STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Surinder Singh Bedi, M.D.

Senior Medical Officer (Retd)

C-2173, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar, 







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, 
Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, 
Chandigarh. 







…..Respondent

CC- 3887/2009
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Ashwani Gambhir (93160-37051), Ashok Sharma (98156-51611) from Office of M.D. PHSC, Rajesh Sharma Civil Surgeon, Amritsar (98152-45555), Nirmal Singh (98883-63738) from office of Principal Secretary Health, Lakhvir Singh, Senior Asstt.  (98728-00481).  



In the earlier order dated 25.02.2010, incomplete information had been provided to the complainant and the respondent had assured in the court that rest of the information will be provided within two weeks by registered post. 



Directions of the Commission have been followed and information has been sent to the complainant by speed post on 05.04.2010, Ref. No. 2018-2021.  Complainant is not present today and no objections have been pointed out to the information provided.    Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 



Therefore, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shalinder Singh
Ram Colony,

Gali No. 8-A,

Sangrur – 148001. 






      …Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, 
Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, 
Chandigarh. 







…..Respondent

AC- 1004/2009
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Mulkh Raj, Supdt.-cum-APIO (98721-69588)



In the earlier order, it was recorded that all information sought by the appellant has been supplied and pending information with the Director of Health will be provided by the next hearing.



Information from the Director of Health has been brought in the court and the respondent states that three points are pending in the information sought by the complainant which relate to the Water Supply & Sanitation Department.



Directions are given that this information will also be supplied to the appellant by the next hearing. 



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Varinder Thakur
s/o Sh. Tirlok Singh,

H. No. 18-B,

New Janakpuri,

Ambala Cantt. – 133001.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 







…Respondent

AC No. 18/10

Order
Present:
None for the parties.



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide the information sought to the complainant before the next hearing.  



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Ms. Ratandeep Kaur, clerk came present on behalf of the respondent. She stated that they have written to the complainant to get the desired information from the office of Sub-Registrar, Ludhiana. Respondent has been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98723-39800)

Amritpal Singh
D-15, Marg 13,

Saket-17,

New Delhi – 17 






      …Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Sub-Registrar,

Jalandhar.







…Respondent

AC No. 950/09

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Singh, Reader.



On the last hearing dated 25.02.2010, none appeared for the respondent and one more opportunity was granted to him to provide complete information.  On the second hearing, complainant stated that no information had been provided to him till date and none appeared on behalf of the respondent.   A show cause notice was issued to the PIO.



Today Sh. Manjit Singh, Reader from office of Sub-Registrar, Jalandhar was present and stated that copies of two letters dated 15.01.2010 addressed to the complainant, have been faxed.  Letter dated 15.01.2010 reads as: 

“In response to your letter dated 27.09.2009, it is to inform you that your letter was returned in original vide letter No. 14/Reader dated 27.10.2009. It is to inform you that the attested photocopies of the documents sought may be obtained by paying the requisite fee by an application from the Suvidha Centre.” 


No reply to the show cause notice is given and respondent is not aware of the contents of the last order.   Information has not been provided to the appellant since he has not deposited the revenue fee asked by the respondent in the letter sent to him on earlier dates.



Appellant is not present today.  Therefore, directions are given to him to deposit the revenue fee within one week so that information could be provided to him. 









……Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Reply to the show cause notice should be provided to the Commission within 15 days.  It is also noted here that Sh. Rajiv Verma, Tehsildar is the PIO from 27.07.2009 (the date of original application) till date.  On the next hearing, the PIO should be personally present.  



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner 


After the hearing was over, the appellant came present.  He has been advised accordingly.   Appellant also states that penalty should have been imposed on the respondent since in the last order; final opportunity was given to the respondent.  He has been informed that according to the proceedings of the Commission, the PIO has been given a chance to reply to the show cause notice by the next hearing and to appear personally.   Appellant is not aware as to how much revenue fee is to be deposited.  Therefore, directions are given to the PIO to inform the appellant within one week about the revenue fee which is to be deposited.









