STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(97802-62435)

Sh. M.R. Dubey

Advocate.

Secretary, Punjab State Anti Corruption & S.W. Org. of India,

Kothi No. 121-K, Lane No. 6,

Majitha Enclave, Patiala.





   …Complainant

Vs.

1. Punjab Nurses Registration Council


SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

2. Mrs. Kanta Devi, Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

  …Respondents

CC No. 2495/08
Order
Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Ms. Kanta Devi, Registrar-PIO



In the earlier hearing dated 25.04.2011, it was recorded: 

“Sh. Dubey submits that the amount of penalty was ordered to be recovered from the respective salaries of the officials concerned and the respondent should certify this fact in black and white.

Sh. Inderjit Singh, however, states that the amount has been deposited out of the Council’s funds with due approval of the Drawing and Disbursing Officer, who happens to be Ms. Kanta Devi, Registrar-PIO herself. It was informed that this action of the Registrar had been got confirmed from the Director, Medical Education & Research, Punjab also.   

A copy of the order be sent to the Chief Secretary Punjab and the Secretary, Medical Education & Research to look into the matter and inform the Commission why the directions of the Commission have not been followed in letter and spirit and how such a deviation to such directions has taken place.”



Today, a letter is presented by the PIO – Ms. Kanta Devi, which reads as under: -

“In reference to your orders dated 25.04.2011 on the subject cited above. 
This is to inform you that as per the orders of President, PNRC dated 23.05.2011, the amount of penalty i.e. Rs. 10,000/- (Mrs.








Contd…….2/-

-:2:-

Kanta Devi, Registrar) and Rs. 5,000/- (Sh. Inderjit Singh, Supdt.) which was deposited by them from the Council’s fund, shall be deducted from their salaries of May, 2011 and shall be informed to your good self accordingly.”


PIO shall inform the Commission when the amount of penalty is recovered from the salaries of the officials concerned.   Respondent present assured the court this will be done by the beginning of next month.



Complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant already stands provided.  The amount of compensation has been paid to the complainant and the penalty also deposited in the State Treasury. 



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



A copy of this order should also be sent to the President, Punjab Nurses Registration Council, Chandigarh to ensure compliance.



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

The President

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(90173-97100)

Sh. Anil Bhatiya

No. 1523, Sector 13,

Hisar-125005 (Har).






        …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Public Instruction (Colleges) Punjab,

Chandigarh 

2.
Public Information Officer 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Higher Education, Punjab,

Chandigarh 





     
  …Respondents
AC- 229/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 04.05.2011, it was recorded:

”Sh. Bhatiya submits that the communication dated 22.11.2010 from the respondent was altogether irrelevant.  The said letter reads:

‘In response to your letter dated 02.10.2010 seeking information under the RTI Act, a copy of the Punjab Affiliated Colleges (Security of Service of employees) Act, 1974 and rules pertaining to grants-in-aid to the private colleges is sent herewith.’

It is pointed out that the queries of the appellant were not answered vide the said letter.  The respondent was unable to explain the contents of the said letter.

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant specific and to the point information, within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.”  



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received.  


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission. 



Complainant shall also inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(90416-45596)

Sh. Manjeet Kumar Mangla,

S/o Sh. Babar Chand,

H.no- 596,

Sector-9,

Panchkula, Haryana.





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o A.D.G.P.

Chief Director Vigilance Pb.

Chandigarh. 
 






    …Respondent
CC- 1283/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Gurbachan Singh, Sr. Asstt. (0172-2702201)



In the earlier hearing dated 19.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“As per the above statement of the Respondent present, the circumstances have changed now, and the enquiry is no longer pending. 

Keeping in view the changed circumstances, respondent is directed to provide the document sought by the complainant i.e. copy of letter no. 1417 dated 14.01.2011 concerning FIR No. 6 dated 06.08.2010, positively before the next date of hearing which is now fixed as 24.05.2011.”



Today, Sh. Gurbachan Singh, who is present on behalf of the respondent, has brought the information to the Court.  He further stated that they attempted to contact the complainant over the telephone but could not get through. 



Directions are given that this information be dispatched to the complainant by registered post today and compliance be intimated to the Commission.



In the next date fixed, PIO Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Joint Director (Administration) shall appear in person to explain the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.   Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
-:2:-



After the hearing was over, the complainant Sh. Manjeet Kumar Mangla came present while the respondent was still in the court.  The information has been provided to the complainant, who, after examining the same, expressed his satisfaction over the same.



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: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vinod Kumar,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

B-1/695,

Near N.M.S.D. High School,

Barnala







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C, 

Chandigarh. 






     
    …Respondent

CC- 537/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Paramjit Singh, Supdt.-PIO



In the earlier hearing dated 11.04.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication has been received from either of the two.

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.  Sh. Vinod Kumar shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.”



