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 
Sh. Sukhdev Singh Chhina, DSP, Nihalsingh Wala (98148-72079)



Complainant Sh. Sukhkdev Singh has submitted a letter dated 04.04.2011 which reads as under: -

“The marriage of Miss Sarabjit Kaur daughter of Sh. Jasmel Singh, above named individual took place on 15.06.2008, in the Milan palace, Bhadaur Distt. Barnala and the marriage ceremony was performed in the presence of both the families and relatives. Copies of wedding card, Marriage certificate obtained from the Milan palace Bhadaur and Marriage certificate, are attached as per Appx-‘A’, ‘B’ and ‘C’ respectively. 

As per the Policy of Pb. Govt. the parents of the girl can take the grant of Rs. 15,000/- (Rupees Fifteen Thousand only) from the Pb. Govt. for the marriage of their daughter after completion of all the formalities. Simultaneously, Sh. Jasmel Singh has become legible to have this grant of Shagan Scheme from the Distt. Welfare Officer Moga, reason being Nihal Singh Wala comes under the jurisdiction of Distt. Moga and similarly Sh. Jasmel Singh put up his of Shagan Scheme to Distt. Welfare Officer Moga on 16.07.2008, which was registered in their office against Sr. no. 576-A dated 16.07.2008 but it was not admitted being one day late Appx-‘D’ attached. 
After this, Sh. Jasmel Singh has prepared all the documents duplicate showing the date of marriage at Vill. Miha Singh Wala Tehsil Zira Distt. Ferozepur (their previous place of residency) and shown the date of marriage on the same date at Miha Singh Wala, Tehsil Zira Distt. Ferozepur and put up the case to Tehsil Welfare Officer, Zira to have the grant of Shagun Scheme, which was Registered against Sr. no.-435 dated 10.07.2008, he got signed all these documents form the illegal person, i.e. EX-Sarpanch  Bachan Singh and others (duplicate wedding card
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and complete case is attached at Appx-‘E’.

Beside this, it is further submitted that Sh. Jasmel Singh played this false game, has prepared the following documents at two different places as shown below which is quite contrary to the Rules and Regs. in force. 





Miha Singh Wala 
    Dhurkot 

(a)
Voter list 

-

1

1

(b)
Ration Card 

-

1

1

(C)
Caste Certificate
-

1

1

Note: The documents shown at Sr. no. (a) to (c) are attached. 

Sh. Jasmel Singh has given the false statement everywhere. 


The above forgery case was brought in the Notice of Director Social Welfare Deptt. Punjab Chandigarh, under my application dated 25 Dec 2009, who after proper scrutiny directed to District Welfare Officer Moga to register this case of forgery against Sh. Jasmel Singh who has played this false game with the Pb. Govt., vide their letter no. S-16/13135 dated 23.06.2011 and S/9846 dated 26.05.201. Copies attached. 
Distt. Welfare Officer Moga has prepared the complete case submitted to Senor Supdt. of Police Moga, under his letter no. 967-70 dated 27.07.2010, to Register this case against Sh. Jasmel Singh. It was registered in the office of SSP, Moga (PC Branch) under diary no. 10566/C dated 27.07.2010 and further forwarded to Deputy Supdt. of Police Nihal Singh wala (Est at Moga) for necessary action vide no. 148/PC dated 6/10.
My statement in this regard has been handed over to Sh. Parminder Singh duly typed, in the first week of Sept., 2010 in the   office of Deputy Supdt. of Police Nihal Singh Wala. But till date the case has not been pushed upto SHO Nihal Singh Wala to register this forgery case against Sh. Jasmel Singh, for the reason not knowing to me and still lingering on in the office of DSP Nihal Singh Wala. Beside this, the reader of DSP Nihal Singh Wala, Sh Parminder Singh has put up a demand of Rs. 15,000/- to register this case. 

I have put forward my request to Senior Supdt. of Police Moga on 04.10.2010, under RTI Act- 2005, to intimate the present position of the case but till date no response received. 