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Darshan Lal
s/o Sh. Khushi Ram,

25, Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Opp. Manbrow,

Jalandhar City.





   
…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, 

Jalandhar.







…Respondent

AC No. 1025/09

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Darshan Lal in person with advocate Sh. J.S. Sagoo.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Talvinder Singh Rana, Jr. Asstt. (98786-01052), Umang Sharma, clerk (98788-69777)



During the proceedings, I am of the view that complete information has not been provided to the appellant.  Respondent states that application regarding transfer of urban evacuee land acquired under Khasra No. 3299 measuring 5 Kanal 6 Marla is not available with the Tehsil Office, Jalandhar.  A letter dated 31.10.1974 has been presented by the complainant which is a copy of application submitted in the court of Assistant Settlement Officer (Sales).  Sh. Talvinder Singh, respondent states that this office was earlier with the Centre and was subsequently transferred to Punjab and was finally wound up. Counsel for the appellant Sh. J.S. Sagoo states that this application is in the records of Tehsil office.  


Therefore, directions are given to the Tehsildar to trace this record and intimate the Commission as to what action has been taken on the application of the appellant dated 31.10.1974.  A copy of the application dated 31.10.1974 is handed over to the respondent in the court. 



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Darshan Lal
s/o Sh. Khushi Ram,

25, Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Opp. Manbrow,

Jalandhar City. 






…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, 

Jalandhar.







…Respondent

AC No. 1024/09

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Darshan Lal in person with advocate Sh. J.S. Sagoo.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Talvinder Singh Rana, Jr. Asstt. (98786-01052), Umang Sharma, clerk (98788-69777)



During the proceedings, I am of the view that complete information has not been provided to the appellant.  Respondent states that application regarding transfer of urban evacuee land acquired under Khasra No. 3267 which is diarized at No. 34/ASOS/30/12/77 is not available in his office.  Appellant informs the respondent that this record was filed in the office of Asstt. Settlement Officer (Sales) and this office was converted into office of Tehsildar (Sales)-cum-M.O. (Sales).   

 

Respondent is directed to find out the record of this document and submit a detailed report by the next hearing.   Also the PIO should be personally present on the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balvir Singh Sidhu

President,

Public Welfare Association,

J-67/100, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







    …Respondent

CC 3807/09

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.
For respondent: Sh. Labh Singh, Tehsildar (Elections) (94630-60309)



In the last order dated 17.03.2010, directions were given to the complainant to visit the office of respondent on 09.04.2010 at 11 A.M.  Respondent presented a letter stating that complainant Sh. Balvir Singh Sidhu visited the office of Deputy Commissioner and inspected the records. A letter dated 21.04.2010 has also been received form the complainant which unfortunately is not legible because of faulty fax machine but it seems that the complainant seeks an adjournment due to ill-health, which is granted.


On the next hearing, complainant should point out any objections to the information provided to him.



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulbir Singh
H. No. 398, New Azad Nagar,

Bagga Dairy Wali Gali,

Sultanwind Road,

Amritsar.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar,

Amritsar.







…Respondent

CC No. 3085/08

Order

Present:
None for the parties.



In the last order dated 15.02.2010, Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar was ordered to comply with the orders of the Commission in letter and spirit.



Today none is again present.  The conduct of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar in this case stems from an attitude of irresponsibility and disrespect to the RTI Act 2005.   In the earlier order dated 22.12.2009 which was announced in the open court, a fine of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO C/o Tehsildar, Amritsar.  It was also mentioned that information has not been provided to the complainant; therefore disciplinary action should be taken against the PIO c/o Tehsildar, Amritsar. 



In none of the earlier hearings held in the Commission the respondent has been present.   Complainant is not aware of the name of the PIO.  Deputy Commissioner is not willing to have any communication regarding this case with the Commission.   So much so, at the earlier order dated 15.02.2010, officials from the office of Chief Secretary were present and had stated that they had already written to the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar to implement the order of the Commission but nothing has been heard so far.










….Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



I am once again sending this order to the Chief Secretary, Punjab Chandigarh to enquire into the sorry state of affairs of administration of the State. 