Sh. Paramjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the matter had not been brought to his notice.  A copy of the complaint along with an application seeking information has been provided to him and he assured the court that he would look into the matter. 



Complete information should be provided to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vinod Kumar,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

B-1/695,

Near N.M.S.D. High School,

Barnala







  … Complainant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 
2.
Public Information Officer,


Vigilance Department (Vig.-I)


Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh.



  …Respondents
CC- 538/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt.-PIO along with Sanjay Kumar, Sr. Asstt. (94171-50492)



In the earlier hearing dated 11.04.2011, it was recorded: 

“PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab is directed to appear personally in the next hearing and explain the matter.  Concerted efforts be made to procure a copy of the letter dated 12.05.2010 from the Vigilance Department and complete and relevant information provided to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, Sh. Sanjay Kumar states that no response from the Vigilance Department has been received despite their best efforts.



Since the information sought would not be complete in the absence of a copy of letter dated 12.05.2010 from the Vigilance Department and the fact that no response is being received from the said department, PIO – Sh. Bharat Bhushan Sehgal, Under-Secretary, Department of Vigilance (Vig. I) is impleaded as a respondent who is directed to appear in person, in the next hearing and provide a copy of the letter in question.



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/- 
Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(81465-91017)

Sh. Avtar Singh

House No. 1017, Sector 70,

MOHALI (PB.)






 … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Housing & Urban Planning,

Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Chief Town Planner, Punjab,


Chandigarh.






  …Respondents

CC- 565/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Avtar Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sandeep Kumar, Asstt. Engineer (98723-39666) from the office of Chief Town Planner, Punjab.


Complete information containing 18 pages has been provided to the complainant in the court.   Sh. Avtar Singh shows his dissatisfaction over information regarding two points.  I have discussed the matter with the complainant and the respondent and am of the view that complete information stands provided.  In case complainant is not satisfied, he should take up the matter with the higher competent authority or a civil court.



PIO, office of Chief Town Planner, Punjab is exempted from further appearance in the matter.   



Complainant laments that the delay caused is deliberate and hence the respondent PIO be penalized. 


Therefore, PIO, office of Secretary Housing & Urban Planning, Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh 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. 25,000/- 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 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. V.K. Setia, 

Supdt. Engr. (Retd)

House No. 81, Dashmesh Colony,

Pachranga Chowk,

Rajpura Town (Distt. Patiala)




  … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. 

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







   …Respondent

CC- 563/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Jagdish Singh Johal, Sr. Asstt. (98148-01564)



Respondent submits a letter dated 19.05.2011 which is addressed by the complainant to the Commission and reads as under: -

“As per the subject mentioned above, the information regarding the RTI Act has been received by the undersigned from Sh. Ashok Kumar, Chief Engineer (Retd.) MC Ludhiana for a letter of Punjab Govt.  100% provisional pension granted to him by the Punjab Govt. 
A copy of the letter of Punjab Govt. 1/24/06-SSI/9075 dated 30.10.2008 has also been received from Sh. Ashok Kumar by the undersigned.  So there is no need for further proceeding under RTI Act.  So please file this application and the supporting documents have also been received from the Local Govt. Punjab.”



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: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98154-57496)

Sh. Aditya Sood,

House No. 161, Ward No. 10,

Lakkar Mandi,

Doraha,

Distt. Ludhiana – 141421.





 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh







  …..Respondent             
CC- 3308-A/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Dr. Aditya Sood in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh– Labour Conciliation Officer (98880-17525)



Today, Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh who is present on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter dated 23.05.2011 which is addressed to the Commission and reads as under: -

“It is submitted as per the report of Labour Inspector-2, Samrala, the applicant has submitted the revised claim form.  A copy of the claim form is being sent to the management and for payment of the interest amount, the Labour Inspector has called both the parties on 06.06.2011 and thus the orders are being complied with.”


Complainant feels satisfied.



Therefore, seeing 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: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98154-57496)

Sh. Aditya Sood,

House No. 161, Ward No. 10,

Lakkar Mandi,

Doraha,

Distt. Ludhiana – 141421.





 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Govt. Medical College,
Amritsar







  …..Respondent            CC- 3308/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Dr. Aditya Sood in person.
For the respondent: Dr. Surinder Paul (97806-62133) along with Sh. Pawan Kumar, Cashier. 


In the earlier hearing dated 07.02.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Dr. Surinder Pal who is present on behalf of the respondent, states that the refund voucher was to be collected by the complainant from the Treasury office.   He further states that they have even given an authority letter in favour of the complainant so that the cheque is handed over to him direct, to avoid any unnecessary delay. 

Dr Sood stated that the voucher given to him was in fact a copy of the original one, which has not been traced in the office of the respondent.   At this, Dr. Surinder Pal assured the court that he would provide the information within a couple of months, which includes tracing out the original voucher also.  Request of the respondent is granted.” 



