STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Sandhya

d/o Sh. Prakash Chand Chouhan,

VPO Meli Mohalla Jhamala

Near Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

Meli,

Tehsil Garhshankar,

Dist. Hoshiarpur.






----Complainant 





Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ludhiana (West)






----Respondent

CC- 972/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Ms. Sandhya in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Jasbir Singh Walia, Naib Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West) (98558-00037)



Vide application dated 18.12.2009, the complainant had sought the following information: -
“Property purchased and sold in and around Tehsil & District Ludhiana by Vijay Kumar son of Sh. Daulat Ram, Ashok Kumar son of Sh. Daulat Ram, Neeraj Kumari wife of Sh. Ashok Kumar, Damanjit son of Sh. Ashok Kumar, Yugraj son of Sh. Ashok Kumar, Prakasho wife of Sh. Daulat Ram son of Sh. Sant Ram of Tharike Road, Basant City Plot No. 7 and presently residents of B/36/1 Guru Amar Dass Nagar, Ludhiana.”


Complainant can only give number of the house which belongs to her in-laws and husband for which she is seeking information.  Respondent states that unless Khasra number is identified, the relevant papers of mutation of the house or office of the family cannot be located. 


Advice has been given to the complainant to collect this information from the Municipal Corporation by filing a fresh application. 



Respondent is cooperative and assures the Commission that he will get the information on the mutation of property in village Sanet, Pharike and Dad.  Even though this it not included in the original application, I am allowing the respondent to provide this information after the complainant has paid the revenue fees.   Complainant is satisfied.  
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Since information according to the original application dated 18.12.2009 stands provided, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94170-86804)

Sh. Labh Singh

s/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

VPO Geegemajra,

Tehsil & Distt. Mohali.





----Complainant 





Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

SAS Nagar.







----Respondent
CC- 986/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Labh Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



Vide original application dated 03.08.2009, the compliant sought the following information: -

“Length-wise measurement of my land which is situated on the road from the Phirni of village Geege Majra to the Cremation ground i.e. No. 8/2, 3/2 and 29/7.
Length-wise measurement of my land situated on the road from Phirni of the village to village Nagari i.e. No. 29/1 and 2/2.”



The application has been transferred by the DRO-cum-APIO Office of SDM, Mohali on 07.08.2009 within the stipulated period of 5 days as per Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005.  The transfer application has no substance since according to the RTI Act 2005, PIO is responsible (in this case A.D.C.) who should be personally present at the next hearing and provide information to the complainant Sh. Labh Singh, within one week. 


To come up on 06.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94174-88134)

Sh. Ram Singh Paul

60-B, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana – 141002.






----Complainant 


Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ludhiana (West)






----Respondent

CC- 991/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ram Singh Phul in person.


None for the respondent.



Copy of a letter dated 06.01.2010 has been received from the Naib Tehsildar, Mullanpur Dakha which states:

“In response to above, it is to inform you that as per the directions of the Government, attested copies of the Parhat Patwar cannot be supplied.  So far as the copy of mutation from Parhat Sarkar is concerned, the same can be obtained from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana through the Suvidha Centre.”


Suvidha Centre is also part of the Revenue Department.  Therefore, this information should be collected from the said office and provided to the complainant within one week.  

 

The original application was submitted on 23.12.2009 and till date, no information has been provided, which shows the callous and disrespectful behaviour of the respondent.    No one is present on behalf of the respondent.  It has been informed that Sh. Rajinder Oberoi, Tehsildar is the PIO in the office of Tehsildar Ludhiana (West).   Therefore, Sh. Rajinder Oberoi, Tehsildar-cum-PIO 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.  



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
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proceedings against him ex parte. 



Information should be provided to the complainant within one week with compliance report to the Commission. 



Also, the PIO Sh. Rajinder Oberoi should be personally present on the next date of hearing.



To come up on 06.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Right Holders of village Khanori Kalan,

c/o Sh. Pargat Singh

s/o Sh. Nishan Singh,

VPO Khanori Kalan,

Distt. Sangrur.






---Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Sangrur.