After the lapse of the stipulated period of RTI Act-2005 I brought the situation in your Notice under my application dated
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08.11.2010 and your letter no. PSIC/Legal/Obj-memo/2010/6061 and my reply dated 04 January 2011. Necessary date of hearing was fixed on 03.03.2011 which has been extended to 06.04.2011.

From the above activities, it is learnt that Sh. Jasmel Singh is a habitual to pay such false games with the Govt. and this has been projected with the consent of Sh. Paramjit Singh ‘Pamma’ with the malafide attention. Necessary action, in terms of IPC-406, 420 and 120B be taken against the,.

In view of the circumstances explained above, you are therefore request to please pin point the office responsible for this delay and dealt with him in accordance with RTI Act- 2005 (Section-20)

Submitted for your perusal and further necessary action please.” 


Respondent has present written submissions dated 28.02.2011 wherein it is stated: -

“Investigation Report regarding application No. 148-PC-6/10 dated 02.08.2010 from the District Welfare Officer, Moga, Application No. 47-PC-6/11 dated 03.02.2011, 2733-PC-7/10 dated 23.12.2010 from Jasmel Singh son of Chand resident of Manohar Basti, Nihal Singh wala.

I have received the attached applications investigations on which were assigned to my predecessor Sh. Pargat Singh Khaira, DSP, Nihal Singh wala.  It has been reported that “the application submitted by Sh. Jagmel Singh for getting benefit under the Shagun Scheme for the marriage of his daughter, had been withdrawn by him on 17.09.2008 and he availed this benefit from District Ferozepur and got incentive of Rs. 15,000/- from the said district.   In both the applications submitted – one in District Moga and the other in Ferozepur – documents annexed regarding the date and place of marriage as well as the document in support of date of birth of the daughter were also the same.   On what ground do you want the case to be registered?”    I have very carefully and minutely perused the documents and the investigation report.  The details of the documents tendered by applicant Jagmel Singh from two different addresses regarding marriage of his same daughter Sarabjit Kaur under the Shagun Scheme, are as follows.
On careful examination of the direct and indirect (secret) investigation reports and the statements recorded during the investigation by Sh. Pargat Singh, DSP, it has been observed
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that the application dated 10.07.2008 was submitted under the Shagun Scheme by Jagmel Singh son of Chand Singh, caste Mazhabi Sikh stating his residence to be at village Mihan wala, Tehsil Zira, District Ferozepur for the marriage of his daughter Sarabjit Kaur attaching date of birth certificate (showing the DOB as 01.02.1986), caste certificate, ration card etc. and he had received an amount of Rs. 15,000/- vide receipt no. 099673 in the year 2008-09.   Similarly, another application dated 16.07.2008 was submitted by Jagmel Singh for the marriage of his daughter Sarabjit Kaur attaching the same documents as were annexed with the earlier application, showing his address to be Dhurkot Road, Nihal Singh wala, but as the amount was released on the application filed in District Ferozepur, he declined to accept the payment under the said scheme vide his application dated 17.09.2008.   Both the applications filed from two different districts were accompanied by the same documents.  If Jagmel Singh had any malafide or dishonest intentions, he could have accepted the amount from Moga district also but he did not do so.   On conclusion of my investigation, no malafide has been suspected on Jagmel Singh and hence indulgence of the police is not required.  Thus no further action is necessary on these applications.
The applications are recommended to be consigned to records please.”



Sh. Sukhdev Singh shows dissatisfaction at the submissions of the respondent.  Therefore, he has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.  



Complete information stands provided. 



Complainant demands imposition of penalty on the PIO for the delay caused in providing the information.



Therefore, Sh. Sneh Deep Sharma, SSP, Moga-cum-PIO 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 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. 



Reply to the show cause notice, if any, be provided within a month’s time failing which it will be construed he has nothing to submit and 
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further proceedings will be taken as per the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.



