STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94648-36699)

Sh. Kulwinder Singh Saini,

H. No. HL-216, Phase I,

Mohali.







   …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

S.K.R College of Physical Education,

Bhagoo Majra,

Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







…Respondent

CC- 1068/2010

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Harminder Singh, Sr. Clerk (98555-31147)



In the earlier hearing on 14.12.2010, it was recorded: 

“Information regarding the attendance register for the session 2008-09 of Social Science has been brought to the court by the respondent.  Directions are given that this be sent to the complainant by registered post within a week’s time with a compliance report to the Commission.”



Sh. Kulwinder Singh Saini, complainant had appeared after the hearing and given a written statement asserting:

“The concerned PIO has not provided the remaining information (i.e. attested copies of Social Science Attendance Register to the undersigned till date.”



Today, Sh. Harminder Singh is present on behalf of the respondent and states that as per directions of the Hon’ble Commission, the said information was sent to the complainant by registered post but the same was refused by him.



Today, Sh. Kulwinder Saini is not present and a telephonic message was received informing that he is busy in a court case at Kharar and seeks adjournment. 



The information be taken from the respondent present and sent to the complainant along with a copy of the order.  



Complainant shall inform the Commission, within one week of receipt, if there are any discrepancies in the same. 










Contd….2/-
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For further proceedings, to come up on 10.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission


After the hearing was over, Sh. Kulwinder Saini appeared.  He has been handed over the information provided by the respondent, against acknowledgment.  He has also been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Arvinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Parvinder Singh,

Village Karam Patti,

Tehsil Malout,

Distt. Muktsar

152107






   
      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar



2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division,

Ferozepur





     
  …Respondents
AC- 756/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 14.12.2010, it was recorded: 

“Respondent present states that no amount sanctioned in the Sangat Darshan in favour of the son of the appellant i.e. Harkirat Singh son of Arvinder Singh, the appellant was received in their office.   When he was confronted with the question as to how the cheque for Rs. 35,000/- as noticed in the earlier order, came into the picture, he states that in fact, this case is related to the DDPO Muktsar o/o Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar.

Therefore, DDPO Muktsar o/o Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar is impleaded as a party.  He is also directed to be present personally in the next hearing.”



Today neither the appellant nor the respondent is present.



One more opportunity is granted to the DDPO Muktsar to appear personally and explain the matter regarding the information sought by Sh. Arvinder Singh. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission
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After the hearing was over, Sh. Harjinder Singh, Panchayat Officer, Block Malout came present on behalf of the respondent.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(97802-62435)

Sh. M.R. Dubey

Advocate.

Secretary, Punjab State Anti Corruption & S.W. Org. of India,

Kothi No. 121-K, Lane No. 6,

Majitha Enclave, Patiala.





 …Complainant

Vs.

1. Punjab Nurses Registration Council


SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

2. Mrs. Kanta Devi, Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

…Respondents

CC No. 2495/08
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. M.R. Dubey in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Kanta Devi, Registrar (98148-15350)



In the earlier hearing dated 14.12.2010, it was recorded: 

“Before penalty is imposed, it is necessary that person(s) who have delayed the information should be identified which has not been done by the respondent.   Therefore, Director Medical Education & Research is directed to enquire into the delay in this case and point out the person(s) responsible for it, so that order regarding penalty and award of compensation is made.    This should be done within a period of 15 days.  

A copy of this order should also be sent to the Secretary, Medical Education & Research, Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure meticulous compliance of this order within the stipulated period.   If this is not decided within the specified period, I will take up the matter in my hands and impose the penalty according to the facts available on the file.” 



Respondent present states that Ms. Anjali Bhamra, Secretary Medical Education & Research, Punjab is on leave and hence the matter could not be attended to.  She also states that Ms. Bhamra continues to be on leave. 



Respondent also states that the delay has taken place due to the shortage of staff in the office.    At this, Sh. Dubey reacts and states that this is so only for his case and all other matters are being attended to regularly in the said office. 