----Respondent

CC- 996/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Pargat Singh for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, Section Officer (93175-71354)



In the instant case, complainant vide his letter dated 29.10.2009, had sought information regarding non-functioning of the local bus stand.  However, when no response was received from the respondent, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 15.02.2010.



I am dismissing this case since it has been filed in the name of ‘Right Holders of village Khanori Kalan’.  Sh. Pargat Singh is present on behalf of the complainant and he has been advised to file a separate application in his name.  
 
It is also to be noted that the reply of respondent present Sh. Jaspal Singh, Section Officer is callous and shows disrespect to the RTI Act 2005.    Copy of a letter dated 23.11.2009 from the District Transport Officer has been presented which states: 
“In response to your application dated 29.10.2009 which was received in this office on 10.11.2009, it is to inform that you may have the information related to points at serial no. 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 of your application, from the office of Sub Divisional Magistrate, Moonak / Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.”


Respondent has been informed that he should have transferred the application to the concerned office within 5 days as per section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005.  Since it is not transferred during that period, it is the duty of the office of District Transport Officer to provide the information.  Respondent states that they have no idea as to which department is in charge of the bus
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stand and the complainant has been informed to provide the necessary particulars of the department concerned in this case.  Even though I am closing this case because of technical reasons, still I wish to inform the office of District Transport Officer regarding the attitude of the respondent present.  



In future, Sh. Gurpreet Singh Thind, the District Transport Officer-cum-PIO should handle the applications under the RTI Act 2005 accordingly.  



The case is closed and disposed of as dismissed.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rakesh Bhalla

s/o Late Sh. Raj Kumar Bhalla,

H. No. 233, Gali No. R-10,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.






----Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna.







----Respondent

CC- 1021/2010

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh, APIO M.C. Office, (98142-98700), Sh. Surinder Garg, Naib Tehsildar, Khanna (98147-96700) and Sh. Ravinder Singh, Kanungo



Vide application dated 06.02.2010, complainant sought the following information: 

“1.
How many govt. approved bus stands are there in Khanna where govt. and private buses should be parked?

2.
Under what provision of the Constitution of India, govt. and private buses are informed to be parked on Samadhi Road chowk?

3.
Are the passengers loaded in govt. and private buses as per number specified or is it as per the sweet will of the driver or conductor?  Provide each detail.

4.
As per law, what should be the attitude towards passengers?  Please provide details.”



However, when no response was received, the instant complaint was filed which was received in the Commission on 08.03.2010.  



Copy of a letter has been received vide which the reply was sent to the complainant.  The receipt of information has been duly acknowledged by the complainant Sh. Rakesh Bhalla.



I have gone through all the points and they do not pertain to any information required. 
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Seeing the merits of the case, the same is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



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.
For the respondent; Sh. Amrik Singh Bedi, senior clerk. (98149-34113)



In this case, complainant, vide his application dated 23.10.2009, sought the following: 



“Action taken on application dated 02.05.2006.”

However, when no response was received, the present complaint was filed with the Commission on 03.03.2010.



Sh. Amrik Singh Bedi present is a senior clerk from the office of Tehsildar Phagwara.  He is not aware of the case and has been informed that the summons of hearing from the Commission categorically state that an officer not below the rank of APIO should be present in the court.    Not only that, he is not aware of the facts of the case.  There is confusion since copy of a letter has been received from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Phagwara but the date of transfer is not given. 


Therefore, seeing the attitude of the respondent, PIO office of the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala 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.  
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In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



Also, on the next hearing, the said PIO is to be personally present.  Information should also be provided within one week.   Reply to the show cause notice should also be given before the next date of hearing.



On the next date of hearing, Sh. Harminder Singh, Tehsildar, Phagwara should also be present personally.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



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,

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana – 141123.





           …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Amritsar.







…Respondent

CC- 1044/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Harjinder Kumar (98728-44751)



Information has been supplied to the complainant on 17.06.2010 to his satisfaction.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



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,

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana – 141123.





           …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Tarn Taran.







…Respondent

CC- 1045/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh in person.
For respondent: Sh. Onkar Nath Sharma, DTO, Tarn Taran (98764-17206)



Information has been supplied to the complainant on 17.06.2010 to his satisfaction.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



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,

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana – 141123.





