6STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98555-44433)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

Gill Road Chapter,

3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana  







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Jalandhar



Public Information Officer,

O/o District Health Officer,

Jalandhar.







…..Respondents
CC- 1283/10
Order
Present:
None for the Complainant 



For the Respondent: Dr. Roop Lal, DHO (98153-69515)


In the earlier order dated 15.07.2010, respondent was directed to provide the dispatch number vide which the complainant was sent a letter for the first time within one month of his original application.   Respondent has brought the same and it is No. 261 dated 11.05.2010.



Respondent present also presented a letter dated 08.02.2010 written to the Hon’ble court of Addl. Chief Judicial Magistrate, Jalandhar. .



Reply to the show cause notice issued on 29.06.2010 has also been provided and I am of the view that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information. 



Complainant is not present nor have any objections been pointed out.    Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94170-42716)

Sh. Gurdish Singh

Booth No. 83,

Mini Secretariat,

Opp. Nestle Dairy,

Moga. 







  ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar,

Moga.








    …Respondent

CC No. 3600/09

Order
Present:
Sh. Amandeep Singh Saini, advocate for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Pal Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Moga (98145-45873)



In the earlier hearing dated 14.07.2010, Sh. Amandeep Singh Saini appeared after the hearing and pointed out certain objections a copy of which was sent to the respondent along with the order. 



Complainant, in the instant case, sought: 

“Copy of Schedule D regarding registration of Hindu marriage as per law under Hindu Marriage Act.

Whether Registrar of Hindu Marriage Moga is used to accept the Schedule D (Hindu Marriage Act) prescribed as per law or Schedule D other than prescribed as per law?  Supply the proforma of Schedule D of Hindu Marriage Act which is bused to accept in last two months regarding registration of Hindu Marriage by Registrar of Hindu Marriages, Moga. 

Whether photo of bride, bridegroom parents of bride and bridegroom, Numberdar is necessary as per law?  Supply the law and whether above said photo is necessary in the presence of Registrar, Hindu Marriage, Moga?
Whether Registrar, Hindu Marriages can add or alter the Schedule ‘D’ regarding registration of Hindu Marriages?”


I have gone through each point with the complainant and the respondent present and am of the view that information on all the points has been provided.   Complainant states that one of the points mentioned








Contd……..2/-
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regarding photograph which is put on Schedule ‘D’ of the form is not according to any statutory requirement.  However, the respondent present states that this is taken for their own safety to avoid any frauds.



As regards the last point regarding delay in supply of information, the respondent states that four Tehsildars have been changed during a period of one year thereby the delay.  I have accepted the viewpoint of the respondent and am convinced that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information. 



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94170-42716)

Sh. Gurdish Singh

Booth No. 83,

Mini Secretariat,

Opp. Nastle Dairy,

Moga. 







  ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar,

Moga.








    …Respondent

CC No. 3601/09

Order
Present:
None for the Complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Pal Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Moga (98145-45873)

 

Complainant, in the instant case, sought:

“From 01.03.2009 to 08.05.2009, in how many marriages registered at Moga the proof of residence of Punjab was taken from the bridges and grooms?

Names and addresses of the brides / grooms in whose case such residence proof was not taken.”



In the earlier hearing dated 14.07.2010, Sh. Amandeep Singh Saini appeared after the hearing and pointed out certain objections a copy of which was sent to the respondent along with the order.   The complainant stated: -

“1.
That information was applied on 08.05.2009 and the same has been provided on 16.02.2009 i.e. after almost one year and as per law, it has to be provided in one month from the date of application and the information provided is all improper, incomplete and vague.  So proper and full information has to be given with some supporting documents as per law. 

2.
That the information required was that at the time of registration of marriages by Registrar Moga, how many applications were supported by Punjab residence certificate and in how many cases, no Punjab residence certificate was taken.  The information has to be given
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with full particulars of name, address and registration number as registered by Registrar Moga under Hindu Marriage Act, within a period from March 1, 2009 to 08.05.2009.”



I have gone through each point with the complainant and the respondent present and am of the view that information on all the points has been provided.   



