STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Davinder Singh
s/o Sh. Bhupinder Singh

Backside of Gandhi School,

Ram Sharnam Road,

Ahmedgarh,

Tehsil Malerkotla,

Sangrur.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







…Respondent

CC No. 1974 of 2008

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Mohit Puri, Data Entry Operator-cum-Office Asstt. Office of DEO (EE) Mohali (98880-60442)



In the earlier order dated 19.07.2010, directions were given that the amount of penalty be recovered from the two PIOs namely Sh. Ajit Singh, Supdt. E-1 and Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO Mohali in the ratio of 50:50 i.e. Rs. 12,500/- from each, and deposited in the state treasury, within a period of two months. 



Today, none has appeared from the office of DPI (Pb) Chandigarh.  However, a letter dated 20.09.2010 has been received from Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali whereby another date has been sought. 



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to implement the order of the Commission in letter and spirit.  This will also enable Ms. Surjit Kaur to represent her case personally in the next hearing. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.10.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 
(94171-15187)

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H. No. 50/30A, Ramgali N.M. Bagh,

Ludhiana. 







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, (98766-33743)

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, SCO No. 95-97,

Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.







  ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1134 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, Sr. Asstt. (94170-59516)



A letter dated 25.08.2010 has been received from the Superintendent Services-I, office of Director Education (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh addressed to Ms. Neelam Bhagat and Ms. Pankaj Sharma wherein it is stated”
“While forwarding a copy of the order of the Hon’ble State Information Commission in CC No. 1134/2009 – Sham Lal Saini vs. PIO, you were directed to deposit the amount of penalty and intimate the Commission.  But no response has been received.  Therefore, the amount of penalty be deposited by 26.08.2010 under intimation to the Commission otherwise the amount of penalty shall be deducted from your salary for the month of August, 2010.”



During the hearing, copy of a challan has been presented whereby an amount of Rs. 2,000/- has been deposited in the treasury by Ms. Neelam Bhagat being the amount of penalty.   As regards payment of Rs. 4,000/- by Ms. Prem Sharma, the respondent present states that a letter has been sent to her and that they would expedite recovery of the amount from her. 



Representative of the complainant Sh. Sham Lal Saini also came present.  He has been advised about the payment of penalty by Ms. Neelam Bhagat. 



A letter dated 07.09.2010 has been received from Sh. J.S. Sidhu which states: 
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“That in the above said case, vide order dated 15.07.2010, a penalty of Rs. 19,000/- has been imposed taking me as the PIO (SE) Punjab as the PIO from 10.03.2009 to 06.12.2009.  But this is based on the statement of Asstt. Director Education (SE) School Admn-2.   This case in fact pertains to Estt.-II branch and hence the PIO of the said branch should have been penalized.   This complaint concerns Distt. Ludhiana and the information pertained to Master Cadre and was dealt by Sh. Jaspal Singh, Sr. Asstt. in Estt.-II as I retired on 31.03.2010 and I was not present at the time of pronouncement of the order.   Therefore, I be given an opportunity of personal hearing.”


Sh. J.S. Sidhu is directed to appear in person in the next hearing to present his case so that the matter regarding penalty can be decided. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.10.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


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. Hardip Singh, clerk, Amritsar Development Authority, Amritsar. (98727-31683) and Sh. Gurpreet Singh Thind, PCS, DTO Sangrur (98884-48976)
 

In the earlier hearing dated 12.08.2010, a letter dated 12.08.2010 had been presented by Sh. Manjijt Singh, clerk, stating that S/Sh. Ravinder Singh, PCS, Gurpreet Singh Thind, PCS and Sh. Ajay Sood, PCS remained DTOs-PIOs during the relevant time and that they were currently posted as follows

	Sh. Ravinder Singh, PCS
	Additional Chief Administrator, Amritsar Development Authority, Amritsar.

	Sh. Gurpreet Singh Thind, PCS
	DTO Sangrur

	Sh. Ajay Sood, PCS
	SDM Fazilka.

	Sh. Sandeep Kumar, clerk
	DC Office, Moga


Show cause notices were issued to the above DTOs. 



