STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Shri Kaka Singh,

Vill. Prem Singh Wala,

Tehsil: Samana, Distt. Patiala.                                                         ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Samana.


                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1344 of 2009

ORDER

Present:-
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Parminder Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 26.5.2009 that his original application dated 3.3.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:-
1. Attested copies of Mustrol Register from 14.7.2008 to 3.3.2009 of Gram Panchayat, Vill. Prem Singh Wala, Tehsil Samana, District: Patiala;

2. Attested copies of Cash-Books with proceedings from 16.12.2008 to 3.3.2009;

3. Employment given to how many people and how much are under consideration under NREGA Scheme?

The Respondent states that case has been transferred from APIO 

Patiala to APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Samana and this transfer of case took place yesterday, i.e. 1.9.2009 and they will provide information to the Complainant within 15 days. It has also been pointed out to the Tehsildar Samana that this
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transfer of application should have been done five days after the receipt of the Application, i.e. from 3.3.2009 (Date of Application). I am allowing this transfer in the present case, but in future, transfer of application, should be made during the time limit mentioned in Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 





To come up on 30.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Manjinder Singh,

Renaissance Society,

HJ-44, Housing Board Colony,

BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana- 141 001.




                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1369 of 2009

ORDER

Present:-
Shri Manjinder Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 30.5.2009 that his original application dated 9.3.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:-

1. Total Attendance of e ach Clerk in DTO Office from 1.4.08 to 1.3.09,

2. No of court hearings attended by these clerks individually from 1.4.2008 to 1.3.2009. 

  
 
The Complainant states that reply was received from the Respondent on 9.4.2009 giving the false and incomplete information.

None has appeared on behalf of the Respondent, a Fax message has been received in the Court that due to some avoidable circumstances, the Respondent is unable to attend the Court. Therefore, one more opportunity is granted to the PIO/Respondent to supply information to the Complainant within
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15 days, otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated.
 
 
To come up on 30.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Surinder Kumar,

S/o Shri Lachhman Dass,

R/o Gera Street,

Water Works Road, Mansa,

Tehsil & District: Mansa.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Mansa.


                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1365 of 2009

ORDER

Present:-
Shri Surinder Kumar, Complainant in person.


Shri  Karnail Singh, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 28.5.2009 that his original application dated 16.3.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “fJj fe fJzsekb Bzpo 28872, fwsh 15H1H2008 B{z ;jkfJe e[b?eNo doik gfjb, wkB;k tZb'a w[sBkik ehsk frnk ;h. fJj w[sBkik ehsk frnk fJzsekb ;pzXh wkb foekov ftZu eh ekotkJh ehsh rJh j?? Gkt fJ; d/ ;pzXh wkb foekov ftZu nwb ehsk frnk j? iK BjhA i/eo e'Jh j'o ekotkJh ehsh rJh j't/, sK ikDekoh w[jJhnk eotkJh ikt/ ih. “



Reply has been sent to the Complainant on 26.5.2009 by registered post and the Complainant is satisfied. He laments that due to the delay in providing information, he has suffered a lot in the lower Court. It seems that the respondent has deliberately delayed in supplying information sought by the Complainant in his original application dated 16.03.2009. Therefore, PIO is 
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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 30.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Dr. Rajinder Kumar Singla,

C/o Mr Jatinder Moudgil,

E-1/12, Punjab University,

Chandigarh-160014.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (Colleges),

Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector: 17-D,
Chandigarh.



                                                    ---Respondent

C.C. No.1361 of 2009

ORDER

Present:-
Dr. Rajinder Kumar Singla, Complainant in person.
Shri Sunil Dutt, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of   Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 27.5.2009 that his original application dated 6.4.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding “Certified copies of documents related to the appointment of substantive posts of lecturers/ recruitment process for lecturers and Lecturers in the private aided colleges of Punjab.”



