STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Swinder Kaur w/o late Shri Avtar Singh

VPO Wadala, Tehsil & District Amritsar



































Complainant







Vs

.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer, (Elementary)

Amritsar.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.543  of 2006

Present: None for the parties

  ORDER


 In the last  hearing held on 1.12.2006, it was stated that information has been supplied to the complainant.  Thereafter the case was adjourned twice for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  The case is,  therefore, treated to be disposed of.             

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

The Vogue,

Apollo International Corporation,

5-FF, Nehru Shopping Complex,

Lawrence Road, 

Amritsar






















Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.153  of 2006

Present: None for the parties

  ORDER


 There is no appearance on behalf of the parties.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 27.4.2007.             

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Brij Lal s/o Shri Girdhari Lal

Mohalla Kamaspuria

Samana (Patiala)






















Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Patiala.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.707  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant

              Ms.Seema Rani, Clerk for respondent-department


  ORDER


 It is stated that the information has been supplied to the complainant and if he wanted  any further information, the same can be obtained  by him from the Market Committee, Samana to which it relates. 

             It has been clarified that the information has to be collected by the department itself and supplied to the complainant within two weeks from today.

             Adjourned to 23.4.2007 for confirmation.             

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr.Charanjit Singh Gumtala

Amritsar Vikas Manch

253, Ajit Nagar,

Amritsar-143006






















Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Director of Education Department

(Secondary Education), Punjab

Chandigarh..







…..Respondent.

      CC No.690  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant

               Mr. Vishal Sanghari, Assistant for the respondent



  ORDER


 Part of the information is stated to be supplied to the complainant.  The remaining information  be sent to him by Registered Post within a week from today. 

             Adjourned to 27.4.2007 for confirmation

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt.Sangeeta Rani w/o Sh.Talwinder Shastri

# 502, Ajit Nagar, Opp. Grewal Chowk,

Malerkotla (Sangrur)






















Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction, Punjab

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh

(ii) The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Education Officer (Secondary)

Sangrur.









…..Respondents.

      CC No.696  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant

               Shri Vishal Sanghari and Shri Kirat  Singh, Supdt. for the respondents

  ORDER


 The information asked for by the complainant should be supplied to him  by the respondent-department within 25 days and thereafter the complainant may go through the same and report his confirmation by the next date of hearing 


Adjourned to 27.4.2007

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Capt. Joginder Singh

# 1323, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh






















Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Sarpanch

Village Bhallian (Gram Panchayat)

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Ropar

      CC No.468  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

               Shri Harjinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary alongwith Shri Harjit Singh 

               & Nirmal Singh for the respondent-department


  ORDER


 Inspite of specific direction, the BDPO has not appeared though a few other persons including the Secretary Panchayat are present.  Such an attitude on the part of BDPO has caused harassment  not only to the complainant but also to the others.   The BDPO,  Smt.Ravinder Kaur is again directed to appear before this Commission  on the next date of hearing and explain why action should not be taken against her under Section 20 of the RTI Act

            Adjourned to 9.4.2007

( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Mrs. Neera Gupta

c/o Lt. Col. A.K.Gupta

151, Base Hospital,

Bashista Guwahati,

Assam






















Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/oDirector Public Instruction (SE)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh







…..Respondent.

      AC No.148  of 2006

Present: None for the complainant

               Mr. Vikash Dhawan and Mr. Vishal Sanghari, Clerk for respondent

  ORDER


 Information is stated to be ready.  It should be sent to the appellant  by Registered Post within two weeks.  The appellant may go through the same  and report if she is satisfied with the information supplied to her. 

            Adjourned to 27.4.2007 on which date the respondent-department shall produce the documentary proof  of having dispatched  the information in question to the appellant

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Jasbir Singh Saini

Shiv Colony,Barwala Road

Dera Bassi, Distt: Mohali






















Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar (Mohali)

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.701  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

               None for the respondents

  ORDER


 It seems that the papers are unnecessarily shuttling between the offices of Local Government and the Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar (Mohali).  Even though in the last order  it was clarified that  notice has to  issued  to the Deputy Commissioner yet copy of that order has  been sent to the Director Local Government and not to the D.C. Mohali. The title of the file be changed and notice  be issued to the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali for 9.4.2007 on which date the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mohali should be present  in person alongwith the required information.

              Be listed on 9.4.2007

( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Prabh Singh

Tiny Shed No.5, 

Industrial Area, Phase-1,

Backside Fire Brigade,

Mohali






















Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Additional Director,

Directorate of Industrial Commerce, Punjab

Sector 17, Cdhjandigarh

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.691  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

               Shri R.P.Sandhu, Joint Director for the respondent-department

  ORDER


 The required information except copy of the lay out plan of tiny sheds is stated to have been supplied to the complainant.  Shri Sandhu appearing for respondent-department has promised to supply  copy of the lay out plan to the complainant  within one week.  

             The case is adjourned to 9.4.2007 for confirmation.

   ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr.C.B.Arora,Lecturer in Zoology

Department of Biology,

DAV College, 

Hoshiarpur






















Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o the Principal

DAV College,Hoshiarpur

.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.705  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

              None for the respondent-college

  ORDER


 It is stated that no information  has been provided by the college so far.   It appears that the college is adopting delaying tactics in supplying of  the information.  In the last hearing dated 19.2.2007, a plea was taken that  the concerned  official was on election duty and this time nobody has come to attend the hearing. The complainant states that he has to come to attend the proceedings/hearings after taking  casual leaves and the college-authorities are not supplying him the necessary information. 

