STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

General Secretary, Punjab and Haryana,

Babe Ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53,

Chandigarh







       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’

Ludhiana.






                   …Respondent

CC- 3797/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide request No. 012/10 dated 11.10.2010, complainant sought the following information from the respondent: 
“1.
How many ‘Safai Karamcharis’ are deployed I Ward No. 62 and 63?   Provide names, addresses and duty timings of each.

2.
Sanitary Officer / Chief Sanitary Officer of the Municipal Corporation has issued office order that in every street of each colony, the ‘Safai Karancgaris’ shall sweep once every three days or on the alternate days.   When shall the heaps of debris are to be removed?  When are heaps of rubbish on roadside lifted?

3.
In labour quarters, they are throwing the wastes in the street in open which can cause diseases especially Dengue.  Why no strict action against them is taken and why are they not they challaned?  Please provide the name of the Chief Sanitary Officer.

4.
Please provide written information about the total ‘Safai Adhikaris’ and ‘Safai Karamcharis’ and their in charge.  What are the duties assigned to them?”



When no response was received even despite a reminder dated 29.11.2010, the instant complaint dated 09.12.2010 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 16.12.2010)


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication has been received from either of them.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



For further proceedings, to come up on 28.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

General Secretary, Punjab and Haryana,

Babe Ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53,

Chandigarh







        …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’

Ludhiana.






                    …Respondent

CC- 3799/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties. 


Vide request No. 100/10 dated 12.11.2010, complainant sought the following information from the respondent: 

“1.
The agencies who cut / dug the roads in the area in this part of the Corporation.   When was it done?

2.
What was the amount deposited by these agencies at the time of getting the contract?  When was such amount deposited?

3.
Supply site plans showing the roads where these agencies did the digging work.

4.
Did the digging take place only where these were originally planned or were there any changes in the locations?

5.
Where has the amount deposited by these agencies been spent?   Please provide details of this expenditure.   How much amount was approved for expenditure?  Complete details.

6.
How much amount was deposited with the department for getting the job of digging roads in various streets for laying the sewerage line?  Why have these roads not been re-carpeted?” 



When no response was received, the instant complaint dated 18.12.2010 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 16.12.2010)



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication has been received from either of them.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



For further proceedings, to come up on 28.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

General Secretary, Punjab and Haryana,

Babe Ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53,

Chandigarh







        …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’

Ludhiana.






                    …Respondent

CC- 3803/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide request 093/10 dated 25.10.2010, complainant sought the following information from the respondent: 

“1.
When will construction of roads be completed?  Earlier it was stated that due to rainy season, it was not being done.  Now the winter has set in.  In winters, charcoal is not used for the roads.  Please provide the time limit when the construction work on the roads will be completed.

2.
What is the amount of contract for over locking the road at Partap Chowk?  Dimensions of the road work to be undertaken.  Is the width of the road reduced to leave vacant space on both sides of the road for the traders / merchants? 

3.
Up to what point the road is being built after Partap Chowk, up to the MC Office via Patiala Hospital?   Attested copies of the work tenders for the said job.
4.
How much amount on daily and monthly basis is spent on road patch repairs?  Budget for the workers and the material.”



When no response was received, the instant complaint dated 16.12.2010 has been filed with the Commission.
 



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication has been received from either of them.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 28.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajinder Singh

s/o Sh. Piara Singh,

Village Dhandiala,

P.O. Tanda,

Distt. Hoshiarpur
 





       … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Hoshiarpur. 







        …Respondent

CC- 3866/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Ram Jit, Supdt. (01882-222410)



Vide application dated 13.10.2010, complainant had sought the following information: -
“1.
Copies of all the documents on the basis of which Sh. Ashok Kumar Rajput was recruited vide Order no. 7165/718 dated 11.07.2007 Bett.3/2007, 3/766-85.

2.
Copies of the documents relating to Sh. Ashok being a handicapped person. 

3.
Copy of rules pertaining to quota of handicapped persons in recruitment. 

4.
Attested copies of all the documents pertaining to Sh. Ashok Kumar Rajput.”



Complainant also submitted that he sent two reminders on 18.11.2010 and 03.12.2010 respectively but to no avail.   When no response was received and no information was provided, the present complaint with the Commission has been filed on 22.12.2010.



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  However, a letter dated 25.01.2011 has been received from the Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Hoshiarpur which reads: -

“With reference to the notice received, it is submitted that original application of the complainant seeking information was received in this office on 15.10.2010.  As requested by the complaint, the report of the enquiry conducted by the undersigned on 07.04.2010 has been sent direct to the complainant   vide this office letter no. 4742 dated 23.12.2010.  Photocopy of the postal receipt is also enclosed herewith.”
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-:2:-



 It is noted that though the present complaint is filed by one Sh. Rajinder Singh, the letter from the respondent suggests the name of the complainant as ‘Smt. Balwinder Pal Kaur’.  It is also observed that the information sought by the complainant is different from what the respondent has mentioned in his communication.   Respondent feigns ignorance.


