STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98140-95294)

Sh. Bhav Khandan Singh Shambu

“Herbal Heritage Vatika”

Village Lamlehri,

P.O. Ganguwal – 140123

(Distt. Ropar)







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer

Ropar.






               …Respondent

CC- 3710/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Sher Singh, Jr. Asstt. (98760-24728)



In the earlier hearing dated 17.02.2011, it was recorded: -

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

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


 
After the hearing dated 17.02.2011 was over, DTO Ropar Sh. Pushpinder Singh again appeared along with Sh. Sher Singh and provided a photocopy of the information provided to the complainant.    



Complainant is not present today nor did he appear in the last hearing.  No objections have been communication by him.  Therefore, it appears he is satisfied.



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98725-06603)

Sh. Karamjit Singh

s/o Bhajan Singh,

Ex M.C.

Bhogpur Road,

Bholath,

Distt. Kapurthala






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Kapurthala.






               …Respondent

CC- 3719/2010
Order

Present:
Sh. Bhajan Singh, father of the complainant (98155-30083)
For the respondent: Dr. Raj Kumar, MO (98144-34305) along with Sh. Karan Singh (94637-08344)



In the earlier hearing dated 17.02.2011, it was recorded: -

“Respondent present stated that the letters in question i.e. dated 10.08.2010 and 23.09.2010 the status whereof has been sought by the complainant under serial no. 1, were never received in his office.    He further stated that regarding information on point no. 2, the letter dated 21.09.2010 has been addressed by the complainant to the Drug Inspector, Civil Hospital, Kapurthala and hence the information is to be provided by the said office only.

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

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

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



Respondent was denying information regarding the status of his query on the complaint dated 10.08.2010.  Now he has stated that the Civil Surgeon’s office has forwarded the query on the complaint to the higher authorities and it is pending.  As regards the time limit of the query, he has no idea.  


Respondent submitted that he will speak to the Civil Surgeon about it and convey the position to the complainant.



I have gone through the records and am of the opinion that complete information as per the original applications stands provided. 



Complainant prays demands compensation for the physical and mental detriments suffered in getting the information.


Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 provides as under: -




“ 19(8)(b) 
In its decision, the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, has the power to—

require the public authority to compensate the complainant for any loss or other detriment suffered;”


Therefore, Dr. Balwinder Singh, Asstt. Civil Surgeon-cum-PIO, Kapurthala is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for attending the hearings of the case due to non-supply of the information sought within the stipulated time. 

 

Complainant requests exemption from appearance in the next hearing, which is granted. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.   

   

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98880-10800)

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village Bholapur,

Jhabewal,

Post Office Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana






  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer (SE)

O/o District Transport Officer

Patiala

 





    …Respondent

CC- 3692/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Sobti, ADTO (98156-00701)



There is some confusion regarding visit of the complainant to the respondent’s office.   With the cooperation of the ADTO Sh. Rajinder Sobti who is present on behalf of the respondent, it has been mutually agreed by the parties that Sh. Jasbir Singh will visit the office of DTO, Patiala on 06.04.2011 at 11 A.M. to receive the information.


It is also pointed out that the information sought is voluminous and some points relate to third party, but the DTO Patiala has not cared to follow the provisions of the RTI Act either before or during the course of hearing.    Sh. Anil Garg, DTO Patiala is advised to study the provisions of the Act and exercise due attention while dealing with the relevant matters, in future.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 07.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  




Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Jagmohan Singh Brar

S/o Shri Davinder Singh Brar,

Brar Complex, G.T. Road,

Moga.
   …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer, 

Moga.







      
   …Respondent

CC No. 2106/09

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO (94632-23293) along with Sh. Jatinder Singh, Asstt. (98768-06800); and Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor, o/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.



In the earlier hearing dated 17.02.2011, it was recorded:

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



The matter was referred to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab as it was not being ascertained as to who exactly was responsible.  The office of STC, Punjab, Chandigarh, vide his communication No. 10057 dated 24.03.2011 has informed the Commission, as under: 



“Ref. your order dated 17.01.2011.

