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. R.P. Singh, ADC, Gurdaspur (80540-16996)



Respondent submitted that the Deputy Commissioner Sh. Prithi Chand had stated over the telephone that Sh. J.S. Grewal, GA is the PIO.   Sh. R.P. Singh further stated that he himself i.e. Addl. D.C. is in fact the PIO.  Respondent submits a letter wherein it is stated: 

“1.
We have received letter of applicant dated 21.07.2010 along with copy of form A dated 08.06.2010 on 22.07.2010. 

2.
We replied to the applicant vide our no. 2502/SK dated 04.08.2010 that order dated 03.02.1956 is not attached with mutation no. 1566.

3.
I undertake to write to the Consolidation Officer to supply a copy of order dated 03.02.1956.

4.
We shall supply the copy of decision dated 03.02.1956 as soon as we get it.”



Directions are given that complete information be provided to the complainant within a week’s time.



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh Mor,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 7,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh







…..Appellant








Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Public Health Centre Suzol,

Nawanshahr 

2.
Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Nawanshahr






…..Respondents

AC- 884/2010
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Nirmal Singh (98144-18891)



Respondent present submits that the information sought by the appellant had in fact been sent to him earlier on 21.04.2010.    He further submitted that in compliance of the orders of the Commission dated 18.11.2010, the information was again sent to the appellant by registered post on 19.11.2010.  Sh. Nirmal Singh submitted that the request of the complainant was received on 01.12.2010 and on 02.12.2010, a copy of the information was sent to the appellant by registered post.   Service book details mentioned in the order dated 18.11.2010 have also been supplied on 19.11.2010.  Respondent states that information on all points except point no (d) has already been supplied and the information on point no. (d) is available with the office of Director Health & Family Welfare and the same will be provided to Sh. Jasbir Singh Mor within a week’s time. 


Complainant is also directed to intimate the Commission if information provided till date is to his satisfaction. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-

Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



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. Rajeev Gupta, SDM Kharar along with Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, Tehsildar, Kharar.



Information sought by the complainant in this case pertains to the period 1953-58.   In the earlier hearing dated 18.11.2010, directions were given to the respondent that records be shown to the complainant when he visits their office on 19.11.2010.  



A letter dated 17.12.2010 has been received from the respondent which reads: -

“In compliance of your orders, Tehsildar Kharar vide his office letter no. 143/ dated 15.12.2010 has reported that the above party was shown the records of village Khizrabad, on 25.11.2010 by Asstt. Office Kanungo Sh. Kuldeep Singh.   Again on 13.12.2010, this record was examined by Sh. R.K. Kaushal, advocate, counsel for the complainant. Thereafter, they also signed in token of having seen the records.” 


According to the complainant, this record was last seen by one of his relations in the year 1996 in district Ropar; however, unfortunately he did not get a copy of the said document.   Complainant states that now the records sought are missing from the records of the respondent office.



Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, Tehsildar states that he will cooperate with the complainant if any of the officers / officials of the period of 1956 are available to enquire about the Jamabandis for the year 1953-54.   With this, the complainant is satisfied.









Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



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: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner

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.


Appellant has informed the office over telephone this morning that due to ill-health of his father, he is unable to attend the hearing today.   He also submitted that no information has so far been provided to him. 


In the earlier hearing, DTO Jalandhar was directed to appear in person in today’s hearing.  Today, neither she is present nor has any communication been received.  One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to supply complete information to the appellant as per his original application. 


For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 24.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner



After the hearing was over, Sh. Kishan Singh, steno (98150-93454) came present for the respondent.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Geeta Rani

w/o Sh. Vinod Singla,

H. No. 22,

Ward No. 5-6,

Park Road,

Dhuri. 








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education),

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 ….Respondent

C.C. No. 3134 of 2008

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Shamsher Singh, APIO, Sh. Surjit Singh, Asstt.



Sh. Shamsher Singh stated that in number of case, penalty has been imposed on Sh. J.S. Sidhu.  All the branches have been advised to inform about such penalties.  Upon receipt of this information, the total amount will be deducted from the gratuity payable to Sh. Sidhu. 



Respondent further stated that a representation received from Ms. Pankaj Sharma was sent to the Govt. which has ordered an enquiry and asked for a report. He stated that Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Deputy Director has been named as the Enquiry Officer.   It was also stated that for recovery of penalty from Ms. Surjit Kaur, DPI (Elementary Education) is responsible and competent to do so.  



Asstt. Sh. Surjit Singh states that they have written to Ms. Surjit Kaur to deposit the amount of penalty in the State treasury and intimate the office accordingly. 



