STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain

S/o Ayodhya Parkash Jain,

R/o 818, Gaoshala Road,

Ludhiana.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O., Ludhiana 





…..Respondent

CC- 1223/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO-cum-PIO



Information sought by the complainant is: 

“Form numbers of regular driving licences for motor cycle / motor cycle / LMV / HMV from sr. no. 78235 dated 13.02.2009 or on whatever date issued by the DTO Ludhiana; photocopies of form no.  4 and 7 submitted for the same, with full particulars.” 


Copy of a letter dated 07.01.2010 written by the DTO Ludhiana has been submitted which states: 



Today, Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO is present and presents a statement from the complainant Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain to the effect that he is satisfied with the information and this compliant should be filed. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97799-93508)

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

S/o Ujagger Singh,

VPO- Nizam Pura,

Via- Verka,

District- Amritsar.










…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o M.S. Civil Hospital,

Jalandhar. 
 






…..Respondent

CC- 1222/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mohinder Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



Information sought is postmortem report of deceased son of the complainant.  His original application is dated 08.01.2010 and the complaint was filed on 12.03.2010.


A letter dated 28.01.2010 was sent by the Medical Superintendent, Civil Hospital, Jalandhar asking the complainant to take an order from the Magistrate and deposit the requisite fee for getting a copy of the postmortem report.    Complainant states that he is willing to deposit the fee but states that it is responsibility of the Medical Superintendent to get the orders of the Magistrate for release of the postmortem report.  I agree with his views.  I am also of the opinion that post mortem report of deceased son of the complainant should have been automatically released to the complainant in due course.



Today none has appeared on behalf of the respondent which shows clear defiance to the notice of hearing sent by the Commission.    However, one more opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide the necessary information to the complainant and also on the next date of hearing, PIO o/o M.S. Civil Hospital, Jalandhar should appear personally.  It is also to be noted that if the information / permission is to be obtained from the Magistrate, then application of the complainant should have been transferred to the said department within 5 days as per Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005.










…..Contd……2/-

-:2:-



To come up on 12.07.2010 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: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Rohit Kumar, (98723-80256) clerk appeared for the respondent.  Respondent is directed to procure a copy of the postmortem report for the complainant, within 15 days.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98553-72283)

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

S/o Sadhu Singh,

Village & P.O.- Poheer 

District- Ludhiana 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.C., Ludhiana. 





…..Respondent

CC- 1221/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ranjit Singh in person.


None for the respondent. 



Complainant presents a letter dated 03.02.2010 which states that information sought by him in his original application is full report regarding enquiry conducted by S.D.M. (East) Ludhiana against Sh. Ajit Singh, Numberdar Poheer (Distt. Ludhiana).


An envelope is presented received from the office of the respondent whereby incomplete information has been provided to the complainant. 



None is present on behalf of the respondent.


One more opportunity is provided to the PIO to provide complete information to the complainant and also to be personally present on the next hearing. 



To come up on 12.07.2010 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: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Upinder Jit Kaur,

S.S. Mistress G.H.S.,

Katra Hakima,

Amritsar
  






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O., Amritsar 





…..Respondent

CC- 1218/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In this case, the information sought is:

“Attested photocopies of the papers required for transfer of registration of car No. PB-02A-0880”



Nothing has been heard from the either party.  One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide the information sought to the complainant.


To come up on 12.07.2010 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: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. Harinder Singh, (97818-70000) clerk appeared for the respondent.  He states that all information has been provided to the complainant and the complainant Ms. Upinder Jit Kaur has given in writing on 07.04.2010 that complete information has been received by her.   Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010 



State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ajit Singh, Ex-Sarpanch 

Village- Lakhe-K-Utarr

P.O.- Mandi Ladhuka 

Tehsil- Fazilka 

District- Ferozepur   





…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Dy. C.E.O., Zila Parishad,

Ferozepur 
 






…..Respondent

CC- 1206/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For respondent: Sh. Prahlad Bhagat, clerk. 



In this case, the information sought is regarding enquiry report in the elections of Panch held on 23.08.2009 in village Lakhe Ke Utar, Block Jalalabad on the application dated 15.08.2009 submitted by the residents of the village to the Hon’ble Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.


