STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satnam Singh, S/O Sh. Surjit Singh,

Central Jail, Ludhiana.





......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o S.S.P. Tarn Taran.




.....Respondent.

CC No-85-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Manjit  Inder Singh Bal, APIO-cum-DSP(HQ), Tarn Taran.



Sh. Jarnail Singh, S.I, alongwith APIO.


Order: 


With reference to order passed during the last hearing held on 18.3.08, the PIO-cum-SSP Tarn Taran has filed  a compliance report in writing which has been presented by Sh. Manjit  Inder Singh Bal, APIO-cum-DSP(HQ), Tarn Taran personally today. It has been stated that full information has been supplied to Sh. Satnam Singh, S/O Sh. Surjit Singh, under trial prisoner, Central Jail Ludhiana through the Superintendent, Central Jail Ludhiana on 26.3.08. Sh. Satnam Singh has stated that he has received the information “which is Darust”. The said receipt has been attested by the Supdt. Central Jail, Ludhiana. Sh. Surjit Singh had enough time after 26.3.08 till date of hearing to state so, in case the record was not complete in any manner. Therefore, it is presumed that he is satisfied and the matter is disposed of accordingly.

                                                                                Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


08.04. 2008.

(ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bishan Singh,

# 1014, Phase 7, SAS Nagar, Mohali.



......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.


.....Respondent.

CC No-445-of 2007:

Present:
Sh. Bishan Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Ravinder Singh, DDPO Mohali on behalf of DC Mohali.


Order: 


In compliance with the orders of the Commission dated 29.8.07, 2.12.07 and 5.3.08, the Deputy Commissioner, vide his letter dated 28.3.08 has given information on 6 points to Sh. Bishan Singh. After going through the information supplied, it was found that it is out dated. The PIO has been directed to provide fresh reply stating the present position.  Also copy of letter dated 30.10.07 purported to have been endorsed to the Commission but not received has been taken on record today. A copy of the case u/s 7 of the Village Common Land’s Act 1961 which has been filed by Sh. Harbant Singh, SEPO Block Majri in the Court of DDPO on 18.11.07 (one page) has been supplied to Sh. Bishan Singh today. A set of the documents supplied duly indexed, page numbered and attested should also be sent for the record of the Commission. No further time will be given.

2.
It is observed that the PIO does not appear to have satisfied himself about the correctness and validity of the replies dated 28.03.2008 and 01.04.2008 given by him. The DDPO has admitted during the hearing today that the case for the Shamlat land dated 18.11.07 has been filed before the DDPO whereas the entire reply of the PIO/D.C. dated 28.3.08 denies the fact. The PIO-cum-D.C. may like to look into the matter which amounts to supply of wrong and out dated information under the RTI Act before the Commission.

CC-445/2007









-2
3.
The Commission would also like to be apprised of what action the PIO has taken against the lower official for leading him to give incorrect facts being supplied under his signature to the Commission.


Adjourned to 14.5.08.


Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


08.04. 2008.

(ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. I.P Bains

#429, Mota Singh Nagar

Jalandhar 






......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Tehsildar, Sales

Jalandhar 






.....Respondent.

CC No-1198-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant. 


None for the respondent.

Order: 



It is observed that in the order dated 26.03.2008, it has been wrongly recorded that none was present for the complainant, whereas             Sh. I.P Singh Bains complainant was present in the Court.  The previous order dated 26.03.2008 may be read accordingly.
2.

Sh. I.P Singh Bains had applied to examine the “Shajjra Shikni” register which had been issued to him by the Tehsildar, sales vide order dated 2518/IV and order dated 2548/VI (the dates of the orders in both cases are not very clear), in respect of Taur No. 159-160 and 161 in respect of Village Chomo PS, Adampur, Distt.-Jalandhar. He has sent another letter on 04.04.2008 in which he has stated that no information has been given so far by the Tehsildar, Sales.   
3.

It is observed that both the notice for the hearing on 15.01.2008 was issued on 27.12.2007 to both the parties vide registered post. Neither the PIO nor his authorized representative has appeared.  Neither was any status report sent in the matter.  Since, the complainant had also not appeared, the case was adjourned to 13.02.2008 and another opportunity given in the interest of justice to both parties.  On 13.02.2008 once again none appeared for either party.  
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4.