For further proceedings, to come up on 12.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 06.04.2011



    State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Singh Rai,

Santa Majra Colony,

Near Sarv Hitkari Flats, 

Kharar,

Distt. Mohali







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Department of Local Government, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh







   …Respondent

CC- 256/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Surmukh Singh, Supdt.-APIO (92172-11619)



A letter dated 21.03.2011 has been received from the complainant, which reads as under: -

“Regarding CC 256/11 - It is for your kind information that the above case was fixed before Ms. Ravi Singh, Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh and the next date of hearing is 06.04.2011.

It is state data the requisite information has been received by me in full and nothing is to be stated further.”



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 06.04.2011



    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 Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda






  …Respondents

AC- 79/11
Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Jatinder Singh, A.I. (95019-11399)



In the earlier hearing dated 03.03.2011, the appellant was directed to deposit the requisite fee with the office of DTP, Bathinda to get the pending information.



Today, a letter dated 05.04.2011 addressed by the District Town Planner, Bathinda to the complainant, has been submitted which reads as under: -


“Ref. your letter dated 25.03.2011.

The fee of Rs. 2,000/- prescribed by the Govt. regarding drawing no. 448/87 dated 30.11.1987 in respect of the approved TP Scheme Area No. 15 in Bathinda has been received from you.   It is made clear that Khasra No. 4947 reflects in this drawing.  A copy of this drawing as sought by you is attached herewith.”



Appellant Sh. Rajesh Kumar has acknowledged receipt of the drawing on the copy of the said letter, on 05.04.2011.



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: 06.04.2011



    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).



Respondent present submits that another copy of the information has been dispatched to the complainant by registered post on 01.03.2011.



Sh. Harminder Sandhu rang up the office this morning and stated that complete information to his satisfaction has been received. 



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: 06.04.2011



    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



This case was last heard on 03.03.2011 when Dr. H.S. Kochhar appeared on behalf of the respondent and the complainant himself was also present.  Submissions of both the parties were heard and for pronouncement of the order, the case was adjourned to date i.e. 06.04.2011. 



In this case, Sh. Pradeep Kumar, vide his application dated 04.01.2010, had sought the following information: 

“As per Civil Surgeon, Amritsar endst. No. 3/2009/565 dated 17.05.2009, name, designation and length of service of the officer, dealing clerk and superintendent who prepared the said decision.  What was the reason for considering details of 13 confidential reports?  Confidential reports from 1994-95 to 2007-08 e.g. 50% not good, etc. with details.  Clear reply be provided.  I am not satisfied with the reply submitted by PIO-cum-ACS Amritsar vide RTI/2010/188 dated 22.02.2010.”



The first appeal was filed on 24.06.2010 and the second appeal had been filed before the Commission, vide letter dated 23.09.2010 (received in the office on 18.11.2010).



In the first hearing dated 23.12.2010, it was recorded as under: -

“Dr. Charanjit Singh submits that they responded to the application of the appellant, vide letter dated 22.02.2010.  He further stated that they had sent the requisite information to the appellant vide letter No. 1565 dated 18.11.2009 and No. 1794 dated 23.12.2009. However, in the instant appeal filed on 24.06.2010, appellant has stated that he is not satisfied with the information provided.  Therefore, directions are given to Sh. Pardeep Kumar to specify the shortcomings in the information
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provided to him till date to the PIO with intimation to the Commission.  Respondent to provide necessary information and remove the objections when communicated by the appellant, within a week’s time.”



On 02.02.2011 i.e. in the subsequent hearing, it was also recorded: -

“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.”

PIO - Sh. H.S. Kochhar was issued a show cause notice on 02.02.2011 for the delay in providing the information. 



In his reply dated 01.03.2011 to the show cause notice, Dr. Kochhar has submitted: 

“That the information in question has already been provided to the complainant by this office memo. no. RTI/20120/188 dated 22.02.2010 and a copy of the same is enclosed for ready reference.   It is further submitted that no delay has occurred at the level of office of the undersigned.