           …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khadoor Sahib (Tarn Taran)




…Respondent

CC- 1050/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



In the instant case, the complainant, vide his application dated 15.12.2009 had sought information regarding learners driving licenses regular driving licenses, copies of registration certificates etc.   However, when no response was received, the instant compliant was filed with the Commission on 04.03.2010.


Copy of a letter dated 29.04.2010 has been presented which is addressed by the SDM, Khadoor Sahib to the Commission, with a copy to the complainant.   The letter states:

“With reference to the subject, it is submitted that the information covered under your CC No. 1050 of 2010 has already been sent to the complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh son of Sh. Gurbax Singh, Plot no. 40, village Bholapur, Guru Nanak Nagar, P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana vide this office letter no. MTC/88 dated 03.02.2010.

It is further submitted that the applicant has been informed to obtain another copy of the documents, if he needs, by depositing the requisite fee.”



Complainant states that fee has been demanded form him beyond the stipulated period of 30 days.  Complainant further states that he has sent reminders to the PIO Office of SDM Khadoor Sahib but no response
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has been received. 



Therefore, directions are given that information should be supplied to the complainant within one week, free of cost.


The approach of the respondent is callous and disrespectful towards both the RTI Act 2005 and the directions of the Commission.   Therefore, PIO office of the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Khadoor Sahib Sh. T.S. Sandhu, SDM (97797-30055) 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.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 06.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Inderpreet Singh Dhanjal,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 59-60-61-62

District Courts,

Moga.  







   …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot







…Respondent

CC- 1474/2010

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Ashish Gupta, advocate (98142-20019)

For the respondent: Sh. Mahesh Kumar, Junior Assistant. (94639-81199)



Respondent present states that information sought by his original application dated 09.02.2010 pertains to records which are 22 years old and therefore, an enquiry has been marked to the office of State Transport Commissioner Punjab, Chandigarh.    Copy of a letter dated 17.06.2010  addressed by the District Transport Officer, Faridkot to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh has been presented which states: -
“That a scooter in the name of Sh. Jarnail Singh son of Sh. Sardul Singh resident of Jalalabad, District Ferozepur care of Civil Lines, Moga is registered in this office with Regn. No. PAR-92.  The chassis no. of the scooter is 678258 and the Engine No. is 714399, Model 1987.  As per the registration records, an NOC has been issued.  However, Sh. Mahesh Kumar, clerk, seeing the NOC issued, allotted this number to a new vehicle of M/s Sail Manufacturing Co. Ltd. 274, G.T. Road, Ludhiana.

Sh. Inderjit Singh Dhanjal, advocate, District Courts, Moga had sought an attested copy of the old NOC and has now filed a complaint CC No. 1474/2010 which is pending and is fixed for 23.06.2010.

No copy of the NOC of vehicle under Regn. No. PAR-92 is available in the office.  It is not clear who has issued the said NOC and the initials on the entry are not recognized.  
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Taking the above facts into account, it is not possible to provide any satisfactory response to the complainant because the NOC issued is beyond recognition.   Therefore, it is requested that the issuance of NOC may kindly be got enquired into.”



Respondent also states that this enquiry will probably take one month or so. 



Directions are given to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh to expedite the matter.  As soon as the enquiry is complete, the Commission should be informed about its outcome.  



Even though it is not in my purview to know the outcome of the enquiry, but the complainant insists that without directions of the Commission, it will not be conducted in due course. 



Keeping the above in view, I give another date to record the outcome of the enquiry. 



To come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



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


Punjab,


Chandigarh.

For compliance as directed.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Om Parkash Mittal

430, GH-8, Near Meera Bagh,

Paschim Vihar,

New Delhi – 110087.





   …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Special Land Acquisition Collector,

Deputy Commissioner’s Office,

Jalandhar.







…Respondent

CC- 1060/2010

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Shri Ram Anand, Naib Tehsildar, SLAC, Jalandhar.



