STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jugal Kishore,

# 2635, Sector 27-C, Chandigarh.



Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Sub Divisional Magistrate, Kharar.


.....Respondent

CC No. 1515- of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Jugal Kishore, complainant in person.

Sh. Devinder Singh, Clerk, O/O SDM Kharar, on behalf of the PIO (without letter of authority)



Order:


Sh. Jugal Kishore admits that he has received the information vide letter dated 6.2.08 along with the annexures mentioned therein. A copy of the documents supplied should also be placed on the record of the Commission today. Sh. Jugal Kishore states that the information supplied is incomplete. He has pointed out the deficiencies in writing today, a copy of which has been supplied for the PIO. The PIO is directed to give the required information through the Court on the next date of hearing, strictly in accordance with the original application given by him under the RTI Act. 


Adjourned to 9.4.2008.
                                                                                             Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

4.03.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kapil Dev Bali, S/O Sh. Kirti Kant Bali,

V&PO Basdehra, via Mehatpur,

The. & Distt. Una.






Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar.

.....Respondent

CC No.1535-  of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Kapil Dev Bali, complainant in person.

Sh. Harmandeep Singh Saini, Advocate, on behalf of Respondent Gurukul Utsav Rehabilitation Centre.

 

None on behalf of the PIO, O/O DE.C.Roopnagar.
Order:


Sh. Kapil Dev Bali has submitted vide his complaint dated 29.8.07 that he had applied to the PIO, O/O D.C.Roopnagar for certain information vide his application dated 18.1.07. The PIO has passed on the application to the Gurukul Utsav Rehabilitation Society (Regd.) Vill. Talwara, Bhakhra Road, Nangal Township, to which the application for information pertains, under intimation to the applicant for further action and supply of information. Sh. Kapil Dev Bali stated that the information had been supplied by the concerned office but was not complete.  He sent a copy to the concerned Organization followed by many reminders and requests for the supply of information.  No compliance was made, in spite of the applications being passed on by the Deputy Commissioner to the concerned organization each time.

2. 

It is observed that the application under the RTI Act dated 18.11.07 has been addressed by the complainant to the PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar and thereafter the second application under RTI dated 7.5.07 has also been similarly addressed to him with a separate fees for both the applications. A copy of the complaint (15 pages) was sent to the Deputy Commissioner. The date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed.
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3.

Today none is present on behalf of the PIO, O/O DC Roopnagar. Further the notice addressed to him has been passed on by him to the concerned organization and the said organization is represented through its Counsel  Harmandeep Singh Saini,  The complainant states that the information earlier supplied to him is under orders of the Deputy Commissioner vide registered letter dated nil . The Counsel stated that the information stands supplied vide covering letter dated 6.3.07 with annexures A-L (30 pages). The Counsel also states that the second application dated 7.5.07 made to the Deputy Commissioner has never been received by them. He states that the organization is a Non Profit De-addiction Centre which carries out welfare activities and is a non governmental organization not in receipt of any grant or any other facility from the government.  He states that it therefore it does not fall within the scope of jurisdiction of the RTI Act, 2005 as per the definition provided u/s 2(h) of Public authority. As such the State Information Commission also has no jurisdiction over it. He is directed to place on record an affidavit to that effect and to make his submission in writing with copy to the complainant at least 10 days before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 9.4.2008.

                                                                                      Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

4.03.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kali Charan Sharma, S/O Sh. Ram Parshad Sharma,

Ward No. 9, Near ITI, Industrial Area,

Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib.

.....Respondent

CC No.1541-  of 2007:
Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. K.B.S.Mann, PIO-Asstt. Commissioner, General, Fatehgarh Sahib.



Order:

Sh. K.B.S.Mann has brought a copy of letter dated 3.3.08 endorsed to the State Information Commission(not available on file),  which has been taken on record, being copy of letter addressed to Sh. Kali Charan Sharma in connection with his application. He stated that the letter was to be given by hand to the complainant today during the hearing. Since the complainant is not present, the PIO is hereby directed to sent the information to him through registered post and to produce proof of registry or receipt from the applicant.  Since the information is to be supplied today, it is fair that a date be given to the complainant to study the material. In case he does not appear on the next date of hearing, it will be presumed that he has received the information and has nothing to say and the case will therefore be disposed of.

Adjourned to 9.4.2008.                                               








   Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

4.03.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.. Sukhwinder Singh Bhoma,

The President, Council for Awareness & Action (Regd.)

8, IDH Market, Ist Floor, Opp. Suraj Chanda Ciname,

Amritsar.







Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,

Civil Secretary, Chandigarh.




.....Respondent

CC No.  1544-of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Bohma, complainant in person.