As regards the first point regarding delay in supply of information, the respondent states that four Tehsildars have been changed during a period of one year thereby the delay.  I have accepted the viewpoint of the respondent and am convinced that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information. 



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

`








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(0161-5078616)

Sh. Gurbax Singh

s/o Sh. Bakhat Singh,

H. No. 16-C, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar,

Rajpua Road,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.






       …Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o D.S.O.

Ludhiana







    …Respondent

AC No. 26/10

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Gurbax Singh I person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sat Pal Singh, District Sports Officer (94173-19595)



Sh. Sat Pal Singh, DSO present today states that he has joined only recently and that he even called the complainant to his office so that he could understand the information sought by the complainant.   He requests time for one month so that complete and correct information could be provided, which is granted.



To come up on 06.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(0161-5078616)

Sh. Gurbax Singh

s/o Sh. Bakhat Singh,

H. No. 16-C, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar,

Rajpua Road,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.






      …Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Zila Parishad 

Ludhiana







    …Respondent

AC No. 27/10

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Sikandarjit, Jr. Asstt. (94631-31301)



A list has been provided by the respondent.  It shows only 19 eligible candidates.  Complainant shows another letter dated 13.07.2010 which contains a list of 24 candidates eligible under the Sports category from the gazette.  



Respondent fails to answer any of these questions since he is not familiar with the facts.  



Therefore, directions are given that proper information should be supplied by the next hearing and the objections pointed out by the complainant should be removed.  Also, the Dy. C.E.O.-cum-PIO Sh. Amardeep Singh Gujral should appear personally at the next hearing.



To come up on 06.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulbir Singh

H. No. 398, New Azad Nagar,

Bagga Dairy Wali Gali,

Sultanwind Road,

Amritsar.







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer  

(Registered)
O/o Tehsildar,

Amritsar-I







    …Respondent

CC No. 3085/08

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Ms. Vinay Sharma, Tehsildar.



Respondent present states that no record is available in their office and she further states that previous Tehsildar Sh. Rajinder Singh expired sometime back and that she joined only after that and needs time.  A copy of the original letter of the complainant seeking information has been provided to her.  



Respondent present has submitted a letter from the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar which states: 

“In response to your orders in case No. CC 3085/2008, Sub Divisional Magistrate, Amritsar-1 vide his office letter No. SDA/MC-3/1664 dated 28.07.2010 has reported that the present Tehsildar, Amritsar-1 has been appointed since September 2009 while this case is dated 11.08.2008 and to provide information in time was the responsibility of the then Tehsildar.   All the hearings in this case are prior to the date of joining of the present Tehsildar.  The then Tehsildar Sh. Rajinder Singh expired on 27.08.2009.  Therefore, the amount of penalty cannot be recovered.   Submitted for further necessary action.”


In this case, in the hearing on 27.07.2009, none appeared for the respondents and the case was adjourned to 02.09.2009.  Again on 02.09.2009, none came present for the respondent and the order was reserved.   A penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the respondent PIO on 22.12.2009.   
 

In the hearing dated 15.02.2010, Sh. Amar Singh and Sh. Nirmal appeared from the office of Chief Secretary, Punjab. DC Amritsar was directed to comply with the orders of the Commission in letter and spirit.  Similarly, in the hearings dated 21.04.2010 and 14.07.2010, none appeared on behalf of the respondent. 


I have informed the respondent present that the amount of penalty has to be paid.   Therefore, the PIO who is to pay the penalty should be identified and communicated to the Commission by the next date of hearing.


Respondent present informs that Sh. Sandeep Rishi, SDM is the PIO in the present case.   Therefore, Sh. Sandeep Rishi, SDM shall appear in person on the next date of hearing.



To come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(95019-17567)

Sh. Lakha Singh

S/o Sh. Gopal Singh

Village Jawinda Kalan,

P.O.  Lokha Tarn,

Dist. Tarn Taran – 143415





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.







    …Respondent

CC No. 2699/08

Order 

Present:
Complainant Sh. Lakha Singh in person along with Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta.
For the respondent: Sh. Kulbir Singh, Addl. D.C. along with Sh. Angoor Singh, Sadar Kanungo.