One more opportunity is granted to the Secretary Medical Education to look into the matter and inform the Commission about the
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officials responsible for the delay in providing the information.  If, by the next hearing, nothing is heard, the Commission shall proceed further in the matter and itself decide the quantum of penalty. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 10.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission


After the hearing, Ms. Anjali Bhamra was contacted over the telephone and informed that Ms. Kanta Devi had wrongly stated the facts and in fact, Dr. Jai Kishan is the Director-Chairman of the Punjab Nurses Registration Council, SCO 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.  Hence a copy of this order be sent to Dr. Jai Kishan, Director-Chairman, who is directed to enquire into the delay caused and point out the official(s) responsible for it, so that matter of penalty and award of compensation is dealt with.    This should be done within a period of 15 days.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission
Copy to:

1.
Ms. Anjali Bhamra, Secretary, Medical Education & Research, Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh – for information please.

2.
Dr. Jai Kishan, Chairman-Director, Punjab Nurses Registration Council, SCO 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh – It is to be brought to your notice that Ms. Kanta Devi, Registrar has been distorting the facts before the Commission. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 3
2-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satnam Singh

S/o S. Nazar Singh,

Bungalow No. 158, 

Katcheri Road,

Near Khalsa Gurudwara, 

Ferozepur Cantt

   …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.






          
    …Respondent

CC No. 2221/08

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. S.S. Jindal, Steno to Divisional Commissioner, Ferozepur (99150-45920)



The submissions provided by the respondent present have been taken on record.



For pronouncement of order, to come up on 10.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(99152-97095)

Sh. Jagat Ram

s/o Sh. Gurnam,

Chamber Shuttering Store,

Office of R.P.I.

Near Kot Rani, Bano Ki Road,

Phagwara (Kapurthala)





 ----Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala. 







   ----Respondent

CC- 1041/2010

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Rajbir Singh, DRO (98726-67001)



Complainant informed the office that he is unwell and unable to attend the hearing today and sought another date.



Sh. Rajbir Singh presents a letter dated 31.12.2010 which is addressed to the complainant Sh. Jagat Ram.  The letter reads:

“1.
You had desired enquiry regarding your complaint dated 02.05.2006 be got conducted by a senior officer of the level of DC.
2.
Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala, vide his order dated 25.06.2010 directed the Tehsildar, Phagwara to enquiry into the matter. 

3.
Tehsildar, Phagwara, after concluding the enquiry sent his report to the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala vide no. 266/RC dated 30.11.2006.

4.
Upon receipt of the report, the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala vide his letter no. 1036/Reader dated 13.02.2008 wrote to the Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Punjab, Revenue & Rehabilitation Department (Stamps & Registration Branch) Chandigarh informing that Khasra No. 447/1/2(0-3) situated in Phagwara Garbi as per Jamabandi for the year 1990-91 and Khata No. 1727 was under the ownership of Phuman Ram son of Ram Dhan son of Sunny Ram.  The said land, vide sale deed no. 288 dated 03.05.1996 is sold to Bangu Ram son of Preetu Ram son of Hari Ram resident of Phillaur for a sum of Rs. 36,000/- and mutation no. 23663 dated 23.05.1996 has been sanctioned and the effect is reflected in the Jamabandi for the year 1995-96.  The complainant has filed a complaint after a considerable time.  If he suspects anything, he should take up the matter with in the cou.rt.”
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In the light of above, one more opportunity is granted to Sh. Jagat Ram to inform the Commission if complete information stands provided now. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Randhir Singh

s/o Sh. Balkar Singh,

H. No. 642-R,

Model Town,

Ludhiana.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Jalandhar







…..Respondent

CC- 3415/10
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. D.S. Randhawa (98141-27259)


For the respondent: Sh. Balbir Singh, Jr. Asstt. (94652-28383)



In the earlier order dated 14.12.2010, it was recorded: 

“Respondent present submitted that response to the complainant was sent vide letter dated 11.10.2010 asking him to deposit Rs. 1,156/- towards cost of the documents to be supplied in the information.   Sh. Randhawa who was present on behalf of the complainant, stated that he would find out from his client, Sh. Randhir Singh.”



Today, Sh. D.S. Randhawa, present on behalf of the complainant, stated that the requisite amount was deposited and complete information has since been received.


