STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Ramesh Sharma

#15/300, 50 feet, Pathankot Road,

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.




......Complainant






Vs.
1.  PIO/.O/o. Distt. Education Officer (S) Sangrur.

2.  PIO, the then Principal, Jagjit Inder Singh, Prem Basti, Sangrur

3.  PIO Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh, Principal, DIET, Jagraon, 

     Distt. Ludhiana 













.....Respondent. 
CC No-33-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Ramesh Sharma, husband of the complainant for 



complainant.



PIO, O/O Distt. Education Officer (S) Sangrur.



PIO, the then Principal, Jagjit Inder Singh, Prem Basti, Sangrur



PIO Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh, Principal, DIET, Jagraon,



Distt. Ludhiana 
Order: 



Since the time was over, this case could not be taken up.  Let the case be fixed for hearing on 25.06.2008.


Sd/-

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


22.04. 2008.

(Ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Jaswinder Singh,Punjabi Master,

Govt. Middle School, Vill. SIAU, 

The. & Distt. SAS Nagar.





Complainant






Vs.

1. PIO, O/O,Distt. Education Officer (S) Sangrur.

.....Respondent
CC No.069- of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Jaswinder Singh, complainant in person.

Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh, the then DEO(S) Sangrur, now Principal DIET, Jagraon.



Sh. Ashok Bhalla, DEO(S) Sangrur.



Sh. Pawan Kumar, APIO-cum-Supdt.


Order:

The information with respect to the application under RTI Act made by Sh. Jaswinder Singh dated 14.12.06, made to the address of PIO –O/O, DEO(S) Sangrur has been supplied to him by the PIO. However, Sh. Jaswinder Singh stated that in the supporting papers of the inquiry report, the specific questionnaire of 4-5 pages in which on one side question had been written by the Inquiry officer and opposite to that he had given his response in writing were missing.  The questionnaire includes question like “are you a terrorist etc.” The PIO had been directed to locate the said papers which had not been given to him on the pain of an adverse inference to be drawn against the Inquiry Officer. Those papers have still not been provided. There is also some tampering with the file as extraneous papers appear to have been added to the inquiry file and some are missing which has been detailed by me in my order dated 19.9.07. Sh. Jaswinder Singh has also pointed out that only one page of the questionnaire had been given to him and the remaining papers had not been provided to him till date. However, it is now for the Competent Authority to draw whatever inference it may like regarding the allegedly missing papers.

2.
Regarding the other matter of tampering with the file mentioned above, it is seen that a very light view of the matter has been taken by the PIO-cum-DEO(S) Sangrur. The DEO(S) has not apprised himself of the Commission’s order passed in 
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detail on 19.9.07. In fact, explanation of the Superintendent Sh. Pawan Kumar, under whose supervision the file was required to be prepared for production in the Court was to be called, as well as that of Sh. Ajaib Singh, Junior Asstt. in whose custody the said file remained.  The DEO(S) has in fact preempted the fixing of responsibility by straight way issuing of warning to one Sh. Varinder Kumar who was nowhere in the picture before the Commission. He is stated to have now been transferred. All this makes very unsatisfactory reading.

3.
The  present PIO-cum-DEO(S) Sh. Ashok Bhalla, Sh. Pawan Kumar Superintendent and Sh. Ajaib Singh, Jr. Asstt. All are hereby issued notice u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act as to why penalty, as provided u/s 20(1), be not imposed upon them for the great delay in providing information to the complainant as well as for the various faults of omission and commission on their part as pointed out in various orders of the Commission dated 6.7.07, 18.7.07, 19.9.07 and 19.12.07.  They may each file a written reply within 30 days from the issue of this order at least before 10 days from the next date of hearing. They may take note that if they do not file written reply, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed ex-arte.


Adjourned to 25.6.2008.

                                                                                            Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

23.04.2008
(Ptk.)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kikkar Singh, S/O Sh. Nand Singh,

Vill. Kanach, The. & Distt. Ludhiana.



.….Complainant






Vs.

PIO, O/O,Distt. Revenue Officer, Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana.







.....Respondent
CC No. 536- of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Jagdeep Singh, S.O Sh. Kikkar Singh, for the complainant.


