STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94173-35068)

Sh. Tarlochan Singh Sethi,

Adfvocatre,

Ward – 04/80, Railway Road,

Doraha-141421 (Pb)





      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 




…..Respondents

AC- 540/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide form ‘A’ dated 30.03.2011, Sh. Tarlochan Singh Sethi sought the status of complaint filed on 28.02.2011 by Fax No. 0172-2743424.  However, when no response was received, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 04.05.2011.



The instant second appeal has been filed before the Commission on 13.06.2011 as no information was provided. 



A letter dated 01.08.2011 has been received from Sh. Tarlochan Singh Sethi, wherein it is stated: 

“2.
Because I am pre-occupied on 09.08.2011 for my professional work at Amritsar, so I won’t be able to attend the court on the fixed day. “


He has further sought an adjournment, which is granted.



No one has come 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 appellant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 19.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. N.K. Sayal  


Sayal Street,

Sirhind







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Government Pb.,

SCO 131-132,

Sector-17C, Chandigarh 




 
  …..Respondent

CC- 1644/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. N.K. Sayal in person.


None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 16.06.2011, it was recorded: 

“Today, Sh. Paramjit Singh, PIO appeared and submitted his affidavit, as directed by the Commission.  He also stated that they have already written a number of letters to the SHO, Police Station Sector 17, Chandigarh to register an FIR but nothing has been heard from him.  He clarified that the first ever communication was sent to the SHO as back as 03.06.2010 followed by a number of reminders.   He produced copies of such reminders also which are taken on record.   A copy of such communications has also been provided to the complainant, upon his request.   The letter dated 03.06.2010 which is addressed by the respondent to the SHO, PS Sector 17, Chandigarh reads as under: -

‘Thorough search into the records pertaining to complainants from the Municipal Council, Sirhind bearing file No. 2DLG-EB-(59)-2002 has been carried out; however, the same is not traceable and hence not available.  Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab has directed that an FIR be got registered for loss of the said file.  Therefore, you are requested to kindly register an FIR pertaining to complainants from the Municipal Council, Sirhind bearing file No. 2DLG-EB-(59)-2002.’

Respondent is directed to follow up the matter regularly and intimate the final outcome so that the complainant is informed accordingly.

A copy of this order should also be sent to the Station House Officer, Police Station Sector 17, Chandigarh.  He is directed to inform the Commission the status of the said letter from the respondent office.”
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Sh. Sayal submitted that there has been no progress in the matter and he had not heard anything from the respondent in the intervening period.



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.



Respondent is once again directed to provide complete relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



The PIO shall also appear in person in the next hearing and explain the matter. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 19.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Sanjeev Kumar (99888-83722) came present on behalf of the respondent and submitted copy of a letter dated 08.08.2011 addressed to the respondent by the Investigation Officer, Police Station Sector 17, U.T. Chandigarh, wherein it is stated: 
“Reference to the letter No. EA2-DLG-(118 Sirhind)/18594 dated 03.06.2010 regarding the misplacing of file No. 2(59)-2002/Sirhind.  In this regard, it is intimated that the enquiry of the matter is being conducted by the undersigned and following information / record is urgently required to proceed further in the matter: 

1.
Information / Record regarding the departmental action initiated by the department for the missing of the file and finding thereof;

2.
If the departmental action was not taken, the reasons thereof; 

3.
Name & designation of the official in whose custody the said file was supposed to be when it gone missing;

4.
The above information / record may be provided at the earliest as the matter has already got delayed.”
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A copy of the DDR bearing No. 12 dated 08.08.2011 has also been annexed with the said letter.”



A copy of the communication received from the respondent may also be sent to the complainant along with a copy of this order.



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 19.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
ENCLOSURES:
AS ABOVE.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. B.S. Khara,

Dy. Secretary (Retd.)

No. 3882/1, Sector 47-D,

Chandigarh.







      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, Mohali 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Vice-Chairman-cum-Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62, Mohali





…..Respondents

AC- 586/11
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. B.S. Khara in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Madan, Sr. Asstt. 