In the hearing dated 18.03.2009, Sh. Anil Kumar, Sadar Kanungo had appeared on behalf of the respondent and the case was adjourned to 01.07.2009.  However, this case was later deferred to 17.08.2009



In the hearing dated 17.08.2009, again none appeared for the respondent and no information had been provided till then.  In the next hearing dated 23.09.2009, Sh. Pardeep Sabharwal, PCS, ADC came present for the respondent.   In the next hearing dated 05.11.2009, Sh. Inderyash Bhatti, PCS, ADC was present.   He stated that he had been posted only recently and sought time.   In the hearing on 16.12.2009, Sh. Jagdeep Singh, Tehsildar-cum-APIO was present.  



In the next hearing dated 25.02.2010, again none was present for the respondent and in the subsequent hearings dated 21.04.2010 and 14.07.2010, Sh. Angoor Singh, Sadar Kanungo was present. 



In reply to show cause notice issued on 14.07.2010, respondent present Sh. Kulbir Singh states that he has joined only on 26.03.2010.  He further states that they informed the complainant within the stipulated time that the statements sought by him were never recorded during the said proceedings.



Respondent present has been directed to provide us the name(s) with present posting of the PIO(s) during the period 10.11.2008 to date, so that show cause notice could be issued to them to explain the delay. 
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To come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.  
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Varinder Thakur

S/o Sh. Tirlok Singh,

H. No. 18-B,

New Janakpuri,

Ambala Cantt. – 133001.





        …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 







    …Respondent

AC No. 18/10

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Ms. Rattan Deep Kaur, clerk (95018-00343)



In this case, complainant, vide his letter dated 16.12.2009, had sought an attested copy of the General Power of Attorney registered under No. 2964/4 dated 10.09.1997 with the office of Registrar, Ludhiana.


Respondent present states that they have written to the complainant on 03.09.2009 seeking clarification regarding the information and the area connected since they have SDMs according to the particular area.  However, no response has been received.  She further stated that they contacted him over the telephone but he said he was driving and would get back to us.    On one more such occasion, he preferred to disconnect the telephone line.  It has also been stated that the complainant stated that he was unable to understand Punjabi. Therefore, he was informed vide letter in English also.


Respondent has presented copy of a letter no. 3087 dated 11.06.2010 addressed to the complainant wherein it is stated: -

“Reference to this office memo. No. 1784/PIO/RTI dated 17.05.2010 on the subject cited above.

In your application dated 08.04.2009, you have asked about the; information regarding attested copy of mukhtyarnama registered vide prelakh no. 2964/4 dated 10.09.1997.  You have been directed vide the letter under reference to clear the area, khasra numbers and Khatauni numbers of the property regarding which you want the attested copy of mukhtyarnama. 

But till date, no clarification / reply has been received in this office at your end.  You are again requested to send the required information at the earliest possible, failing which your application will be filed by this office.”



Copy of another letter no. 4447 dated 08.07.2010 written by the respondent to the complainant has been submitted which reads: 

“Reference to this office memo. No. 1784/PIO/RTI dated 17.05.2010 and No. 3087/PIO/RTI dated 11.06.2010 on the subject cited above.

You have already been directed vide the letters under reference to clear the area, Khasra numbers and Khatauni numbers of the property regarding which you want the attested copy of the mukhtyarnama. 

But till date, no clarification / reply has been received in this office at your end.  You are again requested to send the required information at the earliest possible, failing which your application will be filed by this office.”



Apart therefrom, copies of letters dated 03.09.2009 and 17.05.2010 addressed to the complainant have also been presented.



It seems complainant is either not interested in the information or in the pursual of the case. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98726-42815)

Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh,

Village Dumewal,

P.O. Jhaj, Tehsil-Anandpur Sahib,

Distt-Ropar.






