STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98104-50940)

Sh. Daljeet Singh Rai,

1/9926, G.F.I. S. No. 3-H,

West Gorakh Park,

Shahdara, Delhi – 110032





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Land Records, Punjab,

Jalandhar






                   …Respondent

CC- 3801/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Daljeet Singh Rai in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Santokh Singh, Sr. Asstt. (99887-33145) along with Sh. Harcharan Singh, Office Kanungo, Fatehgarh Sahib (99887-33145)



Vide request dated 01.11.2010, complainant sought the following information: -
“As per Jamabandi of village Jalberi Dhumi, Tehsil Sirhind, Distt. Patiala, certain land comprising Khewat Khatauni no. 2/2, 3/3, 4/4, 5/5, 18/11, 19/22, 8/8, 22/15, 23/26, 29/32 and 30/33 was reflected to be the ownership of Fatto w/o Fateha and Arkiyan daughter of Fatto.   However, as per Jamabandi for the year 1959-60, this land has been allotted to some other persons namely Ujjagar Singh son of Nagina Singh, Kharak Singh son of Jassa Singh, Bishan Singh son of Uttam Singh, Bassan Singh son of Thakar Singh.  On what grounds was it done?

Please provide me complete information of mutation etc. pertaining to the above property.”



When no response was received, the instant complaint dated 08.12.2010 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 16.12.2010).



Respondent Sh. Santokh Singh has submitted a letter no. 2238 dated 21.01.2011 wherein it is intimated that since the information sought pertained to the office of Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib, they forwarded the request of the complainant to them vide letter no. 13375 dated 06.12.2010.   He further submitted that the complainant was also informed of the same so that information could be obtained from the said office. 
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Sh. Harcharan Singh is present on behalf of the Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib and states that copies of the relevant land records sought by the applicant have been provided to him.  Complainant admits the same.    In reply to a query by the complainant, Sh. Harcharan Singh submitted that the mutation in question was sanctioned on the basis of a notification dated 05.10.1956.  
 

 Complete information, therefore, stands provided.



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: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

H. No. 4227/1, Sirhind Gate,

Patiala







         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali







                   …Respondent

CC- 3814/2010
Order

Present:
Sh. Braham Sharma for the complainant
For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Madan, L.A. (98883-71100)



Vide letter dated 11.11.2010, complainant sought the following information: -
“1.
In the three-member committee report provided to me, the building housing Veer Haqiqat Rai School is said to be owned by Sanatan Dharam.  But no document in support has been provided.  Document in support of ownership be provided. 

2.
If such a document is not available, how and in what circumstances the Education Board granted affiliation to the Veer Haqiqat Rai School?  Why a false report has been submitted by the Inspection Committee?”



The response received vide letter dated 03.12.2010, according to the complainant, was incorrect and not convincing.  Hence the instant compliant has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 17.12.2010)



Respondent present submitted that in the year 1988, Veer Haqiqat Rai School was granted permanent affiliation with the Board and stated that no post-affiliation inspection was carried out by their department.   Sh. Madan also stated that the school was set up in rented premises at that time.    Copy of a noting dated 03.12.2010 which is from the In charge (Affiliation) and is addressed to the PIO of the respondent Board, was also submitted by him.  In the said noting, it has been asserted that the affiliation to the concerned institute for tenth and senior secondary (Humanities) classes was granted by the higher authorities because as per the inspection report, it was found eligible for the same. 
 

Respondent present has been informed that the present rules of the Punjab School Education Board notified for affiliation categorically state that 
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the school premises should be owned by the Trust / Society.  Sh. Madan has admitted that rules of inspection regarding affiliation by the Punjab School Education Board have not been observed in case of Veer Haqiqat Rai School. 



The complainant has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority or a civil court, to point out the violation of any rules and regulations on the part of the said school and the Board, to take further action.



With this, the complainant feels satisfied.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(99141-18002)

Ms. Dimple Goyal

H. No. 2353, Mohalla Purana Lal Bagh,

Patiala.







         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (EE)

Patiala.







         …Respondent

CC- 3815/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Ms. Dimple Goyal in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Jarnail Singh, Dy. DEO-cum-PIO (95920-85837)


Vide original application dated 01.07.2010, complainant sought the following information: 
“1.
How many candidates appear on 11.06.2010 for the counsel of teaching fellows (female) (September 2007, 9998 posts) in open category? 

2.
How were the candidates called on 11.06.2010 informed?

3.
Were the names of above candidates included in the list of 12 females displayed on the internet from 11.05.2010 to 13.05.2010?
4.
Complete list of communications from the office of DEO (EE) Patiala to DPI (EE) Chandigarh from 14.05.2010 to 14.06.2010.”