Sh. Karanjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Kumbkalan(holding addl. charge)

Order:

The APIO-cum-Naib Tehsildar has stated that the Tehsildar has reported that Khewat numbers and Khatoni numbers required by the complainant with regards to the Khewat Istemal are not available and the Tehsildar has made a detailed report to the SDM in this connection. However, it is observed that neither any reply has been provided to the complainant nor has any communication been addressed to the Commission in writing. It is observed that the record which is mandatory to be maintained by the Revenue Authorities cannot be accepted as being “not available” with impunity. The Commission has to ensure that the citizens are enabled to have access to the record they need. For this, it is also necessary to ensure that records are secure. The Commission is interested to know what action has been taken by the Revenue Authorities to locate this record, if available in alternative offices. If not, what action has been taken to fix the responsibility for the loss thereof and or to register the FIR.

2.
It is also seen that the PIO has not cared to file the reply to the show cause notice issued to him vide para 4 of the order dated 8.1.08 u/s 20(1) for imposing penalty as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Before it is presumed that he has nothing to say in the matter, he is hereby given another opportunity to file his written reply. It may be noted that in case he does not supply the information or does not file the reply, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission will proceed ex-parte in the matter. 
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Adjourned to 28.5.08 to file reply and/or for fixing the responsibility as well as for consideration of the written reply of the PIO to show cause notice, if any.
 





Sd/-





(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

23.04.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Dr. Suresh Chauhan

25-f, B-Block, Ranjit Avenue

Amritsar 






......Complainant






Vs.

1.  PIO/.O/o. Secretary Deptt of Higher Education, Pb.

     Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2.  PIO/.O/o Secretary, Deptt of Medical Education & Research

     Govt. of Punjab, Civil Secretariat, Sec 1,

     Chandigarh  

3.  PIO/.O/o Director

    Ayurveda Unani Sidhi and Homeopathic

    C/o Govt. Ayurvedic College, Patiala

    (Near moti bagh, Patiala)



.....Respondent.





CC No-855-2007: 

Present:
Capt. Navdeep Singh, Advocate for complainant.



Sh. Prem Singh Aulakh, APIO-cum-Supdt.



Sh. G.S Bajwa, Asstt. Director of Deptt of Higher Education,



Sh. Om Parkash, APIO-cum-Supdt.  on behalf of the PIO, 


Director AUSH.
Order: 



Sh. Naveen Batra has once again appeared and presented reply dated 23.04.2008 on behalf of Sh. Luxmi Narain Ayurveda College, Amritsar.  He states that he has been directed by the Director, AUSH, Punjab to do so.  However, the said college being unaided and even otherwise not covered under the Right to Information Act 2005 as a Public Authority, the said reply filed on behalf of the college appears redundant.

2.

In compliance with order dated 19.03.2008 of the Commission contained in para 4 thereof.  The PIO/Secretary Higher Education has filed reply dated 22.04.2008 addressed to the complainant with copy to the Commission.  Similarly, the APIO Sh. P.S Aulakh on behalf of PIO/Secretary Medical Education and Research Punjab has presented letter dated 15.04.2008 addressed to the Commission with copy supplied today to the applicant during the hearing.        Sh.  Om Parkash on behalf of the PIO, Director AUSH ahs given letter dated 23.04.2008 with copy to complainant.  All three authorities have stated that there 
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is no precedent of any action having been taken against any unaided college under the provision of the Punjab Affiliated College (Security of Service of employees) Act 1974, particularly in respect of section 9 (A).  With this the information stands supplied and the case is hereby disposed of.


Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


23.04. 2008.

(Uma)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Charanjit Singh Aulakh

#113/A, Raj Guru

Ludhiana 





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o. Distt. Revenue Officer

Ludhiana 





.....Respondent.

CC No-967, 1057/2007: 
Present:
Sh. Charanjit Singh Aulakh complainant in person.



Sh. Ajit Singh Gill, Suptdt. 



