STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mrs. Sushila Devi, M/o (Late)

Dr. Rakesh Lata, formerly AMO.

Kothi No. 314, Phase-I, Sector-55,

S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).



                             ---Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,   (98886-07732)

O/o Directorate of Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO: 823-24, Sector: 22-A, 

Chandigarh.




                                     

2.
Distt. Ayurvedic Unani Officer, Ropar.

    ---Respondents

AC. No. 444 & 445 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Parkash Chand, for the Complainant.



Dr. C.M. Ghai, for the Respondents.



During the course of arguments, I have come to the conclusion that the information has been provided to the complainant.  However, she is not satisfied and most of the points which she seeks in her original application relate to opinion and contradictions. For this, she is advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority. 



Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

S/o Shri Baldev Singh,

Near Central Ware House,

Khokhar Road, Mansa,

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa.



                         ---Complainant
Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Higher Education &

Languages, Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

Sector: 9, Chandigarh.


                                         
2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

C.C. No. 1463 OF 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Complainant in person.

Harnek Singh, Supdt. Higher Education, Punjab for the  Respondent.



Respondent states that the Complainant is asking for action taken report of two letters i.e.  (1) P2-1014558 dated 10.06.1998; and (ii) P-2-1022553 dated 16th June, 1999 sent by the President of India to Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh.   He further stated that the status report can only be furnished by the Chief Secretary’s office and that the Higher Education Department cannot give the existing position.  Therefore, the Chief Secretary, Govt. of Punjab is impleaded as one of the Respondents, to supply the information to the Complainant, within 15 days. 

To come up on 18.02.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

Copies be sent to both the parties. 









     Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
CC:
Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh.

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Manjinder Singh,

President,

Renaissance Society,

HJ-44, Housing Board Colony,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana.



                         ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.




                                    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1518 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Complainant in person.



Sh. Ashwani Kumar, PIO-cum-DTO, for respondent. 



The information has been provided to the complainant with the order on 09.11.2009 and he was satisfied.  On that day, he demanded penalty for delay without any reasonable cause because the original application is dated 12.03.2009.  Therefore, a Show Cause Notice was issued under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.  Reply to the Show Cause Notice has been received which reads as under: -

“At the outset, it is submitted that while honouring the RTI Act, 2005, I hold the Hon’ble commission in a high esteem and I cannot at all dare to defy its orders.  It is also brought to the kind notice of the Hon’ble Commission that the undersigned took over as the District Transport Officer-cum-PIO, Ludhiana only on 12.10.2009.

It is further submitted that the record of this office is not computerised and the same is being carried out by the officials of this office manually.  Till date, more than 20 lac vehicles are registered with this office and the work of transfer of vehicles stands allotted to different officials of this office.  Therefore, in order to determine the number of vehicles transferred by this office for the
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 period 01.01.2009 to 28.02.2009, the office had to collect the requisite information form all the officials of this office who are entrusted with the work of series of vehicles.  Since the information asked for by the applicant / complainant was quite voluminous and the officials concerned of this office had to go through their entire official record, as such, it consumed a lot of time in preparing the requisite information before the same could be supplied to the applicant vide this office letter no. 5153 dated 21.10.2009 (copy enclosed herewith).  Thus the delay in supplying the requisite information to the applicant is not at all intentional and it had occurred only due to record of this office being not computerised and the requisite information had to be prepared manually by the officials concerned of this office.  Moreover, this office is also short of the requisite staff as per the norms as only 10 clerks are working in this office against the required 40 clerks.”



I am satisfied with the reply and am of the view that there is no intentional delay in supplying the information.  



Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 



Copies be sent to both the parties.









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Mahinder Singh,

S/o Shri Harminder Singh,

# 305, New Joginder Nagar,

Jalandhar.





                         ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Phagwara.


                                   ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1520 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Complainant in person.



Kanungo Yoginder Lal for respondent.



In the earlier order dated 09.11.2009, directions were given to Sh. Varinder Singh, Advocate to let the Complainant visit the office of Respondent on any day from 16.11.2009 to 20.11.2009.  Complainant states that he visited the office of respondent on 17.11.2009 but was not provided any information. 



Respondent states that he received a letter dated 17.12.2009 from the Tehsildar, Phagarwa that he is on leave (overseas) and the information will be provided definitely within 15 days.



If by the next date of hearing, information is not provided, a Show Cause Notice for imposition of penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act will be issued.



To come up on 18.02.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies be sent to both the parties.









      Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Shri Tulsa Singh,

S/o Shri Harman Singh,

R/o Rawan, Tehsil: Dasuya,

District: Hoshiarpur.




                        ---Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Dasuya, District: Hoshiarpur.

                                   ---Respondent
C.C. No. 1544 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



Amarjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar for respondent.