It is submitted when the Moga was declared a district, in addition to other district level officers, the office of DTO Moga was also established.   Request for posting the staff was made to the State Govt.  However, only post of one Distt. Transport Officer was sanctioned / approved and no other staff was provided.  The State Govt. vide letter no. 1/69/95-4T2/3478 dated 31.03.1999, suggested as under: 

‘The Govt. does not agree with you on recruitment of staff in the three new districts i.e. Nawanshahr, Muktsar and Moga. 

It is advised that from among the existing staff, the adjustment be made in the three new districts in such a manner that no new recruitment is required.’

Therefore, from time to time, staff was being posted from among
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the existing staff.   It is pertinent to submit here that at the district level, this department has 24 establishments (4 Secretaries, / RTAs and 20 DTOs) and for all these offices, only posts of 201 Jr. Assistants / clerks have been sanctioned.  Out of these, 50 posts, being vacant, have lapsed.   Thus, now for the 24 regional offices and Head Office at Chandigarh, only 151 clerks are available.   Due to shortage of staff, the manpower strength in the regional offices is not in accordance with the workload.  Only one or two clerks were being posted in the office of DTO Moga. The workload is being affected in this office due to shortage of staff.   This office has been writing to the State Govt. from time to time for sanctioning additional staff; however, no proposal has materialized so far. 

Keeping in view the above, due to shortage of staff at DTO Moga, delay in providing information is obvious.  Therefore, if at all any delay has taken place while providing the requisite information to Sh. Mehar Singh, the same is not deliberate or intentional but due to the shortage in the manpower.   It is therefore, recommended that a lenient view be taken taking into account the acute shortage of staff.”



Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh is advised to follow the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 in general, and Section 4(1) in particular, which reads as under: 



“4 (1)
 Every public authority shall—

 
 

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerised are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerised and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;”


Secretary Transport, Punjab should follow the directions and to inform the Commission if any of the provisions of Section 4 have been implemented. 



Apart therefrom, necessary changes / additions in the infrastructure, computerization, budget allocation, provisions of manpower etc. should also be made to ensure better implementation of the RTI Act, 2005.



Keeping in view the above position that has surfaced now and also taking into account the fact that complete information already stands provided, the order of penalty dated 27.01.2010 is dispensed with and the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(78376-80939)

Sh.  Mehar Singh

S/o Sh. Maggar Singh

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

Village Kamalke (Bhodiwala)

P.O. Dharamkot,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga






  ----Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.








  ----Respondent

CC- 2209 of 2009

Order


This case was last taken up on 17.02.2011 when the complainant Sh. Mehar Singh and Sh. Ajay Sood, PCS, SDM, Fazilka (who also remained posted as DTO Moga during the relevant period) were present.  On behalf of DTO, Moga, Sh. Jatinder Kumar had come present. Submissions made by all those present were heard and for pronouncement of the order, the case was deferred to this day i.e. 24.03.2011.



In this case, vide form-A dated 12.03.2009, complainant sought certain information pertaining to two learner’s driving licences (by enclosing photocopies of the same) as, per statement of Sh. Mehar Singh, had been lost / misplaced.   A complaint with the Commission was filed on 06.08.2009 when the information was not received.  Penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed vide order dated 22.12.2009 for the delay caused in supply of the information. The information, however, stood provided on 30.08.2010.



Complainant had sought penalty imposition on the respondent for the delay caused and a show cause notice was also issued.  Show cause notices were served on S/Sh. G.S. Thind, PCS and Ajay Sood, PCS as they remained posted as DTO, Moga during the relevant time.  Both of them made their respective written submissions.   It has been pleaded that stringent staff position at the office of DTO Moga remained prevalent all this time, in addition to the office being short of other staff too.    Frequent shifting / withdrawal of staff has, in fact, resulted in the delay.  All the PIOs have taken the plea of ignorance, shortage of staff and improper infrastructure.   I have gone through the replies submitted by all the officers connected with the case and am of the view that there was no malafide on part of any of them for the delay in providing the information.  A prayer for award of compensation was made by the complainant in the hearing on 14.12.2010.  Such a prayer at this belated stage is not tenable and is therefore, declined.


