STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(941-89456)

Sh. Vishal K. Gogia,

Advocate,

# 50, Distt. Courts Complex,

Ropar









…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Roop Nagar (Ropar)






…..Respondent

CC- 3423/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vishal Gogia in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Pardeep Singh Dhillon APIO (94176-86133)



Vide request dated 17.08.2010, Complainant sought the following information: -
“1.
List of all the challans under the challan book of the Motor Vehicle Act, 1988.

2.
Rate list of every challans (under the challan book of Motor Vehicle Act) which is enforced by the Distt. Transport Officer presently.”



Complainant states that he sent a reminder also on 23.09.2010.  However, no information has been received.  Present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 04.10.2010 (received in the office on 11.11.2010)



Respondent present states that information was provided to the complainant within the stipulated period of 30 days.  He further states that the original application of the complainant dated 17.08.2010 was received in his office on 10.09.2010 and the relevant information has been provided on 20.09.2010.



Sh. Vishal Gogia is present and states that the information provided is to his satisfaction.



According, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarvinder Jit Singh,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 92, 

Distt. Courts Complex,

Kapurthala – 144601






…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Kapurthala







     
  …..Respondent

CC- 3433/10
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Amit Narula (97791-01677)



Vide request dated 21.07.2010, Complainant sought the following information: -

“1.
Log book of the vehicle issued to DTO Kapurthala along with the service record of the said vehicle.”



However, no information has been received, present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 13.09.2010 (received in the office on 12.11.2010)



Respondent states that the information has already been compiled which is spread over 109 pages.  He also states that the office of Sh. Tarvinderjit Singh, the complainant is housed in the complex of their office and they sent the information 3-4 times but was refused and the complainant had stated that he will accept it in the court. 


Directions are given that the information brought to the court be sent to the complainant by registered post under intimation to the Commission.   Complainant shall submit any shortcomings in the same before the next date of hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner
-:2:



After the hearing, the complainant appeared in person.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Makhan Singh

s/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

Village Bika,

Tehsil & Distt. Nawanshahr





…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Nawanshahr








…..Respondent

CC- 3434/10
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide request dated 31.08.2010, complainant sought the following information: -
· “What is the area of land being cultivated by Baldev Singh and Ajit Singh?  This land belonged to priests of Khankhana wale.  How it came in possession of the above persons? 
· How many houses are built on Khasra No. 104 of Gram Panchayat land at Bika?

· Who are in possession of land in Khasra No. 15/27 and 15/29?



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 15.10.2010 (received in the office on 12.11.2010).



A representative of the respondent Sh. Manga Saini came to the office this morning and has submitted a letter dated 24.12.2010 along with an acknowledgment of the complainant stating that he is satisfied with the information.   The complainant has stated:

“I have carefully studied the information provided by the Naib Tehsildar, Banga.  I am satisfied with the same.  No information is pending.  I do not want to pursue the case any longer.  Therefore, I request that the case be closed now.”



Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pargat Singh

S/o Sh. Harnek Singh,

Vill- Bhaidpuri,

P.O- Kulara,

Tehsil- Samana

Patiala 

 






…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Samana 

Patiala 








…..Respondent

CC- 3438/10
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Roshan Lal, Office Kanungo – (97794-58494)



Vide request dated 20.08.2010, Complainant sought the following information: -

“1.
Who were paid compensation for damage of the crops due to floods in village Kahangarh, Bhutna, Bahmna, Bhedpuri and Dodra?  How much crop was damaged and what was the amount of compensation paid?  Name of the officer who reported the matter to the Govt. be also given. 

2.
Rate list of every challans (under the challan book of Motor Vehicle Act) which is enforced by the Distt. Transport Officer presently.”



Complainant states that he also sent a reminder on 23.09.2010.  However, no information has been received.  Present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 04.10.2010 (received in the office on 11.10.2010)



A telephonic message has been received in the office from the complainant expressing his inability to attend the hearing today due to ill health.  Complainant has sought an adjournment, which is granted. 



Sh. Roshan Lal who is present on behalf of the Tehsildar, Samana states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant on 11.10.2010 according to his original application.   He also states that the complainant has verbally told the officials of the respondent that he wants remedial action taken against the wrong award of compensation for damage to the crops due to floods in village Kahangarh, Bhutna, Bahmna, Bhedpuri and Dodra.   He further states that this is not in the purview of the RTI Act 2005.










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



One more opportunity is granted to Sh. Pargat Singh to specifically point out the shortcomings in the information provided to him since he has sought an adjournment.