          …. Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o D.P.I (S) Punjab,

Chandigarh







     ...Respondent

CC No. 1030 of 2008 

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO Mohali (98148-03293), Ms. Neelam Bhagat (98720-72247), Ms. Sushma Kansal, ADPI (EE) 90239-43017), Ms. Madhu Sharma, Sr. Asstt. and Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


A letter dated 02.08.2010 has been presented by Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali along with copy of a letter dated 29.07.2010 written by the Superintendent to Sh. Avrtar Singh, Director. SCIRT, Punjab.  The letter dated 02.08.2010 states: 
“It is respectfully submitted that the undersigned had represented the Hon’ble Education Secretary to enquire into this case pertaining to RTI Act, 2005.  He has, vide letter no. 13/59/10-2-E4/4099 dated 29.07.2010 has appointed Sh. Avtar Singh, Director, SCIRT, Punjab as the Enquiry Officer.
Respected Madam, it is also brought to your kind notice that the undersigned has also filed an appeal against the orders of the Commission in this case before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court.

I therefore, request time to comply with your orders till the enquiry is completed by the Enquiry Officer and the appeal in the High Court is disposed of.” 



Another letter dated 30.07.2010 written by Additional Secretary School Education to the DPI (SE) and DPI (EE) is presented which states: 
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“Copies of orders dated 23.07.2010 of Hon’ble State information Commission, Punjab, received through the Under Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of General Administration (General Coordination Branch) vide letter no. 7/384/2010-GC-4/6429 dated 29.07.2010 and copy of orders of Hon’ble Commission dated 24.06.2010 are enclosed herewith.  You are directed to take immediate necessary action in the matter, as per these orders and get the amount of fine deposited in the Government Treasury, imposed by the Hon’ble Commission, on the officers under your kind control, respectively and intimate the action taken to the Hon’ble State Information Commission and also to the Government.  The next date of hearing is fixed for 02.08.2010.

You are also requested to send drafts for disciplinary action to be initiated against the defaulting officers on the basis of record, within three days, positively.”



Another letter dated 30.07.2010 addressed to Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali by the Director Education (EE) states: 

“Hon’ble State Information Commission has imposed penalty for not providing the information to the applicants within the stipulated period, which is as under: 

	Sr.
	CC / AC No.
	Name
	Amount of Penalty (Rs.)
	Date

	1
	1030/08
	Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh
	25,000/-
	02.08.2010

	2
	570/2008
	Sham Lal
	17,000/-
	30.08.2010

	3
	343/2008
	Rupinder Garg
	3,325/-
	02.08.2010

	4
	2328/2008
	Kirpal Chand
	20,000/-
	02.08.2010


The penalty as given above be deposited in the treasury today itself and receipt be presented before the Hon’ble State Information Commission on 02.08.2010.  This decision has been taken today, 30.07.2010 by Hon’ble Principal Secretary Education in compliance of the directions of Hon’ble Chief Secretary, Punjab.   Immediate compliance be ensured.”



Copy of another letter dated 31.07.2010 addressed to Smt. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali by the Additional Secretary School Education has been received wherein it is stated: 
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“Copies of orders dated 23.07.2010 of Hon’ble State information Commission, Punjab, received through the Under Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of General Administration (General Coordination Branch) vide letter no. 7/384/2010-GC-4/6429 dated 29.07.2010 and No. 8433 dated 29.07.2010 and copy of orders of Hon’ble Commission dated 24.06.2010 are enclosed herewith.

You informed telephonically to Principal Secretary School Education Punjab, that you are appealing against the aforesaid orders of Hon’ble State information Commission, Punjab to the competent court.    If the competent court has not given any stay against the aforesaid orders of Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab, then you being DDO of your own salary, are directed to effect the recovery of the aforesaid fine immediately from your own salary, failing which appropriate disciplinary action shall be initiated against you.”



Directions are given that since no High Court stay orders have been provided to the Commission, therefore, my order of penalty stands.  Let the amount of penalty be recovered according to the orders of the Commission and deposited in the Government treasury, under intimation to the Commission.



Also as stated in letter dated 30.07.2010 by the Additional Secretary School Education, disciplinary action against the defaulting officers should be initiated and the Commission informed accordingly.  



Information stands supplied.



To come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village- Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O – Ramgarh,

Distt- Ludhiana 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Jeevandeep Building, Sector -17,

Chandigarh. 
 



                                 …..Respondent

CC- 2171/2010
Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO



Complete information as sought by the complainant in his original application dated 17.05.2010 regarding show cause notices issued to the MVIs and the action taken, has been provided to his satisfaction.  Complainant states that the case be closed.
 

