STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Smt. Ajit Kaur VPO
Sudhar Bazar, Near 

Ravi Studio Distt.

Ludhiana.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer

(Secondary) Ludhiana. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 408 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Ajit Kaur, Complainant in person.
Sh. Madanjit Singh/APIO Sr. Asstt. on behalf of Respondent.


Smt. Ajit Kaur filed a complaint on 23.02.2008 that her original application dated 16.10.2007 has not been attended to. Information sought by her is:-



“Compliance report on directions issued by D.E.O (S) Ludhiana vide letter No.7/2003/2559 dt. 25.08.03”


Today Madanjit Singh/APIO Sr.Asstt. contends that a compliance report has been sent to the Principal Dashmesh Khalsa High School but the complainant states that he is not satisfied. Therefore, the APIO is directed to mark an inquiry on the compliance report and to file compliance report in the Commission on the next date of hearing, along with a copy of the receipt of the information by the applicant as well as a copy of the information supplied for record of the court.  


The next date of hearing is 10.09.2008 at 2:30 P.M.








(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Monika Jindal
H.No.19507 Old Bus

Stand, Bathinda. 

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Jaitu

Distt. Faridkot.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 874 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Satish  Kumar on behalf of the Complainant.

None on behalf of the Respondent.


The complainant submits that all information has been received by him and he is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 






    











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Kanta Kumari
Headmistress Govt. Girls

High School Bhullan

Now Koi, Distt. Hoshiarpur.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Kapurthala.  
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 357 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Kanta Kumari Complainant in person.
Sh. Vinod Kumar, Superintendent/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
Smt. Kanta Kumari filed a complaint on 15.02.2008 that her original application dated 14.11.2007 has not been attended to. 

Information sought by her is regarding her inquiry done by the E.O.,  ACR’s of various teachers and action taken by the D.E.O where ACR’s are not available.

A letter has been received on 29.01.2008 by the complainant stating that the letter has been dispatched to the concerned school to provide information. Another letter along with the information has been presented dated 22.01.2008 which according to respondent was sent to Smt. Kanta Kumari by registered post. She has denied receiving this information which is now presented to her in the court. On examining the information she has marked 7 points which have been denied to her. The respondent is directed that he should give a reply to the discrepancies pointed out by the complainant on the next date of hearing. 
The next date of hearing is 10.09.2008 at 2:30 P.M.





    











         


  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.08
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Jagraj Ram

Reportar, Kesh Sewak 

Dhanola Tehsil & Distt.

Barnala. 
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Veterinary Hospital

Dhanola, Barnala.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 416 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Jagraj Ram, Complainant in person.
Sh. Gurdev Singh, Pharmacist on behalf of the Respondents. 


Sh. Jagraj Ram filed a complaint dated 20.02.2008 that his original application dated 07.01.2008 has not been attended to. 


Information sought by him is:- 

1. Number of goats, sheep, pigs, chicken cocks/hen checked by the department for supply of meat be given?“

2. How many approved meat shops are there in Dhanaola Mandi?”


Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Pharmacist states that he has no knowledge of the information sought since he is just a pharmacist and no Medical doctor has been appointed in the hospital since 1st September 2006. He has given in writing that no inquiry has been made regarding the information sought by the complainant in his application. This letter is also sent to the Secretary, Animal Husbandry to observe that lack of amenities and infrastructure has resulted in non-maintenance of records on the protection of animal/consumer. Keeping in view the fact that information requested for is not available with the Respondent, the case is hereby disposed of. 







    











           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Balvir Singh Sidhu
67/100 Bhai Randhir Singh

 Nagar, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

Ludhian. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 385 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu, Complainant in person.

Sh. Madanjeet Singh, Sr. Assitt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 


Sh. Balbir Singh filed a complaint on 15.02.2008 that his original application dated 13.12.2007 has not been attended to. 



Information sought by him is regarding games organized in the year 2004 to 2007 by the District Education Officer of Distt. Ludhiana. The rest of the questions are co-related to the games which involve certificates, teams organized and expenses etc. The complainant had visited the DEO’s Office in the month of March but no information has been provided to him. 



Therefore, the APIO is directed to send him the required information within one month and to file a compliance report in the Commission.    


The next date of hearing is 10.09.2008 at 2:30 PM.







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Harbhag Singh

Vill. & PO Manuke 

Tehsil Jagraon Distt.

Ludhiana.
…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),
Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO.90 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Harbhag Singh, Appellant in person.
Sh. Madanjeet Singh, Sr.Asstt./APIO on behalf of Respondent. 

Sh. Harbhag Singh filed an appeal received in the Commission on 25.02.2008 that his original application dated 19.09.2007 has not been attended to. He sent a reminder to DEO(S), Ludhiana on 15.11.2007 but did not receive any reply to his application. Information sought by him is regarding:-

“ Report of the complaint against Sh. Rajinder Singh Lect. sent by the enquiry officer Principal Govt. Girls Sr. Sec. School Jagraon to DEO and what action taken?”


The respondent is not prepared with the answers and requests for a period of one month to give the required information. One month is granted to him and he is directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post and to file compliance report in the Commission.


The next date of hearing is 10.09.2008 at 2:30 P.M.