For further proceedings, to come up on 07.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dhal Singh Pawar, 

Social Worker,

W-2/408, Jaiton,

Faridkot








 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jaiton









  …..Respondent

CC- 3454/10
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Harpreet Singh Dhaliwal, Tehsildar, Jaiton.



Vide letter dated 26.07.2010, Complainant sought the following information: 
“In cases u/s 107/151, if none appears after bail, what proceedings take place?  Is the amount of bail bond forfeited?  In how many cases the bail bond amount has been forfeited for the period July 2009 till 2010?  Details be provided.”



The instant complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 08.11.2010 (received in the office on 15.11.2010) when no information was provided.



Through an oversight, the notice of hearing had been sent to the office of SDM Faridkot.  The mistake be been rectified by the office.



Sh. Dhaliwal, appearing on behalf of SDM Jaiton stated that the original application of the complainant was received in his office on 27.08.2010 and on 31.08.2010, second part of the information i.e. ‘In how many cases ……’ had been provided.  He further stated that the earlier part of the information sought concerns legal procedure and is not covered under the RTI Act 2005.   However, the complainant has filed a complainant due to non-supply of information on this point.  



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  He is advised to point out specific shortcomings in the information provided so far keeping in mind the proceedings of today’s hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Er. G.K. Nayyar,

# 632, Sector- 16,

Panchkula,

Haryana








`…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Tarn Taran 








 …..Respondent

CC- 3459/10
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Ms. Anuradha. (98150-94011)


For the respondent: Dr. Sukhwinder Singh (98145-49211)



Vide request dated 09.09.2010, complainant sought the following information: -

“1.
Copy of attendance regarding presence on Govt. duty of Dr. Raj Kumar and S. Ganda Singh, both of Civil Hospital, Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran and its related record from 01.12.2007 to 31.12.2007.

2.
Copy of movement register of Dr. Raj Kumar and S. Ganda Singh for performing Govt. duty by them outside the premises of Civil Hospital, Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran and its related record from 01.12.2007 to 31.12.2007.

3.
Copies of orders which were given to Dr. Raj Kumar and S. Ganda Singh for performing Govt. duty outside the hospital premises such as Polio camps, Vaccination Camps, Medical examination camps, inspection of dispensaries, hospitals and medical centres, social service camps and any other duty from 01.12.2007 to 31.12.2007.

4.
Sanctioned Leave account of Dr. Raj Kumar and S. Ganda Singh both of Civil Hospital, Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran and its related record from 01.12.2007 to 31.12.2007.”



A reminder was also sent by the complainant on 21.10.2010.  When no response was received, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 15.11.2010.



A letter dated 06.12.2010 has been received from the office of Civil Surgeon, Taran Taran seeking an adjournment.   Dr. Sukhwinder Singh who is present on behalf of the respondent, stated that he has no knowledge about such a letter. 



Dr. Singh also stated that the information has already been provided vide letter dated 01.12.2010 by speed post.  He further states that they had written to the complainant vide letter dated 20.09.2010 asking him to remit the charges for










Contd……2/-

-:2:-

sending the information by speed post.   He also stated that since no response was received, the information was dispatched on 01.12.2010.  A copy of the information had been brought to the court which has been handed over to Ms. Anuradha present on behalf of the complainant.   


Ms. Anuradha states that the complainant could not come to the court as his flight has been cancelled due to foggy weather. 



Directions are given to the complainant to point out specific shortcomings in the information provided to the respondent who is directed to provide information on the objections well before the next hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Er. G.K. Nayyar,

# 632, Sector- 16,

Panchkula,

Haryana








…..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital,

Patti ,

District- Tarn Taran







 …..Respondent

CC- 3457/10
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Ms. Anuradha. (98150-94011)



For the respondent: Dr. Sukhwinder Singh (98145-49211)



Vide request dated 09.09.2010, complainant sought the following information: -

“1.
Copy of attendance regarding presence on Govt. duty of Dr. Lakhbeer Singh SMO and Sh. Vijay Kumar, Pharmacist, both of Civil Hospital, Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran and its related record from 01.12.2007 to 31.12.2007.

2.
Copy of movement register of Dr. Lakhbeer Singh SMO and Sh. Vijay Kumar, Pharmacist, regarding performing Govt. duty by them outside the premises of Civil Hospital, Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran and its related record from 01.12.2007 to 31.12.2007.

3.
Copies of orders which were given to Dr. Lakhbeer Singh SMO and Sh. Vijay Kumar, Pharmacist, for performing Govt. duty outside the hospital premises such as Polio camps, Vaccination Camps, Medical examination camps, inspection of dispensaries, hospitals and medical centres, social service camps and any other duty from 01.12.2007 to 31.12.2007.