Today, Dr. Surinder Pal, PIO submitted that the statement made in the hearing on 07.02.2011 was not exactly so, as he is a medical doctor and is not aware of the working of the accounts branch or the administrative office.  He further said that as per the complainant, only a small amount is pending.  He also submitted that they had sent the refund voucher for the like amount to Dr. Sood and he was requested to get the same encashed from the Treasury.  He added that the original refund voucher has neither been sent back by the complainant nor has it been communicated whether or not the same had been got encashed from the Treasury. 


Dr. Surinder Pal, PIO along with the cashier Sh. Pawan Kumar, has made the following written submissions:

Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

“1.
Rs. 506 + Rs. 1711 were paid to Dr. A.K. Sood through Refund vouchers, vide regd. letter no. NOC/30212 dated 17.09.1997;

2.
Rest payment Rs. 31,152 was also paid vide cheque No. 175144 dated 07.12.2010.

No payment is left with us.”



Complainant, however, states that he is not fully satisfied with the information and he has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.



With this, the complete information stands provided. 



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98154-57496)

Dr. Aditya K. Sood, (Retd. SMO),

Ward No. - 10, 

House No. – 161,

Lakkar Mandi,

Near Shakti Public School, 

Doraha , (Distt- Ludhiana)





 …..Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana. 



2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Senior Medical Officer,


Payal (Distt. Ludhiana)



           …..Respondents

CC- 3063/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Dr. Aditya Sood in person.


For the respondent: Dr. Pardeep Sharma (98884-56296)



The office was informed over the telephone that SMO Payal is busy in the national pulse polio mission and is unable to attend the court today.  An adjournment has been sought, which is granted.


Dr. Pardeep Sharma is present from the office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana and states that he mis-read the order and has by mistake come to attend the hearing.



PIO – office of SMO Payal 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 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhagwan Singh

s/o Sh. Bhag Singh,

R/o village Saideshah wala,

Via Fatehgarh Panjtoor,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dharamkot at Ise Khan,

Distt. Moga







   …Respondent

CC- 554/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary along with Ravinderjit Singh (98889-48955)



In the earlier hearing dated 11.04.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication has been received from either of the two.

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.  Sh. Bhagwan Singh shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.”



Sh. Ravinderjit Singh states that the information was sent to the complainant by registered post but the envelope containing the same has been returned undelivered by the postal authorities. The said envelope has been brought to the court.



Since the information dispatched to the complainant by registered post has been returned undelivered, it appears he is not interested in pursual of the matter.



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: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99155-43584)

Sh. Kulwinder Singh

s/o Sh. Ajit Singh,

Village Kala Nangal,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur  





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur (Pb).




                       …..Respondent

CC- 2948/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kulwinder Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



In the hearing dated 14.03.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Today Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh, ADC, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that staff was deputed to trace the document but none have been traced so far.    He also stated that they took up the matter with the Consolidation Officer. He has expressed his inability to trace the said documents which were in their custody and they do not posses a copy of the same. Sh. Singh also stated that since the complainant was the beneficiary of the said order dated 03.02.1956, he should have preserved a copy of the same with him.

Respondent is directed to seek legal opinion in the matter and take further necessary action, under intimation to the Complainant and the Commission.”



In the next hearing dated 11.04.2011, none appeared on behalf of the respondent, and it was recorded: -

“No one is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.   Complainant has also not received any further information.

Complainant states that the revenue records are preserved for years and when the charge is handed over and taken over, it is ensured that the records are in order.  Hence there is no reason why any record should go missing.  

Respondent is directed to do the needful and inform the Commission accordingly.”



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










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

 

The respondent is taking the RTI legislation lightly and neither any information has been provided nor has anyone come present. It is surprising that important revenue records of 1956 are reported missing and no document has been produced wherein the fact of such loss is recorded.   It has also not been revealed if any enquiry was conducted into the matter.


Therefore, Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh, Additional Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur-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. 25,000/- 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. 



PIO is directed to submit written explanation and also state the steps being proposed to be taken by them in this regard. 



Complete and relevant information be provided to the complainant, under intimation to the Commission. 



Complainant has made written submissions wherein it is stated: 

“That I was called by the SDM Gurdaspur in person and enquired about my requirement of information in this case and I explained the same to him.”   



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(90233-54134)

Sh. Jaswinder Singh

s/o Late Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Jaswant Di Hatti,

Tehsil Bazar,

Tarn Taran – 143401





 …..Complainant



 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.





                        …..Respondent
CC- 2997/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Sh. Dhian Singh, ADTO, Amritsar rang up the office this morning expressing his inability to attend the hearing today due to personal reasons; and sought an adjournment, which is granted.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to implement the directions of the Commission before the next date of hearing; otherwise penal proceedings as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.



For further proceedings, to come up on 13.07.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 24.05.2011



State Information Commissioner  