The information has been supplied to the complainant on 10.12.2009 by hand.  No objections have been pointed out by him.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 



The case is accordingly closed and disposed of.



Copies be sent to both the parties.









      Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.K.Bhatia,

General Secretary,

Struggle Committee for Justice &

Anti-Corruption Drive,

H.O. Amroh, District: Hoshiarpur.


                         ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Medical Officer,

Civil Dispensary, Gardiwala,

District: Hoshiarpur.



                                    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1800 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
Sh. K.K. Bhatia, Complainant in person.



Sh. Sarup Singh, for the Respondent. 



Respondent states that the information was sent to the complainant by registered post on 26.11.2009 and receipt of the same is presented in the court. However, the complainant denies having received any information and therefore, a copy of the same is presented to him.  He also states that the address of the complainant has been wrongly given.  He has given new address which has been noted and corrected.  



Date is requested by the Respondent for supply of the information.


To come up on 21.01.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies be sent to both the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manmohan Singh,

S/o Shri Bhagat Singh,

Junior Assistant (Retd) (P.R. Amritsar-2),

Sukh Niwas Patti, Janki, VPO: Bandala,
District: Amritsar.




                         ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,    (99880-69385)
O/o Director State Transport,

Punjab, Chandigarh.


                                    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 1941 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of Complainant.



Sh. Sarup Singh, for the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 11.11.2009, information was brought to be provided to the complainant and directions were given that the information by sent to the complainant by registered post since he was not present on that day. Accordingly, the information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 12.11.2009.  He is not present today and neither has he pointed out any objections.  


The case is therefore, closed and disposed of.


Copies be sent to both the parties.









        Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Kuldeep Singh

S/o Sh. Avinash Lal

Plot No.171 Street No.6-1/2,

Santokh Nagar, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2677 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Ashwani Kumar, PIO-cum-DTO, for the Respondent. 



Reply to the Show Cause Notice has been provided which states as under: -

“In this connection, it is submitted that in compliance with the orders of the Hon’ble Commission dated 09.11.2009, this office had tried its best to trace the relevant file pertaining to the issuance of driving licence no. 127513 dated 25.07.1997 by this office in favour of the applicant / complainant but the same being very old could not be located despite best efforts put in by the office.  It may also be mentioned here that the record room of this office is located in the basement of this office building and quite often due to heavy rains, the record room is inundated with rainy water, thus causing damage to the record of this office.   Apart form this, due to seepage, most of the record of this office which is lying in Bastas / Bundles has been destroyed by the termite and it is apprehended that the relevant record pertaining to the issuance of Driving Licence in question may also have been destroyed. 

It may, however, be added here that the applicant / complainant has been supplied the extract of the relevant register containing the entry regarding
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 the issuance of driving licence no. 127513 dated 09.11.2009 which is permanent record and the same is also valid in the Court of law.  According to the extract, a copy of which has been supplied to the applicant / complainant, the said driving licence stands issued by this office in favour of the applicant / complainant authorising him to drive scooter / motor cycle only and an application fee of Rs. 75/- was got deposited from him vide receipt no. 98046/65 dated 10.07.1997 and the same is valid from 25.07.1997 to 24.07.2017.

As far as the delay in supplying the requisite information to the applicant is concerned, it may be added that the same is not at all intentional and it had occurred only due to searching of the relevant papers from the old record consigned to the record room.

It is also respectfully submitted that since the main objective of thee RTI Act 2005 is to bring transparency in the working of each department, as such, the applicant / complainant is at liberty to visit this office for any information which he may wish to have from this office on any working day during office hours regarding the issuance of the said driving licence and it is assured that he would be extended full cooperation.”



I have accepted the reply to the Show Cause Notice.  I do not consider it a case fit for imposition of penalty.  

 

As regards the information, the complainant has presented the copies of the following documents: 

(i)
Driving licence, Ludhiana dated 25.07.1997 valid up to 24.07.2017 issued for Scooter / Motor Cycle only.

(ii)
Page of a Register – on top of the page, it is written at No. 127513 – Kluldeep Singh s/o Avinash Lal, Plot No. 171, Street No. 6-1/2, Santokh Nagar, Ludhiana. 



Photograph of the complaint is also attached to this document. 



Respondent states that he would try to rectify the mistake but he
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is reluctant to give positive assurance.  Therefore, directions are given to the complainant to visit the office of DTO on Thursday at 10 O’clock.  In case due to some technical reasons, the respondent cannot rectify the mistake, the complainant is advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority. 



Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 









       Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Mehar Singh S/o Ralla Singh

Village Dulchi Majra,

P.O. Bur Majra,

Distt. Ropar.

…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Schools) Ropar                              …Respondent

C.C. No. 3128 OF 2009

ORDER
Present:
Shri Mehar Singh, Complainant in person.