4.
Leave account of Dr. Lakhbeer Singh SMO and Sh. Vijay Kumar, Pharmacist, both of Civil Hospital, Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran and its related record from 01.12.2007 to 31.12.2007.”



A reminder was also sent by the complainant on 21.10.2010.  When no response was received, the present complaint has been filed with the Commission vide letter dated 15.11.2010.



A letter dated 06.12.2010 has been received from the office of Civil Surgeon, Taran Taran seeking an adjournment.   Dr. Sukhwinder Singh who is present on behalf of the respondent, stated that he has no knowledge about such a letter. 











Contd…..2/-
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Dr. Singh also stated that the information has already been provided vide letter dated 01.12.2010 by speed post.  He further states that they had written to the complainant vide letter dated 20.09.2010 asking him to remit the charges for sending the information by speed post.   He also stated that since no response was received, the information was dispatched on 01.12.2010.  A copy of the information had been brought to the court which has been handed over to Ms. Anuradha present on behalf of the complainant.   



Ms. Anuradha states that the complainant could not come to the court as his flight has been cancelled due to foggy weather. 



Directions are given to the complainant to point out specific shortcomings in the information provided to the respondent who is directed to provide information on the objections well before the next hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nirbhay Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

VPO Changal,

Distt. Sangrur 







      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sangrur 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Sangrur. 
3.
S.H.O.


Police Station Sadar,


Sangrur.







…..Respondents

AC- 994/10
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Nirbhay Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Harbans Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Longowal (94171-89994)



Vide request dated 18.06.2010, appellant sought the following information: -
“Copy of application for demarcation dated 03.12.2009, order passed on first hearing and last hearing along with copy of order of Sadar Police Station, Sangrur.”



First appeal was filed with the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur and the instant second appeal has been preferred with the Commission (received in the office on 15.11.2010)



Sh. Harbans Singh present from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur states that the application submitted by the appellant was sent in original to the SHO Police Station Sadar, Sangrur and it has been lost / misplaced by them.   He has also submitted a letter wherein this fact has been stated by the office of Police Station Sadar, Sangrur.  



In the circumstances, the SHO Police Station Sadar, Sangrur is made a respondent in this case.  Directions are given to the PIO in the office of SHO Police Station Sadar, Sangrur to trace the application in question and provide a copy of the same to Sh. Nirbhay Singh.  











Contd…..2/-
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SSP Sangrur was contacted over the telephone who assured that he would look into and assist in the matter.   



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.01.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner
C.C.
Senior Superintendent of Police,


Sangrur.


For information.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94172-49132)

Sh. Sudesh Kumar

s/o Sh. Dasaundhi Ram

B-1, 1422,

Ram Nagar,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.







            …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.



                                    
            …..Respondent

CC- 2555/2010

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO Ludhiana (98726-30545)



In the earlier hearing dated 01.12.2010, it was recorded: 

“Respondent also stated that he has written to Sh. Ujagar Singh to submit a copy of the documents provided at the time of obtaining learner’s licence in 2006 and that the certificate issued in 2009 is not acceptable.  He further said that they would take suitable action in the matter as per the provisions of the Motor Vehicle Act.



Sh. Sudesh Kumar is satisfied with the proceedings in the case.” 



Complainant who was present in the office today informed that he had to leave suddenly due to some personal work.


Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO present states that they have already written to Sh. Ujagar Singh directing him to submit the proof of his residence submitted at the time of getting the licence.  He also stated that if Sh. Singh fails to provide the same, further necessary action as per law shall be initiated against him. 



Reply to the show cause notice has also been provided wherein it is stated:

“This is with reference to the orders of the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Punjab Chandigarh dated 10.11.2010 vide which show cause notice has been served upon me asking me to show cause as to why a penalty under section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 should not be imposed upon me for non-supply of the information to the applicant/ complainant. 










Contd..2/-
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That at the outset it is respectfully submitted as under:

1.
That at the out set it is submitted that I hold the Hon’ble State Information Commission, Punjab in high esteem and I tender my unconditional apology for my alleged irresponsible attitude if any. It is however, submitted that as mentioned in the orders, the matter involved in the present complaint case has not been taken lightly by the undersigned which is apparent from the following facts. 