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
Copy to: 
The Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh for necessary action as noted above in this order. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(95019-17567)

Sh. Lakha Singh
S/o Sh. Gopal Singh

Village Jawinda Kalan,

P.O.  Lokha Tarn,

Dist. Tarn Taran – 143415





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.







…Respondent

CC No. 2699/08

Order 

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Lakha Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Angoor Singh, Sadar Kanungo (97798-58581)


One final opportunity is being provided to the respondent to provide complete information, point-wise, as per original application of the complainant dated 01.09.2008. 


Complainant also demands penalty.  He has been informed that the process for imposition of compensation and penalty shall be initiated after the information has been provided to him.



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Inderjit Singh
Member Panchayat, 

Village Mansura,

Tehsil & District Ludhiana.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…Respondent

CC No. 3582/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Devinder Singh, Addl. Deputy Commissioner (D) (0161-2401347), Sh. Narinder Kumar, Investigator & Sh. Jagmohan Saggar, Supdt.-cum-APIO



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


A letter has been presented by the respondent which is signed by the complainant.  In the letter, statement of Sh. Inderjit Singh, Panch dated 24.02.2010 has been recorded.  The letter reads as under: -

“I, Inderjit Singh son of Sh. Ram Chand resident of village Mansura, Block Pakhowal, Distt. Ludhiana state that I had sought information relating to cheques distributed during Sangat Darshan by the Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab on 27.12.2008 under the R.D.F. Scheme.

I have received complete information and I am satisfied.  My complaint case may kindly be closed.”



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mehanga Ram
s/o Sh. Mansa Ram,

VPO Dholwaha,

Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur. 







…Respondent

CC No. 3300/09

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Mehanga Ram in person.



For respondent: Sh. Manohar Lal, Naib Tehsildar (94170-09682)



Fard Jamabandis sought by the complainant have been brought to the court, revenue fee of which is Rs. 280/-.    Complainant Sh. Mehanga Ram states that he is not carrying any money.



Therefore, directions are given that the complainant should visit the office of Halqa Patwari and collect the records after making payment of the fees.    As regards the copy of order dated 16.12.1974, respondent states that it is still not traceable in the office.  A letter dated 26.12.2009 to this effect is also presented.  But Sh. Manohar Lal, respondent assures the court that he will make another effort to find out the same.   Complainant is satisfied. 


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vir Singh
H. NO. 47, Focal Point,

Ajoli Marh Maya Nangal,

Distt. Ropar.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.







…Respondent

CC No. 22/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vir Singh in person.



For respondent: Sh. Manohar Lal, Naib Tehsildar (94170-09682)



Information has been provided to the complainant in the presence of the court.    Respondent Sh. Manohar Lal states that any other document which is required by the complainant can be provided to him whenever he visits the office of Naib Tehsildar, Hoshiarpur on any working day.  Revenue fee of Rs. 580/- is provided to the respondent by the complainant and the Naib Tehsildar has given the receipt.    Complainant is satisfied. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94170-42716)

Sh. Gurdish Singh
Booth No. 83,

Mini Secretariat,

Opp. Nastle Dairy,

Moga. 







….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar,

Moga.








…Respondent

CC No. 3600/09

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurdish Singh in person.



For Respondent: Sh. Pal Singh, Tehsildar.



(98145-45873)



Information has been provided to the complainant in the presence of the court.    Complainant states that his original application was dated 11.05.2009 and the information has been provided only today i.e. 21.04.2010.  He wishes to study the document and seeks an adjournment which is granted.


To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94170-42716)

Sh. Gurdish Singh
Booth No. 83,

Mini Secretariat,

Opp. Nastle Dairy,

Moga. 







….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar,

Moga.








…Respondent

CC No. 3601/09

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurdish Singh in person.



For Respondent: Sh. Pal Singh, Tehsildar.



(98145-45873)



Information has been provided to the complainant in the presence of the court.    Complainant states that his original application was dated 11.05.2009 and the information has been provided only today i.e. 21.04.2010.  He wishes to study the document and seeks an adjournment which is granted.



