STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sharwan Sehgal S/o Sh. B.N. Sehgal 

49/69, Harpal Nagar,

Ludhiana.







                                      …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Development)

Ludhiana.








                                       …..Respondent

CC No. 3803/09

Order
Present:
None for the parties.



In the last hearing dated 22.02.2010, Sh. B.N. Sehgal, advocate for the complainant had appeared after the hearing was over and he was informed about the proceedings on that date.  None was present on behalf of the respondent; therefore, one more opportunity was granted to the respondent.



Today, again, none is present on behalf of the respondent which is against the directions of the Commission.  It seems that the PIO O/o of Additional Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is making mockery of the R.T.I. Act 2005.  Therefore, PIO O/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is 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. 25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an
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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. 



To come up on 19.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner



After the hearing was over, Sh. B.N. Sehgal, advocate appeared on behalf of the Complainant and stated that no information has been provided to the complainant till date.  He was advised about the proceedings that took place today.








 Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mankuljit Singh

s/o Sh. Naranjan Singh

Shiv Mandir Road,

Opposite Dr. Jaspal,

Amloh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.







…Respondent
CC No. 2949/09

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Mankuljit Singh in person.

For respondent – Sh. Neeraj Sharma, Naib Tehsildar.



Respondent presents a letter dated 23.11.2009 which was also sent to the Commission asking the complainant to come to Sadar Kanungo Branch of the office on any working day and have the requisite information / copies.



Vide letter no. 511 dated 02.12.2009, complainant was advised to deposit the prescribed fee with Sadar Kanungo Branch and apply on the prescribed forms for taking the copies of the information.   It was further stated that in case he does not visit them in one week’s time and deposit the fee, it will be presumed that he was not interested in the information. 



Complainant points out deficiency in the information provided by marking the same on the original letter, which are presented to the respondent.  Directions are given that by the next date of hearing, complete information should be provided to the complainant. 



To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Darshan Lal s/o Sh. Khurshi Ram,

25, Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Opp. Manbrow,

Jalandhar City. 






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

.Jalandhar.







    …Respondent

AC No. 1025/09

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Darshan Lal in person.



None for the respondent.



The information sought by the complainant vide his original application dated 08.09.2009 is:
“Complete detail of allotment of land out of khasra no. 3299 i.e. to whom allotted, when allotted. Please also give the detail of application of applicant Darshan Lal son of Sh. Khushi Ram dated 31.10.1974 regarding transfer of urban acquired evacuee plot comprised in Khasra No. 3299 measuring 5 Kanal 6 Marla City Circle I, Had Bast No. 307/1.”

However, when no information was received by him within the stipulated period of thirty days, he filed his first appeal on 30.10.2009.   Again on not getting a response, he preferred his second appeal before the Commission on 24.12.2009.



Today complainant presented three letters received from the respondent (No. 44 dated 22.10.2009, No. 107 dated 10.03.2010 and No. 106 dated 10.03.2010).



The letter dated 22.10.2009 states that the request of the complainant for information has been received in their office on 14.09.2009 but it is not clear as to from which department this information had been sought by the complainant.   In the next para, the letter states that the appellant should visit the office of Tehsildar, Jalandhar on 03.11.2009 at 10 AM.


After going through all the letters, I am of the view that the Tehsildar Jalandhar I is not concentrating the issue of providing information.  In one letter, he states that he is not clear as to from whom the appellant wishes to enquire about the information whereas the original application
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clearly states that it is addressed to PIO / APIO C/o Tehsildar Jalandhar-cum-M.O. Jalandhar.  In another letter, it was mentioned that the land has been transferred to the Improvement Trust, Jalandhar and therefore, the revenue fee should be deposited.  In the third letter, it is mentioned that the appellant should visit the office of Tehsildar to explain about his application.  When the complainant visited that office on 03.11.2009 at 10 AM, he was told that the Tehsildar was indisposed and has not informed about anything.



One more opportunity is given to the respondent to provide information; otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 


To come up on 21.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Darshan Lal s/o Sh. Khurshi Ram,

25, Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Opp. Manbrow,

Jalandhar City. 






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputly Commissioner 

.Jalandhar.







    …Respondent

AC No. 1024/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Darshan Lal in person.



None for the respondent.



The information sought by the complainant vide his original application dated 14.09.2009 is:

“Complete detail of application sent by Sh. Harnam Dass son of Sh. Dhani Ram resident of opposite Public Health Office, Mall Road, Model Town, Jalandhar for allotment of plot measuring one Kanal comprised in Khasra No. 3267 City Circle I, Jalandhar which was diarized on no. 34/ASOS on 30.12.1977.”

However, when no information was received by him within the stipulated period of thirty days, he filed his first appeal on 30.10.2009 Again on not getting a response, he preferred his second appeal before the Commission on 16.12.2009. 


Today none is present on behalf of the respondent and the complainant seeks an adjournment which is granted.