2.
That the applicant/ complainant was supplied the complete particulars of Learner’s licence bearing No. 114466 which was issued by this office in favour of Shri Ujagar Singh s/o of Shri Ram Raj Singh vide this office letter No. 2239 dated 11.03.2010 (Photocopy enclosed herewith)

3.
That despite the best efforts having been made by this office, since the relevant papers regarding the issuance of the said learning licence could not be located from the old records of this office, as such, the complainant was duly informed vide this office letter No. 8341 dated 01.09.2010 (Photocopy enclosed) stating that the relevant papers were not available with this office and the possibility of these papers having been destroyed due to heavy rains in the past and knee deep water in the office could not be ruled out. The Hon’ble Commission was also apprised of these facts vide this office letter No. 8734 dated 06.09.2010. (Photocopy enclosed herewith)

4.
That in compliance with the orders of the Hon’ble Commission dated 08.09.2010 to supply the complete information to the applicant/ complainant, Shri Ujagar Singh s/o Shri Ram Raj Singh (in whose favour Learning Licence bearing No. 114466 was issued by this office on 22.12.2005) was requested to supply the copies of the Proof of his Date of Birth and the place of his residence attached by him with his application vide this office letter No. 4178/DTO/Ldh dated 20.09.2010. (Photocopy enclosed herewith)

5.
That the Xerox copies of the proof of Date of Birth  and Place of residence as supplied to this office by Shri Ujagar Singh s/o Shri Ram Raj Singh were supplied to the applicant/ complainant vide this office letter No. 9386 dated 12.10.2010, a copy of which was also endorsed to the Hon’ble Commission vide Endst. No. 9387 dated 12.10.2010. (Photocopy enclosed herewith)

6.
That in pursuance of the orders of the Hon’ble Commission dated 10.11.2010, Shri Ujagar Singh s/o Shri Ram
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Raj Singh has again been summoned to attend this office on 30.11.2010 along with the documents and in case any other document is produced by him in support of his Date of Birth and Place of his residence, other than the ones which have already been supplied to the applicant/ complainant, the same shall also be supplied to the applicant/ complainant. The applicant/ complainant has been informed in this behalf vide this office letter No. 10551 dated 19.11.2010 with a copy to the Hon’ble Commission vide this office endst. No. 10552 dated 19.11.2010.
7.
That in case in the opinion of the applicant/ complainant, Shri Ujagar Singh s/o Shri Ram Raj Singh has obtained the driving licence from this office on the basis of non-genuine documents, he is at liberty to make a representation to the competent authority for the cancellation of his (Shri Ujagar Singh) driving licence.” 



Sh. Sudesh Kumar who is not present today, to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the submissions of the ADTO Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar in today’s hearing.



Reply given to the show cause notice by the respondent shall be taken up in the next hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 14.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94780-28554)

Kumar Keshav

s/o Sh. Anil Kumar

Plot No. 8,

Jaswal Complex,

Opp. Central Jail, Tajpur Road,

C Bhamian,

Ludhiana.








 …..Complainant



 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.





                   
             …..Respondent

CC- 3010/2010

Order

Present:
Sh. Namit Gautam, advocate, counsel for the complainant (98147-19996)
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, ADTO Ludhiana (98726-30545)



A letter dated 14.12.2010 has been received from the complainant which reads: -

“Reference to your CC no. 3010 fixed for 27.12.2010, I regret to inform you that the PIO C/o DTO Ludhiana is deliberately making lame excuses to supply me the required information. The information supplied by the PIO C/o DTO Ludhiana is false, misleading and incomplete as is evident from the photocopies of two different information (enclosed). Furthermore, the PIO has failed to supply me the required information within the prescribed time limit under the RTI Act, 2005. Hence, there is no question of paying any additional fee for the information assessed under section 7(6) of the RTI, Act, 2005. Every time just a day before the appearance before you honor, the PIO writes me a letter to collect the information from his office by making the payment of the cost of the Photostat  of the documents and in spite of my repeated visits to his office, I have not been supplied any information as of yet. I am fed up with the visits to the office of the PIO c/o DTO Ludhiana. 

In regard to false information given by the PIO C/o DTO Ludhiana for the working of Non-Government employees in his office, Please find enclosed herewith a list of Non-Government persons working with the Government employees in his office. I 
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am ready to file an affidavit in this regard or you may depute some of your officials to verify these facts. 

It is, therefore, requested that an appropriate action in this regard may be initiated by you under the sections of the RTI Act, 2005.”


Respondent present states that they had written to the complainant on 01.09.2010 and again vide letter dated 25.11.2010, he was advised to remit Rs. 3,910/- towards cost of the photocopies of the documents to be provided and this was followed by a reminder dated 07.12.2010.  However, no response was received.



I have discussed the matter with the counsel representing the complainant that communication demanding the charges was within the stipulated period of 30 days.   However, he stated that he will convey and discuss this with the complainant.   He further stated that he would convince the complainant for payment of the costs demanded by the respondent. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 14.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 27.12.2010



    State Information Commissioner
