STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Mukand Singh, S/O Sh. Ujagar Singh,

R/O Shaheed Bhagat Singh Colony,

Rampur Phul, Distt. Bathinda.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Sub Divisiional Officer (Sub Urban)

Sub Division Rampura Phul, Distt. Bathinda.

.....Respondent.

CC No-290-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Mukand Singh, complainant in person.



Sh. Sarabjit Singh, PIO-cum-SDO, Rampura Phul.


Order:



The PIO has presented the compliance report and provided copies thereof to the complainant. With this the case is hereby disposed in terms of the orders of this Commission passed from time to time dated 5.6.07, 11.7.07, 10.9.07 and 7.11.07.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


28.11. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Sh. Jaswant Singh,

C/O National Consumer Awareness Group(Regd.)

# 175, Sector 45-A, Chandigarh.









......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O PUDA, PUDA Bhawan, (Sh. Hardev Singh)

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar, Mohali.

PIO, O/O GAMADA, Mohali.
(Sh. Rahjive Modgil)


.....Respondent.

CC No-315-of 2007: 

Present: 
Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainat in person.



None for the PIO PUDA.



None for the PIO GAMADA.


Order:



Copies of three orders dated 7.11.07, 6.11.07 and 20.3.07, passed by the Commission have been supplied to Sh. Jaswant Singh in the Court today. Since none have appeared for the PIO, PUDA and GAMADA. The orders should be sent to them through registered post.



Adjourned to 16.1.08.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


28.11. 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Sumeet Gupta, Advocate,

Oppo. Guru Nank Library, Kapurthala.


......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/O Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala.


.....Respondent.

CC No-453-of 2007: 
Present:
Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Advocate for the complainant.



Sh. S.S.Chanana, APIO-cum- Distt. Rev. Officer Kapurthala.


Order:



Shri Ramesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate representing  the complainant Sh. Sumeet Gupta, Advocate has presented  a certificate from Suvidha Center, D.C.Officer, Kapurthala in support of his earlier assertion that he had paid the fee along with application under RTI Act dated 8.2.07. This fact has taken note of accordingly as earlier he was neither able to produce any receipt nor proof and the paragraph No. 3 of orders dated 19.9.07 refers.

2.

Today, the case has been adjourned for production of record in the Court. I have find that in the order dated 19.9.07, operative part of the order the words “to be produced in the Court” are missing in line 4 after word wine shop, it may be considered amended and read accordingly.

3.

However, another application in CC-837/07 titled S.K.Gupta, Advocate Vs D.C.Kapurthala (identical) come up for hearing on 6.11.07. It had been ordered that CC-838/07 and the present case be clubbed together.  Also Advocate Sh. Amar Vivek, on behalf of Sh. Manmohan Singh Bajwa had sought to be impleaded as third party and certain directions had been passed on the application while adjourning both cases to 9.1.08. This case shall also be taken up on that date. PIO is required to produce the record again on that date.



Adjourned to 9.1.08.

Sd/-


  





  
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.11. 2007.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate,

Lawyers for Social action, 

Hall No.,1, Opp. Chamber Nop. 106,

Ist Floor, Lawyers Comples,

Distt. Court, Ludhiana.





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


.....Respondent.

CC No-590-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. J.K.Jain, PCS, Executive Magistrate, Officer Incharge, on 


behalf of the PIO.


Order:



The present PIO is the Executive Magistrate, Ludhiana to whom the application of the applicant was transferred by the PIO u/s 5(4) of the RTI Act. He has present a compliance report dated 27.11.07(covering letter) alongwith copies of information provided to the applicant (4 pages). The information has been sent to the applicant by speed post as had been asked for by him in his original application. From the reply it is seen that the copy of the notification under the provision of Domestic Violence against Women Act had never been endorsed to the Deputy Commissioner. Hence most of the questions posed by the complainant were not application to the Ludhiana district.

2.

Sh. Surinder Pal, advocate was present on the last date of hearing on 9.10.07. Vide notice dated 18.10.07 once again the date of hearing was intimated to him. Since he has not appeared, it is clear that he has received the information and is satisfied and has nothing more to say. Hence the case is hereby disposed of.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


28.11. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Mankuljit Singh, S/O Sh. Niranjan Singh,

Shiv Mandir Road, Oppo. Jaspal Doctor,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.









......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Collector Farozepur.

PIO, O/O SDM Ferozepur.




.....Respondent.

CC No-593-of 2007: 
Present:
Sh. Mankuljit Singh, complainant in person.



Sh. Tej Singh, Tehsildar, Farozepur.


