STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shmt. Pushpa Rani





....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/D.E.O. Moga






.....Respondent.

AC No-102-2007: 

Present:
None for the appellant.



Shri Bharat Bhushan, Legal Advisor, office of D.E.O. Moga.



(Shri Charanjit Singh, APIO with him.)

Order:


The Distt. Education Officer, Moga has filed a reply today.  A copy of the reply supplied to the Court should be sent to the applicant also. It is noted that the P.I.O .has not appeared in the Court neither he has filed any explanation although show cause notice has been issued under Section 20(1) of the R.T.I. Act, on the last date of hearing. He is given one more opportunity to submit his explanation and to make a personal appearance on the next date of hearing otherwise it presumed that he has nothing to say and proceedings will be taken ex parte against him.


Adjourned to July 25, 2007 for consideration of the reply dated 5-6-2007 and for submission of reply of the P.I.O. to show cause notice. 




SD:






SD:
  
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-B’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Paramjit Singh





....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/Education Deptt. Punjab




.....Respondent.

CC No-448-2006: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the P.I.O.-Deptt. of Education Punjab.

Order:


On the last date of hearing, it was directed that Shri Paramjit Singh                should be given the information by January 25, 2007.  On the next date i.e.                     March 07, 2007, none appeared. A fresh notice sent for May 2, 2007 but on that date, no hearing took place. However, letter dated March 08, 2007  was received from the complainant stating that the Director, Punjab School Education Board had informed him telephonically  that he should go to Chandigarh on January 25, 2007 and collect  the required information without payment of fee. He also confirms in the said letter that he received the information on February 23, 2007. Since the information has been supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of.




SD:





SD:
  
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-R
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Baldev Singh






....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/D.E.O.(Elementary) Ferozepur




.....Respondent.

CC No-497-2006: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Kanwaldeep Singh, without letter of authority from the 



PIO.

Order:


The complainant- Shri Baldev Singh, vide his complaint dated September 08, 2006 received in this Commission on September 15, 2006 had asked for certain information/documents from the P.I.O. office of Distt. Education Officer, Ferozepur as under:

1) Whether the complaint of the complainant is supported by an affidavit. If yes, copy of the affidavit of the complainant and attested copies of the statements.

2) Whether the Inquiry Officer submitted the Inquiry Report on the basis of statement and documents in support of proof of the statements of witnesses. Or whether the Inquiry Officer prepared Inquiry report on his own presumptions and conjectures.


2.
The complaint was referred by the Commission to the P.I.O. on September 19, 2006 for his comments within 15 days for the consideration of the Commission, but the reply which was received was incomplete with respect to Point-1 and was also not attested. 
3.
Shri Ranjit Kumar Sharma, appearing on behalf of   D.E.O. Ferozepur, that the remaining information will be supplied to the complainant Baldev Singh well before the next date of hearing, which was December 20, 2006. On the next date of hearing i.e. January 31, 2007 it was postponed to March 21, 2007 at the request of the Distt. Education officer, Ferozepur due to Elections of Vidhan Sabha and an adjournment was allowed till March 31, 2007. Letter dated December 29, 2006 was received from Shri 
CC No-497-2006: 
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Baldev Singh complainant and it was ordered to be sent to the P.I.O. for further action. On April 11, 2007 Shri Sikandar Lal, Clerk appeared on behalf of the P.I.O. who stated that no copy of the letter dated December 29l, 2006 had been received. However, a copy was given to Shri Sikandar Lal under receipt. In the last order dated April 18, 2007 instructions had been given as under:


“ - - - The P.I.O. is directed to deliver the said papers to the 
complainant 
and file proof of compliance in Court on the next date of hearing on                
May 02, 2007-- - -“

3.
Today, in spite of repeated instructions, still no one of the rank of P.I.O./A.P.I.O. has appeared and a dealing Clerk Shri Kamaldeep appeared with the letter stating that the information has been sent to Shri Baldev Singh complainant. Still there is no receipt from the applicant of the dispatched   Regd. Letter. Neither it has been received nor any authorized official appeared in Court.

4.
The P.I.O. is hereby directed to supply the information as per application dated August 04, 2006 of the applicant immediately and without any further delay/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 copy of the information supplied for record of the Court..