In the earlier hearing dated 18.11.2010, it was recorded: 

“Sh. Vijay Chauhan who is present from the office of Principal Secretary Education, states that necessary file pertaining to recovery of the penalty amount from the officers concerned shall be soon put up before the Principal Secretary Education for recovery and deposition of penalty amount in the treasury as ordered by the Hon’ble Commission.”



Principal Secretary Education to take necessary steps to ensure that the amount of penalty is recovered and deposited in the State Treasury, before the next date of hearing. 












Contd……2/-

-:2:-



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-

Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98729-68533)

Sh. Davinder Singh
s/o Sh. Bhupinder Singh

Backside of Gandhi School,

Ram Sharnam Road,

Ahmedgarh,

Tehsil Malerkotla,

Sangrur.







   …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







    …Respondent

CC No. 1974 of 2008

Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Davinder Singh in person.
For the respondent: Ms. Neeta Pall, Dy. Director (99151-08251) along with Ms. Sukhjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt. (0172-2703916)



Copy of receipted challan dated 13.04.2010 has been received whereby an amount of Rs. 12,500/- has been deposited towards penalty by Sh. Ajit Singh, Registrar Education.  


It is noted that after 13.04.2010 i.e. the date when the penalty is said to be deposited in the treasury, six hearings have already taken place so far and even in the hearing dated 18.11.2010, Sh. Ajit Singh Sahni himself was present in the court.  However, the fact of having deposited the penalty amount has never been disclosed in any of the said hearings.



Complainant is present and states that the merit list of headmasters, upon post-review process has not been supplied so far.


Respondents present are not aware of the facts of the case and they have come to attend the hearing today as the PIO is busy on some other official work.  However, they said the position in the matter continues to be the same and no further development has taken place. 



Ms. Neeta Pal, Deputy Director present today states that they are not the authority to recover the amount of penalty imposed on Ms. Surjit Kaur. 



In the meantime, Sh. Yash Pal Manavi, Asstt. Director came present and submitted that information regarding the revised / reviewed merit list is ready and would be provided to the complainant today itself.  With this, the complainant was satisfied. 










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

 

The amount of penalty i.e. Rs. 12,500/- be recovered from Ms. Surjit Kaur and deposited in the State treasury before the next date of hearing.  



Secretary Education is directed to ensure compliance of the orders of the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 

(94171-15187)

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H. No. 50/30A, Ramgali N.M. Bagh,

Ludhiana. 







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, (98766-33743)

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, SCO No. 95-97,

Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.







  ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1134 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Shamsher Singh, APIO, Sh. Surjit Singh, Asstt.


Sh. Shamsher Singh stated that in number of case, penalty has been imposed on Sh. J.S. Sidhu.  All the branches have been advised to inform about such penalties.  Upon receipt of this information, the total amount will be deducted from the gratuity payable to Sh. Sidhu. 



Respondent further stated that a representation received from Ms. Pankaj Sharma was sent to the Govt. which has ordered an enquiry and asked for a report/ He stated that Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Deputy Director has been named as the Enquiry Officer.   It was also stated that for recovery of penalty from Ms. Surjit Kaur, DPI (Elementary Education) is responsible and competent to do so.  


Asstt. Sh. Surjit Singh states that they have written to Ms. Surjit Kaur to deposit the amount of penalty in the State treasury and intimate the office accordingly. 



In the earlier hearing dated 18.11.2010, it was recorded: 

“Sh. Vijay Chauhan who is present from the office of Principal Secretary Education, states that necessary file pertaining to recovery of the penalty amount from the officers concerned shall be soon put up before the Principal Secretary Education for recovery and deposition of penalty amount in the treasury as ordered by the Hon’ble Commission.”



Principal Secretary Education to take necessary steps to ensure that the amount of penalty is recovered and deposited in the State Treasury, before the next date of hearing. 











Contd……2/-

-:2:-

 

For further proceedings, to come up on 24.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagat Ram 

s/o Arjan Ram,

P.O. Hussain Chak,

P.O. Hansron,

Tehsil & Distt. Nawan Shahr




…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Nawanshahr







…..Respondent

CC- 3152/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jagat Ram in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Nirmal Dass (98881-10892)



In the earlier hearing dated 18.11.2001, respondent Sh. Manohar Lal had stated that the process of deletion of name of Sh. Chhinder Pal son of Sh. Ram Chand from the voter’s list has already commenced and it will take a month or so for its completion.   Today, the respondent states that the name of the relevant person has been struck off the voters’ list of Hussain Chak, Tehsil Nawanshahr.