Both the complainant and the respondent are directed to inform the Commission about the specific information sought / provided and also the correct name of the applicant / complainant.



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lakhvir Singh

s/o Sh. Surinder Pal Singh,

Main Bus Stand,

Bhairupa-151106 

Distt. Bathinda

 




       … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Canal Region Officer,

Canal Region,
Office of Executive Engineer,

Bathinda Canal Division,
Bathinda (Pb) 






         …Respondent

CC- 3870/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties. 


On 21.09.2010, complainant sought the following information: -
“Certified copy of order dated 12.06.2010 of Sh. Jagveer Singh against the application of Sh. Jeet Singh s/o Gurdev Singh r/o Bhairupa Mogha (Outlet) No. 1530/TF and list report of side also other documents attached with this application and action taken by the said department.”



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 30.11.2010 (received in the office on 22.12.2010) when no information was provided. 



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication has been received from either of them.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

 
Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
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After the hearing was over, Sh. Rupinder Garg, advocate (98761-01257) came present on behalf of the complainant Sh. Lakhvir Singh; and Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Patwari (97790-44322) appeared on behalf of the respondent.  A letter dated 31.01.2011 has been submitted by the respondent which reads: -

“On the above subject, it is brought to your kind notice that this office has not been received the application submitted by the complainant.  It happened as the applicant has not quoted the correct address of this office, which is as under please:   






Executive Engineer,

Bathinda Canal Division,
Bathinda (Pb)

Now on receipt of notice from your good office, the case has been examined and found that it is case of dismantled water course, which is quasi-judicial and is being dealt under Canal Act.    At present, this case is under process in the court of undersigned.  Next date of hearing has already been fixed for 02.02.2011.   It is prayed that the applicant may please be directed to submit fresh application to this office so that required information be provided to him. 

Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Canal Patwari is authorized to attend your good office on 02.02.2011 to give the required information on behalf of the undersigned.”



It is observed that the representative of the respondent is not aware of the provisions of the RTI Act 2005 nor does he know about the information sought.   



In the next hearing, PIO office of the Executive Engineer, Bathinda Canal Division, Bathinda shall appear in person to explain the matter.



Complete and proper information should also be provided to the complainant within a fortnight.



As already noted above, the case shall now be taken up on 03.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94648-29443)

Sh. Sewak Singh

s/o Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

Rose Avenue,

Backside Mohindra Palace,

Channuwala Bye Pass,

Bagha Purana – 142038 (Distt. Moga)



   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (S.E.)

Punjab, Chandigarh






    …Respondent

CC- 3767/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sewak Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Yash Pal Manvi, ADSA-I (94635-86655)



Complainant sought the following information from the respondent, vide request dated 20.10.2010: -

“According to enclosed seniority list of 74 lecturers (Males); Please send me the information – the photocopies of M.A. (Punjabi) pass detail marks and present addresses and contact Nos.”



When no response was received, the instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 14.12.2010.



The gist of the information has been discussed by the complainant with the respondent.  It seems that a page attached to the original application is missing in the documents provided.    The same has now been handed over to the respondent in the court. 



Sh. Manvi assures the court that he will provide the requisite information to the complainant within a month as the same is to be collected from various other districts in the State and is likely to take some time.  


Directions are given to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a month.



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sandeep Marwaha

s/o Sh. Yash Pal Marwaha,

457, Sangat Road,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana




    


   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh





   …Respondent

CC- 3758/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Brar (98150-67979)



Complainant vide request dated 28.09.2010, sought the following information from the respondent office: -

“1.
Date of appointment of Motor Vehicle Inspector Sh. Rakesh Gupta, with the office of STC, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
Minimum qualifications required for the post of a Motor Vehicle Inspector.

3.
Photocopy(s) of the certificates of the following in regard to MVI Ludhiana Sh. Rakesh Gupta: -


(i)
Educational qualifications;


(ii)
Technical qualifications;


(iii)
Working Experience;


(iv)
Driving License.”



When no response was received, the instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 07.12.2010 (received in the office on 14.12.2010).



Respondent present states that complete information has been provided to the complainant vide registered letter on 04.01.2011.



I have gone through each point in the information provided by the respondent and am of the view that all information as per original application has been provided. 



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received.  It seems he is satisfied.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.  











