STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98148-82843)

Sub. Sukhdev Singh (Retd.)

H. No. B/XI/2868,

Anaz Mandi Road,

Barnala – 148101






              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.








               …Respondent

CC- 255/2011
Order

Present:
Complainant Sub. Sukhdev Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Tara Chand, SI (97800-01667)



This complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated January 4, 2011 (received in the office on 27.01.2011) when PIO of the respondent office failed to provide any information to the complainant in response to his application dated 04.10.2010.  Sh. Sukhdev Singh had sought the following information: 

“Progress of forgery case of Shagun Scheme in respect of Sh. Jasmel Singh, 15.06.2008 onwards.  Statement attached.”



It appears that the complainant wishes to know the progress of forgery case of 15.06.2008.  During the course of hearing, Sh. Sukhdev Singh clarified that this has been incorrectly put.   He further states that a copy of his complaint was attached with the letter addressed to the respondent office by the office of Director Welfare, Chandigarh.  The respondent present states that it has not been received by them. 



Sh. Tara Chand, respondent present states that he is SHO Nihalsinghwala.  He does not know much about the case since only yesterday he was instructed by the PIO to take the file and attend the hearing today.   Respondent also is not fully aware of the facts of the case.  He is talking of the action taken on the original application submitted by complainant for information dated 04.10.2010 whereas he is supposed to give a reply on the process followed on the forgery case of Shagun Scheme in respect of Jaseml Singh on the basis of complaint filed by Sub. Sukhdev Singh.  A letter dated 26.02.2011 addressed to the complainant, has been received from the respondent office which reads as under:

“It is informed that complaint bearing No. 148-P.C-10/10 dated 26.10.2010 referred to, in the letter No. CC-255/2011 from the Hon’ble State Information Commission is still pending, as per report of the D.S.P. Nihal Singh Wala.   Due to the pendency of the complaint, the information cannot be provided.”
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Copy of letter dated 27.07.2010 has also been submitted which is from the office of District Welfare Officer, Moga, addressed to the SSP, Moga and reads as under: 

“Regarding legal action against Sh. Jasmel Singh s/o Chand Singh, resident of Manohar Basti, Dhoorkot Road, Nihal Singh wala, Distt. Moga.  

In this matter, Memo. No. S-16/9845 dated 26.05.2010 has been received from the office of Director, Welfare Department and a copy of the same is enclosed herewith.

It is submitted that a grant of Rs. 15,000/- has been taken from the District Welfare Officer, Ferozepur under ‘Shagun’ scheme by abovesaid Jasmel Singh son of Chand Singh, for marriage of his daughter Sarabjit Kaur, by showing his residence as ‘Mihan Singh Wala, Tehsil Zira, District Ferozepur.   This man also submitted an application to the Distt. Welfare Officer, Moga for financial assistance for the marriage of same daughter, by procuring a ration card showing his address as Manohar Basti, Dhoorkot Road, Nihal Singh wala, Distt. Moga.  He has committed a fraud for taking benefit for a second time, under the ‘Shagun’ scheme for the marriage of his daughter Sarabjit Kaur.  In this matter, Sub. Sukhdev Singh, resident of house No. B-11/1868, Anaj Mandi Road, (Nihal Singh Wala), Barnala submitted a complaint before the Director, Welfare Department, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Director, Welfare Department has written to initiate legal action against the said applicant.   Photocopies of relevant documents are enclosed herewith.  You are requested to take necessary action against the above person.” 


On a further query, Sh. Tara Chand states that all the papers are with Sh. Sukhdev Singh, DSP, Nihalsinghwala.  It seems that respondent is confused about the whole case.


Thus no information has been provided to the complainant.



In the next hearing, PIO Inspector Sh. Deepak Singh and Sh. Sukhdev Singh, DSP, Nihalsinghwala shall appear in person to explain the matters.


Directions are given that complete information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  
Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     State Information Commissioner 
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After the hearing was over, SSP Moga Sh. Sneh Deep Sharma, when contacted over the telephone, assured the court that in future, the RTI matters shall be attended on priority and due care shall be exercised.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     
State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98550-42311)

Sh. Tarsem Singh Rai,

Santa Majra Colony,

Near Sarv Hitkari Flats, 

Kharar,

Distt. Mohali








 … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh








  …Respondent

CC- 256/2011
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Tarsem Singh Rai in person.


None for the respondent.