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: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Amandeep Aggarwal

c/o People for Transparency,

Main Bazar,

Longowal - 148106

Distt. Sangrur (Pb)






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Naib Tehsildar,

Longowal (Distt. Sangrur)





   …Respondent

CC- 3134/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Prem Singh, clerk (94646-31270)



In the earlier hearing dated 15.12.2010, it was recorded: 

“Complainant is directed either to write to the Commission or appear personally in the next hearing and inform if there are any shortcomings in the information supplied.    If the complainant does not turn up in the next hearing, it shall be presumed that he is satisfied.”



Today, complainant is not present and no communication has been received from him.  It appears he is satisfied.

 

Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bal Krishan Saini,

# NA 167, 

Gali No. 4,

Kishan Pura,

Jalandhar City – 144004





…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar






     
   …Respondent

CC- 3043/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Daljit Singh, Tehsildar; Talwinder Rana (98786-01052); Tarsem Lal (94173-75481); and Puran Chand (98150-16646)



In the earlier hearing dated 15.12.2010, it was recorded: 

“Complainant has been advised to send a copy of the said sale deed to the Commission and the said office.  

Directions are given to the respondent to provide information within a week of receipt of the said document from the complainant.”



Today, Sh. Daljit Singh, Tehsildar states that a copy of the sale deed was provided by the complainant and as directed in the earlier hearing, the relevant information has already been sent to the complainant by registered post on 28.12.2010.



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  He is directed to inform the Commission within a week’s time if the information provided is to his satisfaction. 



In the hearing dated 15.12.2010, Sh. Saini had also submitted a document titled ‘Time Calculation’ vide which he stressed the point of delay.  This will be taken up after complete information is provided. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

# 43, White Enclave,

Near Gereen Field,

Majitha Road,

Amritsar







       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (S.E.)

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Secretary School Education, 


Punjab, Chandigarh. 




  …Respondents

AC- 1119/2010
Order

Present:
Sh. Sukhbir Singh for the appellant


For the respondent: Sh. Ajit Singh, Supdt. (99158-13638)



Vide application dated 17.06.2010, the appellant sought the following information from the respondent: -
“1.
Total No. of High and Senior Secondary Schools under the office of D.E.O. (Secondary) Gurdaspur?

2.
How much amount has been received by D.E.O. (Secondary) Gurdaspur from the schools under it towards PTA fund, per month, per school?

3.
How much amount has been received by D.E.O. (Secondary) Gurdaspur from the schools under it towards PTA fund per month?

4.
How much amount as above was received per year towards PTA fund?

5.
How much amount as above was received between 01.04.2006 and 01.04.2010 towards PTA fund?

6.
Attested photocopies of the Rules / instructions under which the amounts above were received by the DEO Gurdaspur?
7.
Amount spent out of the PTA fund subscription received from 01.04.2006 to 01.04.2010 p.m. / p.a.

8. 
Photocopies of the bank account passbook and cash book containing details of amount spent pertaining to PTA funds.”



Respondent, vide communication dated 12.07.2-010 supplied the information.   According to the appellant, as this information was incomplete, the first appeal was filed on 20.10.2010 with the Secretary (Education Department) Punjab.  When no response was received, the instant 
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second appeal has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 26.11.2010 (received in the office on 08.12.2010). 



Appellant and the respondent present have discussed the matter.  Information on all points except point no. 6 and 8 stands provided.



Respondent present assured the court that the pending information shall also be provided to the appellant within a short time.   Sh. Sukhbir Singh, representative of the appellant agrees to the same.



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

s/o S. Pritam Singh,

Flat No. 17, Type IV

Thapar University Campus,

Patiala – 147004






        …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (Schools)

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Secretary School Education, 


Punjab, Chandigarh. 




…Respondents

AC- 1122/2010
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jarnail Singh.
None for the respondent.


Vide request dated 10.09.2010, appellant sought the following information: 
“1.
Action taken so far on the appeal filed before Secretary Education (Schools) Punjab, Chandigarh against order no. 6/134-2002 Est. 2(5) dated 02.12.2008 / 24.12.2008 of DPI (S) is pending for the last one year 9 months?