Sh. Hari Singh Sodhi, APIO-cum-Supdt., Disaster Management & R&R Br., FC Officer, 



Order:

The APIO has submitted that Sh. Sukhwindner Singh Bhoma through his Counsel Sh. Jagmohan Singh Bhatti filed a complainant to the State Information Commission dated 7.8.07 that his application under RTI Act dated 12.12.06 with due payment of fee, addressed to the PIO, O/O FCR, Punjab, had not been attended to and no information had been received by the complainant till date. A copy of the said complaint (6 pages) was sent to the concerned PIO and date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed.

2.
Today, the PIO has stated that on receipt of application dated 12.12.06, the applicant had been asked on 9.1.07 to submit his application in the prescribed Performa. The fee had been retained awaiting his response, but the applicant never re-applied in the prescribed performa. However, upon receipt of the complaint from the State Information Commission, now full information has been supplied to him today before the hearing vide covering letter dated 3.3.08 containing 3 annexures. A copy of the same has been placed on the record of the Commission. Since the information has been supplied just before the hearing, the complainant in all fairness must be given a chance to study the document to see whether they meet his needs. An adjournment is being given. However, in respect of para 1 of the reply dated 3.3.08, it is observed that the information of subsidy given by one department to another department, being government money transferred under a sanctioned scheme,  full details would be available  in the budget documents pertaining to the time which are permanent record of the State Government. This information is directed to be supplied by getting it from the Finance Department (Budget Officer), if necessary. The information should be available under Expenditure Head of the Department of R&R and in the Receipt Head of the Department of Local Government pertaining to the concerned year and is reflected to both budget projections as well as sanctioned expenditure.

Adjourned to 16.04.2008.                                







       Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

4.03.2008
(Ptk.)

Copy to the Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Deptt. Of Transport, for information.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh.Mnoj Kumar Goyal, S/O Sh. Murlidhar Goyal,

R/O Thana Street, Mansa.




Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Distt. Transport Officer, Mansa.

.....Respondent

CC No. 384- of 2007:

Present
None for the complainant.

Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu, PCS,  PIO-cum-SDM Mansa having additional charge of DTO Mansa.:

Order:


The PIO has filed his reply dated 3.3.08 to the show cause notice and has prayed for reconsider action of the penalty imposed upon him, giving a written and detailed explanation.  He stated that the responsibility had been fixed of different officials responsible for the delay and non compliance of the directions of the Commission, since the directions were not even brought to his notice by the lower staff. He has explained that there is a great shortage of officers in District Mansa and he is posted as SDM Mansa and in addition he is holding the charge of SDM Sardulgarh, DTO Mansa, Administrator of Mandi Board, Mansa, Bhikhi, Sardulgarh as well as Secretary Red Cross Mansa. After considering the reply, I am satisfied that Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu cannot , in all fairness, be held responsible in view of the above and thus it would be unfair to penalize him personally by imposing of penalty. There is no provision for review of order of the Commission, However, since the previous order has been passed on the premise that the orders and directions of the Commission were consciously not attended to and deliberately ignored which has clearly been brought out to be not the case, the penalty imposed on Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu, PIO-cum-DTO Mansa (addl. Charge), is hereby waived. Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu has already stated that the information has since been supplied to the complainant.  Copy of the notice for today’s hearing was very much available with the complainant and it is presumed that he has received the information,  

CC-384/2007









-2

otherwise he would have appeared or sent his representative for today’s hearing. The receipt/proof of registry is directed to be placed on file.

With this, the matter is hereby disposed of.







   Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

4.03.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh.Lalit Goyal S/O Sh. Murlidhar Goyal,

R/OSuni Gali, Mansa (Pb.)




Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Distt. Transport Officer, Mansa.

.....Respondent

CC No. 414- of 2007:

Present
None for the complainant.

Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu, PCS, PIO-cum-SDM Mansa having additional charge of DTO Mansa.
Order:


The complaint of Sh. Lalit Goyal dated 7.3.07 in respect of application dated 20.2.06 had been considered for the first time on 17.7.07 and detailed orders passed. Thereafter none was present during the hearing of August 22, 2007. Where after on the next date of hearing on 10.10.07, notice was issued to the PIO to show cause why action should not be taken against him u/s 20(1) of the Act containing the penalty provisions. In addition opportunity had been given u/s 20(1) proviso thereof providing opportunity of personal hearing. On the next date Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu, PIO-cum-DTO (Addl. Charge) appeared himself and submitted his explanation as well as information in the Court, addressed to Sh. Lalit Kumar. Since Sh. Lalit Kumar was not present, the case was adjourned for consideration along with another case also filed by the brother of the same complainant.

2.

Today, the PIO has produced the original Receipt for the information by Sh. Lalit Goyal and has requested that the case may be closed. Sh. Lalit Goyal had due and adequate opportunity to be present in the Court today in case the information was insufficient/incomplete which he has not done. It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied with the same.  In case No. CC-384 filed by Sh. Manoj Kumar Goyal, brother of the 

CC-414/2007









-2 
present applicant against the same PIO, the explanation given by Sh. Gurjit Singh, PIO-cum-DTO(addl. charge) has been accepted and the penalty already imposed upon him has been waived due to the reasons mentioned therein.