The matter was referred to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab as it was not being ascertained as to who exactly was responsible.  The office of STC, Punjab, Chandigarh, vide his communication No. 6128 dated 16.02.2011 has informed the Commission, as under: 
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“Ref. your order dated 17.01.2011.

It is submitted when the Moga was declared a district, in addition to other district level officers, the office of DTO Moga was also established.   Request for posting the staff was made to the State Govt.  However, only post of one Distt. Transport Officer was sanctioned / approved and no other staff was provided.  The State Govt. vide letter no. 1/69/95-4T2/3478 dated 31.03.1999, suggested as under: 

‘The Govt. does not agree with you on recruitment of staff in the three new districts i.e. Nawanshahr, Muktsar and Moga. 

It is advised that from among the existing staff, the adjustment be made in the three new districts in such a manner that no new recruitment is required.’

Therefore, from time to time, staff was being posted from among the existing staff.   It is pertinent to submit here that at the district level, this department has 24 establishments (4 Secretaries, / RTAs and 20 DTOs) and for all these offices, only posts of 201 Jr. Assistants / clerks have been sanctioned.  Out of these, 50 posts, being vacant, have lapsed.   Thus, now for the 24 regional offices and Head Office at Chandigarh, only 151 clerks are available.   Due to shortage of staff, the manpower strength in the regional offices is not in accordance with the workload.  Only one or two clerks were being posted in the office of DTO Moga. The workload is being affected in this office due to shortage of staff.   This office has been writing to the State Govt. from time to time for sanctioning additional staff; however, no proposal has materialized so far. 

Keeping in view the above, due to shortage of staff at DTO Moga, delay in providing information is obvious.  Therefore, if at all any delay has taken place while providing the requisite information to Sh. Mehar Singh, the same is not deliberate or intentional but due to the shortage in the manpower.   It is therefore, recommended that a lenient view be taken taking into account the acute shortage of staff.”



Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh is advised to follow the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 in general, and Section 4(1) in particular, which reads as under: 



“4 (1)
 Every public authority shall—

 
 

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerised are, within a reasonable time and subject to
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availability of resources, computerised and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;”


Secretary Transport, Punjab should follow the advice and to inform the Commission if any of the provisions of Section 4 have been implemented. 



Apart therefrom, necessary changes / additions in the infrastructure, computerization, budget allocation, provisions of manpower etc. should also be made to ensure better implementation of the RTI Act, 2005.



Keeping in view the above position that has surfaced now and also taking into account the fact that complete information has already been provided, the order of penalty dated 22.12.2009 is foregone and the case is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98554-08708)

Sh. Joginder Pal Jhanji

s/o Sh. Laxman Das,

H. No. 1181, Mohalla Krishna Nagar,

Railway Road,

Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana.






 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga








  …..Respondent

CC- 3170/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Joginder Pal Jhanji in person.
For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO (94632-23293) along with Sh. Jatinder Singh, Asstt. (98768-06800)



In the earlier hearing dated 17.02.2011, a compensation of Rs. 3,000/- was awarded in favour of Sh. J.P. Jhanji for the financial and mental sufferings while getting the information under the RTI Act, 2005.    It was also directed that a copy of the acknowledgment from the complainant towards receipt of the amount of compensation be sent to the Commission for records.



Sh. J.P. Jhanji is present today and states that no payment has been made to him so far.  The DTO Moga Sh. Jaswant Singh Dhillon, when confronted with the query regarding non-payment, he acted ignorant and stated that he had no knowledge about the award of any such compensation.  It is surprising since his representative was present during the said hearing when the compensation was awarded.


The amount of compensation be paid to the complainant forthwith against acknowledgement, under intimation to the Commission.  A copy of the acknowledgement should also be forwarded to the Commission for records.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 07.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98140-61044)

Sh. Jagdish Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village Korewala Kalan,

Distt. Moga







…..Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Moga. 



2.
Sh. Manjit Singh, (formerly with DTO Moga)


Office of State Transport Commissioner,


Punjab, Sector 17,


Chandigarh.