That the complainant again submitted an application bearing dated 24.06.2010 on this issue which was disposed of vide this office memo. no. 1089 dated 29.07.2010, copy enclosed.  As per record of the office, detailed reply has already been provided to the complainant vide No. RTI/142 dated 27.01.2011 under intimation to your kind office.  As the information in question has been provided to the complainant, hence no delay on the part of office of the undersigned.

However, if any inconvenience was caused to the complainant, it is regretted.”



Dr. Kochhar has also stated: 

“That the information in question has already been provided to the complainant.  There was delay of a few days as we had to collect the information from different sources.  It is regretted that we did not bring this fact to the notice of the applicant.”



I have heard the arguments of Sh. Pradeep Kumar, the
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appellant and have also gone through the submissions made by the respondent.   I am satisfied with the explanation submitted and am satisfied that there was no malafide on the part of the complainant for the delay in providing the information. Thus it is not a case fit for imposition of any penalty.



This case was taken up for hearing for the first time on 23.12.2010 and complete information stands provided, as noted in the order dated 02.02.2011.



The appellant prayed for award of compensation only on 03.03.2011 which, at such a belated stage, cannot be accepted.  



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 06.04.2011


 
    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.


Sh. Bhupinder Singh Rai, DTO Ferozepur.



A letter dated 24.02.2011 has been received from the District Transport Officer, Ferozepur which states: 

“Sub:
Sh. Jasdev Singh, Jr. Asstt. vs. DTO Ludhiana & Ferozepur.  (CC 3498/10) 

In connection with the above, it is submitted that earlier also, Sh. Jasdev Singh, Jr. Asstt. had filed a case in the Hon’ble Commission which was disposed of.   But the official has again filed a complaint before you.    The official assured over the telephone that he would visit the office of DTO Ferozepur and shall clarify the matter.  Thereafter, all his dues will be released.  It is relevant to submit that the 40% of the arrears on account of revised scales is to be paid to the officials in May, 2011.”



As mutually agreed between the parties, Sh. Jasdev Singh will visit the office of DTO Ferozepur on 25.04.2011 at 11.00 A.M. to explain and assist in the matter.  



Sh. B.S. Rai, DTO Ferozepur stated that the Commission will be intimated regarding the process adopted for arrears of pension.  


For further proceedings, to come up on 02.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   
Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 06.04.2011



    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.



Respondent present submitted a copy of the fax message of date, addressed by the complainant Sh. Arjan Singh to the Commission wherein it has been stated as under: -

“It is submitted that I, Arjun Singh, Panch, resident of village Kandhwala Amarkot had field a complaint before the Hon’ble Commission for procuring information under the RTI Act, 2005 from the BDPO, Abohar.   I have been provided complete and relevant information as per my original application by Sh. Manjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Kandhwala Amarkot to my satisfaction.  It is requested that my complaint may kindly be closed.”



Taking into account 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: 06.04.2011



    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Harjit Singh, Principal (94659-89394) and Malkit Singh, clerk (99156-91880)


Sh. Harjit Singh, Principal, stated that complete information has been dispatched to the complainant by registered post on 21.02.2011.



In the hearing dated 03.03.2011, complainant had stated that no information had been received by him.   



Complainant is directed to intimate specific shortcomings, if any, in the information provided to him by registered post.



Respondent present also states that some information has to be procured from the office of DPI and the same will be sent to the complainant shortly. 



If no objections to the information are communicated by the complainant till the next hearing, it shall be presumed he is satisfied and the matter will accordingly be closed.


For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 19.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 06.04.2011



    State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97804-21447)

Sh. R.S. Randhawa,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 90,

District Courts,

Mansa.







 …..Complainant









 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.




                                  …..Respondent

CC- 3004/2010
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. R.S. Randhawa in person.
For the respondent: Ms. Saroj Rani, DRO-cum-Tehsildar, Mansa (98155-35678)



In the hearing dated 23.11.2010, it was recorded as under: -

“Though the information sought is voluminous, yet as agreed by the parties mutually, the complainant has been advised that he should visit the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa on 25.11.2010 at 11 A.M. and examine the records, with the cooperation of the DRO Ms. Saroj Aggarwal.  Respondent assures the court that copies of the information required shall be provided to the complainant during his visit.”