This application was transferred from Deputy Secretary & Joint Registrar, Central Information Commission, under the cover of letter dated 22.01.2010 which was received in the Commission on 09.03.2010.   The original application is dated 12.12.2006.



Information was, for the first time, sent to him on 22.09.2009.  Thereafter, he wrote a letter dated 03.10.2009 to the respondent pointing out discrepancies in the information and the information on the same was provided to him on 27.10.2009.  

 

No objections have been pointed out by him neither is he present today.  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: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Deepti

(Journalist)

Punjab Kesari Office,

Gandhi Nagar,

Jalalabad

Tehsil Jalalabad (West)

Ferozepur.






           …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalalabad (Ferozepur)





…Respondent

CC- 1062/2010

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide original application dated 20.12.2009, complainant had sought the following information:

“1.
What was the area belonging to Central Government in the land in approximate area of 200 acres which is located in Tehsil Jalalalabad,  from 1995 to 2009 in Khaireke Circle?  What is the area regularized up to 2009?

2.
If above area is regularized, the rules under which this is done.

3.
What was the area belonging to Central Government in the land in approximate area of 85 acres which is located in Tehsil Jalalalabad,  from 1995 to 2009 in Khaireke Circle?  What is the area regularized up to 2009?

4.
If above area is regularized, the rules under which this is done.”



However, when no response was received, the instant complaint was filed with the Commission on 19.02.2010.



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.



One more opportunity is provided to the respondent to supply the information to the complainant and the complainant to point out his objections, if any.
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To come up on 06.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94648-36699)

Sh. Kulvinder Singh Saini,

H. No. HL-216, Phase I,

Mohali.







   …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

S.K.R College of Physical Education,

Bhagoo Majra,

Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







…Respondent

CC- 1068/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kulwinder Singh Saini in person.


For respondent: Sh. Harbans Singh, Superintendent.



(98143-47819)



Vide his application dated 18.12.2009, complainant sought the following information: -

“1.
Attested copies of the TA & DA Bills and vouchers claimed by the teaching and non-teaching staff members of the college till date from 01.01.2003.

2.
Attested copies of the attendance register of all the subjects of the BPE –I to BPE-III for the sessions 2005-06, 2006-07, 2007-08, 2008-09 and 2009-10.
3.
Attested copies of certificates related with the Refresher Courses, Orientation courses and training courses of Games & Sports attended at the National and International level by the college teaching staff members till date from 01.01.2003.

4.
Attested copies of the certificate related with the Conferences, Seminars and Workshops attended by the Teaching staff of the college till date from 01.01.2003.”



On 12.01.2010, respondent sent a letter asking the complainant to deposit an amount of Rs. 600/- towards requisite fee which was deposited on 18.01.2010.  Thereafter, complainant sent reminder on 09.02.2010.  However, when no response was received, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 18.02.2010.  
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Complainant further states that he had deposited the amount of Rs. 600/- in the month of January but no information was forthcoming even after that.   Authority letter No. 590 dated 21.06.2010 has been received from the respondent which states:
“With due respect, I beg to state that our case no. PSIC/LEGAL/RS/CC-1068/2010 is to be heard on 23.06.2010 in your Hon’ble court.  I am not able to appear in the court on 23.06.2010 due to unavoidable circumstances.  So, on my behalf, Sh. Harbans Singh (Supdt.) APIO will appear in your court and will present the case.”



Respondent present today states that they have not been able to collect the information because of summer vacation.  It is surprising that vacation is only in the month of May-June and the original application was filed in December, 2009.  Respondent assures the court that the information will be provided to the complainant within one week with compliance report to the Commission. 


For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 07.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surjit Ram

s/o Sh. Ram Lal

VPO Badshahpur, Tehsil Dhuri,

Sangrur.







  …Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

State Transport Punjab,

Chandigarh.






 
…Respondent

CC- 1075/2010

Order

Present:
None for the parties.



 

Vide original application dated 14.01.2010, complainant had sought the following information:

“Case of dismissal of Sh. Harjinder Singh, clerk of the Transport

Department: 

i)
Copy of orders of dismissal.

ii)
Copy of order setting aside the dismissal;

iii)
Copy of noting part concerning dismissal and up to date of setting aside the dismissal order.



