STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh

s/o Sh. Gurmandir Singh,

VPO Bhairupa, 

Tehsil Phul,

Distt. Bathinda (Pb) - 151106  




…..Complainant













Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.




                                 …..Respondent

CC- 2974/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide original application dated 17.05.2010, Complainant sought the following information from office of Respondent: 

· “Copy of order / memo. dated 17.02.2010 of your office for indicting Dr. Tejwant Singh and Dr. Rakesh Goyal

· Copy of order / Rapat of Deptt. of Health against both the doctors upon complaint. 

· Copies of orders / any other proceedings of Dr. Tejwant Singh and Dr. Rakesh Goyal of CH Rampura upon complaint of Ranjit Singh.

   

After protracted correspondence, Respondent has written to the Director, Health & Family Welfare vide his letter no. 37/42/10-4HI/5292 dated 14.09.2010 with a copy to the complainant to provide the necessary information.



The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission 05.10.2010 when no information was received. 


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant as per his original application dated 17.05.2010.



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









Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

 

After the hearing, Sh. Jatinder Dhawan came present and has brought some information for the complainant.  Directions are given that the same be sent to the complainant by registered post.   Sh. Dhawan has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mahinder Singh

s/o Sh. Harminder Singh,

305, New Joginder Nagar,

Jalandhar  - 144006






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Phagwara.




                                  …..Respondent

CC- 2969/2010
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Ajay Singla, advocate (99142-11999)


None for the respondent.



Vide original application dated 19.02.2010, Complainant sought the following information from office of Tehsildar, Phagwara (Kapurthala):

“1.
Copies of attendance register containing attendance of Sh. Joginder Lal, Kanungo and R.K. Nanda, Naib Tehsildar for 22.02.2007, 26.03.2007 and 05.04.2007 along with photocopy of respective movement registers.

2.
Copies of attendance register containing attendance of Sh. Hardeep Kumar, Kanungo and Mulkh Raj, Naib Tehsildar for 07.02.2008 along with photocopy of respective movement registers.

3.
Copies of attendance and movement register for 20.03.2009 pertaining to S. Paramjit Singh, Kanungo. 

4.
Copy of Entry registers and field book wherein Rapat No. 308 through Surinder Singh @ Sulinder was entered on 22.02.2007, as per letter No. Steno-29 dated 13.03.2008.” 



A reminder was sent on 19.03.2010.



Complaint filed on 18.09.2010, received in the Commission on 06.10.2010.


Respondent is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  One more opportunity is granted to the PIO, office of Tehsildar, Phagwara to provide complete information to the complainant.



For further proceedings, to come up on 29.11.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 









Contd……2/-

-:2:-


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98889-22127)

Pt. Raghuvar,

s/o Sh. Tokan Dass,

H. No. 2753-B,

Rajpura Town,

Distt. Patiala

  





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.




                                  …..Respondent

CC- 2962/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Pt. Raghuvar in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Karanbir Singh, ADTO Patiala (98724-26400)



Vide original application dated 03.04.2010, Complainant sought the following information from office of DTO, Patiala:

“It is heard vehicles that are 15 years or more old are not road-worthy.  Please inform me detailed facts including the conditions regarding continuing running 15 year old vehicles.  Photocopy of the relevant rules / order be provided.”



However, when no response was received, the instant complaint was filed on 05.10.2010.


Respondent present states that information was sent to the complainant on 09.04.2010 under UPC, which, according to the complainant, has not been received.   Respondent does not know why the same was sent to the complainant again on 21.10.2010 received on 24.10.2010 as he is not conversant with the facts of the case.  Complainant states that he had sent a reminder to the respondent on 04.09.2010 and in response, the information was sent to him on 21.10.2010.  Pt. Raghuvar is satisfied with the information.  However, he insists on award of compensation and imposition of penalty for the delay caused.


Sh. Anil Garg, DTO-cum-PIO, Patiala 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









Contd……..2/-

-:2:-

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. 



Respondent PIO should also show cause as to why compensation as prayed for by the complainant be not awarded for the detriments suffered by him.


