sought by the complainant. Jagjit Singh is dissatisfied regarding point No.2 and 5. The respondent has agreed to send whatever is available regarding Ration Card of Kiran Rani and to submit clarification regarding 5 years permanent resident. Therefore, the PIO is directed to supply the information within 7 days without any further delay and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing along with a copy of receipt of the information by the applicant as well as copy of the information supplied for record of the Court. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 28.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Balbir Singh

S/o Late Guriya Ram

V. Buddanpur P.O. Naggal

Chharbar, Thana Banur,

Distt. Patiala. 
…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Medical Officer,

Banur.     

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2407 of 2007

ORDER 

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

Dr. Tirath Goyal, Sr. Medical Officer/PIO is present. 

In the last hearing a show cause notice was issued to the PIO to submit a written reply as to why action should not be taken against him regarding the penalty clause as per the provisions of 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Today Dr. Tirath Goyal, SMO, CHC Banur is present and submits that they could not attend the earlier hearing because they did not received any summon or directions of the Hon’ble Court dated 26.02.2008 and 0303.2008. During the course of hearing it has been revealed that the original application was submitted to Gen. Medical Officer, Distt. Patiala and the case record is with SMO, CH, Banur. Since the GMO, Distt. Patiala did not transfer the  case under section 6(3) to the concerned authority, original application is given to the respondent in the court.   Dr. Tirath Goyal contents that the procedure followed by them is that information regarding police report of any patient is only released through order of the court. The respondent can not explain  as under  which Section of the Act disclosure of information is being denied. He is now willing to submit the relevant paper to the complainant and send them to the Commission for its record. The complainant is directed to visit the hospital in Banur tomorrow during working hours and collect the information. The complainant is satisfied therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 28.04.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Satish Kumar Jain,

M/s Arihant Castings,

C-22, Focal Point, 

Jalandhar City. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalandhar.   

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1986 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 



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


In the earlier order dated 20.02.2008, Mr. Satish Kumar had been directed to go to the SDM Office in Jalandhar on Monday 25.01.08 at 11.50 am and examine the records which pertains to the rates of focal point old Jalandhar. The complainant did not follow any of the direction of the court in visiting the SDM’s office. No correspondence has been communicated to the Commission regarding this matter. Therefore, it seems that the complainant is satisfied and the case is hereby disposed of. It is also the APIO-cum-PIO is directed that in future only the rank of APIO or PIO to present in Commission and a clerk presence will not be considered proper compliance. 

  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 28.04.2008

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. 

None on behalf of the Respondent.  



In the earlier order a show cause notice was issued for penalization under Section 20 for the delay in supplying the information.



Today a letter has been received from the Tehsildar that he is Returing Officer for Anandpur Sahib in the Zila Prisad Election and has asked for a fresh date of hearing. The next date of hearing has been granted on 19.05.2008. It is also directed that the PIO/APIO should present in affidavit on the show cause notice sent in the earlier order. 
The next date of hearing is 19.05.08 at 2.30 pm. 







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 28.04.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Lakshmikant,

S/o Sh. Girdhari Lal,

Old Grain Market, Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions(S),

Chandigarh.  
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2176 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Lakshmikant, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Santokh Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.



In the earlier order dated 09.04.2008, the PIO was directed to supply the information within 7 days and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing. 



Today, a letter has been received from Deputy Director, Private Aided School, dated 17.04.2008, which submits that Manav Jyoti Model School, Sunam is in unaided private school and does not come under the preview of the RTI Act 2005 as per section 2(h)(a)(b) which states. 

2 (h)
“ public authority” means any authority or body or institution of self-government established or constituted,--



(a)
by or under the Constitution.



(b)
by any other law made by Parliament.


Therefore, the case is hereby dismissed. 









(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 28.04.2008

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ranbir Singh Chahal,

# 3006, Nanda Nagar,

Bathinda.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer(S),

Bathinda.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2330 of 2007

ORDER 

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



The complainant sent a complaint dated 11.12.2007 received in the Commission on 18.12.07 that his application dated 19.10.07 has not been attended to.  A notice of hearing was issued to both the parties to appear on 28.04.08 at 2:00 pm.  Today none has appeared from either side. 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 issued.  The next date of hearing is 19.05.2008 at 2:30 pm

 








           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 28.04.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Madhur Tayal,

Deptt. of Forensic Medicine,

Government Medical College,

Patiala (Punjab).
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Government Medical College,

Amritsar (Punjab).
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2327 of 2007

ORDER 

Present: -
Dr. Madhur Tayal, Complainant in person.



Dr. Gaurv, Assistant/PIO is present.



The complainant, Dr. Madhur Tayal, filed a complaint dated 12.12.07, received in the Commission on 19.12.07, that his original application dated 30.08.07 along with the requisite fee of Rs.100/- has not been attended to.



During the course of hearing it has come to light that another application dated 26.12.07 had also been filed to the PIO Medical College, Amritsar since the complainant had not received any response on his original application dated 30.08.2007. A lot of confusion has been created because of these two letters. The respondent has brought all the information sought by the complainant and  is presented in the court. In case of point regarding the refund of Rs. 3000/-, the decision is pending as explained in letter of Director, Research & Medical Education, Pb. vide letter dated 27.06.2007. The complainant is satisfied but wants compensation for the “loss or other detriment suffered” under section 19(8)(b).
19(8)(b) Appeal :-
In its decision, the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, has the power to Require the public authority to compensate the complainant for any “loss or other detriment suffered”


Before acceptance demand for compensation under section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act 2005 made by the complainant, respondent is given an opportunity to file an affidavit if he wants to counter the demand for compensation within 15 days. 



The case is adjourned to 11.06.2008 at 2.30 P.M. for further proceedings.     







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 28.04.2008