…..Respondents
CC- 3197/10
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO (94632-23293) along with Sh. Jatinder Singh, Asstt. (98768-06800); and Sh. Manjit

Singh, Jr. Asstt., Office of STC, Pb. Chandigarh (98764-29340)



In the earlier hearing dated 21.02.2011, it was recorded:

“DTO Moga submitted that papers were submitted by the complainant for registration of 12/13 buses while in fact, only six were purchased.   Thus, a complaint was filed with the police.  He stated that the files are either with the police or with Sh. Manjit Singh, the clerk posted in the office at that time.  He also submitted that he tried to contact Sh. Manjit Singh a number of times but the effort did not yield results.   He submitted that no charge was handed over by the said Sh. Manjit Singh when he was transferred to the office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab at Chandigarh. 

A copy of this order be sent to the Commissioner, State Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh.  He is directed to ensure that Sh. Manjit Singh who was earlier posted at the DTO Moga appears before the Commission in the next hearing to submit his explanation in the matter. 

Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO, Moga stated that part information has already been provided on 12.01.2011.  He also assured the court and the complainant that he would try to procure photocopies of the documents from Sh. Manjit Singh and / or from the police and provide the same to the complainant at the earliest.”
 

As per directions of the Commission, Sh. Manjit Singh from the 
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Office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh has put in appearance and submitted his defence, which is taken on record.   He submits that no record was ever given in his charge while he was posted at Moga.  He further submits that when he reported at Moga, a case with the police had already been registered and the office was locked; and hence he was, in no way, connected with the custody of the records and is, thus, not accountable in the matter.  He submitted that he is being victimized and he had nothing to do with the records of DTO Moga in the light of what has been stated by him above. 


Regarding procuring photocopies of documents from the police department, towards the information sought by the complainant in this case, Sh. Dhillon states that though the same have been obtained, these, however, cannot be attested in the absence of original ones.   In this eventuality, the copies so received cannot be provided to the complainant.  Sh. Dhillon further submitted that the police authorities were agreeable to provide the same in case they receive such a request from the complainant.


A copy of this order may also be sent to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab to provide his comments and recommendations regarding the case in hand in view of the difficult staff position and poor infrastructure in the office of DTO, Moga, so that the matter can be taken to a logical conclusion.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 07.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94641-63662)

Sh. Gurcharan Singh

s/o Sh. Banta Singh,

village Ghangas,

Tehsil Payal (Distt. Ludhiana)




 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Payal (Distt. Ludhiana)





  …..Respondent

CC- 3395/10

Order

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



Oral as well as written submissions of both the parties taken on record.



To come up on 07.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon for pronouncement of the order. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003






  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kotkapura (Pb.) 






    …Respondent

CC- 58/2011 
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Tara Chand, Asstt. Eng. (98143-00622)



In the earlier hearing dated 16.02.2011, it was recorded:

“The complainant, vide his communication dated 15.02.2011 has sought time to study the information provided.   He has also sought exemption from appearance in today’s hearing.

Complainant shall point out the discrepancies, if any, in the information provided to the respondent with a copy to the Commission.”



Respondent present states that some discrepancies in the information have been pointed out by the complainant and information on the same is yet to be supplied.  The respondent present does not know the facts of the case nor does he have any knowledge of the RTI Act, 2005.  



The discrepancies intimated by the complainant be removed and relevant information provided within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.



In the next hearing, the B.D.P.O-PIO Sh. Balkar Singh shall appear in person and explain the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 07.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003






        …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kotkapura (Pb.)

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kotkapura (Pb.)





  …Respondents

AC- 16/2011
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Tara Chand, Asstt. Eng. (98143-00622)



In the earlier hearing dated 16.02.2011, it was recorded:

“The complainant, vide his communication dated 15.02.2011 has sought time to study the information provided.   He has also sought exemption from appearance in today’s hearing.

Complainant shall point out the discrepancies, if any, in the information provided to the respondent with a copy to the Commission.”