5.
`We have carefully considered the facts on record as well as the explanation of the P.I.O. After taking into account all circumstances, we are of the view that the P.I.O has without any reasonable cause not furnished information within the time specified in Sub-Section (1) of Section 7 despite the directions by the Commission to do so.

6.
The Commission also hereby issues notice to the P.I.O. to show cause/to submit written reply/ as too 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 R.T.I Act, 2005.

CC No-497-2006: 
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7.
In addition to the written reply, the P.I.O. is also hereby 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. 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.
8.
The P.I.O. should also note that in case the information is not supplied to the applicant as directed above, the Commission shall be constrained, in addition, to recommend disciplinary action against him under service rules to the Competent Authority as provided under Section 20(2) of the R.T.I. Act, 2005.

9
.
Adjourned to July 18, 2007 for supply of information/submission of reply by the P.I.O. to the show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the R.T.I. Act .


               Sd/-                                                                                                    Sd/-
             (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


          


 (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
                   State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-R’

STAE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Rajbir Sharma





....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/Punjabi University, Patiala



.....Respondent.

CC No-759-2006: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate for the P.I.O. Punjabi University.


Order:


The complainant vide her complaint dated 18-11-2006 filed in the Commission  submitted that her application dated September 19, 2006 along with prescribed fee under the R.T.I. Act, 2005, sent through Regd. Post, wherein information had been asked from the P.I.O. office of Registrar, Punjabi University, had not been attended to.
2.
A copy of the complaint was sent by the Commission on November 22, 2006 to the P.I.O. Office of Registered, Punjabi University, Patiala for his response within                           15 days, but no reply was received. Thereafter, a date of hearing was fixed for                         March 13, 2007
3.
Today, Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate stated that the University has not received the complaint along with its enclosure, though it was sent by the Commission as  far back as November 22, 2006, by Regd. Post. However, on the request of the Advocate, copy of the complaint along with its enclosures was handed over to him, in Court.

4.
Shri Vikrant Sharma also stated that all information has been given to the complaint and an amount of Rs.1530/- due to her as per University Rules                             (she had asked for 1700/-), has already been refunded to her vide Bank Draft for Rs.1530/- sent on March 22, 2007. Regarding the delay, Shri Vikrant Sharma, asserts since there are three Public Relations Officers in the University,  a special cell has been constituted in the University where all letters pertaining to the R.T.I. Act will be processed, so that no delay occurs in future.

Considering the facts of the case, the case is disposed of.



SD:







SD:

    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-R-B


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Shamsher Singh Gharuan




....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/ Financial Commissioner (Forests)



.....Respondent.

CC No-001-2006: 

Present:


Order:



Same order as in CC-089 of 2007




SD:






SD:
  
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-B’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Shamsher Singh Gharuan




....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/ Financial Commissioner (Forests)



.....Respondent.

CC No- 089 -2006: 

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Shri Amitabh Misra P.I.O.-cum Divisional Forest Officer, Ropar
Order:

The Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO, Ropar has brought with him record running into approximately 1000 pages which were ordered to be supplied free of cost under Section 7(6) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. We have seen the information brought and direct that the covering letter should also contain an Index/catalogue and the material should be duly paged and information should be given point-wise.                                 The P.I.O. has also been told that the blanket reply, that no information is available in respect of para 3(iii) of the application from the year 1900 till date since Ropar District was part of Ambala District which is now in Haryana is not acceptable. The information should be unearthed from wherever it is available and the information should be provided. 
2. The Divisional Forest Officer states that Shri Shamsher Singh Gharuan has been addressed a letter to come and received the information which is ready, but the letter has been received undelivered. Today on our directions, The Divisional Forest Officer rang up the complainant on his mobile phone which was detailed in the application and has left a message with one Shri Mandeep, available on the other side, to tell                              Shri Shamsher Singh Gharuan the next date of hearing i.e. June 27, 2007 and he should collect information through Court on that date.


A copy of this order should be placed on the two other related complaints                  CC-001-2007 and CC-121-2007, also


Adjourned to June 27, 2007.



SD:








SD:
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


         


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       
        State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007. Opk-B’



    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri
Bachan Singh





....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/ Baba Farid University





.....Respondent.