None for the Respondent.



The complainant states that he has received most of the information sought by him as per his original application dated 12.09.2009 and points out certain objections.  He has been advised to write his objections in the presence of the court, a copy of which is being sent to the PIO O/o DEO, Ropar.



Directions are given to the PIO to reply to the discrepancies within 10 days along with a compliance report to the Commission. 



Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 









        Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Tara Singh s/o Sh. Amar Singh

Maherna Khurd,

Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur. 

…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab 

…Respondent

C.C. No. 3133 OF 2009

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Pal Singh, on behalf of Respondent. 



Information has been sent to the complainant on 01.12.2009 by registered post.  No objections have been pointed out by the complainant. 



Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.  



Accordingly the case is closed and disposed of. 









       Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Sanjay Gupta s/o 
Sh. Krishan Chand

H. No. 1388, St. No. 1,

Nai Basti, Bathinda.                                                                     …Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Health Services,
Punjab, Sector: 34, Chandigarh.                                                  …Respondent

C.C. No. 3142 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Complainant in person.



Sh. Jatinder, Sr. Assistant, DHS for respondent.



In this case, the complainant has sought information on female foeticide from all the districts.  Information about most of the district has been provided to the complainant.  Only 5 districts are left and it is assured that the same will be provided within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission.



No objections have been pointed out by the complainant.   It seems the complainant is satisfied. 

 
Accordingly the mater is closed and disposed of. 









        Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dwarka Dass Bawa, 

President,

Pujjab Khakpatkar Sangh

Vishavkarma Chowk,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana – 141003.                                                                    …Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer, Ludhiana.                                        …Respondent

C.C. No. 3150 & 3151 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Shri D.D.Bawa, Complainant in person.



Sh. Ashwani Kumar, PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana for Respondent. 

 

Respondent states that the number 16713/93 is in the office records which states that this licence is in the name of Avtar Singh son of Santokh Singh while the new licence no. is 47098 of 08.06.2000, which is accepted by the complainant.  The DTO further states that according to the complainant, this licence i.e. 16713 of 1993 has been converted to the new licence no. 47098 of 08.06.2000 and in office records, this licence is in the name of Neeraj Bindra son of Jang Bahadur and not in name of Avtar Singh son of Santokh Singh.  



During the course of arguments, DTO states that as per his record, the licence stands as per the records and they cannot give opinion on the change of licence since outside agencies are involved in fraudulent cases.   In case the complainant wishes to probe this matter, he could take up this with the Secretary, Transport, Punjab.  
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Respondent is directed to send this statement in affidavit.  It is also directed that in future, information should be provided in time.  Respondent states that after he joined the said office, he has tried to implement performance in the RTI matters.



The information has been given to the complainant.



Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 









      Sd/-

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Mrs. Sudershan Kaur 

H. No. 2314,

Phase 11,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)

…Complainant

VERSUS

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,  Bhulath



…Respondent

CC No. 3178 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Mrs. Sudershan Kaur, Complainant in person.



Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum- Naib Tehsildar for Respondent.



The application was transferred to Tehsildar Bhulath on 23.07.2009 and was received by the Tehsildar Bhulath on 23.07.2009.  Therefore the notice of hearing has been sent to PIO c/o Tehsildar Bhulath.  On receiving the complaint, enquiry was made from the SDM regarding the matter and a letter was sent to the complainant on 04.08.2009.  



A letter has been given by the respondent stating that few letters have been written to the complainant demanding fees for the details on the information sought in his original application dated 20.07.2009.  Respondent also gives letter in which they have written letters to the complainant regarding revenue fees of about Rs. 5,000/-.  Further, the respondent also claims that the same case has been disposed of in CC No. 2584 of 2008.  The complainant argues that he has not been provided the information within 30 days according to the RTI Act.  Therefore, it should be exempted and he should be given this information free of cost.  He has been advised that exemption from the fees could only be granted from payment of the RTI fees and not from payment of the revenue fees which the respondent is demanding. 
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Therefore, directions are given that the Respondent should provide this information to the complainant within 15 days with the compliance report to the Commission.   



As regards the delay, it will be decided after the information has been provided.  



To come up on 18.02.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Shri Rajinder Singh,   

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

R/o Vill. Pakka Kalan,

Tehsil: Talwandi Sabo,

District: Bathinda.          



                            …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,   (Regd.)
Bathinda.

….Respondent

AC-466/2009

ORDER

Present:
Shri Rajinder Singh,Complainant in person.



None for the Respondent. 



Arguments heard on behalf of the Complainant.



The judgment is reserved and will be pronounced on 18.02.2010 at 12 Noon in the Chamber (SCO No.32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).




Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2009 



State Information Commissioner