Contd…2/-

-:2:-

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh Sandhu

Advocate,

329, New District Courts,

Jalandhar 







      …..Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o The Managing Director,


Punjab Health Systems Corporation,


Phase VI, Mohali. 





     …..Respondents
CC- 3508/10

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Kumar, and Sh. Supinder Singh (80542-99799)



In the earlier hearing dated 23.12.2010, it was recorded: -

“Respondent submits that the original application for information was submitted to the PIO, Ministry of Health, Punjab which is not the relevant address.  Because of faulty address, this letter was never communicated to the office of Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.   Sh. Rajinder Kumar also states that they have come to know the facts only on receipt of notice of hearing from the Commission.  He further stated that the application has been sent to the concerned branch who is to procure information from different Civil Surgeons in the State and compile it.  As soon as the relevant information is received, the same will be transmitted to the complainant without any delay.”



Respondent present states that the notice of hearing was submitted to the SP Branch who have further communicated to the respondent that this information is to be provided by the office of the Managing Director, Punjab Health Systems Corporation, Phase VI, SAS Nagar (Mohali).



I have talked to the complainant who could not be present today.  He informed that no information has been received.  



Seeing the circumstances, PIO, office of the Managing Director, Punjab Health Systems Corporation, Phase VI, SAS Nagar (Mohali) is impleaded
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as a respondent in the instant case.



In the next hearing, PIO office of the Managing Director, Punjab Health Systems Corporation, Phase VI, SAS Nagar (Mohali) shall appear in person.



Complete and relevant information should also be provided to the complainant within a week’s time. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasdev Singh 

H. No. 255, Gali No. 3,

Ward No. 23,

Khukhrain Colony,

Khalsa School Road,

Ludhiana







      …..Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer.


O/o The District Transport Officer,


Ferozepur.






     …..Respondents
CC- 3498/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasdev Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Tarlochan Singh Sahota, ADTO (97797-18070)



In the earlier hearing dated 23.12.2010, it was recorded: 

“Respondent present submits a letter dated 13.12.2010 addressed to the complainant by registered post…….

Complainant to inform the Commission if he has any objections to the information provided vide above referred letter of the DTO Ludhiana.   As has been clarified by the ADTO Ludhiana, the remaining information is to be obtained from DTO Ferozepur.”



The matter was discussed by the parties.  Respondent present states that dues of the complainant are to be settled by the office of DTO Ferozepur since this was his last place of posting.  The complainant states that he is being harassed as he has already been to Ferozepur a number of times. 



Seeing the circumstances, PIO, office of DTO Ferozepur is impleaded as a respondent in this case.



In the next hearing, PIO, office of DTO Ferozepur shall appear in person. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(99156-78806)

Sh. Pradeep Kumar

s/o Sh. Tilak Raj,

169/563, New Golden Avenue,

B/S Mall Mandi,

Amritsar 








…..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar 






     …..Respondents

AC- 1020/10
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Pardeep Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Dr. Charanjit Singh, APIO (98154-76763)



A letter dated 22.02.2010 has been submitted by the respondent which is addressed to the appellant, and reads as under: 

“Ref. your application under diary no. SPK.9, it is informed that the matter regarding your ACP has been disposed of in terms of the order of the competent authority and copies of the same have already been sent to you which contains the details about your ACP case.”



I have gone through each point with Dr. Charanjit Singh and am of the view that complete information as per original application stands provided to the appellant. 



The appellant rues that there has been considerable delay and he has suffered a lot while coming to attend the hearings of the case and hence penalty be imposed on the PIO in addition to awarding suitable compensation.



Therefore, PIO – Dr. Harjit Singh Kochhar (now D.H.O.) office of Asstt. Civil Surgeon, Amritsar  is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



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
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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. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Pradeep Kumar

s/o Sh. Tilak Raj,

169/563, New Golden Avenue,

B/S Mall Mandi,

Amritsar 







           …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar 






     …..Respondents

AC- 1021/10
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Pardeep Kumar in person.



For the respondent: Dr. Charanjit Singh, APIO (98154-76763)



All information has been provided except the rules governing the functions of the staff nurses and other Class IV employees.



In response to the query of the appellant whether a pharmacist can be held responsible in a medico-legal case, the respondent replies in affirmative.  Respondent also states that this reply is co-related with the answer provided before.  



