STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(0172-2274448)

Mrs. Sushila Devi 

M/o Late Dr. Rakesh Lata,

Kothi No. 314,

Phase- I, Sector- 55,

Mohali- 160055






      …..Appellant



 



Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, 

Health & Family Welfare Pb.

Chandigarh 


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary, 

Health & Family Welfare Pb.

Chandigarh 






…..Respondents

AC - 789/2010

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Parkash Chand.
For the respondent: Sh. Hans Raj, Supdt. Health-7 (96467-88434)



This case was earlier decided (AC 444/09) on 21.12.2009 wherein it was recorded that information had been provided to the complainant.  It was also recorded that if Sushila Devi was not satisfied and most of the points regarding information sought were related to opinion and contradiction, she should take up the matter with the higher competent authority.



A new case has been listed in today’s hearing.  Vide original application dated 25.05.2010, the appellant had sought: 
i) Photostat attested, copy of document containing Oath or affirmation made and subscribed before Punjab Govt. (Principal Secy. to Govt.  Punjab, Health & Family Welfare Department) by Dr. Rakesh Sharma, appointing him as Director Ayurveda, Punjab (Head of Department) before he entered his office, according to the form set out for the purpose in the first schedule (enclose).

ii) Supply Photostat, attested copy of document containing comments sent by Director Ayurveda, Punjab to Govt. (in annotated form under signatures as Head of Deptt.) on
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my representation dt. 06.05.2009 and appeal dt. 05.02.10 as per Govt. orders vide No. 2/13/10-2HB7/443 dt. 02.03.2010. 

iii) Final decision arrived at on my appeal dt. 05.02.2010 by Punjab Govt. (Principal Secy. to Govt. Punjab, Health & F.W. Deptt.) may be conveyed. 

iv) Information may also be supplied as requested in Para 5 of my appeal dt. 13.04.2010 followed by dt. 13.05.2010 to first appellate authority under section 19 (1) of RTO. Act, 05.” 



All information stands provided to the appellant in the court and he is satisfied.



Therefore, seeing the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Arvinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Parvinder Singh,

Village Karam Patti,

Tehsil Malout,

Distt. Muktsar

152107






   
…..Appellant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar



2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division,

Ferozepur





     
  …Respondents
AC- 756/2010
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Arvinder Singh in person.


None for the respondent.



In the earlier order dated 04.10.2010, respondent had submitted that information had been provided to the complainant on 16.04.2010.  Directions were given to send the same by registered post as the appellant was not present on that day. 


Today the appellant states that no information has been received by him which was sent to him on 16.04.2010.  Appellant submits copy of a letter dated 01.10.2010 received by him from the respondent which he states is  misleading since it states that no grant of Rs. 1,00,000/- has been sanctioned to Arvinder Singh whereas the grant in question was sanctioned to his son Harkirat Singh.    He further states: -
“That Hon’ble Chief Minister of Punjab had sanctioned a sum of Rs. 1,00,000/- to my son Harkirat Singh for archery in the Sangat Darshan.  The letter dated 01.10.2010 received from the respondent states that no grant has been sanctioned in the name of Arvinder Singh i.e. myself. 

I got the report of Halqa Patwari Raniwala on the file through the Tehsildar and the office of Kanungo.   The file was then deposited with Office Kanungo Vipan Kumar but thereafter, the whereabouts of the file are not known and no action appears to
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have been taken on it.   The file has not reached the BDPO nor did I apply for any grant.  Therefore, the information given by the department is incorrect.   The matter be got enquired from the Patwari Raniwala and the Kanungo.”


None is present on behalf of the respondent.  One more opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide necessary information as per original application dated 13.02.2010 within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 15.11.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



State Information Commissioner



After the hearing Sh. Rajnish Kumar, clerk (99142-14847) came present.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar

# 325, Sector 12-A,

Panchkula – 134115





   …..Appellant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Nakodar


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar





     
  …Respondents
AC- 757/2010
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Pawan Kumar Sood, Tehsil Assistant, Nakodar (98760-78062)



Respondent present states that the information pertains to the office of Financial Commissioner (Revenue) and it was transferred to the said office on 23.02.2010.  This is not accepted since the application has to be transferred to the concerned department within 5 days, as per Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005.  Not only this, respondent, after a period of more than 8 months, states that information is not with SDM Nakodar.



Information by the said department should be supplied to the appellant within a week.  In the next hearing, SDM Nakodar Sh. Supreet Gulati, IAS shall appear in person.



