STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sudesh Kumar

s/o Sh. Dasaundhi Ram

B-1, 1422,

Ram Nagar,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.







…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Ludhiana



                                    
…..Respondent

CC- 2555/2010
ORDER
Present:
Complainant Sh. Sudesh Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Raj Kumar, Junior Asstt. (95018-00577)



None of the directions of the Commission have been followed.  Sh. Raj Kumar, Junior Asstt. who is present on behalf of the respondent has little knowledge of the case.   No authority letter has been submitted.  Copy of a letter dated 28.10.2010 has been received which is addressed by the office of DTO Ludhiana to the complainant and reads: -

“Please refer to your complaint made to the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Mrs. Ravi Singh against the Public Information Officer o/o DTO Ludhiana in CC No. 2555 of 2010 on 20.10.2010.
In this connection, you are requested to attend this office on 02.11.2010 at 11.00 AM to put forth your view point before the undersigned.”



Complainant states that this letter has not been received by him and the respondent present states that it was sent by ordinary post.   The possibility of its not being delivered cannot be ruled out.



In the last hearing dated 20.10.2010, Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO appeared and stated that complete information from Sh. Ujagar Singh regarding the documents submitted by him at the time of obtaining the learner’s licence No. 114466 would be provided by the next hearing.



Another letter dated 09.11.2010 has been presented by the respondent which is addressed to Sh. Ujagar Singh with a copy to the Commission and reads as under: -
“As per record of this office, you were issued learner driving licence no. 114466 dated 22.12.2005 for driving Motor Cycle / 
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Motor Car and the same was valid up to 21.06.2006.  You are therefore, requested to attend this office on 11.11.2010 at 11 AM along with copies of the proof of your date of birth and place of your residence attached at the time of issue of the learner licence, so that the same could be produced before the Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh.” 


On 20.10.2010, directions were given to the respondent to write to Ujagar Singh at the earliest but it seems that office of the District Transport Officer, Ludhiana is taking the matter lightly and is not attending to the directions of the Commission.  The original application for information is dated 30.03.2010 and till date, complete information has not been provided.



In view of the irresponsible attitude of the respondent, DTO-PIO Sh. Ashwani Kumar 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. 



In the next hearing, PIO shall appear in person.  Complete information should also be provided to the complainant within a week’s time.



For further proceedings, to come up on 01.12.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.11.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Kumar Keshav

s/o Sh. Anil Kumar

Plot No. 8,

Jaswal Complex,

Opp. Central Jail, Tajpur Road,

C Bhamian,

Ludhiana.







…..Complainant



 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.





                       …..Respondent

CC- 3010/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Raj Kumar, Junior Asstt. (95018-00577)



Vide letter dated 06.08.2010, complainant sought the following information from the respondent office: -

“1.
Names and designations of Govt. employees working in the office of DTO Ludhiana. 

2.
Names and addresses of the Non-Government employees assisting the Govt. employees with the office of DTO Ludhiana. 

3.
Copy of suspension orders of Section Officer Mr. Umesh Gupta.

4.
Whether the suspended Section Officer is still on the rolls of the office of DTO Ludhiana and whether he is attending the office of DTO Ludhiana regularly?

5.
Copy of permission for issue of computerized registration certificates, computer apparatus and operator for the PB 10 CA to PB 10 CX series.

6.
Whether the computer operator feeding new registration files is doing his job at the premises of the office of DTO Ludhiana?

7.
List of new driving licences issued w.e.f. 01.04.2010 to 31.07.2010 showing the following details: -

(i)
Names and addresses of the driving licences holders;

(ii)
Date of issue of driving licence;

(iii)
Driving licence number;

(iv)
Driving licence valid up to:
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(v)
Class of vehicle of driving licence.

(vi)
Date of birth of driving licence holder.”




Respondent vide letter no. 8352 dated 01.09.2010 provided the information to the complainant.  Not being satisfied with the same, complainant has filed the instant complaint with the Commission on 20.09.2010.



Respondent present states that complete information has since been posted to the complainant vide letter dated 28.10.2010 and a copy of the same has been submitted to the court. 