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh
Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, 

District Ludhiana.






….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.







…Respondent

CC No. 3606/09

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier order dated 25.02.2010, a letter had been received from PIO-cum-DTO Ludhiana asking for an adjournment which was granted.  


A letter dated 05.04.2010 has been received from the complainant stating as under: -

“In this connection, I wish to inform that I have got the registration No. PB-10-CR-0013 for my vehicle and I am extremely satisfied and do not wish any further proceedings.  The complaint may kindly be disposed of.”



Therefore, the matter is accordingly closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh
Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana. 






….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Phagwara







…Respondent

CC No. 3200/09

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the last hearing dated 25.02.2010, PIO-cum-DTO Ludhiana had requested for an adjournment of date, which was granted.  Respondent present assured the court that this information will be provided to the Complainant within 15 days.


Today none is present on behalf of the complainant and the respondent.   However, one more opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant by the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94639-75475)

Sh. Shiv Raj Singh
/o Sh. Jagdish Singh,

Bhan Singh Colony,

Street No. 4,

Faridkot.







…Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.

CC No. 2014/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Shiv Raj Singh in person. 



For respondent: Sh. J.S. Dhillon (94632-23293)



Information has been provided to the complainant Sh. Shiv Raj Singh to his satisfaction.   Reply to show cause notice has also been provided and I am satisfied that there was no malafide intention in the delay in providing the information.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Saudagar Singh

s/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

Village Chuni Khurd,

Tehsil Bassi Pathana,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.  





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fatehgarh Sahib.






…Respondent
CC No. 62/10

Order

Present:
Complainant in person.



For respondent: Smt. Ravinder Kaur – BDPO-cum-PIO


Information sought was regarding case dated 03.02.2003.



Information as sought has been provided on 16.04.2010 and the 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: 21.04.2010



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 respondent: Sh. Kesar Singh, Record clerk (94633-16581) from office of Director of Land Records, Jalandhar.


Original application for information dated 17.08.2009 was received in the office of respondent i.e. Director of Land Records, Jalandhar on 21.08.2009 and it was transferred to the office of Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala.



Therefore, Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala is made a party and a fresh notice be sent to him.

 

A letter dated 09.04.2010 has been received from the Complainant intimating his inability to attend today’s hearing. 



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manoj Kumar Singla, Advocate

Chamber No. 97, 

District Courts, Mansa. 




      …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar,

Mansa.







…Respondent

CC No. 81/10

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Hukam Chand, Naib Tehsildar, Bhikhi. 



(98153-01213)



A letter dated 19.04.2010 has been received from APIO-cum-Tehsildar, stating: -

“With reference to above, it is submitted that Sh. Manoj Kumar Singla, advocate, District Courts, Mansa sought information regarding Mutnaja Mutation No. 15162 of village Bhikhi.  But as per the report dated 22.10.2009 submitted by Tehsil Kanungo, Mansa, the said mutation has not come to this office and hence the copy of mutation cannot be given.   This report has already been submitted by this office to the Public Information Officer-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.   The office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa vide its office letter no. 2235/Peshi dated 30.11.2009 has directed to intimate the names and designation of the officials responsible for the loss of the record so that necessary action against them could be taken.   In response to the said letter, the office of Deputy Commissioner was informed that as per sr. no. 635 dated 26.07.1994 of the dispatch register of the then Reader to Tehsildar, was handed over to the Jamadar Sh. Jagan Nath to be delivered to the office of Halqa Patwari concerned.  It was enquired from the Halqa Patwari who informed that mutation no. 15162 of village Bhikhi had not been delivered to him by the said Jamadar.   It may be pointed out here that the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa has been written to initiate / take action against the said Jamadar Sh. Jagan Nath, Tehsil Office Mansa (since retired).  In view of the above, the copy desired by the applicant under the RTI Act 2005 cannot be provided.   Hence the case may be closed.”