A letter dated 19.09.2010 has been presented from Sh. Ravinder Singh, who is currently posted with Amritsar Development Authority, which states: 

“It is respectfully submitted that the original application seeking information in this case was filed on 27.11.2008 whereas I had already got relieved from the post of Distt. Transport Office, Moga after my transfer, on 03.11.2008.
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Therefore, it is submitted that this case does not pertain to my tenure as DTO Moga and as such, no cause of action arises against me for any delays in providing the information for application received by office of DTO Moga under my successors in office.  The show cause notice against me is, therefore, liable to be filed.”



Another letter has been received from Sh. Gurpreet Singh Thind, DTO Sangrur wherein more time has been sought for filing the reply.  No reply has been received from Sh. Ajay Sood whom the show cause notice was sent by registered post. 



Sh. Gurpreet Singh Thind also presents letter dated 20.09.2010 wherein it is stated: -

1) “Your Honour may kindly refer to your ORDER No. CC 2106/09 dated 12.08.2010 in which a show cause NOTICE was given to the DTO’s of MOGA including myself (Gurpreet Singh Thind, PCS) to send the written reply in the above mentioned case. 

2) It is respectfully submitted that prior to my posting as the DTO, Sangrur, I was posted as SDM, Bagha Purana, Distt. Moga from 05.03.2009 to 13.10.2009. In addition to being SDM, I had held the additional charge of District Transport Officer, MOGA for the same period of about 7 months (from 05.03.09 to 13.10.09).

3) As per earlier ORDER dated 12.08.2010; the next date of hearing of this case before you Honour was 25.08.2010 itself. Therefore, it was not possible to comply with the same. I had accordingly requested your Honour vide my letter dated 30.08.2010 to grant more time to inspect the file and to send my written reply. I had sent this application / letter to the Hon’ble Commission through the Secretary. Copy of the same is enclosed for ready reference. I had also requested therein that the copy of complaint made by Sh. Jagmohan Singh Brar before the Hon’ble State Information Commission may be sent to enable me to prepare the written reply. 

4) It is necessary to draw your kind attention to the following submissions made by me in the said application / letter dated 30.08.2010:-

“…… At the moment, I do not remember anything about the case of S. Jagmohan Singh Brar S/o S. Davinder Singh Brar of Moga where the information was pending to be supplied under the RTI Act during the relevant period (05.03.2009 to 13.10.2009). 
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Therefore, I am requesting the District Transport Officer, MOGA to send the relevant file / correspondence to me so that I can inspect the same and send my written REPLY to he Hon’ble State Information Commission as desired in the ORDER CC No. 2106/09………….”

5) I had simultaneously written a letter no. 625 dated 30.08.2010 to the District Transport Officer, MOGA requesting him to sent the relevant file / correspondence to me so that I can inspect the same and send the written reply to the Hon’ble Commission as desired in the said ORDER. A reminder letter dated 14.09.2010 was again sent to the District Transport Officer, MOGA by ‘speed post’ and also by ‘FAX’ to repeat the same request. But his response is awaited. 

6) In view of these facts and circumstances, you Honour is requested to kindly direct the District Transport Officer, MOGA to send the relevant file / correspondence to me so that I can inspect the same. A copy of complaint made by Sh. Jagmohan Singh Brar before the Hon’ble State Information Commission may also be directed to be supplied to me.” 

 

Sh. Thind has been provided the relevant papers viz. copy of complaint and the information sought etc. and one more opportunity is provided to him to submit his explanation in the matter.  Sh. Ajay Sood is directed to submit his reply to the notice before the next date of hearing.

 

Information in the instant case was provided on 26.07.2010.



The quantum of penalty will be decided after the next hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.10.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94653-81968)

Sh.  Harvinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Ujagar Singh,

Village & P.O. Kheri Salabatpur,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar.






                …..Appellant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ropar. 

2.
Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar.






…..Respondents

AC- 673/2010
Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Harvinder Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Gurnam Singh Raipuri, Tehsildar, Ropar (98153-50865)



In the earlier hearing dated 26.08.2010, it was recorded that: 

“The complainant stated that the said file was duly delivered in the office of Tehsildar, Ropar and he showed a photocopy of the register wherein initials of Asstt. Office Kanungo dated 20.05.2005 appear in acknowledgment of receipt of the said file.”