Complainant is not present today.  One more opportunity is granted to him to point out any shortcomings in the information provided, well before the next hearing.



In the next hearing, PIO shall appear in person.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 01.12.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.11.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Jagdish Gargi,

B-185, New Amritsar

Amritsar 







…..Complainant



 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Govt. Medical College,

Amritsar.





                        …..Respondent

CC- 3009/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Singh, APIO (98883-90715)



Vide letter dated 30.07.2010, complainant sought the following information from the respondent office: -

“1.
From 01.05.2010 to 30.07.2010, how many Boards were constituted by the Principal, Govt. Medical College, Amritsar for medico-legal cases?

2.
At the instance of which Judicial Authority / Investigation Officer / Civil Surgeon, the said Boards were constituted from 01.05.2010 to 30.07.2010?  Copies be provided. 

3.
A copy of the initial MLR conducted.

4.
Name and address of the Board.  If he happens to be from the Forensic Department, is he on duty or on leave?  Summer vacations roster of the doctors of the department. 

5.
How many officers superior to Chairman are posted in the said department?  How many of them are on duty?

6.
Copy of applications consequent upon which the Medico-legal Boards were constituted.

7.
If the Boards were constituted on some other authority, a copy of the rules be provided.” 



However, the instant complaint has been filed vide letter dated 22.09.2010 (received in the Commission on 06.10.2010).



Respondent states that complete information has been sent to the complainant on 20.10.2010 by registered post and submits a copy of the same.
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Complainant is not present nor have any objections been pointed out to the information provided.  It seems 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: 10.11.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Mohinder Singh 

S/o Sh.  Gurdev Singh

Patel Nagar,

Malviya Street,

College Road,

Barnala







    …..Appellant







Vs
1. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Barnala


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Barnala






…..Respondents

AC- 867/10
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Mohinder Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajesh Verma, Tehsildar (98141-62272)



Vide letter dated 21.05.2010, appellant sought the following information: -



“1.
Collector list in force from 01.04.2009 to 31.03.2011;


2.
Goshwara List [which contains name of vendor (seller) of the property, name of vendee (purchaser), particulars of property with code and photocopy of ownership] (Photocopy)”


When no information was received, the first appeal was filed on 22.06.2010 whereas the second appeal with the Commission has been filed vide letter dated 05.10.2010 (received in the Commission on 12.10.2010). 



In the meantime, vide order dated 08.11.2010 of the First Appellate Authority, the first appeal of Sh. Mohinder Singh has been rejected.  A copy of this order has been endorsed to the Commission.


During the arguments, complainant has agreed to visit the office of Tehsildar, Barnala on 15.11.2010 at 10.00 AM to inspect the records which is stated to be voluminous, and the Tehsildar has assured the Court that photocopies of the documents required by the complainant shall be provided during his visit.  
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For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 29.11.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.11.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98551-20195)

Sh.  Dilbag Singh 

S/o Sh. Chanan Singh

Village Baina Pur, P.O. Pabwan,

Tehsil Phillaur,

Distt. Jalandhar 






      …..Appellant







Vs
1. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner,


Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar



…..Respondents

AC- 866/10
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Dilbag Singh in person.
For the respondent; Sh. Pawan Kumar Sood, Tehsil Assistant (98760-78062)



Vide letter dated 03.06.2010, appellant sought the following information from the respondent office: -

“1.
Copy of action taken report on Tehsildar Nakodar’s report No. 182-BC dated 05.03.2010 in connection with the cancellation of backward class certificate issued to Nakodar councillor Dharam Vir Shastri. 

2.
Copy of further action to implement Nakodar SDM inquiry report with the cancellation of backward class certificate issued to Dharam Vir Shastri resident of house no. 4689, Mandi Bazar, Nakodar vide no. 189/BC dated 30.05.2008 by the Naib Tehsildar, Nakodar.”