Sh. B.S. Khara, vide application dated 22.11.2010 sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005:

“1.
Copies of office noting / documents along with complete proceedings concluded since 08.05.2010 to 18.10.2010 in r.o. an appeal dated 08.05.2010 of the undersigned preferred to the First Appellate Authority of the Punjab School Education Board.

2.
The copy of any relevant provision of the RTI Act, 2005 supporting the first appellate authority for directing the appellant to appear in person as directed vide office letter no. PSDEB:PS:VC:2010:60 dated 06.10.2010.

3.
Copies of office noting / documents along with complete proceedings in regard to the application of the appellant dated 21.12.2009 (sent by name per speed post number EP 786862830 IN dated 21.12.2009) under which the relevant information / documents were sought, said to be disposed of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner as is conveyed vide your letter No. 180(116) PSEB-PIO/2010/180 dated 24.02.2010.”



Terming the response of the respondent dated 29.11.2010 to be irrelevant and not specific, the first appeal was filed with the first appellate authority by Sh. Khara, on 31.01.2011; and the instant second appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 24.06.2011 asserting that satisfactory information has not been provided.  
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Today, Sh. Varinder Madan, Senior Assistant has appeared on behalf of the respondent to which the appellant objects.  Sh. Khara submits that as per the notice of hearing issued by the Hon’ble Commission, only an APIO / PIO or an officer of equivalent rank is required to be deputed to attend the hearing.    Sh. Madan, however, states that he is a senior assistant in the PIO Branch.   



It is pointed out to the respondent PIO that in future, he shall ensure that the directions of the Commission are strictly followed and the representative(s) be deputed accordingly. 



Sh. Madan submits that complete point-wise information as per the original application has already been provided vide their letter dated 29.11.2010 a copy whereof has also been placed on record.



Appellant seeks time to study the same, which is granted.   Sh. Khara will communicate to the respondent the specific objections / shortcomings in the information provided with a copy to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 18.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Om Parkash Jindal

s/o Sh. Jagdish Rai,

R/o Lal Chand, 

Former M.C. Wali Gali,

Ward No. 15,

Jawaharke Road,

Mansa (Pb.)







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh






    …Respondent
CC- 1227/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Maghi Ram, Sr. Asstt. from office of D.E.O. (SE) Bathinda (93571-48079)



Respondent states that part of the relevant information had already been sent to Sh. O.P. Jindal on 22.03.2011 and the remaining was mailed to him on 14.06.2011 by registered post.   He also submitted a copy of the postal receipt in support of his assertion that it was sent by registered post. 



Sh. Maghi Ram further submitted that the complainant had pointed out certain objections which too stand removed already. 



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  Since the information had been sent about two months back and no objections have been raised by the complainant till date, it appears he is satisfied. 


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: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Chander Arora,

Inspector Food & Supplies (Retd.)

Street No. 9, Arya Nagar,

Fazilka (Distt. Ferozepur)





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Chandigarh






    …Respondent
CC- 1692/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ramesh Chander Arora in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Charanjit Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO (98761-95464)



This complaint has been filed with the Commission by Sh. Ramesh Chander Arora on 08.06.2011, when the information provided to him by the respondent vide communication dated 09.05.2011 in response to his original application dated 12.04.2011, was not found to be complete and satisfactory.    The complainant had sought the following: -

“Ref. DF&SC Muktsar letter no. 75-4/507 dated 21.03.2000 for comments in Giddarbaha case of excess replacement, during 1981-82 to 1985-86:

(a)
Name of the person those who were held responsible for excess replacement of bags for the year 1984-85;

(b)
Name of the person from whom that recovery was effected;

(c)
The ground on which penalty of Rs. 9,731.00 was imposed on the undersigned;

(d)
The reason if any other than stay at Giddarbaha centre during 1985-86 on which the penalty of Rs. 2,630.00 was imposed on the undersigned.”



Sh. Ramesh Chander Arora submits that no information has been provided to him so far. 


Sh. Charanjit Singh, APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent that this information has already been provided to the complainant in an earlier case, being CC No. 2388/10 which was disposed of on 10.02.2011 by ld. SIC Sh. P.K. Verma.