Sh. Sajjan Singh, APIO-cum Suptdt.
Order: 



On the last date of hearing in para 6 of the order dated 23.01.2008, the PIO have been directed to give full information as per his application.  Vide covering letter dated 22.04.2008 the information has been supplied to the applicant during the hearing today (24 pages including covering letter).  A copy thereof has also been supplied for the record of the Commission.  With this the information stands supplied in so far as PIO/DRO Ludhiana is concerned.

2.

However the written explanation of the PIO has not been received and neither has he appeared himself.

3.

On the last date of hearing in para 8 of the order dated 23.01.2008 it had been directed that a copy is to be sent to the PIO/FCR, Punjab since a separate application with separate fee for the same identical matter had been sent to the FCR also.  Today Sh. Sajjan Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO on behalf of the FCR is present and has stated that reply has since been supplied to Sh. Charanjit Singh Aulakh vide letter dated 20.02.2008. in connection with CC-1138/2007 title Sh. Charanjit Singh Aulakh Vs. PIO/FCR’s office.  With this the 
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information stands supplied and the case is hereby disposed of.  A copy of this order should be placed on the file CC-1057/2007 (identical).


Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


23.04. 2008.

(Uma)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Singh Sodhi (Retd. Supdt.),
#2866, Phase-VII, Mohali




......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o. Director

State Transport, Pb.,

Jeewan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh 




.....Respondent.

CC No-973 A- 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Kuldip Singh Sodhi, Retd. Supdt. complainant in person.


Sh. Balwinder Singh, APIO-cum-Law Officer,



Sh. Hans Raj, Law Officer, Punjab Roadwage, Chandigarh



Sh Sarabjeet, Law Officer, Moga

Order: 



On the last date of hearing on 08.01.2008, the PIO stated that full information had been supplied. However Sh. Kuldip Singh Sodhi pointed out that the copy of the rules supplied to him had not been up dated.  Now the revised Model Service Rules have been provided to him on 14.01.2008.  I have seen the original receipt and Sh. Kuldip Singh also confirms the matter.  With this the case is hereby disposed of.


Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


23.04. 2008.

(Uma)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Singh Sodhi (Retd. Supdt.),

#2866, Phase-VII, Mohali




......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o. Director

State Transport, Pb.,

Jeewan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh 




.....Respondent.






CC No-973 B- 2007: 
Present:
Sh. Kuldip Singh Sodhi, Retd. Supdt. complainant in person.



Sh Sarabjeet, Law Officer, Moga with Sh. Jagraj Singh, Clerk.

Order: 



On the last date of hearing on 08.01.2008 directions had been given to the PIO to supply the necessary information regarding the decision on the representation against adverse remarks conveyed to Sh. Kuldip Singh Sodhi in respect of the confidential report for 1978-79.  Sh. Kuldip Singh had also been advised to make available copy of any document available with him, which may give a clue to its whereabouts to the Moga Depot.  In fact due to his age, the Moga depot had been directed to get the document if any available with him through special messenger.  The representative of the PIO states that one Supdt. Sh. Subhash Chander Sharma had gone his residence but could not find him.  However he (Sh. Sodhi) states that he is not been able to lay his hand on any document connected with ACR’s of 1978-79.

2.

The PIO vide his letter dated 10.03.2008 has also stated that above position and also that despite making full efforts the said documents could not been located in Moga, Depot of the Punjab Roadwage and the applicant is also not able to give hint about it.  The case has regretfully to be closed.

Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


23.04. 2008.

(Uma)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Singh Sodhi (Retd. Supdt.),

#2866, Phase-VII, Mohali




......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o. Director State Transport, Pb.,

Jeewan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh 




.....Respondent.

CC No-973 C- 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Kuldip Singh Sodhi, Retd. Supdt. complainant in person.



Sh. Hans Raj, Law Officer, Punjab Roadwage, Chandigarh



Sh Amar Singh, Clerk

Order: 



 In compliance of the order of the Commission in the hearing on 08.01.2008, the PIO has presented letter dated 23.04.2008 being covering letter to the documents have been indexed therein, page numbered, duly attested and supplied to Sh. Kuldip Singh Sodhi, Supdt. retd. during the hearing itself.  With this the case is hereby disposed of. 


Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


23.04. 2008.