……Contd…2/-

-:2:-

 

Respondent also states that record is untraceable because it was transferred from office of S.D.M.  to the office of Tehsildar and the receiving clerk expired.  The record thereafter was to be sent to Patwari through the Jamadar.  However, Jamadar also expired before the record could be delivered to the Patwari.  The names of the PIO / APIO as disclosed today are as under: -


Sh. N.S. Brar, PCS – SDM-cum-PIO

Ms. Saroj Aggarwal, Tehsildar Mansa – APIO



Despite all the odds mentioned by the respondent, he (the respondent) has been advised to find out the record.  In case it is not traced, an FIR should be lodged with the police.   Also the PIO / APIO above-named should be personally present on the next date of hearing. 


To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(0172-5078616)

Sh. Gurbax Singh
s/o Sh. Bakhat Singh,

H. No. 16-C, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar,

Rajpua Road,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.





      …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o D.S.O.

Ludhiana







…Respondent

CC No. 26/10

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh in person.
For the respondent: Ms. Surinder Kaur, Gymnastic Coach; Ms. Surinder Kaur, Senior Asstt. & Sh. Tehal Singh, C/o Asstt. Sports Officer, Ludhiana. 


The original application for information was dated 07.09.2009.



Only one letter dated 23.10.2009 was received from the respondent. 



Respondent states that part information was sent to the complainant on 14.12.2009 through courier and part of it was provided on 29.03.2010 by hand.   Complainant states that the information provided to him through courier and by hand is irrelevant to the original application dated 07.09.2009.  Respondent states that the remaining information is with the Zila Parishad.  

 

Respondent is not aware of the case.  Therefore, directions are given to her that since the application was not transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act within five days, it is her duty to procure the information from the office of Zila Parishad and provide the same to the complainant within one week.  


To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(0172-5078616)

Sh. Gurbax Singh
s/o Sh. Bakhat Singh,

H. No. 16-C, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar,

Rajpua Road,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.






   …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Zila Parishad 

Ludhiana







…Respondent

CC No. 27/10

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Sikandar Singh – Jr. Asstt. (94631-31301)


In response to original application of the complainant dated 30.06.2009, respondent states that the complainant was advised to deposit the requisite fee.  Complainant states that he, vide his letter dated 17.12.2009, asked the details about the fee to be deposited and the respondent states that he has not received the registered letter dated 17.12.2009 from the complainant, which is not accepted.  Complainant states that he should be given information free of cost.   This request is granted.



Directions are given to the respondent present to provide this information to the complainant within 15 days by registered post, free of cost. 



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(93160-97220)

Sh. Puran Chand
H. No. 324, Gali No. 3,

Vijay Nagar,

Near D.M.W. Workshop,

Patiala – 147003.






...Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur. 







….Respondent
CC No. 644/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Puran Chand in person.



For respondent: Sh. Iqbal Singh Naib Tehsildar (91159-22013)

Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab. (97791-88809)



There is utter confusion regarding designation of the PIO during the period 25.11.2008 till 22.12.2009.   In the order dated 22.12.2009, I had recorded that the complainant was not satisfied with the information provided to him and that ten letters including two DOs written by the Financial Commissioner to the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur were not being replied.   He was advised in the same order to take up this matter with the higher competent authority.



After the imposition of penalty of Rs. 25,000/-, Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Addl. Deputy Commissioner appeared on behalf of the respondent and filed his affidavit dated 22.02.2010 wherein had had stated: 


“1.
That in connection with CC No. 644 of 2009, regarding information to Sh. Puran Chand resident of Patiala, it is submitted that application dated 18.01.2009 of the Complainant was not received in this office and the order dated 19.08.2009 of the Hon’ble State Information Commission which was received in this office on 14.09.2009, it was found that the Complainant vide application dated 18.01.2009 had sought the following information: 

(i)
Copy of reply sent by this office to the DO letter No. 10/13/2004/GOI-1/1708 dated 18.07.2008 of Sh. Sohan Lal, Under Secretary;
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(ii)
Attested copy of the reply sent in respect of the letter no. 10/13/2004/GOI-1/1756 dated 23.07.2008;

(iii)
Attested copy of the reply sent to the letter dated 25/07/2008, 26/08/2008 and 19/09/2008 on the same subject.