CC No-061-2006: 

Present:
Shri Bachan Singh Advocate, complainant in person.



Shri J.S. Jaidka, Advocate, for Municipal Council Sirhind 



Mandi

Order:


Shri Bachan Singh Mundra Advocate, vide his complaint dated 13-12-2006 made to the State Information Commission  submitted that his application dated 27-7-2006 made to the Vice Chancellor, Baba Farid University of Health Sciences, Faridkot has not been attended to properly as the P.I.O. has stated that the required document is not available in the University record. This position has been reiterated two times by the P.I.O. A copy of the complaint along with annexures was sent to the P.I.O. office of Registrar Baba Farid University of Health Sciences, Faridkot for response within 15 days for consideration of the Commission. In response, the P.I.O. stated that the applicant was informed vide letter dated 20-10-2006 that the alleged letter was not available in the record of the University. In reply to a fresh letter dated 13-11-2006 from the applicant, he was informed once again vide letter dated 2-2-2007 that no such record was available in the record of the University.


Further, 


“That as no such letter is available in the record of this University, the same can be supplied to the applicant. It is very strange that the applicant wants to get a copy of letter which has not been officially received in this University and which is not available in the record of this University. If any such letter is in the knowledge of the applicant or if he knows the dispatch or receipt numbers, or date, he may please be asked to supply it to the University, so that appropriate action be initiated against the erring official responsible for concealing information.

CC No-061-2006: 
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1) The original application dated July 27, 2006 has been seen. In Para (3) (ii) thereof it is mentioned “the period of which the information relates is   19-6-2006 or near about this date.  Further, it is stated “copy of the (alleged circular letter written by Shri Pyare Lal  Garg  to all members and or any member of B.O.M” On the other side is written :circumstantial evidence” However, vide his letter dated January 27, 2007, he has further clarified in which he has stated as under:
2) “That since the contents of the letter dated 13-11-2006 of the Complainant have not been denied, the stand of the PIO may therefore, be accepted as admission that the letter, copy of which is sought for, was issued to the Members of the Board.
3) That the complainant again reiterates that the Respondent PIO is not denying the issue of letter and he may be directed to supply a copy of the same after checking up the dispatch records/register of the University.

4) That Dr. Pyare Lal Garg, who had to quit the Registrar’s post after High Court orders on W.P. challenging his appointment being illegal, is still an employee of the University, as Coordinator/Liaison officer of the University. He may be directed to file a statement on Oath that he never signed the letter for issue to the Members of Board, copy of which is being requested under RTI.”
3.
Although, we find that the reply of the University is very clear and explicit that no such letter has official been issued, but since Shri P.L. Garg,  is, according to the complaint, still on the roll of the University, the PIO is hereby given one more opportunity to make inquiries from him and from other members of the Board and to find out whether any such circular dated 19-06-2006  or near about this date was issued by him to all Members of the Board of Management.


Adjourned to July 18, 2007.

                    Sd/-                                                                            Sd/-

  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


                      (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-B’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Shri Kuldeep Singh





....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/D.E.O.(Elementary) Ropar




.....Respondent.

CC No-065-2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Sowarn Singh, APIO, Dy. D.E.O., Ropar.



Shri Gulzar Singh, Clerk o/o Deputy D.E.O. (Elementary),



Ropar.

Order:


Shri Sowarn Singh, A.P.I.O.(Elementary) Ropar seeks an adjournment.


Allowed.


Adjourned to July 11, 2007.


Sd/-







Sd/-
  
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-B’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswinder Singh





....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/D.E.O., Sangrur






.....Respondent.

CC No-069-2006: 

Present:
Shri Jaswinder Singh, complainant in person.



Mrs. Sowarnjit Kaur, APIO-cum-Dy. D.E.O. Sangrur.



(Shri Birinder Kumar dealing Assistant with her.)