Respondent, vide letter no. 1244 dated 15.06.2010 transferred the complaint to the Tehsildar-cum-APIO Nakodar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005.   Vide letter no. 292 dated 02.07.2010, office of Tehsildar, Nakodar informed the DRO-cum-APIO office of D.C. Jalandhar that the Tehsil office, on 05.03.2010, had sent the report regarding certificate issued to Dharamvir Shastri House No. 146, Mandi Bazar, Nakodar vide Tehsil office letter no. 189 dated 30.06.2008 and further steps / orders were to be issued 
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only by the Sadar (main) office and this information is to be provided by  the office of DRO. 



Appellant field his first appeal with the Appellate Authority, on 097.07.2010.   Still when no information was received, the instant second appeal has been filed with the Commission on 09.10.2010. 



Respondent present gives the following statement: -

“Submitted that I have appeared before the Hon’ble Commission.  The office of Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar directed the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar to depute an official to attend today’s hearing.   Office of D.C. Jalandhar directed the Tehsildar, Nakodar to appear personally.   Tehsildar, Nakodar in turn deputed me to attend the hearing today and I have been instructed to submit that the relevant information is to be provided by the office of D.C. Jalandhar.”
 

PIO, D.C. Office Jalandhar is informed that the original application for information which is dated 03.06.2010 was transferred to the office of Tehsildar-cum-APIO, Nakodar on 15.06.2010 i.e. beyond the prescribed time limit of 5 days. Therefore, it is the responsibility of his office to provide this information to the appellant within a week.



Respondent also states that this information could only be provided by the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.  It seems that the said office is taking the RTI Act in a light vein.  In case complete information is not provided to the appellant within one week, action pertaining to show cause notice to the PIO shall be initiated.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 13.12.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.11.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98551-52940)

Sh. Bhoop Singh, Sarpanch,

S/o Sh. Moti Ram,

Village Sureshwala,

Tehsil Fazilka


Distt. Ferozepur.






     …..Appellant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur



2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Ferozepur 






  …Respondents
AC- 743/2010

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Bhoop Singh in person.
Sh. Sushil Kumar, SDE (94173-81724) from the Punjab State Tubewell Corporation.


Sh. Sushil Kumar who is from the Punjab State Tubewell Corporation, is present and states that he was advised by the DC Office, Ferozepur to attend the hearing today.  He submitted as under: -

“The decision under Section 30-B of North India Canal Act, 1873 for construction of pucca water course of outlet RD 5160-R was done by Divisional Engineer, Punjab State Tubewell Corporation Division NO. 4 Fazilka on 27.06.2005 and the following branches were passed:
1.
ABCDEFGHIJ’
=
1817 Mtrs.

2.
EF’F2F2/1

=
  518 Mtrs.




Total
=
2335 Mtrs.

However, when the estimate was framed, this length was reduced to increase in material rates and norms fixed by Command Area Development Authority, as under: -

1.
ABCDEFGHIJ’ (Main Br.) 
=
1681 Mtrs.

2.
EF’F2F2/1


=
  393 Mtrs.




Total

=
2074 Mtrs.

However, the construction of main branch at serial no. 1 was carried out up to Killa No. 29/22, 40/3.  Then work was stopped







Contd….2/-




-:2:-

by Sh. Bhoop Singh who wanted that complete length 1817 Mtrs. As per decision dated 27.06.2005 be constructed at site.  No work was done on branch no. 2.

Due to stoppage of work by Sh. Bhoop Singh, the contractor took away his material and his bill was also finalised by the deptt. 
Sh. Bhoop Singh has also field a case in this regard in the court of ld. Additional Civil Judge, Fazilka for construction of balance length and non-construction of any other branch till his branch is completed.  

Deptt. has no knowledge about the outcome of the enquiry conducted by the Tehsildar Fazilka.  That can only be intimated by the Enquiry Officer.”

 

None appeared on behalf of the said office in the first hearing and similar is the case today.  In the earlier order, directions were given to the PIO to be personally present in today’s hearing. 



In view of the irresponsible attitude of the respondent, Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Addl. Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur 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. 



In the next hearing, PIO shall appear in person.  Complete information should also be provided to the complainant within a week’s time.