A copy of the order be sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar to ensure compliance.



For further proceedings, to come up on 15.11.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



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



This case was last taken up for hearing on 06.10.2010 when the arguments were heard and the order was scheduled to be pronounced today i.e. 25.10.2010.



In this case, complainant, vide his letter dated 14.11.2008 sought the following information from the respondent:

1. “Detail of Tractor Trolly/ Registration Certificate;

2. Tr. No. PB-04-9618, PB 29-9515, PAO-9316, PB-29C-9168, PB 29D-9010, PAT-3104, PB 29E-9885, PB-04-221, Pat-3102 and its transfer, if any.”

 

  However, when no response was received, the instant complaint with the Commission was filed on 23.07.2009 and the first hearing took place on 08.10.2009.  Still nothing had been heard from the respondent.  Therefore, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO of the respondent department and the case was adjourned to 25.11.2009 when again none appeared on behalf of the respondent.  On 27.01.2010, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on the PIO, office of DTO Moga besides recommending to the Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab initiation of disciplinary action.  In the hearing on 22.02.2010, Sh. Madan Lal from the office of Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab appeared and informed that Sh. Ajay Sood is the DTO at Moga. 



In the hearing dated 15.04.2010, none appeared on behalf of the respondent.    Till the hearing on 26.07.2010, even the name of the PIO in the office of DTO Moga had not been conveyed to the Commission.  However, complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant was provided on 26.07.2010. 



In the hearing on 12.08.2010, it was conveyed that S/Sh. Ravinder Singh, PCS, (currently posted as Addl. Chief Administrator, Amritsar Development Authority, Amritsar), Gurpreet Singh Thind, PCS (now posted as DTO at Sangrur) and Sh. Ajay Sood, PCS (Presently posted as SDM Fazilka),
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remained DTOs-PIOs during the relevant time.  These officers were issued show cause notice in this hearing.    While reply to the show cause notice was submitted by Sh. G.S. Thind and Sh. Ravinder Singh, former DTOs at Moga, however, no reply from Sh. Ajay Sood has been received till date.   It is, therefore, construed that he has nothing to say in the matter and the Commission shall proceed further in the matter accordingly.  In the hearing dated 06.10.2010, it was disclosed by Sh. G.S. Thind that Sh. Mohinder Singh Kainth, PCS who was Addl. D.C. at Moga had also held additional charge of DTO Moga up to 04.03.2009 when Sh. Thind took over as DTO.   



Therefore, Sh. Mohinder Singh Kainth who remained posted as Additional Deputy Commissioner, Moga during the relevant period (currently posted as Addl. D.C. Mohali) 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. 


It is to be observed that name of the PIO in the period where information has not been provided is still not clear.   Therefore, a copy of the order be sent to the Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab to inform the Commission the tenure of S/Sh. Mohinder Singh Kainth, Ravinder Singh, Gurpreet Singh Thind and Sh. Ajay Sood as DTO Moga from 14.11.2008 (date of original application seeking information) to 27.01.2010 (when penalty was imposed).  

 

On receipt of reply to the show cause notice from Sh. Kainth; and intimation regarding tenure of the PIOs from the office of Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab, further proceedings pertaining to division of penalty among the officers liable shall be taken up. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 15.11.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs Ravi Singh
Dated: 25.10.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94177-38446)

Sh. Prem Kumar 

S/o Sh. Des Raj,

Khu Wali Gali,

Maur Mandi,

Distt. Bathinda.






…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,


Mansa.
 


     



  …Respondent

C.C. No. 680 of 2009

ORDER

Present:-
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 06.10.2010, a copy of the order was sent to the Chief Secretary, Punjab (Personnel Department) for compliance.



None of the directions of the Commission have been followed.



One more opportunity is provided to the office of Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh (Personnel Department) to comply with the directions of the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 15.11.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98156-99343)

Sh. Baljinder Singh Barwala,

V.P.O- Lalton Kalan,

District- Ludhiana- 142022





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O., Ludhiana 





…..Respondent

CC- 525/2010

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ADTO (97797-18070)



In the earlier order dated 06.10.2010, it was recorded: 

“In the earlier hearing dated 20.09.2010, it was submitted by the respondent Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO Ludhiana, that reply to the show cause notice shall be provided and they will also comply with the orders of the Commission, within a fortnight.    However, none of the directions of the Commission have been followed as none is present on behalf of the respondent and a request for adjournment has been made. 

The leave to seek legal advice was sought by the respondent in the hearing dated 30.08.2010.  As already lot of delay has taken place in the matter, respondent is directed to expedite so that the case can be disposed of at an early date.”