The complainant states that the information sought in the present case is different from the earlier one. 
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Respondent is directed to go through the records and inform the Commission if the information sought in this case is identical to the one provided in CC No. 2388/10 and inform the Commission the factual position.  In such an eventuality, this case shall be disposed of accordingly.  However, if the present information sought is different from the earlier one, respondent is directed to provide the information to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 19.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94636-6615))

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

No. 10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati

Industrial Area-B,

Ludhiana-141003






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 9, 

Chandigarh







    …Respondent

CC- 1722/11  

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Harbinder Singh (94170-72508) along with Sh. Kulwant Singh, Supdt.-PIO and Sh. Inderjit Singh from the Health Department. 



This complaint has been filed with the Commission by Sh. Balbir Aggarwal on 09.06.2011, when no information was provided to him by the respondent in response to his original application No. I/081/2011 dated 26.03.2011 whereby he had sought the following: -

“1.
Dr. R.K. Garg from the Directorate of Health Services carried out an enquiry / investigation in the P.P. Department of the Dr. B.L. Hospital, Old Sabzi Mandi, Ludhiana.  What action has been taken on the said enquiry / investigation report?

2.
How long will it take to register a case of forging and criminal offence against the staff of P.P. Unit?  Reasons for delay be communicated. 

3.
Copies of bills pertaining to amounts spent out of honorarium to nursing supervisors (Rs. 15,000/-); replacement of surgical goods (Rs. 10,000/-); Maintenance of O.T.; Contingencies (Rs. 25,000/-); maintenance of vehicle (Rs. 15,000/-); and maintenance of P.P. Ward (Rs. 15,000/-) be provided for the period 2006 to 2010.”



Sh. Balbir Aggarwal stated that no information has been received by him so far. 



Respondent PIO prays and seeks three weeks’ time to provide the relevant complete information to the complainant, to which Sh. Aggarwal has agreed.  Therefore, request of the respondent is granted.



Respondent is directed to ensure that complete and relevant
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information is provided to the complainant within the fixed time-frame as noted above. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 19.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(99883-05765)

Sh. Ashwani Chawla,

No. 1390, First floor,

Sector 22-B,

Chandigarh







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34, 

Chandigarh







    …Respondent
CC- 1715/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ashwani Chawla in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Supinder Kumar and Jasbir Singh.



This complaint has been filed with the Commission by Sh. Ashwani Chawla on 09.06.2011, when no information was provided to him by the respondent in response to his original application dated 05.04.2011 whereby he had sought the following: -

“1.
How many samples of eatables etc. were taken by your department during last ten years, all over State of Punjab?   District-wise annual details be provided.

2.
How many samples were found up to the mark and how many failed the tests?

3.
Has any case filed against those whose samples were below the prescribed standard?   Please provide present status of such cases.

4.
How many cases out of the above stand disposed of?  What was the outcome?” 



Sh. Ashwani Chawla submitted that no information has so far been provided to him by the respondent.



Sh. Rajinder Kumar, who is present on behalf of the respondent, assureds the court that the requisite information shall be provided to Sh. Chawla within two weeks’ time, under intimation to the Commission.    Complainant agrees to the proposal of the respondent.



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Piara Singh

H. No. 80, Ward No. 8,

Gali No. 14, Krishna Colony,

Dasuya (Distt. Hoshiarpur),




  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34, 

Chandigarh







    …Respondent
CC- 1725/11  

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Piara Singh in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Supinder Kumar and Jasbir Singh.



Vide application dated 01.11.2010, Sh. Piara Singh sought the information pertaining to one Dr. Narinder Kaur working in the respondent department.  He further states that the Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare had ordered the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab to charge-sheet Dr. Narinder Kaur with a copy of the same to the complainant.  However, no action was taken.  He also stated that when the directions of the Principal Secretary were not complied with, the Director Health & Family Welfare was once again reminded by the Principal Secretary in this behalf. 


On query from the Commission, Sh. Piara Singh states that though this information pertains to third party, it is in public interest.   He elaborated that Dr. Narinder Kaur remained in Dasuya while she was being marked present in her office at Chandigarh.   He went on to submit that in connivance with the officials / officers in the respondent department, Dr. Narinder Kaur was being shown present in the office and was also paid salary accordingly.