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. R.C.Khurana

449-M, New Generation 

Apartments Ambala Kalka

Road, Zirakpur. 
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar-cum-Sub

Registrar Derabassi. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 321 of 2007
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. R.C.Khurana, Complainant in person.
None on behalf of the Respondent. 


Sh. R.C.Khurana filed a complaint on 08.02.2008 that his application dated 03.11.2007 has not been attended to. 



Information sought by him is regarding New Generation Apartments Dhakoli-Zirakpur (Punjab), built under scheme approved by Punjab Government. All the 4 questions are co-related to the sale deed, acts and rules connected with the scheme of Town Planning. No one has appeared from the respondent and so far no information has been provided to the complainant. Therefore the conduct of the respondent is callous and also failure to give the information clearly stems from the attitude of defiance to the mandate of the statute.  Therefore, the PIO is directed to personally appear at the next date of hearing since so many months have elapsed and no information has been provided. 


The next date of hearing is 15.09.08 at 2:30 PM.
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Lachman Singh Chatha

S/o Sh. Shamsher Singh 

Village Chatta Nanhera

 Tehsil Sunam Distt. Sangrur.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction(S),
Punjab Chandigarh. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2334 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Lachman Singh Chatha, Complainant in person.
None on behalf of the Respondent. 


A letter has been received from the Superintendent DPI(S) Punjab, Chandigarh for request for another date of hearing since all the employees of the department are busy in various activities. Lachman Singh Chatha contends that information provided to him in point No. 5 and 6 in his original application is misleading and incorrect. Another opportunity is given to the respondent to appear in the Commission and to reply to the show cause notice sent to them in the earlier order dated 07.07.2008. 


The next date of hearing is 15.09.2008 at 2:30 P.M.







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Ravinder Sagger,

Amar Colony, Near Bus

Stand, Fazilka.
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Fazilka. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 156 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Baljinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar/PIO in person. 



None appeared on behalf of the complainant either in today’s hearing or the last hearing on 07.07.2008. Today the respondent has presented three pages information with one covering letter which has been sent to the complainant and received by him. Since the complainant has not appeared today, it seems he is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 







           











(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Gurmet Singh

Junior Assistant DRA 

Branch, D.C. Office,

Mansa.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 326 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. M.M. Sabharwal Asstt. Commissioner (G) on behalf of the respondent 


This case has already been dismissed earlier in CC-1966/2007 an identical case in the court of the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj. Therefore, it is closed and dismissed. 
           


















(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Dr. Raj Kumar Garg

S/o Sh. Lal Chand, 

Kumar Hospital Fauji Road,

Kotkapura, Distt. Faridkot.

.
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,
Faridkot.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 95 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Gurbachan Singh Asstt. Controller Finance on behalf of Respondent. 



In the last order dated 09.07.2008, the respondent was directed to provide the remaining information with the complainant within 15 days. Today the respondent Sh. Gurbachan Singh/APIO submits that information was sent to the complainant on 10.07.2008.  As the complainant has not appeared today, it seems he is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of. 
           


















(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Ravi Bedi, S/o late

Sh. Devinder Singh Bedi,

R/o Khalwara Gate, Phagwara,

Distt. Kapurthala. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Phagwara(Punjab)..
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1921 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Ravi Bedi Complainant in person.

Sh. Amarjeet  Paul, SDM/PIO in person.  



In the earlier order dated 09.07.2008, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. Today Sh. Amarjeet Paul, SDM/PIO is present and has not bothered to reply to the show cause notice. The respondent submits that information sought by the complainant is in various other departments and it is not his duty to supply the said information. Section 6(3) is pointed out to him where the original application of the complainant was not transferred within 5 days. He is directed to supply the remaining information (Punjab Government notification) to Sh. Ravi Bedi. He is directed to supply information of inquiry conducted by the Deputy Commissioner regarding registries. 


The next date of hearing is 15.09.2008 at 2:30 P.M.
           


















(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Kirpal Singh Vill.

Kharar R/o Phagwara 

Mohalla Sukhchain Nagar,

Tehsil Phagwara, Distt.

Kapurthala.  

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Kharar

Distt. Mohali.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 173 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Kirpal Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Malkiat Singh, Tehsildar/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.  



Today most of the information has been supplied except regarding Marusies who were conferred the right of ownership under the provisions of Act No. 8 of 1952.  Information sought is regarding that “which part and what Khasra Number of the land of Chamel Kaur were allotted to the said Marusies, complete particulars of the Marusies.  And after consolidation what are the new Khatoni/Khata and Khasra Numbers.”  He wishes to know the previous numbers allotted to them in the Revenue record. The respondent contends that they are not able to trace out the record in the revenue office, so, it is directed that the complainant should visit the office of the Tehsildar on any working day and try to trace out the record with the cooperation of the Tehsildar. A period of two months is provided and at the next date of hearing the compliance report should be submitted if the necessary information has been provided. 


The next date of hearing is 15.10.2008 at 2:30 P.M.   
           


















(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Swaran Singh,

Vill. Budhiana, P.O. Jandu,

Singha, Distt.  Jalandhar. 
…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (S),

Jalandhar. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 359 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Swaran Singh, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.  



The complainant appeared in the court and contends that two more identical cases i.e. CC-1968/07 and 1969/07 have been disposed of in the court of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover (Retd).  Therefore, being identical, this case is hereby dismissed and closed. 
           


















(Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 06.08.2008