Respondent present states that some discrepancies in the information have been pointed out by the complainant and information on the same is yet to be supplied.  The respondent present does not know the facts of the case nor does he have any knowledge of the RTI Act, 2005.  



The discrepancies intimated by the complainant be removed and relevant information provided within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.



In the next hearing, the B.D.P.O-PIO Sh. Balkar Singh shall appear in person and explain the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 07.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/- 
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94170-37443)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near Oriental Bank of Commerce,

Lehragaga

(Distt. Sangrur)






      …..Appellant





Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

C.H.C.

Lehragaga (Sangrur)

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,



O/o Civil Surgeon,


Sangrur.






…..Respondents

AC- 953/10

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Rakesh Singla in person.
For the respondent: Dr. Sanjay Bansal, MO (98145-23018) along with Dr. Ravinder Kohli.



In the earlier hearing dated 16.02.2011, it was recorded: 

“Appellant states that complete information as per original application has been provided to him.  However, he seeks imposition of penalty on the respondent for the delay in providing the information.  He also prays for award of compensation to him for the financial loss and mental detriments suffered in the matter.”



Dr. Darshan Singh Sidhu, Dr. Sanjeev Bansal, Dr. Ravinder Kohli and Dr. Balwinder Singh were issued show cause notice as the appellant has prayed for imposition of penalty and award of compensation.



Reply to the show cause notice has been received from Dr. Sanjay Bansal. 



Dr. Ravinder Kohli is also present and is presently posted at Patiala.  He states that he joined CHC Lehragaga on 27.05.2010 and after 4-5 days of his joining, due to floods in Moonak, he was asked to report there.  Thus, he contends, he remained at respondent office only for five days.   He has submitted his written reply.



It has been informed by the respondents present that Dr. Balwinder Singh, SMO, Lehragaga is currently on training at Mohali which will conclude on 31st March.
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One more opportunity is granted to Dr. Balwinder Singh and Dr. Darshan Singh (presently posted at PHC Doda Kauni, Distt. Muktsar to submit their respective version on the show cause notice before the next date of hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 05.05.2011 at 11.00 AM in the Chamber.  
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
Dr. Darshan Singh, PHC, Doda Kauni, Distt. Muktsar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

President,

Voice of Indian Community Empowerment,

Opp. Tehsil Office,

Lehra Gaga – 148031 

(Distt. Sangrur)





             … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (S.E.), Punjab,

SCO No. 95-97, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh







   …Respondent

CC- 346/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rakesh Singla in person.


None for the respondent.



Vide application dated 16.10.2010, the complainant sought the following information: 

“Status of complaint against R. Bharti Dutt dated 25.06.2010, till date;

1.
Status of complaint against R. Bharti Dutt, dispatched on 25.06.2010 by speed post no. 28417247 to the Director (Secondary Education) Punjab, Chandigarh. 

2.
Copy of statement recorded by Enquiry Officer of the above complaint.

3.
Copy of opinion of Enquiry Officer of above complaint;

4.
Copy of order decided by Director (SE) Pb. Chandigarh.

5.
Copy of FIR if registered at any Police Station in Punjab.

6.
Copy of rules or Act as per which action taken against employee of Govt. of Punjab.

7.
Copy of rule or Act for punishment fixed employee of Govt. of Punjab; Is false information sent to the Govt. at the time of appointment?”



However, when no information was provided, the instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 31.01.2011 (received in the office on 07.02.2011)



Complainant states that vide communication dated 01.11.2010, respondent asked him to furnish more specific particulars regarding the information sought.  He said the postal order for Rs. 10/- along with the original application had been retained.  He further states that vide letter dated 28.02.2011, respondent has again sent a copy of their letter dated 01.11.2010 along with a copy of the original complaint and a copy of the hearing notice.










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



A letter dated 28.02.2011 has been received from the office of DPI (SE) Punjab addressed to the Commission wherein it is stated that no response from the complainant has been received and hence, exemption from hearing is sought.