To come up on 21.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tejinder Singh 

S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Health, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






 
   …Respondent

CC No. 575/09

Order
Present:
None for the complainant

For respondent – Dr. Rajesh Sharma, PIO O/o Director Health and Sh. Mulkh Raj, Supdt.-cum-APIO



In the earlier order dated 16.12.2009, the judgment which had been reserved on 16.11.2009, was pronounced and a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO O/o Principal Secretary Health.  



Respondent is not aware of the names of the PIO in the office of Principal Secretary Health.   However, later, he stated that at present it is Ms. Bhupinder Kaur but he is not aware as to who was the PIO when the original application for information was filed on 19.11.2008.  He is to intimate the Commission regarding the names of the PIO concerned.



It is also recorded that Dr. Rajesh Sharma is not the PIO O/o Principal Secretary Health but he is the PIO o/o Director Health.



Therefore on the next date of hearing, PIO O/o Principal Secretary Health, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh should be personally present.
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Through a phone call, Complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh has also asked for an adjournment which is granted.



To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pradeep Kumar s/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

H. No. 231, Jodhu Colony,

Muktsar 







  …..Appellant






Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Muktsar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar 


…..Respondents

AC- 1026/2009
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent – Ms. Sukhpinder Kaur, Naib Tehsildar, Muktsar and Sh. Sukhpal Singh, clerk, DC Office, Muktsar.



The information sought by the complainant on 12.10.2009 is as under: -

“Complete record of all the sale documents duly attested by the Tehsildar, Muktsar as recorded in the computer.” 



A letter was sent from Tehsildar, Muktsar to the appellant Sh. Pradeep Kumar informing him about the demand of fee i.e. Rs. 9,634/- should be deposited.  The original letter was filed on 12.10.2009 and according to me, the letter no. 5010 was written to him beyond the stipulated period of 30 days. In any case, Ms. Sukhpinder Kaur, Naib Tehsildar states that information was provided to the appellant free of cost.  Sh. Pardeep Kumar had also stated that he does not require hard copies but would be satisfied with the information on CDs.  Therefore, 5 CDs were provided to the appellant on 16.02.2010 and the respondent has presented the document acknowledging receipt of the CDs.


None is present on behalf of the complainant nor have any objections been pointed out. 



Therefore, it seems Complainant is satisfied.  The case is accordingly disposed of and closed. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.C. Verma,

A-76, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.







…..Complainant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, Hindu College, Amritsar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Public Instruction (Colleges), 
Punjab, Chandigarh. 




…..Respondents

AC- 1023/2009
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. R.C. Verma in person


For the respondent: Sh. Rakesh Mehra, Principal.


The information sought 14.12.2009 is regarding functioning and governance of Hindu Collegiate Senior Secondary School, Amritsar.



Compliant has given a letter dated 15.03.2010 wherein objections have been pointed out in the information supplied.  



I have gone through each point with the complainant and the respondent and have come to the conclusion that all information has been provided to the complainant.   Certain points, according to complainant, are false but he has been advised to challenge these either before the competent authority or a court.   He is advised to take up the matter with the concerned authority.



Complainant is satisfied.  Therefore, the matter is hereby disposed of and closed. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Naib Singh s/o Sh. Bagh Singh,

Preet Gali No. 6,

College Link Road,

Ward No. 1,

Mansa.







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Bathinda. 




 …..Respondent

CC- 3949/2009
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Naib Singh in person.



For respondent – Sh. Rashpal Kumar, Sanitary Inspector.


Information was provided to the complainant on 29.10.2009 by dispatch no. 4915.  Respondent also states that the letter dated 19.03.2009 has not been sent to the concerned director which was a lapse on the part of the dealing clerk.   Directions are given to him to send this letter now and he assures the court that he will send it immediately by registered post with a copy to the Commission.   Rest of the information has been provided to the complainant.



I am satisfied that there was no malafide intention in delay in providing the information.

 

The case is disposed of accordingly and closed. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurmeet Singh

S/o Sh. Sadhu Singh

Anand Bhawan Kothi,

Near T-4/186, Complaint Cell,

R.S. Dam, Shahpur Kandi Colony,

Tehsil Pathankot.

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.







…Respondent

CC No. 2699/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurmeet Singh in person.

For respondent: Sh. Mohan Lal, Naib Tehsildar, Dina Nagar (Distt. Gurdaspur)



A letter dated 19.01.2010 has been presented by the Respondent present wherein enquiry has been conducted by the present officer posted in Dina Nagar vide letter dated 30.12.2002.



I have gone through the points in the enquiry and am satisfied with his report.  Complainant states that Patwari was not called as witness but the respondent states that there was no necessity for the same.  In the end, he has also written if the complainant is not satisfied with the enquiry report, he can file a writ petition in the court.


Complaint is satisfied and accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shalinder Singh,

Ram Colony,

Gali No. 8-A,

Sangrur – 148001 






     …..Appellant






Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Health & Family Welfare, 
Punjab, 
Sector 34-A, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, 
Punjab, 
Sector 34-A, Chandigarh. 