Complainant, vide his application dated 17.09.2010, sought the following information: -

“1.
A devastating fire had been broken out in the Janta Rehri Market in Phase 3-B, Mohali on 01.06.2007 reducing property worth crores of rupees to ashes. 

2.
The Chief Secretary, State of Punjab, ordered the Local Govt. department to take action against the ADFO and EO of M.C. Mohali. 

3.
Please supply me information in detail i.e. noting of each official of local government department stating the punishment imposed on the two officials ADFO and EO MC Mohali and Sh. Jagir Singh Thind, Ex. EO was let off on which grounds.”



When no response was received, the present complaint dated 20.12.2010 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 28.01.2011).



Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far.



No one is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.



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



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajesh Kumar

House No. R-803,

Street No. 1,

Partap Nagar,

Bathinda – 151005







        …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Town Planner, 
Bathinda 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Town Planner, 
Bathinda







  …Respondents

AC- 79/2011
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Tirath Ram, APIO (97800-42103)



Vide written request dated 29.06.2010, Sh. Rajesh Kumar sought the following information, to be provided by speed post: -
“This information is with reference to your letter no. 2260-B/RTI and 2268-B/RTI both dated 26.05.2010 (copies enclosed)

1. As per letter No. 2260-B, serial no. 3-ab, Khasra No. 4947 measuring 4 Bigha 2 Biswas is the ownership of Central Government.   Please provide me a copy of the print of Scheme No. 15 showing that Khasra No. 4947 measuring 4 Bigha 2 Biswas is the ownership of Central Government.

2. In letter no. 2268-B, there is mention of letter no. 878-B dated 24.10.1985.  Please provide me a copy of letter no. 878-B.”

 

Sh. Rajesh Kumar has informed that Respondent office, vide letter no. 3087-B/RTI B dated 09.07.2010 supplied a copy of the letter no. 878/B dated 24.10.1985 in response to point no. 2.  Regarding query at serial no. 1, it was advised that this information is to be provided by the District Town Planner and hence the same be obtained from the said office.   He has also submitted that office of the Distt. Town Planner, Bathinda, vide letter no. 1296/DTP(B)/SB/209 dated 26.07.2010 advised him to deposit the requisite fee for the print out @ Rs. 2,000/- per print, as per the directions of the government.  



Appellant filed his first appeal with the appellate authority i.e. office of Commissioner, M.C. Bathinda requesting that fee as per RTI Act be charged.   Office of MC Bathinda wrote to the Distt. Town Planner, Bathinda vide letter no. 6696 dated 14.12.2010 with a copy to the applicant, for doing the needful while the office of Distt. Town Planner, Bathinda sent reminders dated 20.12.2010 and 10.01.2011 regarding deposit of the requisite fee. 
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Ultimately, vide letter dated 20.01.2011, the instant second appeal has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 27.01.2011).



Information only on point no. 1 is pending which is to be provided by the office of Distt. Town Planner, Bathinda who has already written to Sh. Rajesh Kumar to deposit the requisite fee.  Instead of taking up the matter further with the said office, appellant preferred first appeal with the office of Municipal Commissioner, Bathinda and the instant second appeal with the Commission as the information had not been received.  



It is noted that since the pending information is to be supplied by the office of District Town Planner, Bathinda and they have already advised the appellant to deposit the fee, the only course for Sh. Rajesh Kumar to get the information is to deposit the fee demanded with them and procure the information.



It is therefore, directed that PIO, office of the District Town Planner, Bathinda be impleaded as respondent.



Complainant is directed to deposit the requisite fee with the office of DTP, Bathinda to get the pending information.


In the next hearing, PIO, office of the District Town Planner, Bathinda shall appear and the office of Municipal Commissioner Bathinda is exempted from appearance.



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     State Information Commissioner  
C.C.
Municipal Commissioner,


Bathinda.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94634-21956)

Sh. Gurdeep Singh, 

100, Upkar Nagar,

Factory Area,

Patiala.