As per the complainant, when no response was received even after reminder dated 01.11.2010, the present complaint dated 11.12.2010 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 17.12.2010).



Complainant stated that complete information stands provided on 04.02.2011.  However, she lamented that it was unduly delayed and hence penalty be imposed on the respondent. 



Accordingly, Sh. Jarnail Singh, Dy. DEO-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.  
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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. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

s/o Sh. Bakhtaur Singh,

Ramdasia Sikh,

Village & P.O. Gehal,

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Barnala.






                    …Respondent

CC- 3816/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, clerk (95015-68822)



Vide original application dated 18.08.2010, complainant sought the following information: -
“1.
On the strength of which documents / certificates did Major Singh, Drawing Master, Govt. High School, Gehal was appointed?

2.
Did he submit a certificate dated 27.10.1970 issued by Chairman and Secretary, Distt. Zonal Middle School Tournament Committee showing his participation in the Mill School Tournament – 1970-71 (Boys / Girls) at the District / Zonal level showing him to have won the top position in Kabaddi?  If yes, a copy of the same be provided.”



As per the complainant, when no response was received even after reminder dated 14.10.2010, the present complaint dated 08.12.2010 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 17.12.2010).



Respondent present stated that complete information was sent to the complainant by registered post on 08.09.2010.    He stated when the complainant informed about non-receipt of the same, another copy per registered post was again sent on 14.12.2010.



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received.



One more opportunity is granted to Sh. Ram Singh to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information so provided.
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For further proceedings, to come up on 10.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98550-14600)

Prof. Adhir Bharti

AMAN DEEP

B-I/844, Ram Nagar,

Sunam – 148028

(Distt. Sangrur)





                     …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Sangrur.






                    …Respondent

CC- 3826/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Prof. Adhir Bharti in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Rakesh Bansal, Jr. Asstt. (99885-42215)



Vide original application dated 10.11.2010, complainant sought the following information: -
“Why has my service book not been sent back to the Principal, Govt. Girls Senior Secondary School, Sunam despite my repeated written requests?”



The present complaint dated 13.12.2010 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 20.12.2010) when no response was received.



The respondent present stated that the service book in question was submitted before a court in case no. 12795/99 in the year 1999.  However, after that, the same is not traceable.  At this, he has been informed that the file should be got traced at the earliest.  The complainant submitted that the official responsible for the missing should be made to bear the accountability and a duplicate service book be created.


Respondent assured the court that they would try to trace the service book and if that is not possible, an enquiry shall be initiated against the erring officer / official.



In the next hearing, Ms. Rajmohinder Kaur, DEO-cum-PIO shall appear in person.
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For further proceedings, to come up on 10.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

d/o Sh. Ranjit Singh,

C/o Azad Tent House,

Village Noshehra Mazza Singh,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh






                   …Respondent

CC- 3831/2010
Order

Present:
Sh. L.S. Padda, advocate – counsel for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. 



Vide original application dated 09.11.2010, complainant sought the following information regarding 4000 Punjabi teachers recruited under the education service providers in BC (Male) category:
	Sr.
	Regn. No. of the Candidate
	Name / Father’s Name of the candidate
	Merit / Marks
	Category

	1
	M030-133446
	Parvinder Singh / Jarnail Singh
	64.8077
	B.C.

	2
	M030-135710
	Daljit Singh / Onkar Singh
	64.6712
	B.C.

	3
	M030-30092
	Amar Chand / Pusa Ram
	54.5895
	B.C.

	4
	M030-133338
	Amit Kumar / Raghuvir Das
	64.2229
	B.C.

	5
	M030-134005
	Jagdeep Singh / Teja Singh
	64.206
	B.C.

	6
	M030-51173
	Jagdish Singh / Daulat Singh
	64.077
	B.C.

	7
	M030-133352
	Baldev Singh / Pritam Singh
	64.056
	B.C.

	8
	M030-134090
	Amit Kumar / Raghuvir Das
	64.0188
	B.C.

	9
	M030-13100
	Dilpreet Singh / Ajit Singh
	63.91
	B.C.


Copies of forms of all the above filled in own handwriting, notings if any, copies of experience certificates, appointment letters.   Every page of the information should be signed by the officer concerned.”



The present complaint dated 15.12.2010 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 20.12.2010) when no response was received.  


Respondent present submitted that the information had been
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declined vide their Memo. No. 6/218-10 dated 26.11.2010 as the same was not in public interest.  However, complainant states that he did not receive it.   A copy of the same has been provided to him in the court. 



Complainant shall submit as to how the information sought is in public interest.