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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurmail Singh

Jathedar,

Village Khera,

Tehsil & Distt. Ludhiana  





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.




                                 …..Respondent

CC- 2959/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide application dated 13.08.2010, Complainant sought the following information from the Respondent: -

“Transfer Property: Gopi Chand, 

Sub Judge Ist Class, Ludhiana – 05.09.1977 – 

Decree: 2500/- Village Khera.”



However, when no response was received, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 27.09.2010.


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant as per his original application dated 17.05.2010.



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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing, complainant came present in person.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99157-43589)

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.


For the respondent: Sh. Jag Bhushan, Kanungo (98144-60219)



Vide application dated 08.06.2010, Complainant sought the following information: -

“Regarding Mutation No. 1566 – Change of ownership, File No. 128(80) Killas pertaining to village Kala Nangal, H.B. No. 238, order of Revenue Officer dated 03.02.1956”



However, this complaint with the Commission has been filed on 21.07.2010 when no response was received. 



Respondent states that three months back, they had intimated the complainant to the effect that this information is not available with us. 



Copy of mutation sanctioned has been presented in the court by the complainant.  However, in the photocopy, particulars of the village are not present.  Complainant submitted that the same has been obtained from the respondent office and it is not correct that this information is not available with them.


Respondent submit a letter dated 04.08.2010 addressed from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur to the complainant, which reads: 
“In response to the information sought by you, it is informed that that the order of Revenue Officer dated 03.02.1956 pertaining to Mutation No. 1566, is not available with the unsanctioned Jamabandi for the year 1978-79 of village Kala Nangal, Hadbast No. 238.  Therefore, the information sought cannot be provided.  This is for your information please.”    









Contd…….2/-
-:2:-



Respondent also submitted a written statement which reads: -

“That in response to the information sought by the complainant, he was informed vide this office letter no. 2501/SK dated 04.08.2010 with a copy to the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur.  Before this Hon’ble Court, I submit letter no. 3485/SK dated 27.10.2010 for your kind information please.”



The letter dated 27.10.2010 submitted by the respondent is addressed to the Commission wherein it is stated:

“That the letter dated 08.06.2010 from Sh. Kulwinder Singh s/o Sh. Ajit Singh, resident of village Kala Nanga, Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur was responded vide this office letter no. 2501/SK dated 04.08.2010 a copy whereof is annexed herewith for your kind information.   Sh. Jag Bhushan, Kanungo from the office of D.C. Gurdaspur shall appear before the Hon’ble Commission.”


Further proceedings in the matter will take place in the next hearing on 18.11.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber, after the details of the village are presented in the court.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing, a paper has been presented wherein name of the village appears as ‘Kala Nangal’ in District Gurdaspur.  



Respondent present is having difficulty in understanding that since the application has not been transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, it is now the responsibility of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur to procure the information from whichever quarter it is available and provide the same to the complainant.



The notice of hearing clearly states that only APIO or the PIO shall appear in the hearing.  Therefore, in the next hearing, either of the two shall appear in person.



Information should also be provided to the complainant within a week’s time. 









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99142-92105; 90233-73300)

Sh. Vishal Kumar

s/o Sh. Suresh Kumar

# 119, Gali No. 4,

Mohalla Satgur Nagar,

Shimlapuri,

Near Jain Da Theka,

Ludhiana 





  

…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.




                                  …..Respondent

CC- 2941/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vishal Kumar in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajwant Singh, Sr. Asstt. office of SDM, Kharar (90235-01946)



Vide original application dated 05.08.2010, Complainant sought the following information from office of Respondent: 



“Fards - Pertaining to period 1953 to 1958 –

As per Jamabandi for the year 1953-54, Khewat / Khatauni No. 182/411, Khasra No. 4809(2-12) and Khewat / Khatauni No. 183/412, Khasra No. 4682(9-13) land owned by Sh. Madan Gopal and Jagdish Chand sons of Chhajju Ram, area in village Khizrabad, Tehsil Kharar, Distt. Mohali mortgaged in name of Som Nath son of Gopi Ram, Narata Ram son of Gajju.”