Respondent present states that he enquired from the Office Kanungo Sh. Janak Singh who claims to have no knowledge about the said file.    A written statement dated 17.09.2010 from Sh. Janak Singh has also been submitted. 



Directions are given to the respondent Sh. Gurnam Singh Raipuri, Tehsildar Ropar to register an FIR regarding the file 1665/5-S Gurdev Singh s/o Mehar Singh Village Bara Surtapur, Tehsil & Distt. Ropar (now Distt. Chamkaur Sahib) pertaining to auction dated 09.09.1975. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.10.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagwinder Singh Pandher

34, Shakti Nagar

Near Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana  - 141002






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary Education (Punjab),

Chandigarh. 







…Respondent

CC No. 2698/09

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Om Parkash Palani, Supdt. Est.-II (99882-58103)



In the earlier hearing dated 26.08.2010, one more opportunity was provided to the complainant to point out any specific objections to the information provided by the respondent since Sh. Jagwinder Singh Pandher had asked for an adjournment.   Directions were also given to the respondent to send the information to the complainant by registered post since earlier it had been dispatched by ordinary post.


Respondent present states that the directions of the Commission have been followed and the information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 26.08.2010.



Complainant is not present today nor has he submitted any objections.  Therefore, it appears that he is satisfied.  



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98147-68255)

Sh. Sukhbans Singh, Retd,

11/229,

Tarn Taran.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary School Education Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







…Respondent

CC No. 2612/09

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Om Parkash Palani, Supdt. Est.-II (99882-58103)



Respondent present Sh. Om Parkash Palani states that the amount of Rs. 2,000/- will be paid to the complainant before the next date of hearing.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 06.10.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Ms. Geeta Rani

w/o Sh. Vinod Singla,

H. No. 22,

Ward No. 5-6,

Park Road,

Dhuri. 








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education),

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 3134 of 2008

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Ms. Neelam Bhagat, Sh. Mohit Puri, Data Entry Operator-cum-Office Asstt. Office of DEO (EE) Mohali (98880-60442) and Sh. Surjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. office of Secretary Education, Punjab (95010-37272)


A letter dated 20.09.2010 has been presented from the office of Education Department (Education-4 Branch), addressed to the Education Dept. (SE/EE) Punjab, Chandigarh which states: 

“In compliance of the orders of the Hon’ble State Information Commission dated 15.07.2010, the amount of penalty be recovered from the respective PIOs i.e. Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) SAS Nagar (Rs. 18,000/-) and Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Dy. Director (Retd) (Rs. 7,000/-) and deposited in the treasury.  Copy of the receipted challan be submitted to the Hon’ble Information Commission with a copy to the State Govt.” 


Another letter has been received from the Deputy Director (SE) addressed to the Director Education Deptt. (EE) Punjab wherein it is stated: 

“In compliance with the orders of the Hon’ble State Information Commission in CC No. 3134/2008 (copy enclosed), you are advised to deduct an amount of Rs. 18,000/- from the salary of Ms. Surjit Kaur, Asstt. Director (School Admn-1)-cum-PIO, Recruitment Cell, now Distt. Education Officer (EE) SAWS Nagar and deposit the same with the treasury.  Copy of the receipted challan be submitted to the Hon’ble Information Commission with a copy to this office.”
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A letter dated 07.09.2010 has been received from Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu representing against the penalty imposed on him. 


Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu is directed to appear in person in the next hearing to present his case.


Amount of penalty should be recovered from the following as has already been directed:



Ms. Surjit Kaur

Rs. 18,000/-



Sh. J.S. Sidhu

Rs.   7,000/-



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to implement the order of the Commission in letter and spirit.  This will also enable Ms. Surjit Kaur to represent her case personally in the next hearing. 



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 06.10.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harvinder Singh


34/10, Raj Nagar,

Kapurthala Road,

Near Harsimran Public School,

Jalandhar.







   …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.