Therefore, seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village- Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O – Ramgarh,

Distt- Ludhiana 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer

Ludhiana.



                                       …..Respondent

CC- 2169/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO Ludhiana.



Complete information as sought by the complainant in his original application dated 07.05.2010 regarding working of various branches in the office of District Transport Officer, Ludhiana, has been provided to his satisfaction.   Complainant who is present today wants the case to be closed. 
 

Therefore, seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village- Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O – Ramgarh,

Distt- Ludhiana 







   …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner 

Ludhiana.



                                       …..Respondent

CC- 2170/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.


For respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh, clerk.



Complete information as sought by the complainant in his original application dated 05.05.2010 pertaining to Tehsildar (West) Ludhiana Sh. Rajinder Oberoi, has been provided to his satisfaction.   Complainant wishes the case to be closed.
 

Therefore, seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010


      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94179-50079)

Sh. Kirpal Chand

s/o Sh. Krishan Lal

Village Bhagatpur Rabbwala,

P.O. Qadian,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






   ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2328 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Ms. Sushma Kansal, ADPI (EE) (90239-43017), Ms. Madhu Sharma, Ms. Neelam Bhagat and Sh. Baljit Singh. 



A letter dated 02.08.2010 has been presented by Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali along with copy of a letter dated 29.07.2010 written by the Superintendent to Sh. Avrtar Singh, Director. SCIRT, Punjab.  The letter dated 02.08.2010 states: 

“It is respectfully submitted that the undersigned had represented the Hon’ble Education Secretary to enquire into this case pertaining to RTI Act, 2005.  He has, vide letter no. 13/59/10-2-E4/4099 dated 29.07.2010 has appointed Sh. Avtar Singh, Director, SCIRT, Punjab as the Enquiry Officer.

Respected Madam, it is also brought to your kind notice that the undersigned has also filed an appeal against the orders of the Commission in this case before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court.

I therefore, request time to comply with your orders till the enquiry is completed by the Enquiry Officer and the appeal in the High Court is disposed of.” 



Another letter dated 30.07.2010 written by Additional Secretary School Education to the DPI (SE) and DPI (EE) is presented which states: 
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“Copies of orders dated 23.07.2010 of Hon’ble State information Commission, Punjab, received through the Under Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of General Administration (General Coordination Branch) vide letter no. 7/384/2010-GC-4/6429 dated 29.07.2010 and copy of orders of Hon’ble Commission dated 24.06.2010 are enclosed herewith.  You are directed to take immediate necessary action in the matter, as per these orders and get the amount of fine deposited in the Government Treasury, imposed by the Hon’ble Commission, on the officers under your kind control, respectively and intimate the action taken to the Hon’ble State Information Commission and also to the Government.  The next date of hearing is fixed for 02.08.2010.

You are also requested to send drafts for disciplinary action to be initiated against the defaulting officers on the basis of record, within three days, positively.”



Another letter dated 30.07.2010 addressed to Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali by the Director Education (EE) states: 

“Hon’ble State Information Commission has imposed penalty for not providing the information to the applicants within the stipulated period, which is as under: 

	Sr.
	CC / AC No.
	Name
	Amount of Penalty (Rs.)
	Date

	1
	1030/08
	Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh
	25,000/-
	02.08.2010

	2
	570/2008
	Sham Lal
	17,000/-
	30.08.2010

	3
	343/2008
	Rupinder Garg
	3,325/-
	02.08.2010

	4
	2328/2008
	Kirpal Chand
	20,000/-
	02.08.2010


The penalty as given above be deposited in the treasury today itself and receipt be presented before the Hon’ble State Information Commission on 02.08.2010.  This decision has been taken today, 30.07.2010 by Hon’ble Principal Secretary Education in compliance of the directions of Hon’ble Chief Secretary, Punjab.   Immediate compliance be ensured.”



Copy of another letter dated 31.07.2010 addressed to Smt. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali by the Additional Secretary School Education has been received wherein it is stated: 
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“Copies of orders dated 23.07.2010 of Hon’ble State information Commission, Punjab, received through the Under Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of General Administration (General Coordination Branch) vide letter no. 7/384/2010-GC-4/6429 dated 29.07.2010 and No. 8433 dated 29.07.2010 and copy of orders of Hon’ble Commission dated 24.06.2010 are enclosed herewith.