Part information has been provided to the Complainant in the presence of the Court today. As regards paras No.3 and 4 are concerned, College-wise information regarding private Colleges of Punjab is being collected since the record of private aided Colleges is with the Managing Committees or with Principals of the Colleges and it will take one month to collect the whole
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information. Information of 56 Colleges is provided to the Complainant apart from the rest of the information. The Respondent ensures that the remaining information about 80 Colleges will be provided in one month.
 

To come up on 30.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Karan Jesbir Singh,

S/o Late Shri Ajmer Singh,

H.No.2737-A,

Sector: 70, Mohali.




                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Kharar.


                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1352 of 2009

ORDER

Present:-
Shri Karan Jesbir Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 28.5.2009 that his original application dated 21.11.2008 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:

1. “Copy of mutation No.2810, Village: Desumajra, Kharar signed by                       Tehsildar on 4.6.2007,(jopz; f;zx, fgzv d/;{wkiok dh ftok;s dk fJzsekb)
2. Copy of Mutation No.3409, Village: Fatehullapur, Kharar
(jopz; f;zx dh fgzv c s/jTbkg[o dh ftok;s dk fJzsekb dh ekgh)
3. 3, 4, 5, and 6 are correlated to the above information. “

  
 
A letter bearing No.503, dated 25.5.2009, has been received from Tehsildar, Kharar stating that the above information is not available in their office. None has appeared on behalf of the Respondent which shows clear defiance towards the RTI Act, 2005 and disrespect to the Commission. Therefore, 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
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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.



I am of the opinion that correct information is being delayed by this two-line letter written by Tehsildar Kharar, even which is not legible photo-copy of the letter.  Therefore, I am issuing a show cause notice to the Respondent. Information should be provided and the PIO should be personally present on the next date of hearing.


 
To come up on 30.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Kuljit Singh,

S/o Shri Balwant Singh,

R/o Ward No.6, Chand Singh

Chahal Street, New Court Road,

Mansa, District: Mansa.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Homoeopathic Medical Officer,

Homoeopathic Dispensary,

Civil Hospital, Mansa.


                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1338 of 2009

ORDER

Present:-
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Beant Kumar, Homeopathic Medical Officer-cum-PIO, on   behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 27.5.2009 that his original application dated 4.3.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding :
1. Why more fee of Rs.2/- per Parchi per patient has been charged, when it is Re.1/- only?

2. Stock Register was not completed after 2007, given reason please?

3. Copy of Patient Register from 20.9.2008 to 11.10.2008, vide Page No.311, 20 bottles of Mullen Oil were used;
4. How many patients from 3.1.2008 to 22.2.2008 and from 2.1.2009 to 24.2.2009 visited Dispensary-Copy thereof.

5. etc. up to Point 8.

 
 
Information has been sent to the Complainant on 2.4.2009 through
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registered parcel. A letter has been received from the Complainant which states that due to skin problem (Psoriasis) and my Doctor prohibited him to go in direct sun light. Therefore, he is unable to attend the Hon’ble Court of the Commissioner. 



Even though I am of the opinion that information has been provided to the Complainant, but one more opportunity is granted to the Complainant for confirmation.

 

To come up on 30.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Smt. Satwant Kaur,

W/o Shri Isher Chand,

VPO: Manupur, Tehsil: Samrala,

District: Ludhiana.




                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

GHG Harparkash College of Education

For Women, Sidhwan Khurd,

District: Ludhiana. 



                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1339 of 2009

ORDER

Present:-
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri S.K.Sandhir, Advocate, Mrs. Baljit Kaur Gill, Principal-cum-PIO   and Shri Dharampal, Clerk, on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 26.5.2009 that his original application dated 15.2.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding “Verification report of her B.A.Degree from Magadh University, Bodh Gaya (Bihar) under Roll No.2286, Regd. No.94-KTS-115, Session: 1994-95 and copy of Migration Certificate.”