Order:


Shri Jaswinder Singh has stated that he has received copy of the complaint and attested copy of the same complaint dated 8-12-2006 has been got supplied to him through Court today also. It is anonymous and pseudonymous complaint. With this, the information asked for has been satisfactorily received by him. Shri Jaswinder Singh was making a point that the D.E.O. who is his own paternal uncle (Chacha) and with whom he has got family strife is troubling him and harassing him with such anonymous complaints. It was explained to him that it was not within the scope of the Commission to redress his perceived grievance for which he should approach the Competent Authority with the information that he has received.  However, the Attendance Register has not been produced in Court today. The applicant states that while giving the information, the Head-Notes depicting the year has been deliberately covered with a pin which is clearly visible on the papers. The Attendance Register should be produced in Court and the information given to him through Court on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to July 18, 2007.

Sd/-
      Sd/-
  
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-B’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ravinder Goel





....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/Secretary, High Education Punjab



.....Respondent.

CC No-076-2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Jagdish Singh, APIO-cum- Supdt.Education-1,



Education Deptt. Punjab.

Order:


Shri Ravinder Goel submitted his application dated December 28, 2006 to the Commission under the R.T.I. Act, complaining therein that his application dated                   August 14, 2006 made to the P.I.O. office of Higher Education Punjab  with due payment of Rs.10/- had not been properly  to.  In his complaint, the complainant has said that the Respondents had given the reply vide letter dated September 30, 2006 where the information supplied was incomplete/vague and was not to the point.                       The complainant again moved the application dated November 13, 2006                              with a Bank Draft of Rs.100/- which was received by the Respondent-department on November 15, 2006, but still failed to supply the correct information.

Today, Shri Jagdish Singh appearing for the department has stated that the information asked for by the complainant has been sent to him, but he does not carry any authentic proof of having sent the information to the complainant.. The Commission directs the A.P.I.O. to send the same set of papers once again to the complainant and bring another copy of the set of information with a forwarding letter for the record of the information on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to July 18, 2007




SD:






SD:
  
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-R’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Mrs. Seema Rani





....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/D.C. Fatehgarh






.....Respondent.

CC No-313-2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the P.I.O.-Respondent.

Order:



The complainant is hereby directed to file Below Poverty Line Certificate on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to June 27, 20067.

SD:      






SD:
  
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-B’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ajaib Singh






....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/ O/o Rural Development, Punjab



.....Respondent.

CC No-819-2006: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Smt. Shamsheran Devi, Superintendent O/o Rural 





Development Punjab, authorized by P.I.O. office of Directorate 
 


of Rural Dev. & Panchayats.

Order:


Smt. Shamsheran Devi appearing for the Department-Respondent has no idea of the case and is completely unprepared.  The letter dated May 03, 2007 written by the P.I.O o/o D.D.&P.O. Amritsar to Shri Ajaib Singh-complainant has given the latest position with respect to physical removal of encroachments in his village. However, this is not the subject of the present application under the R.T.I. Act. The present application is dated September 22, 2006 and the requirement, as stated by him, is as follows:-

“The Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, deciding CWP 6112 of 2004 had directed the State of Punjab through Secretary, Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab to “pass an appropriate speaking order on the aforesaid legal notice within a period of one month from the date a certified copy of this order is brought to their notice”. A photyocopy of the above Court order dated 9 April 2004 along with photocopy of DP 1758 sent to you on 22 April 2004 by Asstt. Registrar (Writs) is enclosed.


Being a petitioner’ in the writ, I request that the action taken on the above direction of the Hon’ble High Court along with the information and report including copies of note file and current file relating to this matter may kindly be sent to me within the prescribed period of 30 days.



xx


xx


xx





xx


xx

“


CC No-819-2006: 
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2. The information should be given strictly in terms of the information asked for.           The Department is hereby warned not to send any official who is not thoroughly conversant with the facts of the case and who is not carrying the full record of the case. In future, no officer below the rank of Assistant Public Information Officer should be deputed to attend the Court. Serious notice will be taken of wasting time of the Court.
3. In the previous order dated March20, 2007, the same directions were given to Shri Ramesh Kumari appearing  today. The same mistakes have been repeated making mockery of the Act. It is ordered that on the next date of hearing the person concerned should be aware of the facts of the case .



Adjourned to July 25, 2007.

SD:








SD:
  
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


         

  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
                   State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-R’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri






....Complainant







Vs.
PIO/






.....Respondent.

AC No--2006: 

Present:


Order:

  
    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)


           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
       State Information Commissioner

June 06, 2007.

Opk-B’

