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:
For the complainant: Sh. Puneet Sharma, advocate (99159-00325)


None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 17.01.2011, none came present on behalf of the respondent and same is the position today.



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



If before the next hearing, no information is provided, further proceedings against the PIO, office of the DTO Amritsar shall be initiated.



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Jasbir Singh, DTO was contacted over the telephone when he assured the Commission that the needful will be done at the earliest.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



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:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Pushpinder Singh, DTO Ropar (98144-35515)



In the earlier hearing dated 12.01.2010, it was recorded as under: -

“Complainant submits that a reminder to his original application for information dated 21.08.2009, was 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.

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.” 
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Sh. Pushpinder Singh, DTO Ropar informed the Court that complete information to his satisfaction has been provided to the complainant.   He, however, could not produce any document in support of this assertion.  He further submitted that one of his staff namely Sh. Sher Singh is in the court at Chandigarh, as bailable arrest warrants had been issued against him and he is likely to be here shortly when the document supporting this submission shall be provided.  



Complainant is directed to inform the Commission as and when complete information is provided to him by the respondent.



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
 

After the hearing, DTO Ropar Sh. Pushpinder Singh again appeared along with Sh. Sher Singh and provided written submission as under:

“With reference to CC No. 3710/10, the reply to the applicant was sent vide letter no. 5828 dated 14.12.2009.  Photocopy of the same is attached.

If any information is yet required, the applicant can come to the office of DTO at Ropar and see the records please.” 



It is observed that the instant complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 26.11.2010 (received in the office on 09.12.2010).  The fact that the instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 26.11.2010 / 09.12.2010, makes it clear that the complainant was not satisfied with the information stated to be provided vide letter dated 14.12.2009.   Therefore, the assertion of the DTO Ropar is not tenable.



Directions are given that complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant as per his original application dated 21.08.2009, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 24.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98155-30083)

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, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Dr. Balwinder Singh, Asstt. Civil Surgeon-PIO (98150-39261)



In the earlier hearing dated 12.01.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“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.”



Respondent present stated that the letters in question i.e. dated 10.08.2010 and 23.09.2010 the status whereof has been sought by the











Contd…..2/-
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complainant under serial no. 1, were never received in his office.    He further stated that regarding information on point no. 2, the letter dated 21.09.2010 has been addressed by the complainant to the Drug Inspector, Civil Hospital, Kapurthala and hence the information is to be provided by the said office only.



Dr. Balwinder Singh is informed that no reply was provided to the queries in the original letter dated 16.10.2010.  The respondent did not bother to inform the complainant regarding the missing letters dated 10.08.2010 and 23.09.2010 which reflects carelessness and casual approach of the respondent. 


Regarding the letter addressed to the Drug Inspector, Kapurthala, the respondent has been advised that in case the information is available with some other department, the application for information has to be transferred to the said office as provided under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act within a period of five days.  Since no such exercise has been carried out, it is now the responsibility of the PIO, office of Civil Surgeon, Kapurthala to procure the information and provide the same to the complainant.   Respondent has taken the matter concerning RTI Act, 2005 lightly, which is not in consonance with the provisions of the Act and proper attention be provided to such matters henceforth. 



On the directions, complainant provided copies of the relevant letters to the respondent.



Respondent is now directed to provide complete and relevant information to Sh. Karamjit Singh, within two weeks’ time, under intimation to the Commission.   



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Balmik Chowk,

Jandiala Guru,

Amritsar







        …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer

Amritsar.






                    …Respondent

CC- 3689/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 17.01.2011, it was recorded as under: 

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

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within a week’s time, under intimation to the Commission.”



It was also recorded in the said hearing: -

“After the hearing was over, Sh. Harjinder Kumar, clerk came present on behalf of the respondent and presented a letter 05.01.2011 containing the information which is addressed to the complainant and further stated this letter has been dispatched by ordinary post. The Respondent has been advised to send this information to the Complainant by Registered post.”