Respondent has been advised to follow the provisions of Section 11 of the RTI Act while dealing with the present case, before the next hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 16.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(99151-94293)

Ms. Harcharanjit Kaur Brar,

# 293, Sector 37-A,

Chandigarh







         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary School Education,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh





         …Respondent

CC- 3832/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Ms. Harcharanjit Kaur Brar in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Harnek Singh, Superintendent (99882-25893)



Vide original application dated 23.10.2010, complainant sought the following information: -
“Details of information regarding department promotion committee meetings held since the year 2000 up to date for the promotion as ‘Directors’ in School Education Department along with proceedings of the meetings and notings of the file where these meetings were processed.  Also meeting postponed, if any, with reason thereof.”



The present complaint dated 23.10.2010 has been filed with the Commission (received in the office on 21.12.2010) when no response was received. 



Complainant who was present in the court today, asserted as under: -

“That some information has been received from the Secretary School Education, Punjab vide registered letter no. 8087 dated 28.01.2011 which is only noting portion of the file up to June, 2006 and the information is incomplete. 

That the information received on pages 81-86 has different information on revised / duplicate page 81-86.  So it is impossible to know which information is correct.  Information needs to be authenticated by some concerned officer. 
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That I have worked as DPI (SE) Punjab on 15.06.2006 to December 2006 and against from September 2008 to August, 2009.  On August 31, 2009, I retired.  During my tenure as DPI (SE) Pb. I sent record to six DPC for the promotion to the post of director.  DPC meeting was fixed in July, 2006, 2007, 2008 but postponed due to reasons unknown to me.   Thus the file regarding DPC meeting continued up to my retirement. 
That the information provided is incomplete.  No correspondence, no proceedings, no agenda has been provided. 

That the information provided by me is true to my knowledge and facts.”



Respondent present stated that no records of the DPC after the year 2006 are available.  He also stated that only one meeting of the DPC was held in 2000.  



Respondent has been directed to carry out another search in the office for the relevant records, which he assured would be done. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 16.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Kothi No. 435, Phase 4,

Mohali – 160059







  …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mohali 
2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali. 



     


      …Respondents

AC- 1147/2010
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Kulbir Singh Sekhon, advocate – counsel (98144-92892)



Vide original application, appellant sought the following information from the office of DTO Mohali: 
“Information regarding allotment of vehicle registration numbers by the authority to the applicants who had submitted their applications for the same during the period 01.05.2010 to 30.06.2010.  Information regarding each applicant / application in a tabulated form, containing 7 columns each, as under: 

1.
Serial No.

2.
Receipt No. of application.

3.
Whether application is for new registration / re-registration.

4.
Date of receipt of application.

5.
Date of disposal of application;

6.
Regn. No. allotted to the vehicle.

7.
Regn. Fee deposited.”



As per appellant, the respondent, vide letter no. 1386 dated 07.10.2010, has declined the information under section 8(d) of the Act.   First appeal dated 12.10.2010 was filed with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.  However, when no response was received to the same, the instant second appeal has been preferred with the Commission on 17.12.2010.
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Sh. Sekhon, present on behalf of the DTO, Mohali stated as under:
“That the information demanded by the appellant pertains to trade confidential and trade secrets and can cause loss to third party.  This information also belongs to personal information of persons who applied for registration of vehicles.  Supply of this information can cause personal as well as trade loss to persons who applied for registration of the vehicles.   However, if this Commission thinks fit that it will be in the public interest, then answering respondent is ready to supply the information to the applicant, subject to costs of the same.  The appellant has not approached the first Appellate Authority i.e. Joint State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.”


It is observed that no section of the RTI Act 2005 has been quoted for declining the information.



Respondent is directed to explain as to how the information sought is against any public interest and can cause any harm to the person connected with it. 



Appellant Sh. Sanjeev Malhotra shall submit his version stating how the information sought is in public interest. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 16.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98722-20039)

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi,

Dhuri (Distt. Sangrur)






  …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Chandigarh 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare,


Punjab, Chandigarh. 




       …Respondents

AC- 1167/2010
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Prem Rattan in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Hans Raj, Superintendent (96467-88434)



Vide original application dated 26.07.2010, appellant sought the action taken report on his complaint against one Dr. Ramesh Kumar, filed with the respondent.



When no response was received, the first appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on 20.09.2010.   In response dated 19.10.2010, the Appellate Authority sent copies of various letters addressed / sent to Dr. Ramesh Kumar Sharma, Ayurvedic Medical Officer which, according to the appellant, is irrelevant.  Hence the present second appeal has been preferred with the Commission vide letter dated 09.12.2010 (received in the office on 20.12.2010).


Respondent present Sh. Hans Raj stated that interim reply was sent to Sh. Rattan vide letter dated 28.01.2011, which, the appellant stated was received by him on 04.02.2011.  It was conveyed to the appellant that the matter is receiving attention at the government level and as soon as any outcome is known, the same shall be communicated to him. 