In the hearing dated 20.12.2010, complainant prayed for award of compensation and a show cause notice was issued to the PIO for the same.



In the hearing dated 03.02.2011, Sh. Gurmel Singh, clerk had appeared on behalf of the respondent and it was recorded: 

“Sh. Gurmel Singh stated that he was asked by the Senior Asstt. Charanjit Kaur to carry the file with him and had said she would meet him in the court.   It has also been observed that the clerk present on behalf of the respondent is not in knowledge either of the facts of the case or of the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.”   



In the last hearing dated 07.03.2011, no one came present on behalf of the respondent nor was any intimation received.   A show cause notice was issued to Addl. Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO Sh. Rajesh Tripathi, under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for imposition of penalty for the delay caused in providing the information.  It was also noted that no reply to the show cause notice issued on 20.12.2010 under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act 2005 had been received till the said date. 
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On the same date i.e. 07.03.2011, it was further recorded as under: -

“After the hearing was over, Ms. Baljinder Pal Kaur Brar, Naib Tehsildar along with Sh. Sham Lal, Jr. Asstt. (98721-20651) appeared on behalf of the respondent and submitted that relevant documents duly attested were sent to the complainant on 10.02.2011 by registered post which has been returned undelivered due to his refusal to accept the same. 

In the light of above, both the complainant and the respondent shall appear in the next hearing when the envelope alleged to have been refused by the complainant, shall be opened in their presence and the information handed over to the complainant.  However, the complainant shall explain his conduct of refusal to take delivery of the registered cover, as noted.”



Today, APIO Ms. Saroj Rani, DRO-cum-Tehsildar has appeared on behalf of the respondent and reply to the show cause notice has also been tendered.   The envelope containing the information, which had earlier been refused by the complainant, has been brought to the court as per directions of the Commission.  The same has been opened in the presence of the court and the documents contained in the same have been handed over to the complainant who expresses his satisfaction with the information provided.  He stated that he refused to accept the envelope as he had always been getting incorrect and irrelevant information in the past.   The attitude of Saroj Rani, during the hearing today was impolite and defiant. 


Reply submitted by the respondent shall be taken up for consideration in the next hearing. 



Addl. Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO Sh. Rajesh Tripathi is directed to be personally present in the next hearing to make submissions regarding the show cause notice. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 12.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 06.04.2011



    State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94173-47648)

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Darbara Singh,

Village Jassi Pau Wali,

District Bathinda






  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Welfare Officer,

Bathinda







    …Respondent

CC- 48/2011 
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balwinder Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sardool Singh, Distt. Welfare Officer, Bathinda.



Both the parties heard.  Oral as well as written submissions made by them taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 12.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 06.04.2011



    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana







      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana





           …..Respondents

AC- 1069/10
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Deepak Kumar (94172-00500)
For the respondent: Sh. Tejinder Singh, System Administrator (81467-28899)



In the earlier hearing dated 03.01.2011, it was recorded: -

“Sh. Rohit Sabharwal is not present today.  However, when contacted over the telephone, he stated that complete information to his satisfaction has been provided.  However, he insisted on imposition of penalty on the respondent for the delay and also sought compensation for the mental detriments suffered by him.”



Therefore, PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for initiating the process of imposition of penalty.   He was also called upon to show cause as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information.



No reply to the show cause notice has been submitted.  Sh. Tejnder Singh, System Administrator is present on behalf of the respondent.  However, he has not produced any authority letter from the PIO in this behalf.


Sh. Pardeep Aggarwal, Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana-cum-PIO (89688-44133), when contacted over the telephone, posed ignorance of the present case.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent PIO to appear and submit his explanation, if any regarding the show cause notices issued on 03.01.2011.



Sh. Pardeep Aggarwal, Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana-cum-PIO is directed to be personally present in the next date fixed, positively.