Complete information should also be provided to the appellant within a week’s time under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 01.12.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.11.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhushan Kumar

M/s Bhushan General Store,

Bus Stand,

Rampura Phool

(Bathinda)







   …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

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




Chandigarh.







    …Respondent

C.C. No. 806 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Vijay Singh Chauhan, Sr. Asstt. (81465-53407) from the office of Secretary Education, Punjab with S/Sh. Mohan Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO (99880-92867), Baljit Singh, Senior Asstt. and Varinder Singh, clerk.



Arguments heard.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 13.12.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.11.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulbir Singh

H. No. 398, New Azad Nagar,

Bagga Dairy Wali Gali,

Sultanwind Road,

Amritsar.







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer  



O/o Tehsildar,

Amritsar-I







    …Respondent

CC No. 3085/08

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Sandeep Rishi, SDM, Amritsar-I (98551-08091)



Arguments heard.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 13.12.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.11.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. O.P. Gulati,

# 1024/1, Sector 39-B,

Chandigarh 







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (S)

Punjab, Chandigarh. 





…Respondent 

C.C. No. 2194 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
Complainant Sh. O.P. Gulati in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Vijay Singh Chauhan, Sr. Asstt. (81465-53407) from the office of Secretary Education, Punjab



Respondent present states that the matter is already receiving the attention of the Secretary Education, Punjab and a letter dated 11.10.2010 has already been issued for recovery of the amount of penalty and this letter finds mention in the order of the Commission dated 20.10.2010.  He further states that the process of charge-sheet has already commenced to ensure that the needful is done by the DPI urgently.


Respondent present assured the court that if by the next hearing, amount of penalty is not recovered and deposited in the State treasury, disciplinary proceedings against the erring officer(s) shall be initiated.



It is again made clear that the order of penalty stands and the amount as directed i.e. (`11,000/- from Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO Mohali; and ` 14,000/- from Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, former Dy. Director) respectively is to be recovered and deposited in the State Treasury.  The Commission be informed as soon as it is done. 



A copy of this order should also be sent to the office of Secretary Education, Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure that order of the Commission is implemented in letter and spirit, forthwith. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.12.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.11.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Secretary Education, Punjab,

Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. O.P. Gulati,

# 1024/1, Sector: 39-B,

Chandigarh.





                    
  ---Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o(1) Director of Public Instructions(S),

 
SCO: 95-97, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.


 2.
Secretary School Education, Punjab

  
Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.                        
    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1616 of 2008

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

For the respondent: Sh. Vijay Singh Chauhan, Sr. Asstt. (81465-53407) from the office of Secretary Education, Punjab



A letter dated 09.11.2010 of Secretary Education is presented by the respondent which is addressed to the Director, Public Instruction (SE) Punjab, which reads: -

“Ref. letter no. 13/75/2010-2E4/4812 dated 03.09.2010 and 4815 dated 03.09.2010 on the above subject.
In the letters under reference, you were directed to recover an amount of `4,500/- and `5,500/- from Smt. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) SAS Nagar and Sh. Jagjit Singh, Deputy Director (Retd.) respectively and ensure compliance of the orders of the Commission dated 19.07.2010.  But nothing has been heard from you.

You are once again directed to recover the amount as per order dated 20.10.2010 of the Commission under intimation to the Hon’ble Commission and this Office.”



Respondent present assured the court that if by the next hearing, amount of penalty is not recovered and deposited in the State Treasury, disciplinary proceedings against the erring officer(s) shall be initiated.



It is again made clear that the order of penalty stands and the amount as directed i.e. `4,500/- and `5,500/- from Smt. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) SAS Nagar and Sh. Jagjit Singh, Deputy Director (Retd.) respectively is to be recovered and deposited in the State Treasury.  The Commission be informed as soon as it is done. 
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A copy of this order should also be sent to the office of Secretary Education, Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure that order of the Commission is implemented in letter and spirit, forthwith. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.12.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 10.11.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
Secretary Education, Punjab,

Chandigarh.  