3.

In that case the following order was passed:-

“He stated that the responsibility had been fixed of different officials responsible for the delay and non compliance of the directions of the Commission, since the directions were not even brought to his notice by the lower staff. He has explained that there is a great shortage of officers in District Mansa and he is posted as SDM Mansa and in addition he is holding the charge of SDM Sardulgarh, DTO Mansa, Administrator of Mandi Board, Mansa, Bhikhi, Sardulgarh as well as Secretary Red Cross Mansa. After considering the reply, I am satisfied that Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu cannot , in all fairness, be held responsible in view of the above and thus it would be unfair to penalize him personally by imposing of penalty. There is no provision for review of order of the Commission, However, since the previous order has been passed on the premise that the orders and directions of the Commission were consciously not attended to and deliberately ignored which has clearly been brought out to be not the case, the penalty imposed on Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu, PIO-cum-DTO Mansa (addl. Charge), is hereby waived.  

4. 

The same reasons are equally applicable in the present case also due to which it had not been possible for him to attend to this case.  His explanation is accepted in this case also and the case is hereby disposed of.

Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

4.03.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Darshan Kumar Mittal,

Nishan Welfare Society, mear Head Post Office,

Oppo. Female Hospital, Mansa.




Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, District Transport Officer, Mansa.

.....Respondent

CC No. 475- of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Darshan Kumar Mittal, complainant in person.

Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu, PCS,  PIO-cum-SDM Mansa having additional charge of DTO Mansa.



Order:


Sh. Darshan Kumar Mittal has made complaints dated 15.3.07 in CC-475/07 and  25.5.07 in CC-958/07 to the State Information Commission in respect of  identical applications under RTI Act dated 5.2.07, with due payment of fee both made to the address of  Sh. Dalwinder Singh, Information Officer, Transport Department, Mansa. In his application dated 5.2.07 he has asked for a list of vehicles (Tractor, Traully, Trucks, Canters, Peter Rehra, buses etc.) which had been challaned/orderd to be impounded in P.S.Mansa by the ADTO Mansa in January, 2007. The ADTO vide his letter dated 7.2.07 provided the number and break-up of each type of vehicles challaned and impounded and mentioned that the copies of challans cannot be supplied due to administrative reasons (it may be noted that the copies of challans have never been asked for by the complainant).
2.

Today, the details of those vehicles numbering 121 containing the registration number etc. has been supplied to the complainant. During the course of this case, an interest fact had come up where the complainant stated that as per information got by him under the RTI from the SHO Mansa, (separate application not on file) not a single vehicle had been impounded in his Ahata in the month of January, 2007. As per para 2 & 3 of the order of the Commission dated October 3rd, 2007, the PIO had been directed to give his comments/explanation regarding the allegation that a false and misleading statement had been given to the complainant, since the information was dramatically different from the information  given by the Police Thana, the present PIO states that whatever information has been given to him is on the basis of record of that period (before the period of his posting) and he has no comments to make  on the reply given by the Police Thana. The complainant also states that he has no complaint with respect to the present DTO and would not like that he should suffer for the faults of his subordinate posted at that time.
 
With this, the matter is hereby disposed of. A copy of this order should be placed on the identical complaint CC-958/07, which is also disposed of with the same order.

                                                                               Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 




State Information Commissioner
4.03.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ravinder Singh, s/O Sh. Harbans Singh,

Vill. Rurki Kham, THE. Kharar (Mohali).


….Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O, Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.


.....Respondent

CC No.1100-  of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Advocate, complainant in person.



Sh. Ramesh Chand Garg, APIO-cum-DRO, Mohali in person.


Order:


In compliance of the order dated 15.1.08, the APIO has produced the register containing Jamabandies 1938-39 in Urdu. It is clear that the copies of the record appended by Sh. Ravi Singh are from that register. It is also clear that the concerned Patwari has given copies from the Jamabandi register of 1938-39 and has forged the year’s 1950-51 instead of 1938-39, obviously to give some gain, legally not permissible to the concerned persons who have taken the copies from him. 
2.  
The APIO-cum-DRO is directed to bring the matter to the notice of the Deputy Commissioner in so far as the acts of commission by the concerned Patwari are concerned.
3.
He is also directed to bring the matter to the pointed notice of the ADC (Dev) once again in writing with copy to the Sarpanch of the village concerned with regard to the Court Case under Punjab Village Common Lands Act pending with the ADC (Dev.) since forged record is being shown as genuine before that authority. The said Authorities letter written to the APIO that this matter will be kept in mind at the time of final decision shows that the matter is not being treated with the seriousness it deserves.
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4.
On his part the complainant has inspected the register of Jamabandi and is   satisfied. 
With this the matter is hereby disposed of.
              Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)

State Information Commission 
4.03.2008
(Ptk.)