The following order was passed:-

“Order:

It is observed that although it is entirely optional for the complainant to be present to pursue his case, but it is mandatory for the PIO to appear to reply to the notice by reporting that he has already given the information along with a copy of the same for the record of the Commission so that the matter is disposed of or to give the position. The fact that the PIO has not bothered to appear or to give any form of reply on two occasions i.e. on 15.1.08 and 13.2.08 despite due and adequate notice, is a serious matter and cannot be condoned.

2. 
The PIO Office of Tehsildar Sales Jalandhar should immediately supply the information and to report the status of the information supplied to the complainant.

3.
He is also hereby given an opportunity to show cause as to why action u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act should not be initiated against him and a penalty of Rs. 250/- per day, subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in providing the information in keeping with the letter and spirit of the Act.


Adjourned to 26.3.08.”
5. 

On the next date of hearing on 26.03.2008 Sh. I.P Singh Bains the complainant appeared in person, however none appeared for PIO/Tehsildar sales, Jalandhar.  The following order was passed.
“On the last date of hearing on 13.02.2008 notice had been given to the PIO office of the Tehsildar, Sales, Jalandhar under section 20 (1) of the Right to Information Act as to why penal action should not be taken against him and why a penalty of Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for delay in providing the information in keeping with the letter and spirit of the Act.

2.

The PIO is hereby once again directed to give a clear reply to the Right to Information application dated 23.01.2007 of the complainant and to allow him to inspect the said register without fail.

3.

It is seen that neither the information supplied nor any reply given to the show cause notice issued by the Commission.  It is presumed that the PIO has nothing to say and that the Commission can proceed ex-parte against him.  However before doing so the PIO, O/O  the Tehsildar, Sales is hereby given an opportunity for personal hearing as provided under section 20 (1) proviso thereto before the penalty is imposed.
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Adjourned to 08.04.2008.”
6.

Today once again none has appeared on behalf of the PIO.  Despite the case being called many times.  However, Sh. I.P Singh Bains has written a letter dated 04.04.2008 stating that he has not yet received any information.  
7.

Since the PIO/Tehsildar, Sales, Jalandhar has not provided the necessary information nor has he filed any written explanation to the show cause notice under section 20(1) issued to him on 26.03.2008 nor has he availed himself opportunity of the personal hearing provide to him under section 20 (1) proviso thereto before the penalty is imposed.  It is presumed that he has nothing to say in the matter and accepts that he has not provided the information as per the stipulation in the provisions of the Right to Information without any reasonable cause.

8.

The Commission hereby, gives the PIO/Tehsildar Sales, one last opportunity before the imposition of the penalty of Rs. 25.000/- upon him.  He is also directed to immediately provide the necessary information to the applicant.  It may be noted by him that in case the information still not supplied, then in addition to imposing the penalty, it would further be considered by the Commission to recommend disciplinary action against him to the Competent Authority.
9.

A copy of this order should also be endorsed to the PIO/DC Jalandhar for his information and necessary action.  


Adjourned to 14.05.2008 for compliance. 


Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


08.04. 2008.

(Uma)
Copy forwarded to PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar for his information and necessary action.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ramesh Kumar Gupta 

Opp. Guru Nanak Library,

Kapurthala 






......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Deputy Commissioner

Kapurthala, Punjab.





.....Respondent.

CC No-1879, 1880, 1881-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.


Sh. Gajjan Singh, Public Grievances Assistant for PIO 



Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala with letter of authority. 

Order: 



Sh. Ramesh Kumar Gupta complainant has sent the following letter dated 1.04.2008 addressed to the undersigned which states.



CC No. 1879 of 2007




CC No. 1880 of 2007




CC No. 1881 of 2007




Date of Hearing 8-4-2008
Sir,



The above said complaints are pending before the Commission and the next date of hearing of these complaints is 8-4-2008.



Since the respondent has supplied all the required information and in view of that the complainant does not want to press his complaints.  It is humbly requested that these complainants may kindly be allowed to withdraw and oblige.

2.

As such the above three complaints are hereby disposed of accordingly.  Letter of Sh. Ramesh Kumar Gupta dated 01.04.2008 as well as a copy of the present order should be placed on each of the two remaining files        (CC-1880 & CC-1881/2007) also.



Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


08.04. 2008.