  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal,

Govt. Girls Senior Secondary School,

Budhlada (Mansa)







    …Respondent

CC- 280/2011
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurdeep Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



The present has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 27.01.2011 (received in the office on 28.01.2011) when no information was provided to the complainant in response to his original application dated 06.04.2010.  The complainant had sought the following: 
“1.
Copy of my joining report;

2.
Copy of my transfer order from GGSSS Joga (Mansa) to GGSSS Budhlada;

3.
Copies of leave applications submitted during his stay;

4.
Copies of attendance register from 2001-05 (only where my name appears);

5.
Copies of my pay-bills from 2001-05;

6.
Enquiry report(s) of all the enqury(ies) conducted against me by any office including the DPI;

7.
Copies of order or authority whereby any deductions have been made from my salary;

8.
Copy of my relieving slip when I attended seminar in Ajmer (RIE) and also the notes taken down by me in the said seminar;

9.
Copy of enquiry report conducted by DEO(S) Mansa when I was attending seminar in Ajmer (RIE) of the directions of DEO (Mansa);

10.
Information of pending arrears payable to me.”



Complainant is present and states that no information has been provided to him so far.  



No one is present on behalf of the respondent and no communication has been received.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, under intimation to the Commission, within a fortnight.
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For further proceedings, to come up on 06.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     State Information Commissioner 
 

After the hearing was over, Principal of the respondent school, Sh. Harjit Singh was contacted over the telephone.  He said he thought only information was to be provided to the complainant in pursuance to the notice and that he never knew that the proceedings of the hearing were to be attended in the Commission.  This was a strange statement by Head of an educational institution and notice of hearing does not have any of the instructions assumed by the respondent.  When confronted with further query as to why still no information has been provided to the complainant, he was casual in reply and stated that Sh. Gurdeep Singh will soon receive the information.


He has been directed to appear personally in the next hearing to clarify the position.



As noted above, for further proceedings, the case will come up on 06.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Arjan Singh, Panch

s/o Sh. Budh Ram,

Village Kandhwala Amarkot,

Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Abohar







       
    …Respondent

CC- 268/2011
Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Vinod Chandel, advocate (94173-01780) on behalf of Secretary Panchayat Sh. Manjit Singh.



When no response was received by the complainant to his original application for information dated 20.10.2010, he preferred the instant complaint with the Commission on 28.01.2011.   The information sought was as follows: -

“1.
Particulars (with head-wise break-up) of various grants received by Gram Panchayat, Village Kandhwala Amarkot, Block Abohar from January 2010 till date.  How much amount from each grant was spent?  Please provide photocopies concerning the expenditure including bills for the material, labour muster-roll, bricks, cements, sand, iron rods, bajri etc. along with copies of various resolutions passed by the Gram Panchayat.  How much grant was received under the NREGA Scheme and how much amount was spent?  Please provide photocopies concerning the expenditure along with copies of various resolutions passed by the Gram Panchayat regarding grant under NREGA.  

2.
How much amount of revenue in the form of lease money was received by the Gram Panchayat, village Kandhwala Amarkot by leasing out the Panchayat land?  Details of expenses thereof be provided.  When did the auction take place?  When was the amount of lease money deposited?  Details of the auction(s) be provided.”


Respondent present states that complete information has been dispatched to the complainant on 26.02.2011 by UPC as well as by registered post.  Copies of postal receipts have been produced.



One more opportunity is granted to Sh. Arjan Singh to inform the Commission if the information provided is to his satisfaction.



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     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. (97804-68860)



In the earlier hearing dated 02.02.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“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.”



Respondent has presented a letter dated 11.02.2011 which reads as under: - 

“It is submitted the application for information from Sh. Rajinder Singh was received in the office on 15.10.2010.  The undersigned has provided complete information to him direct vide registered letter no. 4743 dated 23.12.2010 and a copy of the postal receipt is annexed herewith.” 


Complainant is not present today.  He did not appear in the earlier hearing too.



Since the information has been sent by registered post on 11.02.2011 and no discrepancies have been pointed out, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     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 complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Satpal Singh, Deputy Collector (98725-00247)



In the earlier hearing dated 02.02.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“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.”



It was further recorded as under: -

“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
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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.



Complainant was not present in the earlier hearing and same is the case today.  



Respondent present submitted that complete information has been provided to the complainant on 24.02.2011 against his acknowledgement, a copy whereof has also been submitted. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     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. Gurinder Pal Singh, Asstt. PHSC, Mohali (98156-05506).



In the earlier hearing, it was recorded as under:-

“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 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.”



Sh. Gurinder Pal Singh is present from the Health Systems Corporation and states that complete information has been dispatched to the complainant on 28.02.2011 by registered post.  