A letter has been sent by the Principal to the Complainant stating that “It is to inform you that in reference to your letter dated 2.4.2009; you have been issued Bachelor of Education Degree under Registration No.94-KTS-115 and Roll No.2286 by Punjab University, Chandigarh. The verification of the registration number will be done by Punjab University, Chandigarh. Kindly
Cont…p/2






   -2-

contact the University”.



The Complainant is not present today. Directions are given to the Complainant to get the verification of B.A.Degree and Registration Number from Magadh University done by the Punjab University. 

 

Therefore, the case is fixed for further hearing on 30.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Anil Sandhir,
S/o Shri S.P.Sandhir,

# 2994 HIG, Phase-I,

Dugri, Ludhiana.                                                                                      ..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ludhiana.

….Respondent

AC-377/2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Anil Sandhir, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh.Anil Sandhir filed his original application dated 16.3.2009.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information, he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 5.5.2009.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred Second Appeal in the Commission on 09.06.2009.



Reply has been received from Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala on 27.5.2009 which has been written to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, stating that the information should be sent to the Complainant within a week. A letter dated 23.7.2009  has been received from the Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala which has been received in the D.C.Office, Ludhiana stating that the information sought for, is with XEN PWD. A letter was written by
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the Complainant to the Deputy Commissioner through speed post which states
that according to the Complainant, the information is with Deputy Commissioner being Chairman of the House Allotment Committee of the District.

I am of the view that no information has been provided to the Complainant so far since the original application dated 16.3.2009 was not transferred to the concerned Department within 5 days under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, therefore, it is the duty of the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner to procure this information from which ever Departments/offices is available, be provided to the Complainant within 15 days.
  
 
No one is present on behalf of the Respondent; one more opportunity is granted to the Respondent, otherwise action under section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to imposition of penalty will be initiated.


To come up on 30.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Surinder Singh Jammu,

Advocate,
Chamber No.11,

Court Complex, Abohar,

Tehsil: Abohar, Distt. Ferozelpur.                                                        …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Abohar,
District: Ferozepur.

….Respondent

AC-357/2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Gurdev Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.

 
Shri Neeraj Kumar, APIO-cum-Tehsildar, on behalf of Respondent. 



Sh.Surinder Singh Jammu filed his original application dated 6.2.2009.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 6.3.2009.  



Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 03.06.2009.


Information sought is regarding “Names of the Kanungo and Patwaris who prepared the jamabandis for the area/revenue estate of Vill-Dharang wala, Tehsil: Abohar, i.e. Jamabandis for the years 1984-85, 1989-90, 1994-95, 1999-2000, 2004-05.”


The Appellant in his Appeal stated as under:-

1.
That he moved an application to the Respondent in the prescribed     form u/s 6 of the RTI Act seeking certain information as mentioned in the Application dated 6.3.2009. 
2 That since the Respondent failed to provide the information to the appellant within the stipulated period; accordingly, the appeal was 
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preferred before the Deputy Commissioner-cum-Registrar,  Ferozepur.
3. That in spite of directions issued by the first Appellate Authority to the Respondent, vide letter No.1354, dated 23.4.2009, the Respondent has not supplied the required information.

A letter dated 23.4.2009, written by Sadar Kanungo on behalf of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, to APIO-cum-Tehsildar Abohar, with a copy to the Appellant stating that the information cannot be provided to the Appellant since the information as per the section 8(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, is twenty years old. However, it has also been mentioned in the letter that the case may again be reviewed under the RTI Act so that the right of the information of the Appellant may be protected.
Information has been provided to the Appellant on 5.8.2009 for the years 1984-85 to 2004-05.  The appellant is satisfied. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.







           
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Kuldip Singh,

S/o Shri Nachhatar Singh,

VPO: Harpalpur,

Tehsil: Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.                                                             …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Patiala.

….Respondent

AC-350/2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Bhagwan Singh, on behalf of the Complainan.