It was transferred to SDM-PIO, Kharar vide letter dated 10.08.2010 as per section 6(3) of the RTI Act.   Office of SDM-PIO, Kharar further transferred it to Naib Tehsildar, Majri vide letter no. 211 dated 13.08.2010.



When no response was received, the instant complaint was filed with the Commission dated nil (received in the office of Commission on 04.10.2010).



Original application of the complainant dated 05.08.2010 has been transferred to the office of SDM, Kharar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 vide letter dated 10.08.2010.  Sh. Rajwant Singh, Senior Asstt. who is present on behalf of the respondent, submits: -










Contd……2/-

-:2:-

“Submitted that on 21.10.2010, Asstt. Office Kanungo, Kharar Sh. Kuldeep Singh, has submitted his report to the Tehsildar, Kharar that the records sought by the complainant Sh. Vishal Kumar are not traced despite diligent search and hence no information can be provided.”


Complainant also states that they have, on several occasions visited the office of Tehsildar, Kharar but no response has been received.  He further said that one Sh. Kuldeep Singh in the said office even threatened him.


Respondent is directed to search the records sought by the complainant in his original application dated 05.08.2010 even if the records were transferred from the earlier district i.e. Rupnagar.



In the next hearing, SDM-cum-PIO Kharar Sh. Rajiv Gupta shall appear in person.  Also complete information should be provided to the complainant within a week.   SDM, Kharar is also directed to look into the matter regarding the threat to the complainant by one Sh. Kuldeep Singh, as stated above.


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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajpal Nayar,

House No. 151,

Sector 46-A,

Chandigarh

  





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.




                                  …..Respondent

CC- 2935/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rajpal Nayar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, APIO (97795-96677)



Vide original application dated 16.04.2010, Complainant sought the following information from office of Respondent: 

“1.
For how long I am to wait to get the GP fund amount standing in the name of my son late Dr. Jatinder Nayyar, SMO Machhiwara, Distt. Ludhiana (Ac No. PCMS 2502)?  The reason for delay. 

2.
The amount of GP fund standing at his credit into the account.”



No information has been received by the complainant despite his reminders on 08.07.2010 and 30.08.2010.  Therefore, instant complaint has been filed with the Commission on 29.09.2010.


Respondent present submits a letter dated 28.10.2010 wherein it is stated:

“In the matter pertaining to Late Dr. Jatinder Nayar, this office, vide letter no. 1(3)P.10/909 dated 25.02.2010, wrote to the office of Secretary, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab.  It was informed that father-in-law of the widow is a pensioner.  Could the payment of the GPF be made to her mother-in-law.  The said office, vide letter no. 28/2/10(5)-H1/4832 dated 05.08.2010 advised that if there was no nomination, the amount be paid to the legal heirs of the deceased.  However, if nomination has been made, the widow of the deceased doctor is agreeable for the payment to her children in equal shares.







Contd……2/-





-:2:-

In view of above, RTI branch was informed that no nomination had been made by the deceased.  But as per Rule No. 13.7 of the CSR Vol. I, the amount of the GPF is liable to be paid to the family of the deceased.   It may be added here that in the Succession Certificate sent vide Sub Division, Ludhiana letter no. 52 dated 09.08.2007, the mother of deceased is also among the heirs but they have also stated that this may not be treated as a certificate of legal heirs.

Therefore, RTI branch is informed that upon receipt of necessary clarification only will it be clear whom the amount is to be paid.”



Complainant, on the other hand, has also presented in his file copy of form PF 2-A dated 23.05.1980, wherein nomination particulars appear as under: -

	Name & Address of the Nominee
	Relationship with the subscriber
	Age
	Amount of share accumulation to be paid to each
	Contingencies on the happening of which the nomination shall become invalid.
	Name, address and relationship of the person(s), if any, to whom the right of nominee shall pass ….

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	Sh. Raj Pal Nayar, 2230, Sector 19-C, Chd.
	Father
	53 Yrs
	Nil
	After acquiring the family
	----




As per the documents submitted as above, it seems there is some family dispute and the wife and children of the deceased are also claiming the amount of Provident Fund.   It is also mentioned here that a similar case has already been disposed of by Hon’ble SIC Sh. Kulbir Singh in case CC No. 2646/2008.