However, when no response was received, the instant complaint was filed which was received in the Commission on 09.03.2010.



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.



One more opportunity is provided to the respondent to supply the information to the complainant and the complainant to point out his objections, if any.

 

To come up on 06.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.   PIO should be personally present on the next hearing.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar

s/o Sh. Sital Dass

H. NO. 9, Hind Rice Mill Gali,

Dera Baba Nanak Road,

Batala (Gurdaspur).






…Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar of Marriages,

Deputy Commissioner’s Office,

Phase 1,

Chandigarh.






 
…Respondent

CC- 1076/2010

Order

Present:
None for the parties.



 

Vide original application dated 30.07.2009, complainant had sought the following information:

“The marriage of Arvinder Bains son of Sh. H.B. Bains and Veena Bains daughter of Sh. Sheetal Dass was registered in your office on 11.12.2000.  Please inform me:
1.
Registration no. of the marriage;

2.
What was their status before marriage?  Were both of them unmarried?

3.
Their residential address before and after the marriage.

4.
Date of application for registration of marriage.”


However, when no response was received, the instant complaint was filed which was received in the Commission on 17.02.2010.



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.



One more opportunity is provided to the respondent to supply the information to the complainant and the complainant to point out his objections, if any.

 

To come up on 06.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.   PIO should be personally present on the next hearing. Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ajit Singh

s/o Sh. Tara Singh,

Village Chappa,

Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran.





…Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Tarn Taran.





 

…Respondent

CC- 1078/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ajit Singh in person with Sh. H.S. Pal, advocate.



None for the respondent



In the instant case, complainant, vide his application dated    26.11.2009, complainant sought the following information: -

“Proceeding register regarding for the year 1952-53 in respect of area 199 Kanal 2 Marla, comprising Khasra No. 271-273-277-285-274-275-400-387-279-399-270-278-277-280-284-386-389-390-391-392-394-395-396-297-398-401-476 and 476 Kanal 4 Marla comprising Khasra No. 515, 248, 255, 256, 257, 260, 245, 240, 247, 2, 3, 120, 121, 125, 127, 122, 123, 7, 6, 269, 124, 287, 22, 249, 250, 252, 253, 254, 258, 259, 260, 261, 262, 263, 296, 299, 282, 281, 283, 286, 287, 288, 289, 290, 291, 3, 295, 224, 216, 213, 223, 225 as per Jamabandi fgor the year 1952-53 in name of Labh Singh son of Jawala Singh village Chhappa.  Copy of the field book for the year 1952-53 of the proceeding book may also be provided under the RTI Act, 2005.”

However, when no response was received, the present compliant was filed which was received in the Commission on 09.03.2010.



Copy of letter dated 04.01.2010 from the respondent has been presented which states: 

“On the above subject, record of Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran has been perused.  In this register,  corrections have been made in resolution no. 31 dated 04.08.1952, Resolution no. 60 dated 21.10.1952, resolution no. 51 dated 7/5 and resolution no. 82 pertaining to Labh Singh son of Sh. Jawala Singh.  In this 








Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

register / resolution, the Khasra numbers as mentioned in the              

 application do not exist.   In contains Khasra numbers in the series of 900. 

Village Soihal Thatti (A). Sohal Thattian and Chhappa came in existence on 28.05.1982 as per the report of filed Patwari and Kanungo at the time of allotment of circles and there is no record pertaining to village Chhappa in this register.  The charge on transfer of Patwari Gurnam Singh given to Amar Nath, Patwari is also not entered in the field book on 01.06.1983 is also not entered in the field book.”



The original application was filed on 26.11.2009 and the letter dated 04.01.2010 is beyond the stipulated period of one month.  The complainant states that the information provided is vague and unsatisfactory. 



None is present on behalf of the respondent which shows disrespect to the directions of the Commission.  Therefore, PIO-S.D.M. Sh. Bhakhatwar Singh P.C.S. Tarn Taran 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.  



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. 



To come up on 06.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Anand Moudgil,

B-1-116.

Dr. Bindraban Street,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana..







…Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.