               In view of intentional delay on the part of the respondent-college, the visit of the complainant to the Commission should be treated as  official tour and all benefits  in this behalf should be extended to him.  In the meantime information should be supplied within two weeks.


The case is adjourned to 23.4.2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Gurdial Singh,

Finance Secretary, Pensioners,

Information Center  Management Committee

Pensioners Bhawan, Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana






















Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Director of Empoyment, Punjab

SCO No. 46/2, Sector 17-E,

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent.

      CC No.375  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

               Shri Prem Singh, Under Secretary, PIO alongwith Shri Harbans Sharma      
     Employment Officer and Shri Harjit Singh, Sr.Assistant for respondent

                Department.

  ORDER

The complainant states that the information asked for  has not been supplied to him whereas the plea taken by the representatives appearing on behalf of the respondent is that the required information has been sent to him by post  on 12th of  March, 2007.  No documentary proof  in this regard has been produced before us.  

By our order dated 22.12.2006, it was directed that copies of the relevant files  pending  either in the Civil Secretariat or in the courts be collected and supplied to the complainant within 20 days from the date of  issue of the order.  However,  this was not done.  Again on 9.2.2007 adjournment was sought on the ground of marriage of the daughter of the PIO.   Today,   the plea taken by the  representatives appearing for  the department is that the  information was dispatched on 12.3.2007 whereas the complainant has reported that he has not received   the same till today.  The RTI Act clearly lays down that  if the asked for information is delayed for more than 30 days, no fee is to be charged from the complainant for supply of copies of documents asked for by him.  Even if it is taken into account from 22.12.2006, the information has been delayed for more than two months.  As such there is no reason for the department to ask the complainant to pay fee for supply of copies of the documents. He should, therefore, be supplied copy of information free of cost.  

                                                              -2

Despite the orders of this Commission, the required information has not been supplied within the prescribed time.  The aforesaid representatives appearing for the respondents are taking shifting steps to justify the delay in supply of the information and have  even  tried to mislead the Commission by linking the present case with   other Case No. CC-46/2007 which is pending before another Bench.  It clearly shows that the department is not taking the provisions of the RTI Act in the right spirit.

  Under these circumstances we have no option but to impose fine on the PIO/respondent-department under Section 20 of the RTI Act..  We, thus, impose fine @ Rs.250/- per day for the period from 22.12.2006 till 9.2.2007 on S/Shri Prem Singh, Under Secretary, PIO, Harbans Sharma, Employment Officer and Harjit Singh, Sr. Assistant which should  be paid by them equally  from their own pockets.

  Further, the complainant deserves to be compensated for the harassment and delay in supplying of the information. He is stated to be coming from Ludhiana to attend the hearings and till today he has attended five hearings.  It is ordered  that he be paid Rs.500/- for attending hearing before this Commission for five times and a further sum of Rs. 500/- towards his diet charges @ Rs. 100/- per day.  This amount shall  also be borne by  the  respondent-department. The  amount of fine shall be calculated  and deposited by Shri Prem Singh, Under Secretary, PIO in the Punjab Treasury.

As regards the allegation of the complainant that there are various lacunas and contradictions in the copies of information supplied to him, it has been clarified to him that for such matters he may approach appropriate forum of law. 

The case stands disposed of with the above observations/orders.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Col. Prem Singh Grewal (Retd.)

104 (Prem Kunj), New Officers’ Colony,

Stadium Road,

Patiala























Complainant







Vs
.Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,Muncipal Corporation,

Patiala.







…..Respondent.

 CC No.581  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

               Shri Ashok Vij, APIO, Municipal Corporation,Patiala

  ORDER

In spite of specific order passed by this Commission and also assurances given by the APIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-corporation, the information has not been supplied. It appears that the Municipal Corporation is adopting dilatory tactics in providing the information.  This tantamount  to violation of the provisions of RTI Act. The plea taken by the APIO Shri Vij. that inquiry has been initiated against the Inspector and action is being taken against him for the omissions on his part,  is not tenable and  appears  to be an excuse  just for delaying the information. Such an attitude on the part of the respondent-corporation is not appreciated.  The complainant who is a senior citizen of about 80 years of age is being harassed by making him to visit this Commission time and again.  We find it a fit case where fine should be imposed on the PIO and APIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act.  However, as a matter of indulgence, still another opportunity is given to supply the information within 15 days from today.

The complainant is stated to be traveling  from Patiala to Chandigarh by his own car alongwith an Assistant to attend the hearings and, till today,  has visited this Commission  four times.  We are of the view that he should be compensated  for the harassment  caused to him on the part of the respondent-corporation.  It is, therefore, ordered that the Municipal Corporation, Patiala  should pay him  traveling charges  for his  four visits  @ Rs 500/- per visit .

The case is adjourned to 16.4.2007 on which date the PIO of  Municipal Corporation, Patiala as well as  Shri Vij, APIO shall be present to explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the RTI Act.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Col. Prem Singh Grewal (Retd.)

104 (Prem Kunj), New Officers’ Colony,

Stadium Road,

Patiala






















Complainant







Vs
.The .Public Inforamtion Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,Muncipal Corporation,

Patiala.



















…..Respondent.

      CC No.827  of 2006

Present: Complainant in person

               Mr. Ashok Viz, API for Municipal Corporation, Patiala

  ORDER


Heard.  


Information asked for by the complainant is stated to have been supplied to him today. The complainant who may go through the same and give his confirmation  whether  he is satisfied with the same.


Adjourned to 16.4.2007 for confirmation.

            ( P.P.S. Gill)



            ( R. K. Gupta)
State Information Commissioner


State Information Commissioner

March 16, 2007.