2.
How much time is required to conclude a departmental enquiry as per directions of the State?

3.
How much time for final disposal of an appeal against an order does the State take?”



Superintendent, Education Department, Govt. of Punjab, vide letter no. 17/160/10-3E2/3827 dated 24.09.2010 informed the appellant that his appeal was being transferred to Director Education Department (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh for providing the information.   PIO-cum-Asstt. Director, vide letter no. 06/134-2002-Establishment 2(5) dated 08.11.2010 wrote to the appellant that this information can only be provided by the Principal Secretary, School Education Department (Education-2 Branch) Punjab.  Sh. Jarnail Singh submits that a reminder dated 19.11.2010 was also sent but no response has been received.  Hence the present appeal has been filed with the Commission on 10.12.2010.


Appellant is present and states that no information has been provided to him.  He further states that office of Secretary diverts the request to the office of DPI and the office of DPI sends back to the Secretary.  



No one is present on behalf of the respondent and no communication has been received either.  However, Sh. Ajit Singh, 
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Superintendent who was present in another case, agreed to assist and assured the court that complete information shall also be provided to the appellant within a short time.   Sh. Jarnail Singh agrees to the same. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




           Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commission

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Namrta 

Wd/o Sh. Rajiv Kumar

52-B, Sant Nagar,

Near Gate Bhagtanwala,

Amritsar







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer

Amritsar.






               …Respondent

CC- 3697/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide request dated 12.07.2010, the complainant sought the following information: 

“Information regarding driving license no. 891/05 date of issuance 05.05.1986 valid up to 04.05.1991 in the name of Sh. Rajiv Kumar s/o Sh. Tilak Raj r/o 1002/7, Gali Pehalwana, I/s Bhagtanwala Gate, Amritsar issued by DTO, Amritsar.  Whether this driving licence is renewed? If yes, give the dates of renewal and validity date.”



As no response was received, the present complaint with the Commission has been filed vide letter dated 13.11.2010 (received in the office on 09.12.2010).



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present. 



One more opportunity is granted to the DTO Amritsar to provide complete information to the complainant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98140-95294)

Sh. Bhav Khandan Singh Shambu

“Herbal Heritage Vatika”

Village Lamlehri,

P.O. Ganguwal – 140123

(Distt. Ropar)







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer

Ropar.






               …Respondent

CC- 3710/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. BKS Shambu in person.


None for the respondent.



Vide request dated 21.08.2009, complainant sought the following information: -

“Detailed information regarding the registration of the vehicle with the following description: 

Make & Colour: Ambassador / White

Regd. No. PB-11E-0443

Original Regd. No. PUP-55

Las transferred to MPD Sanstha vide no. 2063/R/0/2/2003 at Ropar.

All other details pertaining to the said vehicle which was registered at Patiala.”



Complainant submits that a reminder was also sent on 26.10.2009.



Vide response dated 14.12.2009, respondent informed that since the above said regn. Numbers belong to Patiala, the relevant information be obtained from the DTO Patiala.      It was also stated that as far as entry no. 2063/R/0/2/2003 is concerned, the relevant record, due to floods, is not readily available and photocopy of the RC containing the said transfer entry was demanded.  


Complainant states that photocopy as sought was provided to the said office.  Subsequently, he also wrote to the DTO Ropar vide letter dated 05.10.2010 to provide the information.  However, DTO Ropar did not respond. 


The applicant then filed the present complaint vide letter dated 26.11.2010 (received in the office on 09.12.2010) when no information was provided.
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No one is present on behalf of the respondent and no communication has been received either. 



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



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98725-06603)

Sh. Karamjit Singh

s/o Bhajan Singh,

Ex M.C.

Bhogpur Road,

Bholath,

Distt. Kapurthala






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Kapurthala.






               …Respondent

CC- 3719/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Karamjit Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



Vide request dated 16.10.2010, the complainant sought the following information: 

“1.
Information regarding my complaint application dated 10.08.2010 and reminder dated 23.09.2010 to that effect.

2.
Information regarding my complaint application to Drug Inspector, Civil Hospital, Kapurthala dated 21.09.2010.”



The instant complaint has been filed vide letter dated 03.12.2010 (received in the office on 10.12.2010) when no response was received. 



Complainant states that no information has been provided to him till date and no response has been received. 


None is present on behalf of the Civil Surgeon, Kapurthala.  



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



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.   
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2011



State Information Commissioner