Respondent states that complete information was sent to the complainant on 31.03.2010 by ordinary post.  Directions are given to the respondent that the same should be sent to the complainant by registered post also. 



Complainant is not present today nor have any objections been pointed out.   Therefore, it seems he 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: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Kundan Singh came present for the complainant and stated that information has not been provided.  Therefore, a copy of the information provided by the respondent has been handed over to him.  He is satisfied.    He has also been advised about the proceedings in today’s hearing. 
The matter stands closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raman Malhotra,

C/o Malcom Services,

211, IInd Floor,

S.C.O.-18, Opp. Stock Exchange, 





Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana- 141001






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O. Ludhiana  





…..Respondent

CC- 1197/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For respondent – Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO-cum-PIO (98555-60511)


A letter from the Distt. Transport Officer dated 07.01.2010 states that point-wise information has been provided to the complainant and it is also mentioned that the complainant had attended the office of DTO personally and he was advised to collect the details of driving licence issued by the office from February 2008 to August 2008 on any working day with prior information, after depositing the requisite fee of Rs. 2/- per page.  Another letter dated 05.02.2010 respondent / PIO states that some of the information sought by the complainant would cost approximately Rs. 1,00,000/-.  Therefore, he had requested the complainant to come to the office and collect the relevant papers form the office.   However, complainant has not replied to this request of the DTO.



Therefore, one more opportunity is granted to the complainant to inform the Commission if he is willing to cooperate with the DTO’s office to collect the information.   There is some confusion about the demand and amount of information which is required by the complainant.  Therefore, directions are given to him to visit the office of DTO and explicitly explain the details of information sought. 


To come up on 12.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 








….Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
After the hearting was over, complainant Sh. Raman Malhotra came present and has submitted a statement which reads as: 
.
“1. My application dated 10.11.2009 asked following information:-



a) 
File of learner licence 38500 alongwith the officer’s name.

b) 
Permanent licence issued on basis of licence 38500

c)
Details of Cash book for Oct. 07 to Jan. 08.
 

d)
Fee details & information about form.



e) 
Name & no. of licence issued from Feb. 08 to Aug. 08. 

2.
The information was asked in XEROX or ELECTRONIC FORM (which is quite possible as complete office is computerized).


3.
The reply received on 07.01.2010 and it stated that the info 1(a) 

is attached but nothing was attached. 

4.
Several visits to DTO Office after 07.01.2010 resulted only harassment and “no record is shown” instead they were on collecting the fee of approx Rs. 70000/- as XEROX charges but refused to give data in ELECTRONIC FORM, and moreover since the DTO officer took almost 2 months to reply they are still not clear about the information.

5.
In their subsequent correspondence they (DTO Office) simply refused to accept that we have ever visited them, rather the subordinate staff tried to harass me as well as my authorized representative. 

6.
Therefore I am present before you and kindly consider this as my statement. 

7.
Details of visits to DTO Office:

11.01.2010
-met Mr. Surinder Singh, Surinder Bhandari,        ADTO & Mr. DTO.  


27.01.2010
- met Sh. Surinder Bhandari & DTO Sahib.


11.02.2010
- met Mr. Sahota ADTO, DTO Sahib, Mr. Bhandari


18.02.2010
- met Mr. Sahota, ADTO 


19.02.2010
- met Mr. Sahoa, ADTO.

On all these dates these officials kept us on waited for minimum of 11/2 – 2 hours and only then entertained us.”










….Contd.P-3/-






-3-
Complainant has been advised about today’s proceedings in the hearing.

Respondent DTO should act accordingly and give proper reply to the objections pointed out by the complainant. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mehar Singh,

S/o Gurnam Singh,

Varoach Colony,

W. no.-12, Samana,

Patiala. 







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o S.D.M., Dhuri 






…..Respondent

CC- 1196/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For respondent: - Sh. Sukhjinder Singh Tiwana, Tehsildar, Dhuri. (98140-88012)



Information sought by the complainant is as to how many mutation applications were received from 01.01.2008 to 31.07.2009 in Office at Dhuri and the break up of such applications decided in favour of and against the applicants.



Respondent states that this information has been supplied to the complainant as per his original application.  Respondent has pointed out that the complainant wanted the names of the parties.   