Since nothing was heard by the complainant from the respondent, he wrote a letter to the Chief Secretary, Punjab on 24.12.2010 for intervention so that the information was provided.   This communication was forwarded to the Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh by the General Administration (Coordination) Branch vide letter dated 05.01.2011.   As no response was received despite the letter dated 05.01.2011, Sh. Piara Singh again wrote to the respondent vide letter dated 27.01.2011.   The letter dated 27.01.2011 was, in turn, forwarded by the respondent to the Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab for providing the information sought, vide communication dated 14.03.2011.  Giving a reference to the communication dated 14.03.2011, complainant wrote to the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab reiterating his request for providing the information.  
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The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 09.06.2011 when absolutely no information was provided.



Respondent present submitted that Ms. Gurvinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. is dealing with the present matter but today, she has gone to attend a court case in the Hon’ble High Court.   Respondent present further clarified that Dr. Rakesh Gupta, Deputy Director is the designated PIO in their office.



Dr. Rakesh Gupta, PIO is directed to appear personally on the next date fixed and explain the matter.



Also, complete and relevant information should be provided to the complainant at the earliest.



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(95925-64371)

Sh. Vijay Kumar Janjua,

H. No. 2068, Phase 7,

Mohali.






             … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Supdt. of Police,

Vigilance Bureau Flying Squad I,

Unit I, Punjab,

Chandigarh







    …Respondent
CC- 1727/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vijay Kumar Janjua in person. 


For the respondent: Insp. Jasbir Singh (84277-54007)


This complaint has been filed before the Commission by Sh. Vijay Kumar Janjua on 10.06.2011 as the PIO – (SP, Vigilance Bureau, Flying Squad-I, Unit-I, Punjab, Chandigarh, SCO No. 49-50-51, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh) refused to even accept the application.   Sh. Janjua requested for the following: -

“Reg. Appointment of Incharge (SHO) Police Station “Office of SP, Vigilance Bureau, Flying Squad-I, Punjab at Mohali”:

Certified copies of orders through which different persons were appointed as Incharge (SHO) of Police Station “Office of SP, Vigilance Bureau, Flying Squad-I, Punjab at Mohali” from time to time ever since it was notified as Police Station vide notification dated 19th December, 2002 till the date of 9th November, 2009.   The copy of order vide which the person occupying the post of Incharge of this police station on 9th November, 2009 was appointed as incharge should also be included.”



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


It is also observed that the respondent present is neither the APIO nor the PIO.  
It is pointed out to the respondent PIO that in future, he shall ensure that the directions of the Commission contained in the notice of hearing are strictly followed and the representative(s) be deputed accordingly. 



Sh. Jasbir Singh also submitted that till recently, Sh. Mandhir Singh, S.P. was the PIO since June, 2010 but he has since been transferred as S.P.  Headquarters, Phase I, Mohali.  Respondent has also tendered written submissions from Sh. Mandhir Singh, wherein it is stated: -
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          “1.
It is denied that the application was sent. 
2.
Repetition of para no. 1, therefore, the same may please be read as above.

3.
The respondent was APIO when the application from the complainant alleged to have been submitted on 09.06.2011. In case his application was not received then complainant should have gone to PO designated in the department. It is clear that without exhausting all channels, the complaint has approached Hon’ble Commission straight way, which is against the procedure laid down in the RTI Act.

4.
It needs no comments as the matter does not relate to respondent. The matter pertaining to establishment of offices at convenient places where application under RTI Act can be filed involves an administrative decision.

5.
From the above paragraphs it is clear that the complainant is not justified to make an averment that the respondent has not provided information as stated in his complaint. At the same time if his application was not received by the respondent as APIO, he should have approached to PIO designated by the department.  Without exhausting all channels, the complainant approached directly to Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab, which indicates that a complainant has malafide intention to harass the respondent individually for the reasons better known to him. “ 



Respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a short time, under intimation to the Commission.    In case of any other plea, respondent must quote the relevant section of the RTI Act, 2005 and justify the stand.