The Complainant was provided the following information vide this office letter no. 143/Agrarian dated 17.09.2009:

(a)
The reply to DO letter No. 10/13/2004/GOI-1/1708 dated 18.07.2008 of Sh. Sohan Lal, Under Secretary was sent to the Govt. vide letter no.  14/Agrarian dated 30.07.2008 (A copy of this letter was supplied to him).



(b)
That he was informed about the reply sent vide this office letter No. 14/Agrarian dated 30.07.2008 to the Punjab Govt. in connection with letter no. 10/13/04/GOI-1/1756 dated 23.07.2008.

(c)
That the reply of letters dated 25/07/2008, 26/08/2008 and 19/09/2008 which were the reminders of D.O. Letter No. 10/13/2004/GOI-1/1708 dated 18.07.2008 sent to the Govt. was also supplied to the complainant. (A copy of letter n. 143/Agrarian dated 17.09.2009 and its enclosures are annexed herewith).

That it is evident from the above position that complaint dated 18.01.2009 which was not received in this office and to which information was supplied to the Complainant on 17.09.2009 after the receipt of summons from the Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh in which; some delay occurred as the information was regarding the allotment of surplus land allotted in the year 1983.  It is a quite complicated case.  So far as the allegations regarding wrong allotment of the land is concerned, this case is pending in the court of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur to review the order dated 19.12.1983 of the Collector, Agrarian, Fazilka.  This case will be decided under the rules and no information regarding this case is possible through Right to Information Act. 

That it is wrong on the part of the complainant that reply to the Govt. was not sent in order as it is to seen as the level of Govt.  That neither any abnormal delay caused to provide any information to the complainant nor was he deprived of such information.  The under signed joined as PIO-cum-ADC(G) Ferozepur on 11.09.2009 and supplied the information on
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17.09.2009, that is within a week’s period.  Hence it is respectfully prayed that the Hon’ble State information Commission Punjab to review the order dated 22.12.2009 vide which the penalty of Rs. 25000/- was imposed.”



A letter has been received from Sh. Mohan Lal, PCS (Retd) dated 19.04.2010 stating: 
“In the above stated case, vide order dated 15.02.2010, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- has been imposed on the undersigned.   In this regard, it is submitted as under: -

1.
The complainant sought the information vide his original letter dated 25.11.2008 addressed to the PIO Ferozepur.  It was provided to him vide letter No. 53/PIC dated 23.01.2009.  As the applicant had sought the information by post, the same was sent to him by post.


It may be pointed out here that the undersigned, during this period, was posted as Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot and thus he is in no way connected with the matter.  The undersigned remained posted as Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur from 05.03.2009 top 12.06.2009 and from 06.07.2009 to 10.09.2009.  During this period, no letter from the complainant had been received in the office of PIO nor was any case put up before him.   Had the complainant sought any information during the above period, there was no question of any delay taking place. 

2.
Upon receipt of your order dated 19.08.2009 (received in office of PIO Ferozepur on 14.09.2009), it transpired that the information sought vide letter dated 18.01.2009 which already stood supplied to him, was again asked for.   In the meantime, the undersigned had been transferred to Faridkot as Addl. Deputy Commissioner.   The undersigned relinquished the charge of ADC Ferozepur on 10.09.2009 and took over as A.D.C. Faridkot on 11.09.2009.


Whatever action is taken by the PIO Ferozepur in connection with supply of information to the complaint, the same was after the undersigned had left Ferozepur and hence had no connection with the undersigned. 

Therefore, it is submitted that the information sought by the complaisant vide his letter dated 25.11.2008 was supplied prior to my joining at Ferozepur.  During my tenure, no application / letter from the complainant had been received for
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information.     Kindly therefore, reconsider the matter regarding imposition of penalty of Rs. 25,000/- on the undersigned vide order dated 15.02.2010.   As I am not at fault, the same may kindly be withdrawn.  If any further clarification is required, the undersigned may kindly be given a chance of personal hearing.”