You informed telephonically to Principal Secretary School Education Punjab, that you are appealing against the aforesaid orders of Hon’ble State information Commission, Punjab to the competent court.    If the competent court has not given any stay against the aforesaid orders of Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab, then you being DDO of your own salary, are directed to effect the recovery of the aforesaid fine immediately from your own salary, failing which appropriate disciplinary action shall be initiated against you.”



In the hearing dated 12.07.2010, it was recorded that penalty amounting to Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO for the delay in providing the information and out of this amount, Rs. 20,000/- had been imposed on Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali and Rs. 5,000/- was imposed on Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director (School Admn).  The amount of Rs. 5,000/- stands deposited by Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu.


Directions are given that since no High Court stay orders have been provided to the Commission, therefore, my order of penalty stands.  Let the amount of penalty i.e. Rs. 20,000/- be recovered from Ms. Surjit Kaur, according to the orders of the Commission and deposited in the Government treasury, under intimation to the Commission.



Also as stated in letter dated 30.07.2010 by the Additional Secretary School Education, disciplinary action against the defaulting officers should also be initiated and the Commission informed accordingly.  



Information stands supplied.



To come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manoj Kumar Singla,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 97, Distt. Courts,

Mansa.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.







…..Respondent

CC- 964/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Sham Lal, Junior Asstt. 



Complete Information stands supplied to the complainant as per his original application.   A letter has been received from the complainant in the Commission on 29.07.2010 which states: 
“That I had sought a copy of the court order dated 12.03.1975 in the case titled State vs. Brij Lal, Lachhman Dass sons of Nauhar Chand, residents of Bhikhi from the PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.

I had filed a complaint as this copy of the order was not being supplied to me (CC No. 964/10). 

Since I have received the information to my satisfaction, therefore, I don’t want to pursue the matter.  It may be closed.”



Reply to the show cause notice has also been provided and I am satisfied that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information. 



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

s/o Sh. Makhan Lal,

Flat No. 89, Sector 48-A,

Mayur Vihar,

Chandigarh.







        ---Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







    ---Respondent

A.C. No. 343 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Ms. Sushma Kansal, ADPI (EE) (90239-43017), Ms. Madhu Sharma, Ms. Neelam Bhagat and Sh. Baljit Singh.



A letter dated 02.08.2010 has been presented by Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali along with copy of a letter dated 29.07.2010 written by the Superintendent to Sh. Avrtar Singh, Director. SCIRT, Punjab.  The letter dated 02.08.2010 states: 

“It is respectfully submitted that the undersigned had represented the Hon’ble Education Secretary to enquire into this case pertaining to RTI Act, 2005.  He has, vide letter no. 13/59/10-2-E4/4099 dated 29.07.2010 has appointed Sh. Avtar Singh, Director, SCIRT, Punjab as the Enquiry Officer.

Respected Madam, it is also brought to your kind notice that the undersigned has also filed an appeal against the orders of the Commission in this case before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court.

I therefore, request time to comply with your orders till the enquiry is completed by the Enquiry Officer and the appeal in the High Court is disposed of.” 



Another letter dated 30.07.2010 written by Additional Secretary School Education to the DPI (SE) and DPI (EE) is presented which states: 









Contd……2/-

-:2:-

“Copies of orders dated 23.07.2010 of Hon’ble State information Commission, Punjab, received through the Under Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of General Administration (General Coordination Branch) vide letter no. 7/384/2010-GC-4/6429 dated 29.07.2010 and copy of orders of Hon’ble Commission dated 24.06.2010 are enclosed herewith.  You are directed to take immediate necessary action in the matter, as per these orders and get the amount of fine deposited in the Government Treasury, imposed by the Hon’ble Commission, on the officers under your kind control, respectively and intimate the action taken to the Hon’ble State Information Commission and also to the Government.  The next date of hearing is fixed for 02.08.2010.

You are also requested to send drafts for disciplinary action to be initiated against the defaulting officers on the basis of record, within three days, positively.”