Sh. Mandhir Singh, SP, Headquarters, Phase I, Mohali is directed to appear personally in the next hearing to explain the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
Sh. Mandhir Singh, SP Headquartes,


Phase I, Mohali.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Desh Raj

No. 1449, Sector 40-B,

Chandigarh.







      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority (PUDA) 

PUDA Complex, Near Rajguru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority (PUDA) 

PUDA Complex, Near Rajguru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana. 



…..Respondents

AC- 579/11
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Sandeep Kumar (98886-72175) along with Rajiv Kumar (98550-27020)



Sh. Desh Raj, vide application dated 15.03.2011 sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005:

“Kindly provide photocopies of the forms as well as the documents submitted by the below stated successful applicants, pertaining to the allotment of 108 freehold residential plots at PUDA Avenue, Ferozepur: 

	1
	1138
	86
	Hansraj s/o Hari Ram

	2
	883
	84
	Mithun Lal s/o Dharam Chand

	3
	765
	94
	Jatinder Paul s/o Sohan Lal

	4
	0036
	88
	Anurag s/o Naresh Kumar

	5
	345
	97
	Aarti d/o Sukhchan Lal Bajaj

	6
	1718
	95
	Mohinder Singh s/o Surjit Singh

	7
	294
	83
	Pooja w/o Yogesh Arora

	8
	1166
	90
	Dr. Kashmiri Lal Allawadi s/o Bahadur Chand Allawadi

	9
	874
	87
	Om Parkash s/o Heera Lal

	10
	778
	96
	Asha Rani w/o Late Roshan Lal Arora

	11
	394
	85
	Jasbir Singh s/o Mohinder Singh

	12
	442
	89
	Kanwar Bhan Nagpal s/o Gela Ram

	13
	873
	92
	Jaswinder Kaur s/o Gurmit Singh


Q.
How many family members of the above stated applicants have filled up the other forms in the present Scheme?

Q.
Kindly provide the details of such applications along with the photocopies of the same.”
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Q.
Is it in the knowledge of the department that large number of applicants in the present Scheme have already availed such benefit?

Q.
Kindly give the specific time, date and day for inspecting the records / documents.”



It is further the case of Sh. Desh Raj that the first appeal was filed before the First Appellate Authority on 19.04.2011 as no response had been received to the earlier application; and the instant second appeal has been preferred with the Commission on 23.06.2011 as no information was provided. 



Sh. Desh Raj is not present today nor has any communication been received from him. 



Respondent present stated that vide letter dated 27.05.2011, they informed Sh. Desh Raj to visit their Estate Office, Housing Board Colony, Ferozepur office on any working day for the information.   He further submitted that as no response was received from the appellant, they forwarded the requisite information to him vide their letter dated 13.07.2011 and this letter was sent by registered post on 14.07.2011.  He also tendered a copy of the postal receipt in this respect.


Since no objections or discrepancies have been communicated by the appellant even after about a month of the dispatch of information by registered post, it appears he is satisfied. 


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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94176-20871)
Sh. Gurvinder Singh Sidhu,

Advocate,

House No. 4761, Darshan Vihar Complex,

Sector 68,

Mohali.







  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Under Secretary,

Irrigation Department, Punjab,

Sector 18

Chandigarh







    …Respondent
CC- 1723/11  

Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Gurvinder Singh Sidhu in person.
For the Respondent: Sh. Ashok Kumar Dewadi, Supdt.-cum- APIO from the office of Chief Engineer, and Sh. Baldev Kishan, Supdt. 



Vide application dated 10.03.2011, Sh. Gurvinder Singh Sidhu sought the following information from the respondent: -

“1.
Details of the proceedings of all the meetings of Govt. of Punjab level with other States and Secretariat level meetings of the Administration that took place from 1982 till date regarding the Kajauli Water Works, Punjab (near Morinda) for supply of water to the U.T. Chandigarh;

2.
Details of all agreements, notifications, contracts or orders issued respectively since 1982 onwards till date by the  Govt. of Punjab pertaining to Kajauli Water Works, Punjab (near Morinda);