(Uma)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. G.D. Nahar, Controller Exams,

Para Medical Council, Punjab, SCO 37, Phase 7,

Industrial Area, Mohali.





......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Director Health & family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.











....Respondent.
CC No-325-of 2008: 
Present:
Sh. G.D. Nahar, complainant in person.



Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O DHS for the PIO.



Sh. Chaman Lal, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O DRME.


Order: 


Sh. G.D. Nahar, Controller Exams, Para Medical Council, Punjab vide his complaint dated 18.2.08 stated that  his application dated 4.10.07 for supply of certain information under the RTI Act made to the address of PIO/DHS Punjab with due payment of fee had not been attended to so far. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed.

2.
Today, Sh. G.D. Nahar complainant confirmed having received full information. Shri Narinder Mohan, APIO explained that although the Establishment of paramedical staff is dealt in the Directorate of Health Services, but the work of recognition of the degrees was done by the office of DRME. The information has been supplied both by the PIO, O/O DHS vide the letter dated 7.4.08 (2 pages). Similarly, full information has been supplied by the PIO, O/O DRME by covering letter plus 23 pages. Both have been supplied free of charge since they had not been supplied with 30 days. Sh. G.D. Nahar is satisfied. With this the case is hereby disposed of.



Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


08.04. 2008.

(ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Inderjit Singh,

# 624, Sector 7-B,Chandigarh.




......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o S.D.M, Derabassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.


.....Respondent.

CC No-329-of 2007: 
Present:
Inderjit Singh, complainant in person.



Sh. Gurvinder Singh, APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Derabassi.


Order: 


Sh. Inderjit Singh, vide his complaint dated 14.2.08, made to the State Information Commission stated that information supplied to him by the PIO, SDM Derabassi on 5.2.08 (in connection with his application dated 8.1.08 with due payment of fee) had not been attended to properly, since the information at Sr.No.  4 was not adequate. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed. 

2.
Today the complainant has stated that copy of Rapat No. 137 dated 1.1.1971 of village Mothawali had been stated to be not available in record. The PIO states that Rapat Roznamcha of Patwari is not available and had not been handed over to the present Patwari.

3.
It is observed that record of the Revenue Department which is mandatory to be maintained by the different revenue officials cannot be allowed to go missing with impunity. The State Information Commission has been set up to ensure that information/necessary record is made available all citizens in the interest of transparency. Therefore, the safety and availability of the record is of prime importance. The Commission would like to know what steps have been taken to trace the said Roznamcha waqyiati and whether any responsibility has been fixed /FIR registered for the missing register which does not concern only one person but all persons in the village are affected by this. The answer “not 
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available in the record” is not acceptable without the aforesaid steps being taken in public interest.

Adjourned to 14.5.08.









Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


08.04. 2008.

(ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia.

Vill Sahora Kandi, P.O. Sipersian,

The. Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/O, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.

.....Respondent.

CC No-339, 340 & 341-of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia, complainant in person.




Sh. Mohinder Singh Kainth, ADC for the PIO.



Capt. Karnail Singh, PCS, APIO-cum-SDM, Hoshiarpur.

Order: 


Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia has filed 3 complaints against  separate PIOs, i.e PIO/D.C Hoshiarpur, PIO/A.D.C.(D), Hoshiarpur and PIO/ ADC(G), Hoshiarpur in connection with his application under RTI dated 20.8.07. Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia had made complaints in writing against the Sarpanch Vill. Sahora Kandi, Teh. Mukerian Distt. Hoshiarpur regarding embezzlement as well as encroachment and illegal occupation of Shamlat land by him.  He had been making complaints to all authorities including the President of India. In his application he had asked for a copy of the inquiry report and action taken on his complaint against the said Sarpanch. He stated that,

 “I am not satisfied with the manipulated information sent to me by the D.C Hoshiarpur in reply to my above said application. The truth has not been brought out and the complete information has been hidden under carpet.

You are, therefore, requested to get the investigation done through a special team and correct information be sent to me at an early date.