Order:



The APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Ferozepur does not appear to have received page 3 of the order dated 3.11.07 containing paragraphs 5-7 passed by the Commission, which has been supplied to him today. The APIO has brought with him all documents required in para 5 of the order i.e. Register of Patwari, register of Chowkidar Sohan Singh, Original Roznamcha containing entry No. 471 as well as a single sheet containing Parat Sarkar of Mutation No. 2930 dated 21.1.2000 (not the entire register) and none of the supporting papers produced at the time of sanction.  Neither have the instruction of FCR regarding the level of decision in all cases of mutation of inheritance been produced. Answers to questions posed in paras 2, 3 & 4 (4 numbered twice) of the order were also to be provided.

2. 
Today, Sh.Mankuljit Singh has inspected the record and has taken copies of the necessary entries of Rapat Roznamcha 1899-3199. He has also taken copies of Patwari’s, Mutation Register No. 2917-2942. However, he has requested for details of mutation fee clubbed together as Rs. 3100 and deposited in lump sum by the Naib Tehsildar Talwandi Sabo. He has requested that full details of Parat Sarkar, (Mutation Register with the government) be allowed to be examined including supporting documents. He has also requested that copies of his letter dated 11.10.05, 12.4.06 and 24.6.06 to the Naib Tehsildar, Talwandi 

CC-593/07








P-2

Bhai sent by registered post may be confirmed and copies supplied to him as per his original request.

3. 
The APIO-cum-Tehsildar Ferozepur is hereby directed to produce the Government’s Mutation Register containing the relevant mutations and not the single leaf taken out, as directed earlier. He may also comply with the remaining directions given in the order of the Commission dated 3.10.07.



Adjourned to 6.2.07.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


28.11. 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

P>Box No. 361, Head Post Office,

Ludhiana.







......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O S.D.M (West), Ludhiana.



.....Respondent.

CC No-626-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Mukesh Kumar, Sub Registrar, authorized representative 


of the PIO.


Order:



Sh. M.K.Sharma, Sub Registrar, Ludhiana who is present in the Court today has presented a copy of the reply dated 21.11.07 which he states has been sent by post to the complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh. I have gone through the reply to each question and the requirement of the applicant have been fully met. I find that the reply had been given earlier also by the SDM(West) on 28.3.07 and now the  2nd time  copy with all  details pertaining  point No. 1 have been provided to him. It appears that Sh. Tejinder singh had contacted the Head Office today asking for an adjournment. However, in view of the reply provided, it does not appear necessary to let this caselinger further and thus the case is hereby disposed of.
Sd/-


  





   
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.11. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Sawinder Kaur, W/O Lt. Col. J.S.Sandhu,(Retd.)

# 795, Urban Estate, Phase I,

Jalandhar.







......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Distt. Education Officer (S) Jalandhar.


.....Respondent.
CC No-647-of 2007:
Present:
Lt. Col. J.S.Sandhu(Retd.) Husband of Smt. Sawinder Kaur, 


Complainant.



Sh. Hem Ran, APIO-cum-Supdt, O/O.DEO (JS)Jalandhar.



Sh. Chhote Lal,Clerk, O/O DEO(S) Jalandhar.
Order:



On the last date of hearing on 9.10.07, Smt. Sawinder Kaur had pointed out (on telephone) when contacted by the undersigned during the court hours that he has received all information except the supporting documents of the inquiry. The PIO have been directed to supply the remaining documents to her which he himself in his reply had stated would be supplied to her within a week after obtaining that from the insquiry Officer.

2.

Today, Smt. Sawinder Kaur, is represented by her husband Lt. Col. J.S.Sandhu. It is seen that original application under the RTI Act made by her is dated 10.11.06 supported by the receipt of Rs. 10/- deposited on 11.11.06. In this application she has asked for an attested copy of the inquiry. That attested copy has been supplied to the complainant. However, she has given as a follow up many other letters asking for further information which are not part of her original application and no complaint lies against the PIO for non supply of further documents, not included in the original application. The applicant is advised to put a separate application to the PIO for any further documents that he requires. A copy of this order should also be placed on CC-648/07 which is identical and which is also
disposed of accordingly.
Sd/-


  





   
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 

28.11. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurdev Singh S/O Sh. Jit Ram,

#228, Gali No. 2, Kundan Nagar,

Ferozepur.






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Distt. Education Officer (S) Ferozepur.


.....Respondent.

CC No 651-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Ranjit Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O DEO(S) Ferozepur.


Order:



The APIO-cum-Supdt. states that the information as required by the applicant has already been given as is available in their office. However, copies of the decisions of the writs are to be looked for in other offices including DPI office for which he has sought time.



Adjourned to 6.2.07. 
Sd/-


  





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner 


28.11. 2007.