Today, a letter has been received from the DTO Ludhiana which states:    

“1.
That the above noted case is fixed for hearing before the Hon’ble Commission on 25.10.2010.

2.
That in pursuance of the orders of the Hon’ble Commission dated 30.08.2010, this office has sought legal opinion from the District Attorney, Ludhiana whether in the absence of the original documents, the undersigned can certify the documents alleged to have been submitted in this office at the time of the transfer of vehicle No. PB-10R-1403 which are in possession of the complainant.   The Deputy District Attorney, Ludhiana vide his note dated 05.10.2010 has opined that in the absence of the original documents, it is not legally right to certify
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the documents.   The District Attorney Ludhiana has also agreed with the legal opining given by the Deputy District Attorney vide his letter no. 4003/DA dated 09.10.2010 a copy of which is appended herewith.

3.
It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that the complaint filed by the complainant may be filed please.”



The issue in this case was attestation of copies of the original documents which had been destroyed in the floods. The complainant in the hearing dated 14.06.2010 had stated that he only wanted attestation of the signatures of Sh. Tejinder Singh on the relevant papers.  It was also stated by the DTO Ludhiana that they had requested the police authorities to write a DDR in the matter.


In the letter submitted today, the Deputy District Attorney has opined that without the original papers, the copies should not be attested.



With this, the information stands provided to the complainant.



Reply to the show cause notice has been provided.  I am satisfied that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in supply of information. 



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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



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:
None for the parties. 


In the earlier hearing dated 06.10.2010, DRO Sh. Rajbir Singh had stated that the information could not be provided due to pen down strike by the staff.  



In the hearing dated 20.09.2010, Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala was contacted over telephone and he had assured the court that the needful would be done soon. 



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  



Seeing the irresponsible attitude of the respondent, Addl. Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO, Kapurthala Sh. Gurmail Singh 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. 

 

One more opportunity is provided to the respondent to supply complete information to the complainant within 15 days.  In the next hearing, PIO Sh. Gurmail Singh shall appear in person.
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For further proceedings, to come up on 15.11.2010 at 12.00 Noon. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Jagat Ram, complainant came present.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing.



Sh. Rajbir Singh, DRO came present on behalf of the respondent, after the hearing was over.  He submitted a letter dated 20.10.2010 wherein it is stated:

“For enquiry in the matter, APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Phagwara has been requesting the complainant Sh. Jagat Ram son of Kartara Ram resident of House No. 82/15, Gali No. 13, Mohalla Santokhpura, Tehsil Phagwara to appear in the office but he is not doing so.  It makes it clear that he is not interested in action on his application.  It is therefore requested that the case be consigned to records.”



Sh. Rajbir Singh has been advised to send such communication to the complainant Sh. Jagat Ram by registered post so that further action in the matter could be taken accordingly.

Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

`

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(93160-97220)

Sh. Puran Chand

H. No. 324, Gali No. 3,

Vijay Nagar,

Near D.M.W. Workshop,

Patiala – 147003.






    ...Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur. 







   ….Respondent

CC No. 644/09

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Satish Kumar, Patwari (99143-11983)



In the earlier hearing dated 13.10.2010, a copy of the order was sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot to deduct a sum of Rs. 3,500/- from the salary of Sh. Mohan Lal, Addl. Deputy Commissioner and to deposit the same in the treasury.  No response has been received and the respondent present states that he is from the office of Deputy Commissioner Ferozepur.



One more opportunity is granted to the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot to comply with the orders of the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 15.11.2010 at 12.00 Noon. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Chief Secretary,


Punjab,


Chandigarh. 
C.C.
The Deputy Commissioner,


Faridkot.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98880-10800)

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village- Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O – Ramgarh,

Distt- Ludhiana 






      …..Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Jalandhar.



                                     
…..Respondent

AC- 648/2010

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 13.10.2010, DTO-cum-PIO, Jalandhar Ms. Babita Kaler (98782-50011) was directed to appear in person in today’s hearing. 



None is present on behalf of the respondent and no communication has been received.  Therefore, seeing the attitude of the respondent, 
DTO-cum-PIO Ms. Babita Kaler 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 her 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.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 



Information should also be provided to the appellant within 15 days.



For further proceedings, to come up on 18.11.2010 at 12.00 Noon.  

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



State Information Commissioner
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After the hearing was over, appellant Sh. Jasbir Singh came present.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.10.2010



State Information Commissioner