Complainant is advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority or a court.



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: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97805-28364)

Ms. Sudershan Kumari

H. No. 151,

Sector 46-A,

Chandigarh

  





…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.




                                 …..Respondent

CC- 2934/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Ms. Sudershan Kumari in person. 
For the respondent: Dr. Ashwani Kumar, Medical Office (98147-20278)



Vide original application dated 15.06.2010, Complainant sought the following information from office of Respondent: 

“1.
Under what rules, direction was issued to SMO Machhiwara asking me to authorize Dr. Neena Nayyar widow of Dr. Jatinder Nayyar in the presence of a certificate issued by SDM Ludhiana dated 09.08.2007 violating the same?

2.
Why the payment of the aforesaid leave encashment has not been released for such a long time?

3.
For how long the office will take to release the payment?

4.
Similarly, the other dues of late Dr. Jatinder Nayyar SMO Machhiwara will take time for their release.”



Complainant further asserts that instead of supplying information, the SMO Machhiwara supplied copies of the letter addressed to the Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana which are vague and irrelevant.  Complainant also wrote a letter dated 30.07.2010 to the Respondent requesting point-wise reply.



The instant complaint has been field on 29.09.2010 when no response was received. 


During the arguments, the respondent submits the answers to the queries of the complainant, as under:
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“1.
Directions were given to SMO Machhiwara to give dues to Dr. Neeta Nayyar after obtaining consent form all the legal heirs which were followed and consent sought form all the natural heirs and the information obtained was sent to the higher authorities for necessary action. 
2.
Payment of aforesaid leave encashment will be released when sanction from Director Health, Punjab is received. 

3.
The payment will be released when sanction is received form Director Health, Punjab. 

4.
Other dues will be released as soon as the sanction is received as stated above.”



He further stated that this has also been conveyed to the complainant.


Directions are given to the Directorate to decide the case of the complainant expeditiously. 



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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141 001


                         ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
                                    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1195 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Pawan Kumar, Clerk (97813-35008)



Penalty amount of Rs. 5,000/- has been deposited by the respondent in the State treasury vide Challan dated 14.10.2010 with scroll no. 488.  Photocopy of the receipted challan has been submitted.



Information in this case already stands provided.



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: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98146-26583)

Sh. Ram Singh Ghuman

S/o Late Harjinder Singh,

Vill.- Tarkhan Majra,

P.O.  Malko Majara,

Tehsil & Distt. 

Fatehgarh Sahib






…..Complainant



 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib


                        …..Respondent

CC- 2782/2010

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Ram Singh Ghuman in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Amardeep Singh Thind, Tehsildar (98153-43543)



Respondent present stated as under:

“The above said record is being computerized.  It is likely to take 3 months (It may take more).  Whenever computerization will be completed, it will be provided immediately.”


Respondent is cooperative and assures the Court that in about three months, needful regarding the computerized copies of the documents submitted by the complainant shall be got done.


For further proceedings, to come up on 31.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Singh Ghuman

S/o Late Harjinder Singh,

Vill.- Tarkhan Majra,

P.O.  Malko Majara,

Tehsil & Distt.  Fatehgarh Sahib.




…..Complainant



 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib


                        …..Respondent

CC- 2783/2010

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Ram Singh Ghuman in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Amardeep Singh Thind, Tehsildar (98153-43543)



Respondent present stated as under:

“The above said record is being computerized.  It is likely to take 3 months (It may take more).  Whenever computerization will be completed, it will be provided immediately.”



Respondent is cooperative and assures the Court that in about three months, needful regarding the computerized copies of the documents submitted by the complainant shall be got done.



For further proceedings, to come up on 31.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.10.2010



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- 2209/2009

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mehar Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO Moga (94632-23293)

Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Auditor, office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab (98554-01140)



Submissions heard.



For pronouncement of order, 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: 28.10.2010



State Information Commissioner