3.
The details of laying down the pipelines including the number of pipelines along with capacity of pipelines for water supply from Kajauli Water Works, Punjab (near Morinda) to Chandigarh;

4.
Total land acquired for the pipelines and water works for Kajauli Water Works, Punjab (near Morinda) to U.T. Chandigarh;

5.
The proposed schemes which are in pipeline for supplying more water to Chandigarh from Kajauli Water Works, Punjab (Near Morinda);

6.
Details of payments, water charges or royalty paid by the
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 U.T. Chandigarh to State of Punjab for the water taken from the Kajauli Water Works, Punjab (near Morinda);

7.
Copies of agreements, resolutions or contracts between Govt. of Punjab, U.T. Chandigarh and Union of India for supply of water to Chandigarh by the Punjab Govt. since 1966; and

8.
Under what law water is supplied from Kajauli Water Works, Punjab (near Morinda) to U.T. Chandigarh?”



The present complaint has been filed before the Commission on 09.06.2011 when no information was provided. 



Complainant present submits that no information has so far been provided to him.  The respondents have come present from various branches / sections of the Irrigation Department and no one from the office of Undersecretary, Irrigation has put in appearance.   Sh. Gurvinder Singh Sidhu informed the Commission that only the Under secretary from the Irrigation Department shall be in a position to provide the information sought by him.   The officials present on behalf of the respondent today have no knowledge of the case and hence are unable to provide any information.


In these circumstances, the Under-Secretary, Irrigation Department, Punjab is directed to appear personally in the next hearing and explain the matter.   It is also directed that complete and relevant information should be provided to the complainant within a period of three weeks, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Bimla Devi

w/o Late Sh. Madan Lal,

Ward No. 7, Satish Nagar,

Hathi Baggi wali Gali,

Near Nayian da Mandir,

Mansa.







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Mansa







    …Respondent
CC- 1533/11
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Pawan Kumar;
For the respondent: Bhola Singh, Sr. Asstt. office of Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda; Sh. Harvinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. office of SDM, Mansa (01652-232013)



In the earlier hearing dated 16.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Sh. N.S. Brar submitted that the said red card had been issued in the year 1990 and District Mansa came in existence after 1990 only.   Therefore, a copy of the card can only be provided by the office of Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda.

In view of the submissions of both the parties, it is imperative that the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda is impleaded as a respondent in the present case.  Accordingly, PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda is impleaded as a respondent.  He is directed to appear on the next date fixed and explain the matter.    Also, record of the document sought by the complainant should also be searched thoroughly and provided to him on priority basis.”



Today, in compliance with the directions of the Commission, Sh. Bhola Singh, Sr. Asstt. has come present from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda.  He submitted that the three letters referred to by the complainant in her application for information do not pertain to the red card of the applicant-complainant.  He further stated that they have been able to lay hands on an old register wherein, there is an entry in the name of the applicant-complainant Ms. Bimla Devi and they are not sure if this register pertains to the red-cards issued to the terrorists affected families.  Respondent Sh. Bhola Singh submits that they will enquire from the office of Deputy Commissioner whether a duplicate red card can be issued and act accordingly. 
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For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Harvinder Singh who had appeared from the office of SDM, Mansa and the complainant appeared and informed the Commission that Sh. Bhola Singh had assured that a duplicate red card will be issued.  However, this statement is not a confirmed one since Sh. Bhola Singh had left by that time. 



Office of the Deputy Commission can enquire and act accordingly, after going through today’s proceedings of the case.



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amrik Singh

s/o Sh. Balbir Singh,

Parsan Niwas,

Near Oriental Bank of Commerce,

VPO Dhalleke,

Distt. Moga-142001






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga








    …Respondent
CC- 1202/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Amrik Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 16.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“No one has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.

One more opportunity is granted to the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Moga to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.   In case of non-compliance, further necessary proceedings against the erring officials / officers under the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 shall be initiated.”



Sh. Amrik Singh submits that no information has been provided to him so far.



No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.    It is a sorry state of affairs that the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Moga is taking the matters pertaining to RTI Act, 2005 very lightly. 



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



In the next hearing, the PIO is directed to appear personally and explain the matter.