Complainant is not present today nor was he present in the previous hearing.  No communication regarding any discrepancies in the information provided have been communicated.  Therefore, it appears that either he is satisfied with the information or is not interested in pursual of the case.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.  
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village Bholapur,

Jhabewal,

Post Office Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana






             …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer (SE)

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o State Transport Commissioner,


Punjab, Chandigarh. 




       …Respondents

AC- 1117/2010
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.


None for the respondents.



Appellant Sh. Jasbir Singh appeared personally and informed the Commission that complete information to his satisfaction has been provided and hence the matter be disposed of. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village Bholapur,

Jhabewal,

Post Office Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana






  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer (SE)

O/o District Transport Officer

Patiala

 





    …Respondent

CC- 3692/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Sobti, ADTO Patiala.



Incomplete information has been provided so far.  Respondent present submitted that the information sought is voluminous and it would be in the interest of the complainant to visit the said office.



Complainant is, therefore, advised to visit the office of DTO Patiala on Friday, the 25th February, 2011 at 10.30 a.m. and examine the relevant records.  Sh. Sobti assured the court that copies of the documents required by the complainant shall be provided during his visit to the office.



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98140-88582)

Jagmohan Singh Brar

S/o Shri Davinder Singh Brar,

Brar Complex, G.T. Road,

Moga.
   …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer, 

Moga.







      
   …Respondent

CC No. 2106/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Ajay Sood, SDM Fazilka (98149-00026)



In the instant case, show cause notices were served on S/Sh. Gurpreet Singh Thind, PCS (now posted as DTO at Sangrur), Ajay Sood (Presently posted as SDM Fazilka and Mohinder Singh Kainth (currently Addl. Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar) as they had remained posted as DTO-PIO Moga during the relevant period.  Reply from Sh. G.S. Thind has since been received.  Sh. Ajay Sood has also made written submissions today.  However, no communication has been received from Mohinder Singh Kainth so far. 



Sh. Mohinder Singh Kainth is granted one more opportunity to submit his explanation, if any, in the matter well before the next hearing so that the matter be disposed of at an early date.



A copy of this order be sent to the Principal Secretary / Secretary Transport, Punjab to determine whether the two officers penalized in this case, deserve leniency in view of the poor infrastructure and hampered staff position at office of DTO Moga.



A copy of this order also be sent to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab to provide his comments and recommendations regarding the case in hand so that further necessary steps be taken.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(78376-80939)

Sh.  Mehar Singh

S/o Sh. Maggar Singh

C/o Lady Dr. Rano, M.D.

Village Kamalke (Bhodiwala)

P.O. Dharamkot,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga






       ----Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.








       ----Respondent

CC- 2209 of 2009

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Mehar Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Ajay Sood, SDM, Fazilka (98149-00026), Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor, office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh (98554-01140)


Arguments of both the parties heard.


For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 24.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98554-08708)

Sh. Joginder Pal Jhanji

s/o Sh. Laxman Das,

H. No. 1181, Mohalla Krishna Nagar,

Railway Road,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.





      …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga








       …..Respondent

CC- 3170/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Joginder Pal Jhanji in person.


None for the respondent.



Complete information in this case stands provided, as recorded in the earlier hearing dated 17.01.2011.  

 

The complainant submitted that he had to travel to Chandigarh a number of times to attend the hearings, apart from visiting the office of the respondent at Moga; and has thus suffered financially as well.  He submitted that the he also suffered due to the delay in providing the information.


In the previous hearing dated 17.01.2011, notice was served on the respondent as to why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant on account of his financial losses suffered by him.  In reply dated 15.02.2011 to the said notice, the present DTO-PIO Sh. J.S. Dhillon has submitted that he came to know about this case on 16.12.2010 and thereafter, complete information has been provided on 12.01.2011.  It is noted that the original application for information is dated 07.06.2010 and thus, the delay of six months is quite apparent.
 