The complainant feels satisfied and 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: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli 

85-86-87, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.







 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.




                                 …..Respondent

CC- 2989/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. S.R. Kaler, Addl. D.C. Ludhiana (94172-02633)



Respondent present submitted that complete information stood provided on 27.12.2010 when his arms licence duly renewed was provided to him.  He also submitted a note which addressed to him by Sh. Jagraj Singh, D.E.O. Suvidha Centre, Ludhiana wherein it is stated:

“Submitted that I am Jagraj Singh, Data Entry Operator, Suvidha Centre, Ludhiana working on delivery counter of the arms licences.  Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli son of Sh. Sansar Chand resident of House No. 25, Shop-cum-flat Bhadaurh House, Ludhiana had submitted application for renewal of his arms licence and the said licensee had also sought information regarding the same under the RTI Act.  It is submitted that the arms licence duly renewed has been delivered to him on 27.12.2010.”



Reply dated 07.02.2011 to the show cause notice has also been submitted by Sh. S.R. Kaler, PCS, Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.  The reply reads: -

“It is submitted that the applicant had submitted an application dated 28.05.2010, received in this office on 02.06.2010.  The information sought pertained to the Arms branch.  Therefore, the information when provided by the Arms Branch, was sent to the applicant (Annexure ‘A’)

That the applicant filed complaint No. 2989/10 before this Hon’ble court.  It is submitted that the information sought (licence of the applicant) has been provided to him by this office.
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That the information has been provided within the stipulated time.  No deliberate delay has occurred.  All the allegations levelled by the applicant are baseless and unfounded and hence the complaint be closed.”

  

I have gone through the same and am of the view that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information. 


I have also gone through the information sought and provided and am of the view that complete information as per original application has been provided to the complainant. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.   
Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99881-28026)

Sh.  Mohan Singh,

Advocate,

House No. 71,

Bazar No. 2,

Ferozepur Cantt.

Distt. Ferozepur






       …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Ferozepur







        …..Respondent

CC- 3288/10
Order

Present:
Sh. Gaurav Bhardwaj, advocate, for Sh. Mohan Singh.
For the respondent: Sh. Bhupinder Singh Rai, PCS, DTO, Ferozepur (98141-00037)



Submissions of both the parties heard.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 16.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(90234-51741)

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

Conductor No. 624,

Punjab Roadways, Ferozepur,

r/o Gandhi Nagar,

Jalalabad (West)

Distt. Ferozepur






       …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Ferozepur







        …..Respondent

CC- 3312/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mohinder Singh in person.
For the respondent; Sh. Upkar Singh, Superintendent (95015-00695)



Information relating to Inspector Sh. Balbir Singh, Inspector Sh. Prem Parkash, Inspector Sh. Bhagwan Dass, Inspector Sh. Baldev Raj, Sh. Surjit Singh Conductor, 242; and Sh. Suba Singh, Conductor No. 112 posted in Punjab Roadways, Ferozepur stands provided.  



Complainant is satisfied but wants further information about the said officials for which he has been advised to file a fresh application and take up the matter with the higher competent authority.



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: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98881-68223)

Sh. Jagmohan Singh

347/86, Model Colony,

Saleem Tabri,

Ludhiana







      …..Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (East)

Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer,


Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA)


Ludhiana. 



                                     …..Respondents

CC- 3354/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jagmohan Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Pardeep Singh Bains, APIO (98558-00024)



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

“Today, Kanwar Narinder Singh, APIO states that they wrote to GLADA, Ludhiana on 09.12.2010 and a reminder was also sent on 14.12.2010.  Sh. Des Raj, clerk who has accompanied Kanwar Narinder Singh stated that he went to the office of GLADA personally and they informed him that it would take about 2-3 months to provide the information sought.

In these circumstances, PIO, office of (GLADA) Ludhiana is hereby impleaded as respondent.  In the next hearing, PIO office of Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA) shall appear personally to explain the matters.”



Today, Tehsildar Ludhiana (East)-cum-APIO Sh. Pardeep Singh Bains is present and states that he is on the job of compiling the information and it will take another month to provide the same to the complainant.  The time sought is granted.



Complainant also stated that he wanted attested copies of the documents to which Sh. Bains informed that he can only provide the photocopies and cannot attest the same as the original record is with the GLADA.
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Accordingly, the documents to be provided in the information are required to be attested by the GLADA officials.



It is noted that in the previous hearing, PIO, office of Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA) Ludhiana was also impleaded as a party and was directed to be present in person in the hearing today.  None has come present.



Seeing the defiant attitude of the PIO, office of Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA) Ludhiana 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. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 16.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.02.2011



      State Information Commissioner