Shri Gurmeet Singh Misra, APIO-cum-Naib Tehsildar on behalf of    the Respondent. 



Sh.Kuldip Singh filed his original application dated 24.11.2008 and reminder filed on 19.12.2008.  After waiting for stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information, he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 21.04.2009.  First Appellate Authority wrote to the APIO-cum-Tehsildar on 30.4.2009 to provide him the information, the Appellant states that information received from the APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Patiala is incomplete as per the original application dated 24.11.2008.


Again on not receiving correct information/reply from the first appellate authority, he preferred Second Appeal in the Commission on 01.06.2009.
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Information sought by the Appellant is regarding “ iwhB tkek fgzv jogkbg[o, sfj;hb okig[ok, dh e[oeh  pko/-dkdk noiB f;zx g[so fJzdo f;zx dh ;kb 1964 ftZu w"s j' rJh, T[;d/ Bkw p?Ae iK ;';kfJNh dk e'Jh eoik BjhA ;h, T[BQK dh ftok;s dk fJzsekb fgsk ih d/ Bkw ns/ dkdh d/ Bkw fwsh 28H9H89 B{z uV frnk ;h. dkdh ;kb 1991 ftu w"s j' rJh,T[; dh ftok;s dk fJzsekb fgsk ns/ j'o tko;kB d/ Bkw j' frnk ;h.  w/o/ fgsk ih dh w"s 2H12H2006 B{z j' rJh ;h. fgsk ih dh w"s s'A pknd T[BQK dh ftok;s dk fJzsekb ;kv/ BK j'Dk ;h. j[D jbek gNtkoh B/  df;nk fe s[jkv/ dkdk dh iwhB  e[oe j'Jh j'Jh j?. fJj iwhB MrV/ tkbh j?. “



The Respondent states that Deputy Commissioner Office has written a number of letters, dated 14.10.2008, 15.10.2008 (APIO Patiala to the Appellant), 30.4.09, 6.5.09 and 26.10.2009. These letters have not given any satisfactory answer to the Appellant. On 30.4.2009, Commissioner wrote a letter to Deputy Commissioner which states that the information should immediately be given to the Appellant. It is a very sorry state of affairs that Naib Tehsildar, Rajpura has no knowledge of the case, nor has he any file with him related to the case. 



It is directed that if the information is not provided to the Appellant within 15 days, then I shall send a show cause notice and start disciplinary
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proceedings against the PIO, O/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.  

 
To come up on 30.10.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







                  Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Jagdeep Singh,

S/o Shri Atma Singh,

Vill: Matoi, Tehsil-Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur.





                      …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,
P.R.T.C. Patiala.    



                                        ….Respondent

AC-335/2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jagdeep Singh, Complainant in person.

 Shri Ram Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh.Jagdeep Singh filed his original application dated 11.7.2008 seeking information from Respondent and reminder to this effect was sent on 26.8.2008.  After waiting for more than the stipulated period of 30 days when he did not get any information he filed his first appeal before the 1st Appellate Authority on 15.9.2008, followed by reminders dated 11.11.2008, 8.12.2008. The Complainant sent reply dated 8.1.2009 pointing out discrepancies in the information supplied to him.


Again on receiving no reply from the first appellate authority he preferred second appeal in the Commission on 26.05.2009.



Information sought by him is regarding: “In February, 1993, I gave 
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an application for appointment of Yard Master, which was received by Main Office vide Diary No. 12559. Copy of the application and the action taken may kindly be supplied to him.”



Information has been provided to the Appellant on 18.8.2009, but he was not satisfied. He preferred representation on 30.3.2009 to General Manager (Administration) PRTC, Patiala, but no decision was taken by the First Appellant Authority.


During the hearing, Respondent brought a copy of information supplied to the Complainant which was checked and found in order since all the information asked by the Appellant had been supplied to him, therefore, case is hereby closed and disposed of.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







                    Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.         