I am an aggrieved person and have meted out the mental agony with the plea of non supplying the correct and true information and thereby I have suffered an irreparable financial torture. I wish that the truth is brought out and the corrupted people so involved are brought to book immediately.”
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2.
The ADC (D) stated that the full information in connection with the inquiry conducted had been supplied to him by all concerned. However, Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia stated that on the basis of inquiry conducted (where the different allegations had not been found to be correct by the Inquiry Officer) the said Sarpanch had filed a defamation suit against him and the complainant was burdened with making rounds of the Courts as an accused and had been put to much trouble and financial distress. He requested that it may be stated specifically whether any statement had been made by him (K.K.Bhatia) before the Inquiry Officer in the inquiry dated 29.3.03. He stated that he had been called for the inquiry, but he had been made to sit outside and no statement was recorded. He stated that he would be satisfied in case the fact was confirmed that his statement had not been recorded in the said complaint. 
3.
The A.D.C (D), accordingly has given him a letter No. Spl.-8/ADC(D) dated 8.4.08 today during the hearing with copy for the record of  State Information Commission, in which, after going through the entire inquiry and supporting documents, it has been stated that no statement of Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia had been found to have been recorded or is available with the record of the inquiry. However, only Inquiry Report was available with him.  He was not able to say whether the presence of the Krishan Kumar had been recorded in the interim orders (Zimni) of the said case in the inquiry proceedings. The matter would be checked up by him on return to Hoshiarpur. Factual position would be given to Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia in writing as per record alongwith photo stat attested copy of the said entry, if any. Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia stated that he would be satisfied.
4.
It was explained to the complainant that it is not within the scope of jurisdiction of the State Information Commission to order an inquiry, as requested by him, however, armed with whatever information he has been able to get through the RTI, he may approach the Competent Authority in the Executive or the courts, as may be advised.
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5.
The ADC (D) stated that Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia should come to his office on 10.4.2008 at 11.00 AM in the District Administrative Complex where the said information would be given to him. A copy of the receipt from Sh. K.K.Bhatia alongwith a copy of the information supplied should be placed upon the record of the Commission, where after this case will be considered disposed of. A copy of this order should be placed in other two cases also. 

Adjourned to 22.4.2008 for compliance report.


Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


08.04. 2008.

(Ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia.

Vill Sahora Kandi, P.O. Sipersian,

The. Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/O, D.D.P.O., Hoshiarpur.




.....Respondent.

-

CC No-342-of 2007:

Present:
Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia, complainant in person.



Sh. Kuldip Singh, BDPO, on behalf of the PIO.


Order:

Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia vide his complaint dated 6.2.08 made to the State Information commission stated that his application dated 24.8.07 under RTI with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/DDPO Hoshiarpur had not been attended to properly and the information given to him was irrelevant. The reply dated 5.11.07 is enclosed the letter dated 3.3.03 which is in connection with  the inquiry against Sh. Daljit Rai, Sarpanch on the basis of a complaint made by Smt. Sushma Rani, Punch.  It is not at all in connection with his application dated 24.8.07.
2.
I have gone through the application dated 24.8.07 point-wise. It is seen that para 1-3, 12, 13, 14 and 16 are complaint against various authorities regarding their different fault of omission and commission. In so far as item No. 6-11 are concerned, he has already got the information in CC-339-441 today in the Commission. These complaints were against the PIO/D.C. Hoshiarpur, PIO/ADC(D) Hoshiarpur and PIO/ADC(G) Hoshiarpur. As regards item No. 15, he admits that he has already received the information. This left with us item No. 5 only in which he has asked for specific information which should be available on the record of the Panchayat. On this, the APIO-cum-BDPO present in the Court today is hereby directed to summon the said record to his office and to permit Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia to inspect the same.  Sh. K.K..Bhatia is 
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permitted to take notes or to take  copy of any particular document which he wishes to take under rules in the Block office on 6.5.08 and continue to inspect the record for 2-3 days if required. Sh. K.K.Bhatia is directed to give a list of documents required by him in writing after inspection which should be made available to the complainant within 2-3 days. The information should be provided with a covering letter duly attested, indexed and page numbered. The compliance should be reported on 14th of May, 2008 with due receipt from the complainant alongwith a copy of the documents supplied for the record of the Commission. If the complainant has received the information, he need not to appear on the next date of hearing and it will be presumed that he is satisfied with the information.

Adjourned to 14.5.08.


Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


08.04. 2008.

(ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.







......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o






.....Respondent.

CC No--of 2007: 

Present:


Order: 

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


08.04. 2008.

(Uma)