Complainant is not present today.  However, when the office contacted over the telephone, he stated that no information has been received by him so far. 
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On receipt of the information, the Complainant shall inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the same. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98033-04809)

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. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO Ludhiana (98726-30545) and Sh. Surinder Singh, Jr. Asstt. from office of DTO Ferozepur (99155-39906)



In the earlier hearing dated 02.02.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“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.”



Today, Sh. Surinder Singh who is present on behalf of DTO Ferozepur stated that the arrears payable to the complainant Sh. Jasdev Singh be ready within a month and paid accordingly.  The time sought is granted.



In the next hearing, APIO / PIO shall appear in person.  DTO, Ludhiana is exempted from appearance in the next hearing.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/- 
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     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. Pradeep Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Dr. H.S. Kochhar (98151-84428)



Oral and written submissions of both the parties taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 06.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     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. P.K. Jain in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO Ludhiana (98726-30545)



Complainant Sh. Jain states that information containing 19 pages has been received by him only day before yesterday but he has not been able to examine the same due to festival of ‘Shivratri’ and that he needs time to study the same, which is granted.



Complainant shall inform the respondent - DTO Ludhiana, and the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided.



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(0172-2697982)

Sh. O.P. Gulati,

# 1024/1, Sector 39-B,

Chandigarh 







        …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (S)

Punjab, Chandigarh. 





         …Respondent 

C.C. No. 2194 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
Complainant Sh. O.P. Gulati in person.


For the respondent: 



In the hearing dated 16.02.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“In the instant case, the penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was to be recovered as under: -




Ms. Surjit Kaur


Rs. 11,000/-




Sh. J.S. Sidhu


Rs. 14,000/-

No amount has been deposited by the respondent in the State Treasury out of the penalty imposed amounting to Rs. 25,000/-.

Regarding the penalty of Rs. 14,000/- recoverable from Sh. J.S. Sidhu, Deputy Director (Retd.), Sh. B.S. Bal who is present on behalf of DPI (SE) stated that they have already initiated the process of deducting this amount from the gratuity payable to Sh. Sidhu.

Sh. Bal also informed the court that they are already on the job of recovering the penalty amount from the salary of Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali and the same is expected to be recovered within a short time.   Directions are given that this be done at the earliest and the Commission informed accordingly. 

Respondent is once again directed to inform the Commission as and when the final instalment towards the penalty amount is recovered from Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali and the amount of Rs. 14,000/- from the gratuity payable to Sh. J.S. Sidhu, as  submitted by them above.”



No one is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.   



Complainant Sh. Gulati is present and again makes written submission wherein it is stated: -

“That on 16.02.2011, it was reiterated that the Commission is to issue notice to respondent regarding application dated 19.03.2010,
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08.09.2010 and not merely forward those to opposite party “for necessary action if any” which has been done by orders dated 06.01.2011.
That respondents are to submit inquiry report regarding missing file as claimed orally by Superintendent concerned before the Commission on 17.03.2010 and Commission ordered on 17.03.2010 and reiterated on 22.04.2010 for submitting the inquiry and plenty is to be recovered from Education Secretary official also as ordered on 27.01.2010.

That thirdly the compensation was again requested as per sec 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act. 

However, the Commission ordered me first to discuss the case with Shri Ram Parshad, clerk then asked me to site outside and heard respondent the dictate order (which has not been received till date).  The Commission can reverse its order as per orders of the CIC dated 21.06.2010.  The CC No. 997/08 was disposed of twice viz. on 04.12.2008 and 03.06.2010 but was revived on 25.02.2010 and 21.07.2010 respectively.  The Commission on 10.02.2011 directed respondents to bring enquiry report after holding it by next date of hearing.  here cannot two different decisions y the Commission.  There is one Commission although separate Commissioners work there.  I had come before the Commission after exhausting remedies before Education Secretary in 2007-08 and Education Secretary stated that creating duplicate file is no problem as orders are computerized.  Copies of all the orders mentioned in para are placed herewith along with order of CIC for holding inquiry in such cases. 
It is therefore prayed the notice be issued to the respondent or case may be submitted to CIC for adjudication before division bench.”


It is observed that the complainant has time and again been attempting to revive the issues which have already been dealt with and finally concluded / disposed of in the earlier hearings.   If he is not satisfied, he is directed to approach the appropriate authority for redressal of his grievance, if any.  


No one is present on behalf of the respondent and no written communication has been received.  Respondent is once again directed to ensure compliance of the orders by the next date of hearing.  


For further proceedings, to come up on 04.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.03.2011



     State Information Commissioner  