 

…Respondent

CC- 1087/2010

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In this case, complainant, vide his application dated 09.02.2010, sought the following information: -

“1.
Supply certified / attested copy of Registry pertaining to house no. 1116, Block 1, Bindraban Street, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.

2.
Supply certified / attested copy of Registry pertaining to house no. 1115, Block 1, Bindraban Street, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.

3.
Supply certified / attested copy of Fard pertaining to house no. 1116, Block 1, Bindraban Street, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.

4.
Supply certified / attested copy of Fard pertaining to house no. 1116, Block 1, Bindraban Street, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.

5.
Why the permission to sell has not been made to Sh. Vijay Kumar son of Hardyal Chand r/o 519, Kundan Puri, Ludhiana at his Arms Licence No. 1161/DM/LDH/DIV dated 8th July 1978 which was lodged at Suvidha Kendra to Addl. Magistrate Ludhiana receipt no. 90461/08 till date.  What action has been taken to clear the file?

6.
Any such difficulty to hold the file / permission of Arms License mentioned at (5) for such long time.

7.
Inform any such difficulty to be removed by the Arms License Holder to obtain the permission to sell his weapon mentioned in the license.”


However, when no response was received, the present complaint was filed on 10.03.2010. 
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A letter has been received form the Municipal Corporation Ludhiana stating that information has already been sent to the complainant. 



One more opportunity is provided to the complainant to inform whether he is satisfied with the information; otherwise the case will be closed on the next hearing. 



To come up on 06.07.2010 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: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sant Prakash Singh Sandhu

s/o Sh. Faujdar Singh

Sandhu,

Banur – 140601.

(Distt. Patiala).






…Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Rajpura.





 

…Respondent

CC- 1088/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sant Parkash Singh Sandhu in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Darhsan Singh, clerk



(98764-87222)



Complainant, vide his original application dated 08.01.2010 had sought the following information: 



“1.
Copy of sale deed no. 4783 dated 03.12.2008.



2.
Copy of GPA dated 02.12.2008.

3.
Jamabandi for the year 2006-07 of Khewat No. 1362, Khatauni no. 2007



4.
Copy of NOC from Bank of India, Banur.”



However, when no response was received, the present complaint was filed on 20.02.2010.



The information stands provided to the complainant on 18.06.2010.  However, the complainant objects to the fee of Rs. 100/- and wishes to know the reasons.



This point has not been included in the original application.  Therefore, he has been advised to file a separate query.  



In future, it should be ensured that the PIO or the APIO is personally present in the court.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pardip Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayodhya Parkash Jain.

818k, Gaushala Road,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana. 







…Respondent

CC- 1450 of 2010 
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO, Ludhiana.



The Commission has received a letter from the complainant vide Diary No. 12347 dated 23.06.2010  in which he has stated that the information is no more required and his complaint no. 1450 of 2010 may be filed.



In view of this, all these complaints are disposed of and closed.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pardip Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayodhya Parkash Jain.

818k, Gaushala Road,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana. 







…Respondent

CC- 1452 of 2010 
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO, Ludhiana.



The Commission has received a letter from the complainant vide Diary No. 12347 dated 23.06.2010  in which he has stated that the information is no more required and his complaint no. 1452 of 2010 may be filed.



In view of this, all these complaints are disposed of and closed.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pardip Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayodhya Parkash Jain.

818k, Gaushala Road,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana. 







…Respondent

CC- 1456 of 2010 
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO, Ludhiana.



The Commission has received a letter from the complainant vide Diary No. 12347 dated 23.06.2010  in which he has stated that the information is no more required and his complaint no. 1456 of 2010 may be filed.



In view of this, all these complaints are disposed of and closed.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pardip Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayodhya Parkash Jain.

818k, Gaushala Road,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana. 







…Respondent

CC- 1457 of 2010 
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO, Ludhiana.



The Commission has received a letter from the complainant vide Diary No. 12347 dated 23.06.2010  in which he has stated that the information is no more required and his complaint no. 1457 of 2010 may be filed.



In view of this, all these complaints are disposed of and closed.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.06.2010 



State Information Commissioner