 

Sh. Mohan Lal, PCS (Retd.) has justified that the penalty should not be imposed on him.  Therefore, directions are given toe Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur Sh. Kamal Kishore Yadav to enquire into the matter and inform the Commission as to who was the PIO at his office from 25.11.2008 to 22.12.2009.  The respondent present has no idea about the PIO at the relevant time.  



To come up on 14.07.2010 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: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Pardeep Datta
s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,

A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi – 110048





…Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.







….Respondent

AC No. 597/09

Order

Present:
Appellant Dr. Pardeep Datta in person.



For respondent: Sh. Jasbir Singh, DTO



Information has been provided to the appellant in the court.  Dr. Pardeep Datta objects to certain answers given by the respondent e.g. he states that  according to Section 53(1) & 53(2) of the Motor Vehicle Act, they should have lodged a police report.   He has been advised that it is not under the purview of the RTI Act 2005 and should be challenged before the higher competent authority.   

 

Complainant also presents a copy of reply dated 10.07.2009 by the then PIO Sh. Manmohan Singh Kang.  He is again advised that if he wants to challenge the contradictory answers provided on some points, he should take up the same higher competent authority.   


Complainant feels satisfied.



The respondent present submits a letter which states as under: -

(a) “The name and designation of custodian official is Amritpal Singh Clerk.
(b) As per Form No. 26 (Application Form meant for issue of DRC, the information with photocopies of all relevant supporting documents which needs to be processed for issue of DRC had already been sent to you except report of police as saying detached somewhere vide this office registered letter No. 3411/DTO dated 02.06.09.

 Now the entire file has been once again re-examined and this office came to the conclusion that the name of police station where report lodged column seen as blank on application form No. 26. The undersigned being PIO is of the view that Amritpal 
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Singh, Clerk processed DRC case and issued it without taking into consideration/ requirement of police report. It was presumed in above letter as the police report may be detached as it already not taken or insisted upon by above named dealing hand. It is also further informed that it is not a type of any FIR but only simple intimation of loss report of RC of concerned vehicle. 

(c) After re-examining and considering not taking police report while issuing DRC to the owner by dealing hand Amritpal Singh clerk, the matter is being reported to the competent authority to take departmental action on account of not showing the Police Station name on Form No. 26 which is meant for Police report at the time of processing and issue of DRC. 

(d) The competent authority is State Transport Commissioner Punjab, Chandigarh for taking necessary action and not by the undersigned. 

(e) The reply is same as (d) above.

(f) The reply is same as (b) above and at this stage question does not arise in this case for its trace out or restoration as neither the name of any police station mentioned in form No. 26 nor any copy of police report where it lodged with the relevant file while seen/re-examined again. 

(g) The reply is same as of (f) above. “


The matter hereby stands closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sahib Ram Bhaadu

Ex Sarpanch,

Village Bodi Wala Pitha,

P.O. Kheri Khera,

Tehsil Fazilka,

Distt. Ferozepur.





    
…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Fazilka.







…Respondent
CC No. 3286/09

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For respondent: Sh. Jasvir Singh, Forester from Forests Deptt. Fazilka. (97727-97592)



In the earlier order dated 15.02.2010, one more opportunity was granted to the complainant to point out any objections in the information provided. 



None is present today on behalf of the complainant and similar was the case in the earlier hearing dated 11.01.2010 and 15.02.2010.   Therefore, it seems he is satisfied and is not interested in pursing the matter.



Accordingly, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Bagga Arti Verma

# 139, Repudashanpura,

Nabha – 147201 (Distt. Patiala) 




…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (College), Punjab, 

Chandigarh 







…..Respondent
CC- 3628/2009

Order
Present:
None for the Complainant.



Ms. Raman Kalia, Sr. Assistant for the respondent. 


In the earlier hearing dated 15.02.2010, some information was pending which, according to the respondent, has been supplied.



None is present on behalf of the complainant and similar was the position in the hearing on 15.02.2010.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 
 

Accordingly, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.04.2010



State Information Commissioner 