A copy of this order should also be sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Moga for information and he is also directed to ensure that the directions of the Commission are followed strictly.
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It should be noted that in case no information is provided before the next date fixed, initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the PIO shall be taken up in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhagat Singh

s/o Sh. Nagina Singh,

VPO Ajram,

Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur




 
  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Land Records,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar







    …Respondent
CC- 1728/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Bhagat Singh, assisted by counsel Sh. Atin Chopra, advocate (94174-50650)

For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Kumar, APIO (94172-18439)



Sh. Bhagat Singh, vide his application dated 24.01.2011 sought the following information: -

“Copies of allotment orders dated 24.03.1955 and 18.01.1957 issued in favour of Sulakhan Singh son of Ladha Singh, resident of Ajrham, District Hoshiarpur whereby he was allotted “taurs” measuring 7 Marla and 10 Marla respectively in village Ajrham, Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur [Allotment No. 11-(44)19-3].”



Sh. Bhagat Singh submits that even a reminder was sent on 28.02.2011.



The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 09.06.2011 as no information was provided. 



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



Respondent, however, states that the application of the complainant seeking information had not been received in their office.   Sh. Atin Chopra argued that he had obtained the Proof of delivery of the letter from the Postal authorities who had confirmed that the application for information was duly delivered to the respondent office.


Respondent further submitted that they had written to the complainant to deposit the requisite fee of Rs. 12/- towards cost of the documents to be provided.   Complainant stated that he has not received the same.  He further argued that the respondent be directed to obtain the proof of delivery of their letter to the complainant.   He also submitted that the respondent, perhaps, on receipt of notice from the Commission, has manipulated / created this letter to safeguard his interests.  If the respondent
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has really sent such a letter, he be asked to get a proof of delivery and submit the same before the Commission so that the factual position comes to light.   



However, complainant has paid the requisite fee of Rs. 12/- in cash to the respondent against receipt.  



Respondent submitted that upon receipt of the notice from the Commission, a copy of the original application for information had been received and on the basis thereof, they have taken out the relevant information.   He had brought the same to the court which has been handed over to the complainant in the presence of the court. 



Complainant seeks time to study the same which is granted.



It was also mutually agreed between the parties that the complainant shall visit the office of respondent to inspect the records and the respondent has assured of all cooperation to him during his visit to their office.



For further proceedings, to come up on 19.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98880-10800)

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh,

District Ludhiana.






   …Complainant

Versus




Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar




 


    …Respondent

CC- 1696/11

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Harjinder Kumar (98728-44751)
 

Vide application dated 20.03.2011, Sh. Jasbir Singh sought the following information from the respondent, under the RTI Act, 2005: 

“1.
In the year January 2006, January 2007 and January 2008, how many vehicles were inspected and passed by the Board of Inspection?  Attested photocopies of CFX forms pertaining to such vehicles inspected and passed be provided.

2.
In the year January 2006, January 2007 and January 2008, how many school-vehicles, trailers, tankers and tractor-trolleys were inspected and passed by the Board of Inspection?  Complete details be provided.”



The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 08.06.2011 as no information was provided.  


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



Sh. Harjinder Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter 08.08.2011 which is addressed by the Motor Vehicle Inspector, Amritsar to the Commission and reads as under: -
“In response to your office notice no. 8316 dated 28.07.2011, received in this office on 08.08.2011, it is submitted as under: -

Para No.


It is respectfully submitted that the notice from the Commission has been received only today.  Kindly, therefore, give us another date to comply with the directions.
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Para No. 2:

Relevant information is as under: -

	January 2006
	2007
	2208

	School Bus

1
	3
	2

	Tanker
         11
	7
	2

	Trailer


2
	5
	4








   Sd/-





Motor Vehicle Inspector 







Amritsar

Endst. No. 2282



     Dated: 08.08.2011

A copy is forwarded to Sh. Jasbir Singh, village Bhola Pur, Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana for information please.







   Sd/-






Motor Vehicle Inspector 







Amritsar”



The complainant submitted that he has no objection to this request of the respondent. 



Accordingly, the case is not adjourned to 14.09.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber for further proceedings. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 09.08.2011



State Information Commissioner