After considering all the relevant aspects, the Commission, to meet the ends of justice, awards the complainant Sh. Joginder Pal Jhanji, compensation of Rs. 3,000/- for the financial and mental sufferings while getting the information under the RTI Act, 2005.  



The amount of compensation is to be paid by the Public Authority, under intimation to the Commission.  A copy of the acknowledgment from the complainant pertaining to this payment be forwarded to the Commission.




For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 24.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing, Sh. Jatinder Kumar, clerk came present on behalf of the DTO Moga and submitted two letters both dated 15.02.2011 which are addressed to the Commission by the DTO Moga and read as under: -

“Due to heavy workload at office, the undersigned has authorized Sh. Jatinder Singh, clerk to appear on my behalf.”
The other letter submitted reads as under: 

“It is submitted that the undersigned came to know regarding the information sought in CC No. 3170/10 in the hearing dated 16.12.2010 while appearing for the first time.  Vide letter no. 892/DTO Moga dated 12.01.2010, the information was provided and the complainant admitted the same in the court while appearing in the hearing dated 17.01.2011.  Therefore, the undersigned has provided the information without any delay.  Thus no delay on the part of the undersigned and the compensation sought is not justified.  It is requested that the request of the complainant for grant of compensation be consigned to records.”


Sh. Jatinder Kumar has been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed. 



As already noted above, for confirmation of compliance, to come up on 24.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94641-63662)

Sh. Gurcharan Singh

s/o Sh. Banta Singh,

village Ghangas,

Tehsil Payal (Distt. Ludhiana)




      …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Payal (Distt. Ludhiana)





       …..Respondent

CC- 3395/10

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurcharan Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Mandeep Singh Dhillon, Tehsildar, Payal (98727-68606)



In this case, complainant, vide his application dated 05.08.2010, the complainant had sought the following information: 
“As per application / resolution and report dated 29.08.2003, Gurkirpal Singh (now his son Talwinder Singh) were in unauthorized occupation over some area of the Panchayat land, which continues till date.   I have come to know that some officer has sought report on unauthorized possession / occupation.  I want to know who had ordered it.  A copy of the order be also.”



Sh. Mandeep Dhillon, present on behalf of the respondent, states that as per his knowledge, no such report on unauthorized possession / occupation, as asserted by the complainant, was ever ordered to be prepared nor is it available on the file.   It is also noted that at present, Sh. Dhillon is posted as Tehsildar, Payal.


Complainant has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.  Therefore, complete information in this case stands provided.



Complainant submitted that in response to his application dated 05.08.2010, incomplete information had been provided so far and the above statement has been made by the respondent only today i.e. 17.02.2011 with a delay of more than six months and hence, the respondent be penalized.



Therefore, Sh. Mandeep Singh Dhillon, Tehsildar-PIO, Payal is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ `250/- per day subject to maximum of `25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  
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In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana – 141123






      …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa







      …..Respondent

CC- 566/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. N.S. Brar, DTO, Mansa



In the earlier hearing dated 31.01.2011, it was recorded:
“It is also noted that complete information was provided to the complainant only on 14.07.2010 in response to his original application dated 22.01.2009, as has been recorded in the order dated 27.07.2010.

In these circumstances, a copy of this order be sent to the Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab and also to Secretary Transport, Punjab to examine the matter in the light of the position given above, and inform the Commission if a lenient view be taken with regard to the penalty imposed, in the peculiar facts and circumstances of the case.”



Nothing has been heard from the office of Principal Secretary / Secretary Transport, Punjab.  One more opportunity is granted to the said offices to convey their recommendations, if any, in the matter so that the case be disposed of accordingly.



A copy of this order also be sent to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab to provide his comments and recommendations regarding the case in hand so that further necessary steps be taken.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 21.03.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2011



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


Chandigarh.