Contd……2/-

-:2:-

 Reply to the show-cause notices should also be submitted well before the next date.
 



For further proceedings, to come up on 25.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 06.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sant Shamsher Singh

s/o S. Sajan Singh,

VPO Nanakpur Jageda,

Distt. Ludhiana - 141117





 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate (West) 

Ludhiana.



                                    
  …..Respondent

CC- 3344/2010

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent; Sh. Suresh Kumar, clerk (98152-71696)



Respondent present stated that complete information has been dispatched to the complainant by registered post on 17.03.2011.



A letter dated 11.02.2011 addressed by the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Ludhiana (West) to the Commission, has been presented wherein it is stated: 

“Upon perusal of the application of Sant Shamsher Singh dated 17.02.2011, it is not clear as to documents / affidavits of what dates are required by him.   Vide this office registered letter No. 10000/RTI dated 29.12.2010, the applicant was informed to attend this office but he did turn up.  Subsequently, a number of times, he was also requested over telephone No. 98147-88012 to come to our office but he did not do so.  Apart therefrom, on 09.02.2011, Naib Tehsildar, Dehlon also requested him over the phone to come to his office but he expressed his inability and feigned ignorance about the application for information filed under the RTI Act.”


At the end of the said letter, there appears a note by the S.D.M. dated 14.02.2011 wherein it is stated: -

“Today, on 14.02.2011, when I reached the Hon’ble Commission, the applicant Sant Shamsher Singh was present.   While I was talking to your Private Secretary, Sant Shamsher had left the office of Commission and went downstairs.   I requested him over the mobile phone but even after waiting for a long time, he did not come back.   It is thus clear that he is not interested in getting the information otherwise the matter could be discussed and finalised mutually across the table.”


It is observed that apparently, the complainant is not interested in the information and has been evasive to confront the respondent SDM.










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



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: 06.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Capt. Teja Singh (97812-12319) appeared on behalf of the complainant and submitted a letter dated 05.05.2011 from Sant Shamsher Singh, the complainant, which states as under: -

“Respectfully, it is submitted that due to some personal domestic piece of work, I am unable to appear personally but I am deputing my representative Capt. Teja Singh to attend the hearing on my behalf.    Vide order dated 01.12.2010, Hon’ble Commission had directed the SDM Ludhiana (West) to provide the information.  But so far, only a copy of Jamabandi as sought at Sr. No. 5 of the application has been provided by the respondent vide letter No. 10000 / RTI dated 29.12.2010.  Remaining information on points no. 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6 has not been supplied.   I am receiving threats.  My life and liberty is at risk at the hands of the said PIO.  Kindly help me get complete information and necessary action as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 for the delay may kindly be initiated against the SDM, Ludhiana (West).”


In view of the submissions of the complainant, both the parties are directed to appear in the next hearing so that a clear picture emerges.



SDM, Ludhiana (West)-cum-PIO Sh. Prem Chand is directed to appear personally in the next hearing, without fail.   


For further proceedings, to come up on 12.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 06.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(94645-10000)

Sh.  Bharat Bhushan Sharma,

H. No. 4860, Gali No. 1,

Dharampura,

Ludhiana







      …..Appellant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana 

2.
Public Information Officer


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana






…..Respondents

AC- 925/2010

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Dr. Pardeep Sharma, MO (Dental)-cum-APIO (98884-56296)




Dr. Pardeep Sharma, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted a letter dated 30.03.2011 from Sh. Y.P. Mehta, the PIO, which reads: 
“Reference to your office order no. 2920 dated 11.03.2011, it is hereby submitted that the undersigned is on leave to attend ailing mother w.e.f. 02.04.2011 to 17.04.2011.  Kindly give a new date after 18.04.2011 in AC No. 925/10.  The undersigned is away to Bikaner (Rajasthan) during this period.”



Another letter dated 04.04.2011 has been tendered from the Appellant wherein it is stated that the information sought by him vide letter dated 03.09.2010 from the office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana has been received and therefore, he withdraws the complaint. 



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 06.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