    …Respondent

CC No. 76/10

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Jagdish Singh, Patwari Halqa (98145-44793)



In the earlier order dated 30.08.2010, Tehsildar had sought more time as the information sought was voluminous.  Complainant was not present and directions were given to send the information to the complainant by registered post. 



Today Sh. Jagdish Singh, Patwari Halqa is present and submits a letter dated 13.09.2010 whereby complete information has been provided to the complainant.



Complainant is not present today nor has he submitted any objections.  Therefore, it appears that he is satisfied.  



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94177-38446)

Sh. Prem Kumar 

S/o Sh. Des Raj,

Khu Wali Gali,

Maur Mandi,

Distt. Bathinda.






…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,


Mansa.
 


     



  …Respondent

C.C. No. 680 of 2009

ORDER

-
Present:-
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Amar Nath, Supdt. Office of Principal Secretary (Transport-II)



Copy of a letter dated 20.09.2010 has been presented by APIO, Transport Department, Punjab, Transport-2 Branch, wherein it has been stated: -

“Reference your order dated 24.06.2010 in CC No. 680 of 2009 – Prem Kumar etc.

This office, vide order Memo. No. 10/181/09-4T2/5766-68 dated 08.07.2010, appointed the Enquiry Officer.  The Enquiry Officer has reported that record from the office of DTO, Mansa has not been received; but from 16.01.2009 to 25.03.2009, Sh. Munish Kumar, PCS and from 28.03.2009 to 18.11.2009 Sh. Nachhtar Singh Brar, PCS remained posted as DTO.

Personnel Department, vide letter no. 4/143/10-1PCS/1971 dated 17.08.2010 has already directed the above said officers to deposit the amount of penalty.”

 

Respondent present Sh. Amar Nath also states that further action is to be taken by the Personnel Department. 

 

In the order dated 15.07.2010, it was ordered that that the payment of penalty should be made as follows: -
(i)
Sh. Munish Kumar, PCS, DTO, additional charge – posted from 16.01.2009 to 25.03.2009
-
1/3rd
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(ii)
Sh.  Nachhattar Singh Brar, PCS, Additional charge – from 28.03.2009 to 18.11.2009

-
2/3rd


A copy of the order should also be sent to the office of Secretary (Personnel) Punjab, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh to confirm the ratio of penalty imposed and to ensure compliance of the orders of the Commission. 



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 06.10.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98156-99343)

Sh. Baljinder Singh Barwala,

V.P.O- Lalton Kalan,

District- Ludhiana- 142022





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O., Ludhiana 





…..Respondent

CC- 525/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Baljinder Singh Barwala in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO, Ludhiana


In the order dated 30.08.2010, it was recorded: 

“Today Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO is present and submits that records are still not traceable despite diligent search and that a letter has been written to the police department to enter a DDR for loss of the certain records. 

Complainant states that he has got copies of the documents submitted at the time of the transfer of vehicle PB-10R-1403 with all the designated signatures and seals.  These were earlier sent to him by the office of DTO Ludhiana.  Sh. Ashwani Kumar states that he will take legal opinion if he could certify these copies without tracing the file.”



Today, Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar is present and submits a letter dated 14.09.2010 addressed to the Distt. Attorney, Ludhiana wherein it is stated: 

“Reference on the subject cited above, it is submitted that vehicle bearing registration no. PBR 10 R 1403 was allegedly got transferred from this office in the name of one Sh. Darshan Singh Makkar son of Sh. Mehtab Singh r/o 1271, Gali No. 20, Ram Nagar, Ludhiana from the name of Sh. Tejinder Singh s/o Harbhajan Singh VPO Barewal, Ludhiana.    Thereafter, one Sh. Baljinder Singh Barwala, r/o VPO Lalton Kalan, Distt. Ludhiana sought for information / record regarding the transfer of said vehicle from this office under the RTI Act 2005.    But since the relevant record pertaining to the transfer of the said vehicle could not be found out from the old records of this office despite best efforts having been made by this office, as such the same could not be supplied to the applicant. Resultantly, the said
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applicant has filed a complaint with the Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab regarding non-supply of the requisite papers / record in respect of transfer of the said vehicle.   Consequent upon a notice in the said complaint received from the Hon’ble State (Information Commission and made a statement that since despite diligent search, the relevant papers / record could not be found from the old records of this office; as such the case was moved to the police authorities concerned to enter a DDR for the loss of the said papers.   The complainant Sh. Baljinder Singh Barwala submitted that he had in his possession the copies of documents / papers submitted in this office at the time of the transfer of said vehicle which were earlier submitted in this office at the time of the transfer of said vehicle which were earlier supplied to him by this office and these may be certified.  It was therefore, stated that the undersigned / respondent before this Hon’ble Commission that I would take legal opinion if I could certify these copies in the absence of the original relevant file.   This case is now fixed for hearing before the Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab on 20.08.2010.
It is therefore, requested that necessary legal opinion in the matter may kindly be given whether the undersigned / respondent can certify the copies of the documents / papers pertaining to the transfer of the vehicle in question the original relevant file of which is not traceable.”



