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. Dalbir Bhardwaj, Supdt. (94173-65010)



Heard.



Order is reserved.  



Shall be pronounced in the open court on 08.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh



   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98140-88582)

Jagmohan Singh Brar

S/o Shri Davinder Singh Brar,

Brar Complex, G.T. Road,

Moga.

…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer, 
Moga.







      
   …Respondent

CC No. 2106/09

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Harjinder Kumar, Office of DTO Moga (98728-44751)



Vide order dated 12.08.2010 notice to concerned DTO’s S/Sh. Ravinder Singh, PCS DTO Moga (Now ACA, Amritsar Development Authority Amritsar), Gurpreet Singh Thind, DTO Moga (Presently posted as DTO Sangrur) and Ajay Sood DTO Moga (presently posted as SDM Fazilka) were issued as to why penalty under section 20 (1) of RTI Act be not imposed upon them for causing delay in supply of information. Neither have they sent their reply nor come present at the date of hearing today i.e. 25.08.2010.  

 

A copy of order be sent to these officers by name under registered cover along with a copy of earlier order dated 12.08.2010.  It is made clear that in case no reply to show cause notice is sent before the next date of hearing and they don’t not come present on next date of hearing, further order will be passed on the basis facts available one the file. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 20.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  
Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh



  
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over Harjinder Kumar, Clerk O/o DTO Moga came present and he stated that the requested information has already been delivered to the Complainant.  He was advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing.









Sd/-
Chandigarh



  
    
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010



State Information Commissioner
-:2:-

Copy to by Registered Post:
i)  Sh. Ravinder Singh, ACA, Amritsar Development Authority, Amritsar

ii)  Gurpreet Singh Thind, DTO Sangrur.

iii) Ajay Sood SDM, Fazilka

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98553-44026)

Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa

VPO Sarangdev,

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ajnala.

…Respondent

CC No. 396/10

Order
Present:
None for the parties.


Copy of a letter dated 10.08.2010 has been received from the Tehsildar, Ajnala which states:



“Reference your letter dated 07.07.2010.
It is to inform that the information sought by Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa, village Sarangdev, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar have been sent to him vide this office letter no. 500 dated 30.06.2010 and a copy of the same has been sent to the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa also.   Now no information sought is pending in this office.  A copy of the information provided is attached herewith.”
However, no enclosure to the said letter as stated has been received. 



Two days after receipt of the said letter, the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa visited the Commission’s office and informed that no information had been received by him. 



Today none is present on behalf of the complainant and the respondent.  No reply to the show cause notice has been provided by the Tehsildar-cum-PIO. 



Directions are given to the Tehsildar-cum-PIO to provide necessary information to the complainant within a week.  Reply to the show cause notice, if any, should also be submitted before the next date of hearing.  Complainant is also directed to point out specific shortcomings in the information provided to him according to the letter dated 10.08.2010.  In case no response is received from the respondent, I shall be constrained to initiate proceedings for imposition of penalty.










Contd….2/-

-:2:-



In the next hearing, Tehsildar-cum-PIO Sh. Subhash Padam shall appear in person.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 09.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh



   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. Inderjit Singh, Office Kanungo came present for the respondent and submitted a letter no. 337 dated 19.08.2010 which reads: -

“As per orders dated 11.08.2010 of this Hon’ble Court, the requisite information to the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa, village Sarangdev, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar concerning village Vanjhwala, Khanwal, Sundergarh, Jhanda and has been sent vide this office letter no. 978 dated 18.08.2010.  A copy of the same is submitted to you please.”

He was advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh



   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98553-44026)

Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa

VPO Sarangdev,

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ajnala.

…Respondent

CC No. 395/10

Order
Present:
None for the parties.



Copy of a letter dated 10.08.2010 has been received from the Tehsildar, Ajnala which states:



“Reference your letter dated 07.07.2010.

It is to inform that the information sought by Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa, village Sarangdev, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar have been sent to him vide this office letter no. 500 dated 30.06.2010 and a copy of the same has been sent to the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa also.   Now no information sought is pending in this office.  A copy of the information provided is attached herewith.”

However, no enclosure to the said letter as stated has been received. 



Two days after receipt of the said letter, the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa visited the Commission’s office and informed that no information had been received by him. 



Today none is present on behalf of the complainant and the respondent.  No reply to the show cause notice has been provided by the Tehsildar-cum-PIO. 



Directions are given to the Tehsildar-cum-PIO to provide necessary information to the complainant within a week.  Reply to the show cause notice, if any, should also be submitted before the next date of hearing.  Complainant is also directed to point out specific shortcomings in the information provided to him according to the letter dated 10.08.2010.  In case no response is received from the respondent, I shall be constrained to initiate proceedings for imposition of penalty.