I have examined the original application dated 31.07.2009 and am of the view that this information was not sought in the original application.   Therefore, in my opinion the information stands provided to the complainant and the complainant is advised to get the remaining information by filing a separate application. 


The matter is accordingly closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98881-79521)

Sh. Partap Singh,

Ex-Fauji

s/o Sh. Narain Singh,

village Buraj Kahan Singh wala,

Bhucho Mandi,

Distt. Bathinda. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda 







…..Respondent

CC- 1150/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Partap Singh in person.
For respondent: Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Naib Tehsildar, Bathinda. (98140-49150)



In this case, complainant had sought a copy of mutation no. 1458 dated 30.05.1958.



Information has been provided to the complainant and the respondent present – Naib Tehsildar Sh. Ravinder Kumar states that this mutation was written in the year 1958 which, according to him is not traceable in the records with the Deputy Commissioner’s office.  Therefore, they have prepared a copy of the said mutation on the basis of records of the Patwari.   Respondent is in agreement with the complainant and states possibility of someone having prepared a wrong report (which is not matching with the report of 1958) cannot be ruled out.   He has advised the complainant that this is matter of Civil court. 



I agree with the respondent and am satisfied that information has been provided to the complainant.  Complaint states that he wishes penalty to be imposed on the respondent. 


Therefore, Addl. Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO Sh. Upinderjit Brar is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  










……Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



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. 



On the next hearing, the PIO should be personally present. 



To come up on 12.07.2010 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: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99153-90834)

Sh. Tejinder Singh

s/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Waheguru Computers,

Jhabewal Chowk,

Village Bholapur

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana. 







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Gurdaspur. 







…..Respondent

CC- 1149/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh in person.
For respondent – Sh. Baldev Randhawa, Motor Vehicle Inspector. (98140-37015)



Information sought has been provided to the complainant by the respondent.   Sh. Tejinder Singh who is present in the court expressed his satisfaction over the information. 


Therefore, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99153-90834)

Sh. Tejinder Singh

Plot No. 40,

Vcillage Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana. 




…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Barnala. 







…..Respondent

CC- 1148/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh in person.
For respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, Section Officer (93175-71354)



Information sought vide original application dated 04.12.2009 is regarding learner’s licences, registration of new vehicles, regular driving licences and renewal of registration etc.  


A letter dated 29.12.2009 has been written by the District Transport Officer, Barnala in which complainant has been asked to deposit an amount of Rs. 12,290/- for the documents to be provided (Rs. 240/- under sr. no. 1, Rs. 12,000/- under sr. no. 2 and Rs. 50/- under sr. no. 3)
 

Since the letter was written within the stipulated period, therefore, complainant is asked to deposit the amount and get the information.  On this, the complainant states that he does not require such detailed information.  Therefore, he has been advised to visit the office of DTO Barnala on any working day and get the required information.  Directions are also given to the PIO to provide the information on all the points needed, by getting the required fee deposited. 



To come up on 12.07.2010 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: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98766-94987)

Dr. S.K. Bhatia,

Associate Professor

Govt. Medical College,

Patiala.. 







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Medical Education & Research,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent

CC- 1147/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Dr. S.K. Bhatia in person.


For respondent: Sh. Balram Singh, Senior Asstt. (98159-46262)



The original application of the complainant is dated 03.02.2010.  The information sought is: -

“1.
From 1990 till date, how many posts of Professors Surgery for filling up have been sent to the PPSC and how many were filled through DPC?  Complete roster be provided. 
2.
After filling how many posts the PPSC was requested for filling up the posts by direct recruitment?  How many posts were to be filled up till now?

3.
In the near future, agenda regarding how many professors of surgery likely to be appointed through DPC, is under preparation and the number of posts PPSC has been requested to fill up.”



Respondent present states that they transferred the application to the Director, Research & Medical Education, Punjab, Chandigarh on 04.03.2010.  However, the application for information was not transferred within the stipulated period of 5 days as per Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005.  Therefore, it is the duty of the office Secretary, Medical Education & Research to provide the information from whichever department it is available.



Respondent states that information has already been sent to the complainant by office of Director, Medical Education & Research.   But the complainant Dr. S.K. Bhatia states that the same was incomplete.









….Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

 Discrepancies in the information are pointed out by the complainant in my presence and the respondent assures that by the next date of hearing, complete information will be provided to the complainant.  It is also pointed out that respondent finds it difficult to understand the provisions of the RTI Act 2005 and the proceedings of the court.  Therefore, on the next hearing, the PIO should be personally present. 


To come up on 12.07.2010 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: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99151-69047)

Sh. Makhan Singh 
s/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

village Bika,

P.O. Khan Khana,

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.B.S. Nagar.






…..Respondent

CC- 1146/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Makhan Singh in person.


None for the respondent. 



Information sought by the complainant is: 
“I have a share in the plot in village Beeka, Block Banga measuring 14 Kanal 16 Marla wherein allottees have constructed their respective houses.   None of the occupants has any objection.  As per Halqa Patwari Sh. Davinder Singh, partition of the plot is necessary because they have received objections.  I want to know the name(s) of the objector(s).

2.
Another matter related to the said plot.

3.
As per rules of the Revenue department, the site plan is not prepared.  Please inform me how many persons are in joint occupation of land measuring 14 Kanal 16 Marla in Khasra No. 24.”




None is present on behalf of the respondent which shows disrespect to the directions under the RTI Act 2005.  However, one more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide the information by the next date of hearing.  Complainant states that Ms. Shruti Singh is the Deputy Commissioner, S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahr).









….Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



To come up on 12.07.2010 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: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(99151-69047)

Sh. Makhan Singh 

s/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

village Bika,

P.O. Khan Khana,

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahr)




…..Respondent

CC- 1145/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Makhan Singh in person.



None for the respondent. 



Information sought by the complainant is: 

“1.
The make of motor owned by Sarpanch of the village Beeka Ajit Singh son of Harbhajan Singh; Make of the motor installed at the site of Shankar Das Shiv Das.  Copy of whose land was annexed at the time of security deposit?
2.
Who is the owner of the land where Motor installed in the name of Hardyal Chand son of Babu is installed?  Can a motor be installed without ownership?

3.
In the fisheries Department, a motor was installed in the Name of Gram Panchayat.  In which year was this installed?  Why is it disconnected at present?

4.
There is a meter installed in the name of Amarjit Singh son of Sardara.  Can you pass the meter wires through a plot?”



None is present on behalf of the respondent which shows disrespect to the directions under the RTI Act 2005.  However, one more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide the information by the next date of hearing.  Complainant states that Ms. Shruti Singh is the Deputy Commissioner, S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahr).



To come up on 12.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 









…Contd…..2/-
-:2:-


Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurmit Singh s/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

Anand Bhawa Kothi,

Near T-4, Complaint Cell,

R.S. Dam Colony,

Shahpur Kundi Township

Tehsil Pathankot

Distt. Gurdaspur. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.







…..Respondent

CC- 1142/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For respondent – Sh. Jasbir Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Gurdaspur.



A letter dated 20.04.2010 has been received from the complainant stating that all the relevant information has been received from office of D.C. Gurdaspur.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Neeli Chhatri wala,

R/o 306, Aastha Enclave,

Dhanaula Road,

Barnala. 







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Barnala







…..Respondent

CC- 1140/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


A letter has been received from the complainant stating that he is satisfied with the information provided.



Accordingly, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Rajan K. Garg

s/o Sh. Mohan Lal

H. NO. 231, Near Bhisham Parkash Park,

Peerkhana Road,

Khanna – 141401

(Distt. Ludhiana). 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna. 







…..Respondent

CC- 1135/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent – Dr. Abhinav Trikha, S.D.M. Khanna



(94631-25029)

In this case, compliant sought the following Information vide his letter dated 04.01.2010: 

“Enquiry report in detail on the complaint dated 04.01.2010 lodged by the complainant against black marketing of gas by Resham Gas Service, Khanna.”


A letter dated 17.02.2010 has been written by the respondent PIO stating that the complainant should apply for information on the prescribed form. 