(Uma)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Charanjit Singh Aulakh

#113/A, Raj Guru

Ludhiana 





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o. Financial Commissioner Revenue 

Punjab, Chandigarh 



.....Respondent.

CC No-1138/2007: 
Present:
Sh. Charanjit Singh Aulakh complainant in person.



Sh. Sajjan Singh, APIO-cum Supdt. 
Order: 



The APIO-cum-Supdt. Sh. Sajjan Singh has requested for some more time since there was a misunderstanding about which application under Right to Information Act was under consideration.  The reply dated 20.02.2008 with two annexures is not complete information with respect to application dated 03.05.2007.  The APIO-cum-Supdt. is hereby directed to supply complete information to him with a covering letter duly indexed, page numbered and attested with reference to this application. The concerned file should be produced.  This information should be sent to him and a set of document supplied should be placed on the record of the Commission also.


Adjourned to 04.06.2008.

Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


23.04. 2008.

(Uma)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

#1446-E, Dashmesh Nagar, 

Vill. Karoran, Naya Gaon, The. Kharar, Distt. Mohali.
Complainant






Vs.

 PIO, O/O, Divisional Forests Officer, Ropar..
.....Respondent
CC No -96- of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. Swarn Lal, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O Divisional Forest Officer, Ropar, and 

Dy. D.F.O.,Ropar.


Order:

The APIO-cum-Supdt., office of DFO Ropar  explained that  despite their best efforts they had not been in a position to locate the notification issued u/s 3 of the Punjab Land Preservation Act, 1900 dated 9.6.1961 which finds mention in paragraph 1 of the notification under section 4 dated 3.2.03 issued under the signatures of S/Sh. RPS Pawar, IAS, and also in para 1 of the notification dated 20.01.2004 section 5 issued under the signature of Sh. P.Ram, IAS, Financial Commissioners and Secretaries to Government Punjab, Department  of Forests and Wild Life respectively. They have been directed to make all out efforts to supply the notification dated 9.6.61 and any schedule thereto since notification dated 9.6.61 u/s 3 is the necessary precursor to further notifications u/s 4 & 5, it is, therefore, not possible that the said notification is not available.  Gazette Notifications are easily available particularly when the number and date is known. The PIO may tap the source of the Controller of Printing & Stationery, the Civil Secretariat Library, FCR’s Library.  Adequate no. of copies of the same are sent by the Controller, Printing & Stationery to the Departments (at whose behest they have been gazetted) which are further circulated by the requesting deptt. in all the concerned offices in the field.

Adjourned to 30.4.2008 for supply of documents.









Sd/-








(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)

 State Information Commissioner
23.04.2008

(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Miss Ravneet Kaur,

#1446-E, Dashmesh Nagar, 

Vill. Karoran, Naya Gaon, The. Kharar, Distt. Mohali.
Complainant






Vs.

 PIO, O/O, Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar, Mohali.
.....Respondent
CC No. 96-A - of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. HIS Grewal, IAS, PIO-cum-D.C.SAS Nagar.



Sh. Ramesh Chand Garg, DRO-cum-APIO, SAS Nagar.


Order:

The PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar, who appeared before me stated that in case no notification issued under the Indian Forest Act, 1927 or amended Forest Acts or PLPA (Chos) Act, 1900 is applicable to the Khasra numbers indicated by the complainant, he would order for the deletion of the unauthorized entry and necessary correction to be made in the revenue record before the next date of hearing i.e. 30th April, 2008. He was directed to supply the information to the complainant with a covering letter.  The documents supplied should be indexed, page numbered and attested. A copy of the documents supplied and receipt by the complainant/proof of registry be produced for the record of the Commission on the next date of hearing.

2.
The Deputy Commissioner also personally explained that he remained under the impression that the Forest Department had since provided the necessary information and that the information requested for pertained only to the Forest Department. This was due to his being extremely busy with day-to-day affairs of the district and he had not been able to attend the RTI application personally, since the DRO had been given the responsibility for the same.  His explanation was accepted since he has assured to take case in future.

3.
 Adjourned to 30.4.08 for supply of documents.


Sd- 
  






(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 








State Information Commissioner.