Contd….2/-

-:2:-



In the next hearing, Tehsildar-cum-PIO Sh. Subhash Padam shall appear in person.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 09.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh



      
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Inderjit Singh, Office Kanungo came present for the respondent and submitted a letter no. 337 dated 19.08.2010 which reads: -

“As per orders dated 11.08.2010 of this Hon’ble Court, the requisite information to the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa, village Sarangdev, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar concerning village Vanjhwala, Khanwal, Sundergarh, Jhanda and has been sent vide this office letter no. 978 dated 18.08.2010.  A copy of the same is submitted to you please.”

He was advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh



   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98553-44026)

Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa 

VPO Sarangdev,

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.






   ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ajnala.







    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 390 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
None for the parties.



Copy of a letter dated 10.08.2010 has been received from the Tehsildar, Ajnala which states:



“Reference your letter dated 07.07.2010.

It is to inform that the information sought by Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa, village Sarangdev, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar have been sent to him vide this office letter no. 500 dated 30.06.2010 and a copy of the same has been sent to the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa also.   Now no information sought is pending in this office.  A copy of the information provided is attached herewith.”

However, no enclosure to the said letter as stated has been received. 



Two days after receipt of the said letter, the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa visited the Commission’s office and informed that no information had been received by him. 



Today none is present on behalf of the complainant and the respondent.  No reply to the show cause notice has been provided by the Tehsildar-cum-PIO. 



Directions are given to the Tehsildar-cum-PIO to provide necessary information to the complainant within a week.  Reply to the show cause notice, if any, should also be submitted before the next date of hearing.  Complainant is also directed to point out specific shortcomings in the information provided to him according to the letter dated 10.08.2010.  In case no response is received from the respondent, I shall be constrained to initiate proceedings for imposition of penalty.










Contd….2/-

-:2:-



In the next hearing, Tehsildar-cum-PIO Sh. Subhash Padam shall appear in person.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 09.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh



   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Inderjit Singh, Office Kanungo came present for the respondent and submitted a letter no. 337 dated 19.08.2010 which reads: -

“As per orders dated 11.08.2010 of this Hon’ble Court, the requisite information to the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa, village Sarangdev, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar concerning village Vanjhwala, Khanwal, Sundergarh, Jhanda and has been sent vide this office letter no. 978 dated 18.08.2010.  A copy of the same is submitted to you please.”

He was advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh



   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98553-44026)

Sh. Baldev  Singh Sirsa

VPO Sarangdev,

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.

…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ajnala.

…Respondent

CC No. 392/10

Order

Present:
None for the parties.



Copy of a letter dated 10.08.2010 has been received from the Tehsildar, Ajnala which states:



“Reference your letter dated 07.07.2010.

It is to inform that the information sought by Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa, village Sarangdev, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar have been sent to him vide this office letter no. 500 dated 30.06.2010 and a copy of the same has been sent to the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa also.   Now no information sought is pending in this office.  A copy of the information provided is attached herewith.”

However, no enclosure to the said letter as stated has been received. 



Two days after receipt of the said letter, the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa visited the Commission’s office and informed that no information had been received by him. 



Today none is present on behalf of the complainant and the respondent.  No reply to the show cause notice has been provided by the Tehsildar-cum-PIO. 



Directions are given to the Tehsildar-cum-PIO to provide necessary information to the complainant within a week.  Reply to the show cause notice, if any, should also be submitted before the next date of hearing.  Complainant is also directed to point out specific shortcomings in the information provided to him according to the letter dated 10.08.2010.  In case no response is received from the respondent, I shall be constrained to initiate proceedings for imposition of penalty.










Contd….2/-

-:2:-



In the next hearing, Tehsildar-cum-PIO Sh. Subhash Padam shall appear in person.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 09.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh



   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Inderjit Singh, Office Kanungo came present for the respondent and submitted a letter no. 337 dated 19.08.2010 which reads: -

“As per orders dated 11.08.2010 of this Hon’ble Court, the requisite information to the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa, village Sarangdev, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar concerning village Vanjhwala, Khanwal, Sundergarh, Jhanda and has been sent vide this office letter no. 978 dated 18.08.2010.  A copy of the same is submitted to you please.”

He was advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh



   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98553-44026)

Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa 

VPO Sarangdev,

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.






   ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Ajnala.







    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 391 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
None for the parties.



Copy of a letter dated 10.08.2010 has been received from the Tehsildar, Ajnala which states:



“Reference your letter dated 07.07.2010.

It is to inform that the information sought by Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa, village Sarangdev, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar have been sent to him vide this office letter no. 500 dated 30.06.2010 and a copy of the same has been sent to the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa also.   Now no information sought is pending in this office.  A copy of the information provided is attached herewith.”