Since the complainant has already provided the necessary particulars and the information sought has been indicated in this order, respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 05.05.2011 at 11.00 AM in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94170-37443)

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near Oriental Bank of Commerce,

Lehragaga

(Distt. Sangrur)






 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur







  …..Respondent

CC- 3389/10

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Rakesh Singla in person.


For respondent: Sh. Satinder Khera, DRO.



Reply to the show cause notice has been submitted by Sh. Satinder Khera, DRO wherein it is stated that information had been dispatched to the complainant vide letter No. 1408/RTI dated 09.11.2010 by post despite a pen-down strike by Class III employees from 23.09.2010 to 11.10.2010.  However, complainant states that he did not receive any such communication.


Sh. Satinder Khera is directed to present the original dispatch register in the next hearing containing the letter sent on 09.11.2010, for perusal of the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 05.05.2011 at 11.00 AM in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94173-47648)

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Darbara Singh,

Village Jassi Pau Wali,

District Bathinda






  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Welfare Officer,

Bathinda







    …Respondent

CC- 48/2011 
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balwinder Singh in person. 


None for the respondent. 



In the earlier hearing dated 16.02.2011, 
information had been brought to the court which was handed over to the complainant.  After examining the same, Sh. Balwinder Singh expressed his satisfaction over the same.  However, he demanded penalty to be imposed on the respondent for the delay caused and also prayed for grant of suitable compensation for the detriments suffered.   Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to Sh. Sardul Singh, Distt. Welfare Officer, Bathinda.



Today none is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.



One more opportunity is granted to S. Sardul Singh, District Welfare Officer, Bathinda to appear and submit his reply, if any, to the show cause notice.



To come up on 06.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh 
Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, S. Sardul Singh was contacted over the telephone who assured the court that he will send his reply before the next hearing.   The next date fixed in the case was also communicated to him.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94630-03284)

Sh. Raghubar Dyal Gupta,

s/o Sh. Parmanand,

H. No. 874/KL,

Street No. 3,

Bajwa Colony, Green Park,

Nehru Market Road,

Jagraon City – 

(Distt. Ludhiana)






        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (S.E.), Punjab, 

SCO No. 95-97, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instruction (S.E.), Punjab, 

SCO No. 95-97, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh






  …Respondents

AC - 116/2011
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Raghubar Dyal Gupta in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Jagtar Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO (98148-10988)



Vide original application dated 18.10.2010, Sh. Raghubar Dyal Gupta sought the following information from the respondent: -



“Present position regarding my re-appointment’s approval.”



When no information was provided, first appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on 13.12.2010.    The instant second appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 04.02.2011 when still no response or information was received. 



Respondent present has submitted copy of a letter dated 22.03.2011 addressed to the D.E.O. (SE) Ludhiana reminding him to send the information sought from him by the department earlier.   Sh. Jagtar Singh assured the court the needful would be done shortly.   



For further proceedings, to come up on 26.04.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Charanjit Kaur,

# 95, Sector 5-C,

Mandi Gobindgarh

(Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib)





  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General School Education, Punjab,

SCO No. 104-106, Second & Third floor,

Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh
.






    …Respondent

CC- 319/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Rajesh Thakral, Clerk (94170-76700)



Vide application dated 29.12.2010, the complainant sought the following information from the respondent: 

“Inspection report pertaining to Govt. Higher Sec. School, Jalla (Fatehgarh Sahib: -

1.
A photocopy of the remarks given by the team of Divisional Education Inspection Team, on 08.09.2009;

2.
A photocopy of the remarks given by the D.E.O. (SE) Fatehgarh Sahib on 09.09.2009;

3.
A photocopy of the remarks given by the DDO (GSSS, Jalla, Fatehgarh Sahib) on 09.09.2009;

4.
A photocopy of the remarks given by the Deputy D.E.O. (SE) Fatehgarh Sahib on 14.07.2010.”



When no information was provided, the instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 04.02.2011.


Respondent present states that complete information to her satisfaction has already been provided to Ms. Charanjit Kaur, the complainant. 



Complainant is not present today.  However, when contacted over the telephone, she expressed her satisfaction over the information provided.



Seeing, therefore, the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.03.2011



State Information Commissioner