As regards the point no. 6, the appellant is confused between the receipt and acknowledgement provided while tendering an application in form ‘A’ along with a postal order of Rs. 10/-.  Appellant states that the office of Civil Surgeon, Amritsar is not accepting cash towards RTI information fee and is insisting on the IPO.   It is clarified that the amount of Rs. 10/- can be tendered in any form, as provided in Rule 4 of the Punjab Right To Information Rules, 2007, which reads as under: -


“4.
Deposit of fee: - (Section 6)

1. The fee may be paid in the following modes, namely:- 

a. by Crossed Bank Draft/Banker’s Cheque/IPO or in cash in favour of concerned Drawing and Disbursing Officer from where the information is to be obtained; or 

b. in cash with the concerned Drawing and Disbursing Officer ; or 

2. Through Treasury Challan ………..”

Contd…..2/-
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A copy of this order be sent to the Secretary Health, Punjab to look into the matter and advise the office of respondent suitably regarding handling the RTI matters.  Thus all information stands provided except the rules governing the functions of the staff nurses and other Class IV employees which the respondent assures the court will be provided in the near future; and the appellant is agreeable.



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.  
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Secretary Health, Punjab,


Chandigarh. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(090416-40108)

Smt. Sunita Devi 

W/o Sh. Suresh Kumar,

Village- Daroslaam (Jamalpur)

P.O.- Sarna Station,

Tehsil- Pathankot,

District- Gurdaspur, Pb. 





      …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Child Development Project Officer (CDPO)
Pathankot







       …..Respondent

CC- 3056/10

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 23.12.2010, it was recorded: 
“Today neither the complainant nor is the respondent present and no communication has been received from either of the two.

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant.  Ms. Sunita Devi to inform the Commission if she has any objections to the information when provided.”



Today again, none is present on behalf of the parties.  No communication has been received either.



One final opportunity is provided to the parties to come present and inform the Commission of the latest developments in the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 07.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.   


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94170-03175)

Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayudhya Parkash Jain,

818, Gaushala Road,

Ludhiana







      …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana







       …..Respondent

CC- 3252/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Tarlochan Singh Sahota, ADTO (97797-18070)



In the earlier hearing dated 23.12.2010, it was recorded: -

“Complainant stated that information on point no. 2 and 3 is incomplete and hence, complete information be provided. 

Therefore, directions are given to the DTO Ludhiana that the pending information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, ADTO Sh. Sahota submits a letter dated 31.12.2010 addressed to the complainant, which reads:  

“1.
Para No. 2 – In all four inspections of the New India Driving Training School, Ludhiana were carried out by this office since the inception of this Driving Training School. 

2.
Para No. 3- Although the Xerox copies of the required documents such as Registration Certificates, insurance, pollution check certificates and fitness etc. in respect of the vehicles owned and possessed by the said Driving Training School and as supplied by them stand already supplied to you, yet the same are once again enclosed herewith.” 



It is noted that the reply as given in Para (1) above is totally vague and no dates for the inspections have been specified.  It is also found that the reply given in Para (2) above is also misleading as the complainant states that only copies of the Registration Certificate and copies of the driving licenses of the
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drivers of the vehicles have been given and no other document as asserted has been provided.   


I talked to the DTO Ludhiana Sh. Ashwani Kumar who assured the court that the deficiencies shall be removed at the earliest.



If complete information is not provided within two weeks’ time, the process for disciplinary proceedings against the PIO shall be initiated.



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bhagwan Singh Talwar,

R/o Talwar Cottage,

A-2/24, Krishan Nagar,

East Delhi – 110051






…..Appellant







Vs
1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Land Records, Punjab,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.

2. Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Land Records, Punjab,

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar. 



     …..Respondents

AC- 904/2010

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Supdt. (98556-29187)



In the earlier hearing dated 23.12.2010, it was recorded: 

“Appellant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  However, the respondent present states that position of providing the information remains unchanged.   He further suggested that if Sh. Talwar visits their office with an Urdu knowing person, he would be allowed to examine the relevant records and upon request, copies of necessary documents shall be provided.”



Today again, appellant is not present.  No communication has been received from him.   Respondent present submits a letter dated 01.02.2011 which reads: -

“It is submitted that the applicant has sought information concerning land left in village Niaz Beg, Tehsil & Distt. Lahore.

The directory containing the information of villages in Tehsil and District Lahore was perused and finding no such village as mentioned by the applicant, he was informed accordingly as per this office letter no. AR1/301/3009 dated 05.04.2010 (copy enclosed)








Contd….2/-





-:2:-

As per directions of the Hon’ble Commission on 25.11.2010, the directory in question was again examined but no village with the name Niaz Beg could be spotted.    A copy of the directory containing villages in Tehsil and Distt. Lahore is enclosed.   Since neither the name of the village nor the Hadbast Number is found in the directory, this office is unable to trace any records.   Hence it is requested that the case be consigned to the record room.”



Directory is available with the respondent and if Sh. Talwar is interested, he could visit the office of respondent or communicate with them.  



Seeing the circumstances, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