…..Respondents

AC- 1004/2009
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For respondent – Sh. H.S. Bhatti, Bio-chemist and Sh. Mulkh Raj, Supdt.-cum-APIO.



The original application for information was submitted on 17.09.2009 and the same was provided on 25.09.2009 by the Bacteriologist, PH Laboratory.  Objections were pointed out by the complaint on 01.10.2009.  Sh. Mulkh Raj stated that these have recently been received by them along with the communication from the Department of Secretary Health.  He requests another date so that information on the objections can be provided to the complainant, which is granted.  A letter dated 15.03.2010 has been presented wherein it is stated that all the information sought by the complainant which was with the Bio-chemist, has been supplied and the pending information is with the Directorate of Health which will be provided by the next date of hearing. 


To come up on 21.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH
Paramjit Kaur

d/o Sh. Major Singh

VPO Kot Sukhia,

Distt. Faridkot.

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur.







   …Respondent

CC No. 2112/09

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Piara Singh, Senior Asstt. For the respondent. 



In the last order dated 25.11.2009, directions have been given to the respondent who was not present on that day, to state reasons for cancellation of Mini bus permit.  Today, Sh. Piara Singh, Senior Assistant is present who is not really familiar with the case since he has not even read the directions of the Commission.


Directions are given to him to write the reason why the bus was not passed by the Motor Vehicle Inspector.  This point he has given in writing and I am satisfied that information has been provided to the complainant.   Respondent is directed to send this information to the complainant by registered post.  A copy of the information to the complainant should also be provided to the Commission. 

 

The case is disposed of accordingly and closed. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurnam Singh
s/o Sh. Chanan Singh

63, Indra Colony,

Islamabad,

Hoshiarpur.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Jalandhar.







…Respondent

CC no. 3060/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurnam Singh in person.



For respondent – Sh. Baldev Kumar, Junior Asstt. 



In the earlier hearing dated 04.02.2010, following order was passed: -
“In the earlier order dated 10.12.2009, the Respondent had stated that no copy of the CWP No.17365 of 2008 filed by Tilak Raj S/o Tarsem Lal, Hoshiarpur regarding grant of contract carriage passenger tempo permits on Hoshiarpur-Choalg Route has been received in the office. Therefore, no action has been taken in compliance of the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in this regard. 

The Complainant is present today and states that his original application dated 19.6.2009 by mistake he has taken CWP No. as 17365/ 2008 actually it was CWP No.17635 of 2008. He also states that CWP No.17635 of 2008 was filed by Tilak Raj S/o Tarsem Lal, Hoshiarpur regarding grant of contract carriage passenger tempo permits on Hoshiarpur-Choal Route. Therefore, directions are given that Respondent should provide this information within 15 days since this Route has now been given to them.”



Sh. Baldev Kumar, Junior Asstt. States that the DTO never issued him any instructions, which is recorded in the order.  It is to be noted here that only a person of the rank of PIO or APIO should be present in the
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court.   On the next date of hearing, PIO should be personally present.

 

To come up on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Yadvinder Singh

s/o Sh. Mohan Singh

Bassi Daud Khan,

Hoshiarpur.

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Jalandhar.







…Respondent

CC no. 3061/09

Order

Present:
Sh. Gurnam Singh for the Complainant Sh. Yadvinder Singh.



For respondent – Sh. Baldev Kumar, Junior Asstt. 



Information has been provided to the complainant in the presence of the court.  The complainant is satisfied. 



Therefore, the matter is disposed of and closed accordingly. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH
Arura Ram 

s/o Sh. Ghaniya Ram

VPO Parijan Kalan,

Tehsil Shakot,

Distt. Jalandhar.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.







…Respondent

CC No. 446/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Arura Ram in person.



For respondent: Sh. A.S.Bhullar, DDPO



Arguments heard.



Judgment reserved and to be pronounced on 15.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balraj Deol

s/o Sh. Malkit Singh Deol

VPO Madar,

Distt. Jalandhar.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.







…Respondent

CC No. 2932/09

Order

Present:
None for the parties. 



A letter dated 12.03.2010 has been sent by the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar stating:

“With reference to above, it is submitted that information sought by Sh. Balraj Deol has been supplied to his counsel Sh. S.K. Gautam, Chamber No. 73, New Courts, Jalandhar vide our regd. Letter No. 373/PJA/Steno dated 23.11.2009.  Sh. Gautam had informed this office over the telephone that he had received the same.  A copy of an acknowledgment received from Sh. Gautam regarding information is sent herewith for your information please.  Sh. Balraj Deol was also contacted over No. 98787-99042 and he expressed his satisfaction about the information.”



None is present on behalf of the complainant and similar was the case in the earlier hearing dated 26.11.2009.  Therefore, it seems either he is not interested in pursual of the case or is satisfied. 



Therefore, the matter is disposed of and closed accordingly. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 15.03.2010



State Information Commissioner