He also states that reply to this shall be provided to them within two weeks and accordingly, they will comply with the orders of the Commission.  


For further proceedings, to come up on 06.10.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
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:
Complainant Sh. Jagat Ram in person.


None for the respondent. 



Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala was contacted over the telephone and he has assured that directions of the Commission shall be complied with by the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 06.10.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98167-08297)

Sh. Subhash Singh

s/o Sh. Dharam Singh

Plot No. 171-172,

Aman Nagar,

P.O. Netaji Nagar,

G.T. Road West

Ludhiana







…..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana







…..Respondent

CC- 4005/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Subhash Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh.  Swaran Singh, Deputy Director, ESI



Respondent present submits a letter dated 19.08.2010 addressed to the complainant Sh. Subhash Singh, which states:

“3.
Our Branch Manager, Branch Office, ESIC Rahon Road, vide his letter No. LDH.26/RR/RTI/10 dated 29.06.2010 has furnished the information in respect of M/s Nagesh Knitwear Private Ltd.; M/s Nagesh Hosiery Export Ltd. And Nagesh Exclusive wherein he has intimated the receipt of returns of contribution of various periods but name of Sh. Subhash Singh is not appearing in the said return of contribution. 
4.
Our Branch Manager, Branch Office Partap Chowk, Ludhiana which is authorized Branch Office to collect the returns of contribution initially for processing vide letter No. 12/PC/LDH/2254998 dated 02.07.2010 has also informed that relevant records are not traceable.

5.
Further, our Branch Manager, Branch Office Rahon Road vide his letter No. LDH.26/RR/RTI/10 dated 22.07.2010 has also informed that no return of contribution from 9/04 to 3/10 in respect of M/s Nagesh Mills Export Wing Code No. 12/7933 has been received in their office. 

6.
Our SRO at Ludhiana has been set up w.e.f. 01.05.2008.  The concerned Officer at SRO (Sh. Kanwal Nain, Asstt. Director) took up the mater with the CPIO, Regional Officer, ESIC, Chandigarh vide letter No. 26/7933 dated 07.07.2010 requesting therein whether any information in respect of 
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applicant is available in the returns of contribution for the period 3/75 to 3/77 in the records of Regional Office, Chandigarh as old records were there. 


The CPIO Sh. J.S. Dhanda, Dy. Director, Regional Office, Chandigarh vide his letter No. 12.Z/14/1/2005-RTI dated 22.07.2010 has informed that records for the periods in question have been weeded out as per the schedule of Record Retention.”



Another letter dated 17.09.2010 has been provided vide which information regarding Sona Knitwears has been provided.   The letter states:

“In this regard it is really regretted that information in respect of M/s Sona Knitters code no. 26/24112 could not be supplied as name of the factory escaped through an oversight. Information gathered in respect of this unit from the concerned officers reveals as under: 

	Name of the Factory 
	Information from Officer at SRO, ESIC Ludhiana 
	Information received from CPIO, Regional Office, ESIC, Chandigarh. 