Today Sh. Nirmal Dass, present on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter dated 17.12.2010 wherein it is stated: 
“Respectfully, it is submitted that taking cognizance of the complaint fled by Sh. Jagat Ram son of Arjan Ram resident of Hussain Chak regarding inclusion of name of Sh. Chhinder Pal son of Ram Chand in the voters’ list of village Hussain Chak, I have heard both the parties, perused the records and taken into account the suggestions / reports of revenue officers of the two villages  I have ordered deletion of name of Sh. Chhinder Pal from voters’ list of Division No. 061, Serial no. 9, Hussain Chak and re-entry in Division No. 58, village Hansron, Had Bast No. 167, vide letter no. 1 dated 10.12.2010.   This has been intimated to the complainant Sh. Jagat Ram vide this office letter no. 609/Elections dated 13.12.2010.”


Complainant states that copies of the revised voters’ list be provided to him.   Even though it is not specifically been demanded in the original application for information dated 24.07.2010, respondent present has agreed to provide the same within a week’s time.  The complainant feels satisfied.










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



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: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, SDM Nawanshahr rang up and informed that a copy of the revised voters’ list could only be provided after a month or so.  The complainant be informed accordingly. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97804-21447)

Sh. R.S. Randhawa,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 90,

District Courts,

Mansa.







 …..Complainant









 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.




                                 …..Respondent

CC- 3004/2010
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. R.S. Randhawa in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Asstt. (98889-46005) along with Ms. Baljinder Kaur Brar (98786-15362)



Reply to the queries sought by the complainant are presented in the court.  Complainant is satisfied with the same.  However, the complainant seeks certified / attested copies of the same.   The same has been provided and the complainant feels satisfied.


PIO Ms. Tanu Kashyap informed over the telephone that due to maternal confinement, she could not travel and sought exemption from personal appearance, which is granted. 



Complainant demands compensation from the respondent, as provided in section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act 2005 being expenses on account of attending the hearings.   PIO is directed to show cause as to why suitable compensation sought by the complainant for the expenses incurred by him in attending the hearings of the Commission be not imposed on her.  Upon receipt of her reply, the court shall proceed further in the matter.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Madan Lal Gupta,

House No.- 294, 

Ward No.- 17,

Mandi Harzi Ram,

Malout, Muktsar, Pb. 





…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Sector 1,

Chandigarh.

            




…..Respondent

CC- 4003/10
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rakesh Bhalla, Deputy Secretary (Revenue) (99881-44352)


Respondent present states case wherein similar information has been sought by the complainant, being CC No. 3221/10 has already been disposed of for non-prosecution in the court of ld. SIC Sh. Kulbir Singh vide order dated 14.12.2010.  He also presented relevant documents.



The file pertaining to CC No. 3221/10 was called for from the office and it is observed that exactly the same information has been sought in the instant case. 



Accordingly, the case in hand is hereby dismissed. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



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:
Complainant Sh. Jaswinder Singh in person.


None for the respondent.


In the earlier hearing dated 23.11.2010, Sh. Jasbir Singh, PCS, DTO-PIO Amritsar was issued a notice to explain why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for the expenses incurred by him in attending the hearings of the Commission.    



No reply to the show cause notice has been submitted by the PIO.  One more opportunity is granted to submit written reply to the show cause notice failing which further proceedings as per records available shall be taken in the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 24.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/- 
Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner

 

After the hearing was over, Sh. Jatinder Singh, clerk (99156-30949) came present on behalf of the DTO Amritsar.  He has been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94636-66155)

Sh.  Balbir Aggarwal,

B.O. 167-B,

Industrial Estate,

Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana. 







…..Complainant



 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana



                                 
  …..Respondent

CC- 2920/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.
For the respondent: Er. Parmod Sharma, X. En. Improvement Trust, Ludhiana (98769-00262)



In the earlier hearing dated 03.11.2010, it was recorded: 

“Respondent present states that information sought by the complainant vide his original application dated 27.04.2010 pertains to the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. He has been informed that since the application was not transferred within the prescribed time limit of 5 days under the RTI Act 2005, therefore, it is the responsibility of the Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana to procure the information and provide it to the complainant, within a period of 15 days under intimation to the Commission.” 



On the next hearing dated 29.11.2010, no one appeared on behalf of the respondent and one more opportunity was granted to provide complete information to the complainant.



Today Er. Parmod Sharma is present from the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana and states that they had written a letter dated 17.12.2010 to the Tehsildar, Ludhiana (East) but the office of Tehsildar (Kanwar Narinder Singh) refused to receive the same; hence he is attending the hearing today.   The letter dated 17.12.2010 which is addressed to the complainant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, reads as under: -

“The information sought by you pertains to plot no. R-215, Model Town Phase I.  It is informed that Model Town Phase I scheme has not been developed by the Improvement Trust and this is an old model town.  Hence the Trust is unable to provide any information.”








Contd……2/-

-:2:-


No information has so far been provided.



Therefore, PIO Sh. S.R. Kaler (Addl. D.C.) 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 31.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-

Chandigarh





     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.12.2010



State Information Commissioner