I have quoted the judgment dated 28.04.2008 passed by Division Bench of Sh. Rajan Kashyap, CIC, Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover (Retd), SIC and Mr. P.P.S. Gill, SIC in CC No. 1671/2007 wherein it is held as under: -

“In so far as the question of the conflict of decisions by the two different benches of the Commission is concerned, we are of the considered view that this has to be resolved on the interpretation of the rules framed by the Govt. of Punjab under the RTI Act, 2005. These rules are merely directory and not mandatory.  In this view of the matter, we would opine that if an application seeking information specifies with sufficient clarity, the information demanded and as also the particulars of the applicant, the application cannot be rejected merely on the grounds that it was not in form ‘A’ prescribed in the Rules.   As







….Contd…..2/-

-:2:- 
already made clear, the purpose of framing Rules is to further the objects of the RTI Act, 2005, and to facilitate the seeking/providing the information.  The Rules in question have, therefore, to be construed liberally.  We are, therefore, of the view that an application for information cannot be rejected merely because it was not in form ‘A’ as prescribed by the Rules.  The information request shall be maintainable if it is sufficiently clear in regard to the essential particulars pertaining to the information demanded and the information seeker. “ 



Therefore, directions are given to the respondent to provide information to the complainant within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission.   The information should be sent by registered post keeping in mind the efficiency of the postal department in delivering the ordinary letters.



To come up on 12.07.2010 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: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhisam Dutt

s/o Sh. Gyan Chand

H. NO. 359/4, Near Puli,

Ward No. 9, Tanda,

Tehsil Dasuya,

Distt. Hoshiarpur. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







…..Respondent

CC- 1134/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Vivek Sabharwal, Clerk (O/o Director Ayurveda, Punjab, SCO 823-824, Sector 22-A, Chandigarh). (98886-07732)



Information sought vide original application dated 26.10.2009 is:

“Identification and reservation of posts of BAMS doctors within the State of Punjab along with the information about presently unfilled vacancies, which were kept reserved for BAMS doctors under the provisions of The Persons with Disabilities (Equal Opportunities, Protection of Rights and Full Participation) Act 1995.”



However, on getting no reply, applicant filed a complaint on 15.03.2010.  



Respondent Sh. Vivek Sabharwal states that only yesterday, this application has been forwarded to the Department of Ayurveda by O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab.  



I do not accept this contention since it was done much beyond the five days period provided under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005.  Respondent states that has just received a copy of the letter seeking information and will provide the information to the complainant within 15 days. 

Directions are given that on the next hearing, the PIO, O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab should be personally present. 
….Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 12.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

President,

SC/BC Ekta Bhalai Manch,

1732/6, Ahata Sujjapuria,

Jagraon. 







…..Complainant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jagraon. 


2.
Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






…..Respondents

AC- 282/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Mohan Lal, Tehsildar, Jagraon (95010-39688)



Information sought is: 



“1.
Site plan of each site owned by Wakf Board, Punjab.



 2.
Allotted sites with name and address of the allottee.

 3.
Whether the allotment is transferable to third party?  If yes, how many transfers are done within last 5 years.”



A letter dated 16.04.2010 has been written to the Estate Officer, Ludhiana.  to provide information to the complainant regarding all the points except point no. 1.  Information on point 1 has been provided by the office of S.D.M. Jagraon.  Respondent states that information on these points is with the Estate Officer, Ludhiana and that they have written to them on 16.04.2010.



Directions are given to the Estate Officer, Ludhiana to provide the information to the complainant within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission, otherwise I will have to make them a party.   It is also pointed out to the respondent that as per section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005, they should have transferred this application within the stipulated period of 5 days. 










….Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 12.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(98724-10021)

Sh. Gurbax Singh,
S/o Hari Singh,

Village- Barewal Awana,

P.O.- Rajguru Nagar,

Distt- Ludhiana 

 C/o Gill Cloth House,

Barewal Road,

 Ludhiana. 







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.C. Ludhiana 









…..Respondent

CC- 1156/2010
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh in person.


For respondent: Sh. Kamaljit Singh, clerk. (99881-10021)



A letter dated 19.04.2010 has been presented in which respondent has stated: 

“In connection with the above, it is submitted that the information sought pertains to the year 1952.  The notification sought is being located in the records; therefore, another adjournment is requested.  Further, applicant has not mentioned any Khasra or Khatauni number for the Fard Jamabandi sought by him.   Therefore, applicant should be asked to specify the same.”

 

Therefore, with the consent of the complainant, 20 days’ time is provided to the respondent to provide this information. 

 

To come up on 12.07.2010 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: 20.04.2010



State Information Commissioner 