Another letter dated 30.07.2010 addressed to Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali by the Director Education (EE) states: 

“Hon’ble State Information Commission has imposed penalty for not providing the information to the applicants within the stipulated period, which is as under: 

	Sr.
	CC / AC No.
	Name
	Amount of Penalty (Rs.)
	Date

	1
	1030/08
	Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh
	25,000/-
	02.08.2010

	2
	570/2008
	Sham Lal
	17,000/-
	30.08.2010

	3
	343/2008
	Rupinder Garg
	3,325/-
	02.08.2010

	4
	2328/2008
	Kirpal Chand
	20,000/-
	02.08.2010


The penalty as given above be deposited in the treasury today itself and receipt be presented before the Hon’ble State Information Commission on 02.08.2010.  This decision has been taken today, 30.07.2010 by Hon’ble Principal Secretary Education in compliance of the directions of Hon’ble Chief Secretary, Punjab.   Immediate compliance be ensured.”



Copy of another letter dated 31.07.2010 addressed to Smt. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali by the Additional Secretary School Education has been received wherein it is stated: 
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-:3:-

“Copies of orders dated 23.07.2010 of Hon’ble State information Commission, Punjab, received through the Under Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of General Administration (General Coordination Branch) vide letter no. 7/384/2010-GC-4/6429 dated 29.07.2010 and No. 8433 dated 29.07.2010 and copy of orders of Hon’ble Commission dated 24.06.2010 are enclosed herewith.

You informed telephonically to Principal Secretary School Education Punjab, that you are appealing against the aforesaid orders of Hon’ble State information Commission, Punjab to the competent court.    If the competent court has not given any stay against the aforesaid orders of Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab, then you being DDO of your own salary, are directed to effect the recovery of the aforesaid fine immediately from your own salary, failing which appropriate disciplinary action shall be initiated against you.”



In the earlier hearing dated 12.07.2010, it was noticed that receipted challan of Rs. 6,675/- having been deposited by Sh. J.S. Sidhu had been produced in the court and that an amount of Rs. 3,325/- remained to be recovered from Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali.  The same has not yet been recovered.


Directions are given that since no High Court stay orders have been provided to the Commission, therefore, my order of penalty stands.  Let the amount of penalty be recovered according to the orders of the Commission and deposited in the Government treasury, under intimation to the Commission.



The penalty amount of Rs. 3,325/- be recovered from Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali and deposited in the government treasury before the next date of hearing.



Also as stated in letter dated 30.07.2010 by the Additional Secretary School Education, disciplinary action against the defaulting officers should also be initiated and the Commission informed accordingly.  



Information stands supplied.



To come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98724-10021)

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

S/o Hari Singh,

Village- Barewal Awana,

P.O.- Rajguru Nagar,

Distt- Ludhiana 

 C/o Gill Cloth House,

Barewal Road,

Ludhiana. 







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.C. Ludhiana 









…..Respondent

CC- 1156/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Ms. Rattan Deep Kaur, clerk.



Complete information stands supplied as per the original application of the complainant. 



A letter dated 30.07.2010 has been presented from the complainant which states: 
“That I, Gurbax Singh son of Sh. Hari Singh resident of village & P.O. Barewal Awana, via Rajgur Nagar c/o Gill Cloth House, Barewal Road, Ludhiana had sought copy of Jamabandi in respect of land in village Barewal Awana, Tehsil &  Distt. Ludhiana, owned by Atma Sigh, Kartar Singh son of Waryam Singh.   I have received photocopies of the said document.  I am submitted separate application for getting the attested copies of the same with the Copying Branch.”


Complete information stands provided.



Therefore, seeing the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010


     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99151-69047)

Sh. Makhan Singh 
s/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

village Bika,

P.O. Khan Khana,

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.B.S. Nagar.






…..Respondent

CC- 1146/2010
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar (98142-00020)



Respondent present submits a letter written by the complainant stating that complete information has been received and that he is satisfied.  The letter states:
“I state that regarding my case CC No. 1146/2010 pending with the State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh, I have received complete information and I am satisfied.  I had sought attested copy of sale deed no. 978 dated 20.08.2008 and the same has been supplied.  Therefore, the case may kindly be closed.”



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 02.08.2010



State Information Commissioner