23.04.2008.(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Chamkaur Singh

Village & Post Office- Khiva Kalan, 

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa 




......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o. Director, Health Services, Punjab, 

Sector 34, Chandigarh 




.....Respondent.

CC No-228/2008: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Mulk Raj , APIO-cum-Sr. Asstt from Director of Health for 


PIO.
Order: 



In compliance with the directions given on the last date of hearing on 25.03.2008, the APIO has produced a copy of the record supplied to           Sh. Chamkaur Singh in accordance with the directions of the Commission (with a covering letter duly indexed, page numbered 1 to 58).  The papers produced for the record of the Commission are however not attested although the APIO states that the papers supplied to the applicant are attested.  He has also produced a photo copy of the Despatch Register to show that the information has been sent by registered post.
2.

Sh. Chamkaur Singh had adequate notice for the hearing today, it had also been mentioned in the previous order dated 25.03.2008 that in case the complainant received the information and proof of receipt is produced and the complainant does not appear, it will be presumed that he is satisfied and case will be disposed of accordingly.  Since he has not appeared it is presumed that he has received the information.  The case is hereby disposed of.


Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


23.04. 2008.

(Uma)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raghbir Singh

1200- 3B2, Mohali




......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o. Principal Secy to Govt., Punjab

Department of Health

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9

Chandigarh 





.....Respondent.

CC No-274- 2008: 

Present:
Sh. Gulshan Jeet Singh,S/o Late Sh. Raghbir Singh Under 


Secy. Retd.



Sh. R.S Jindal, Supdt. Grade-II representative of the PIO.



Smt Jasbir Kaur, Sr. Asstt. 

Order:



Sh. Gulshan Jeet Singh informed the Court that his father Sh. Raghbir Singh under Secretary (FC’s office), (Retd.) had unfortunately passed away on 12.04.2008 at the Fortis Hospital. He stated that till the date of death he had not received the required information. 
2.

Sh. R.S Jindal on behalf of the PIO informed the Commission that vide covering letter dated 15.04.2008, the letter from the Supdt. Litigation, along with the advice of the Department of Prosecution and Litigation dated 04.04.2008 had been supplied to him by registered post.  Proof of registry of even date has been produced vide note of the Despatch Assistant.  A copy was also endorsed to the State Information Commission.  He also stated that separately, the State Information Commission had been addressed vide letter dated 22.04.2008, in which the note received from the FCR’s Secretariat with respect to the appeal filed in the Distt Court Ropar (now Mohali) had been enclosed.  A copy of the same was stated to have been sent to Sh. Raghbir Singh also by registered post, proof of registry is dated 22.04.2008.  Sh. Gulshan Jeet Singh son of Sh. Raghbir Singh who is present in the court state that none of these communications had been received by his father or by him so far.  They have been supplied to him duly attested today during the hearing.  
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With this the full information stands supplied. 
3.

It is observed with regret that the retired officer of the Financial Commissioner Revenue’s office has passed away in the mean time on 12.04.2008. What he hoped to achieve through this application under the Right to Information was to awaken the Department of Health and Family Welfare to the urgency in the matter.  The department however went the extra mile to thwart him in his efforts to get the reimbursement for his medical treatment taken earlier from Sector-32 Hospital, Chandigarh which had been allowed to him through Court order.   The Director Prosecution suggested that an appeal be filed against the order only regarding the Court order for payment of interest for late reimbursement.  To this, the Deptt. of Health had added a spirited defence of the instructions of the Govt. regarding chronic disease certificate and prescriptions only from four or five prescribed hospitals for pensioner’s to become eligible for medical reimbursement.
4.

This case should play the role of a wakeup call for the Department of Health and Family Welfare as well as the Department of Revenue. Just because he did not get the chronic disease certificate from the PGI did not mean that he did not have a chronic disease.  Sh. Raghbir Singh has actually died of such a disease.  


With these observations the case is hereby disposed of.


Sd- 
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


23.04. 2008.

(Uma)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.




......Complainant






Vs.

  PIO/.O/o.


.....Respondent.

CC No- 2008: 

Present:

Order: 

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


22.04. 2008.

(Ptk)