	M/s Sona Knitters, Ludhiana 
	No return of contribution from 01/03/1975 to 01/09/1994 is available Sub Regional Office, Ludhiana has not started before 01.05.2008. The matter regarding old records was taken up with CPIO, R.O, ESIC, Chandigarh
	The CPIO vide his letter dated 13.09.2010 has informed that information relating to weeding out of old records has already been given vide his letter dated 22.07.2010. The old records have been weeded out by them as per retention schedule. 


The copies of letters received from Officer at SRO (Sh. Kanwal Nain, Asstt. Director) and CPIO, Regional Office, ESIC, Chandigarh as mentioned above are enclosed. Further it is again reiterated that detailed information in respect of rest of the units/factories has already been provided vide this office letter dated 05.07.2010 and 19.08.2010.”
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Complainant also submits a letter dated 07.07.2010 whereby Asstt. Director has written to the CPIO O/o ESI Corporation, Chandigarh enquiring about position of Nagesh Hosiery Mills.



Complainant is confused regarding the information he is seeking which deals with the ESI contribution during his stay in the various factories. 



I have gone through all the information provided and am satisfied that information has been provided to the complainant as per his application dated 18.12.2009.



Another letter dated 22.07.2010 is presented regarding weeding out of old records.  A paper attached to it gives Schedule of the weeding out process.  



Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided.  Therefore, he is advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority or a Civil Court. 



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(92165-20280)

Sh. Surinder Kumar Bajaj

s/o Sh. Hari Chand Bajaj,

C/o Sh. Harish Kumar Chhabra,

Street No. 1, Gobind Nagri,

Near M.S. Kakar,

Malout,

Distt. Muktsar. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Pharmacy Council, 

Sector 34, Chandigarh. 





…..Respondent

CC- 196/2010

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Surinder Kumar Bajaj in person. 


For the respondent: Sh. Mandeep Kumar, Advocate



Information containing 47 pages has been provided to the complainant in the presence of the court.   Complainant is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94172-22266)

Sh. K.L. Malhotra,

Anand Puri,

Noorwala Road,

Gurudware wali Gali,

Ludhiana







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana



                                    
…..Respondent

CC- 2493/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. K.L. Malhotra in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Oberoi (98724-72077)



In the last hearing, SDM was directed to be present in today’s hearing.  The respondent present states that as the SDM Sh. Prem Chand is busy in another case in the High Court, therefore, he is unable to attend the hearing today.



A letter dated 17.09.2010 has been presented from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana which states:

“The statement of Sh. Ram Singh, Tehsildar who is presently posted at Raikot, was also recorded according to which there is no substance in the complaint and it is altogether baseless.  In fact, officials of certain newspapers appear as agents to get the registrations done on behalf of others and when they are not entertained, they make such complaints.”  
 

Copies of statements recorded and the report are provided to the complainant Sh. K.L. Malhotra in the presence of the court.  Sh. Malhotra has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority in case he is not satisfied.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98880-10800)

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village- Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O – Ramgarh,

Distt- Ludhiana 






      …..Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Jalandhar.



                                     
…..Respondent

AC- 648/2010

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



In the earlier order dated 01.09.2010, it was recorded that through oversight, notice of hearing in this case was sent to office of Deputy Commissioner, Moga whereas the same should have gone to the office of D.C. Jalandhar.  Therefore, it was directed that notice of hearing be sent to Jalandhar.



No response has been received from the respondent and no information has been provided to the appellant.  


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to comply with the orders of the Commission and provide information to the appellant within 15 days.  Also, the PIO should be personally present in the next hearing. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.10.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98880-10800)

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village- Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O – Ramgarh,

Distt- Ludhiana 






      …..Appellant




Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Sangrur 







   …Respondent

AC- 650/2010

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Gurpreet Singh Thind, PCS, DTO Sangrur (98884-48976)



Complete information has been provided to the appellant on 15.09.2010 in person as well as by post.  Appellant is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98880-10800)

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village- Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O – Ramgarh,

Distt- Ludhiana 






…..Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Moga.



                                     

…..Respondent

AC- 649/2010

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Dalvir Singh, Sr. Asstt. (98144-00180)



Complete information to his satisfaction has been provided to the appellant when he visited the office of the respondent on 06.09.2010.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-

Chandigarh




  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2010


State Information Commissioner