However, no enclosure to the said letter as stated has been received. 



Two days after receipt of the said letter, the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa visited the Commission’s office and informed that no information had been received by him. 



Today none is present on behalf of the complainant and the respondent.  No reply to the show cause notice has been provided by the Tehsildar-cum-PIO. 



Directions are given to the Tehsildar-cum-PIO to provide necessary information to the complainant within a week.  Reply to the show cause notice, if any, should also be submitted before the next date of hearing.  Complainant is also directed to point out specific shortcomings in the information provided to him according to the letter dated 10.08.2010.  In case no response is received from the respondent, I shall be constrained to initiate proceedings for imposition of penalty.










Contd….2/-

-:2:-



In the next hearing, Tehsildar-cum-PIO Sh. Subhash Padam shall appear in person.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 09.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh



      
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Inderjit Singh, Office Kanungo came present for the respondent and submitted a letter no. 337 dated 19.08.2010 which reads: -

“As per orders dated 11.08.2010 of this Hon’ble Court, the requisite information to the complainant Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa, village Sarangdev, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar concerning village Vanjhwala, Khanwal, Sundergarh, Jhanda and has been sent vide this office letter no. 978 dated 18.08.2010.  A copy of the same is submitted to you please.”

He was advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh



   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(97802-62435)

Sh. M.R. Dubey

Advocate.

Secretary, Punjab State Anti Corruption & S.W. Org. of India,

Kothi No. 121-K, Lane No. 6,

Majitha Enclave, Patiala.





 …Complainant

Vs.

1. Punjab Nurses Registration Council


SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

2. Mrs. Kanta Devi, Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council, 

SCO No. 109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. 

…Respondents

CC No. 2495/08

Order
Present:
Complainant Er. M.R. Dubey in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Inderjit Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO (94173-98005)



In the earlier order dated 18.08.2010, it was recorded: -

“Part information has been provided to the complainant.  PIO who is present today is having difficulty in understanding the pending information.  Therefore, I have gone through each point regarding the Permission letters for the year 2007-08 and 2008-09 and am of the view that 34-35 Permission letters for the year 2007-08 and 16 Permission letters for the year 2008-09 are pending.”



Copy of letter dated 23.08.2010 has been presented which is addressed by the Respondent to the complainant Sh. M.R. Dubey.  The letter reads: 

“Permission letters for ANM course for the session 2008-09 in respect of the following institutions are being sent herewith: 

1.
International School of Nursing, Tarn Taran 2007-08; 2008-09.

2.
Meera Medical Institute of Nursing, Abohar – 2008-09

3.
Lala Munshi Ram Institute of Health Sciences, Dera Baba Nanak - 2008-09

4.
Guru Nanak Nursing Training Institute, Jalandhar – 2008-09

5.
Sigma Health Training Institute, Ludhiana – 2008-09

    Contd…..2/-




-:2:-

6.
Bhai Mata Dass School of Nursing,, Goraya – 2008-09

7.
Mata Sahib Kaur College of Nursing, Balongi – 2008-09

8.
CH, Gurdaspur – 2008-09

9.
Mai Bhago Institute of Nursing, Tarn Taran – 2008-09

10.
Dr. Shyam Lal Thapar College of Nursing, Moga – 2008-09.

It is to inform you that records for the session 2007-08 are not traceable.”



Today only one permission letter for the year 2007-08 and 10 Permission letters for the year 2008-09 has been provided.   Rest of the information is pending. 



Respondent present further submitted: 

“Complete information in the instant case could not be provided because of shortage of staff.   In this case, Sh. Karamjit Singh, Junior Asstt., Sh. Gurpal Singh, Supdt. Grade I.  The services of Sh. Charanjijt Singh, Junior Asstt. and  Sh. Gurpal Singh, Supdt. have been placed under suspension and the relevant files pertain to them.  As all the files have not been available, the information regarding Permission letters could not be compiled and provided.   Complete information can be provided only when all the files are available.”


Respondent has requested for 15 days’ time to provide complete information, which is granted.


Sh. Dubey requested time to examine permission letters provided to him in the court.    After the hearing, he submitted that some of the permission letters provided are duplicate.  There were heated arguments between the complainant and the respondent.  Therefore, I have given directions to the respondent that all the pending ANM Permission letters for the year 2007-08 and 2008-09 should be presented to me in the court so that I can judge whether all the information has been provided. 



Dr. Jai Kishan, Director, Medical Education & Research is directed to be present in person on the next hearing.  If Dr. Jai Kishan happens to be on leave, Dr. A.S. Thind, Deputy Director, M.E.R. should be present. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 08.09.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.








    Sd/-
Chandigarh



  
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 25.08.2010


State Information Commissioner
