STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. K.S. Gill,

Advocate,

10, Rose Avenue,

Near Officers Colony,

Ferozepur City







 ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 635/10 

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.


For respondent: Sh. Nachhattar Singh, Supdt. (98147-03823)



The instant case CC 635/10 has been transferred from the court of Hon’ble SIC Sh. P.P.S. Gill vide order dated 26.03.2010.  The original application for information is dated 01.12.2009 while the complaint has been filed on 17.02.2010.  The information sought is: -

“Order of State Information Commission Punjab, Chandigarh regarding violation of RTI Act 2005 by Principal Vandana Shukla of S.D. College, Sultanpur Lodhi.”



CC No. 2445/08 by the same complaint was disposed of by me vide order dated 03.08.2009 when both the parties were satisfied. 



In the instant case i.e. CC 635/10, respondent is directed to inform the Commission as to what action has been taken by Secretary Education regarding 7 days’ notice given to Harjinder Kaur by the Principal, S.D. College for Women, Sultanpur Lodhi, vide letter dated 11.09.2008 for filing an application under the RTI Act.  I am also quoting the order passed by me on 04.02.2009 in CC No. 2445/08 for further reference: -

“Information has been provided to the complainant on five points except point No. (a) and certified copies of the dispatch register pertaining to 01.07.2007 to 10.06.2008.  Rajinder Kaur who is representing the PIO submits that she is not authorized either to certify the copies or to answer the queries regarding the case.  Therefore, remaining information should be provided to the complainant within 15 days and PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of
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hearing.

It is also pointed out that the Principal, S.D. College for Women in a letter dated 11.09.2008 has given seven days for an explanation from Harjinder Kaur wife of the complainant otherwise disciplinary action will be initiated against her  under the rules laid down by the University Calendar.  This letter which is attached along with order clearly stems from an attitude of defiance against the directions of the RTI Act, 2005 and Secretary Education should personally look into this matter.”


Respondent present who is from the DPI (Colleges) states that the application was transferred to them by the Secretary Higher Education and that he will provide this information by the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 21.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh

Village Dumewal,

P.O. Jhaj,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar








 ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1030/08 

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For respondent: Ms. Neelam Bhagat, Dy. Director-cum-PIO Recruitment Cell (98720-72247), S/Sh. Mohan Singh Dhanoa, APIO, Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Varinder Singh, Clerk.


In the last order, it was recorded as under: -

“The application for information in the instant case was made by the Complainant to the PIO O/o DPI (SE), Pb, Chandigarh on 29.02.2008.  In order to determine the veracity of the averments made in her application it is absolutely necessary to look into the entire record of the O/o DPI (SE), Pb, Chandigarh in relation to the receipt and disposal of the application dated 29.02.2008 for information made by Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh Complainant to the PIO O/o DPI (SE), Pb, Chandigarh.  The present PIO O/o DPI (SE), Pb, Chandigarh namely Ms. Neelam Bhagat is, therefore, directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with the entire record relating to the following:-



(i)   The record of appointment/s of the PIOs in her office,



(ii)  The name and designation of the PIO on 29.02.2008

(iii) Record showing how and in what manner the application dated 29.02.2008 was dealt within the office and the officers/officials before whom this application was put up. 
5.
It is made clear that the statement of Ms. Neelam Bhagat shall be recorded on that day by me on oath and Ms. Surjit Kaur shall have a right to cross-examine her.  Ms. Surjit Kaur, therefore, should also
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appear on that day. In case Ms. Surjit Kaur does not appear and nobody is present to cross-examine the PIO, the statement of the PIO would be recorded in her absence.”


Since Ms. Surjit Kaur has not appeared to cross-examine the PIO, statement of Ms. Neelam Bhagat, PIO has been recorded in her absence.  It is clear from the letters presented by the Deputy Director today that Ms. Surjit Kaur, Asstt. Director School Education presently posted as DEO Mohali was responsible for the delay in providing the information to the complainant.   The letter submitted today by Ms. Neelam Bhagat, Deputy Director (School Admn.) reads as under: -


“Respectfully submitted as under: -

1.
That the Hon’ble Commission, vide its order dated 19.04.2010, has directed to appear before the Commissioner on the next date of hearing with the entire record relating to the following: 


i) 
The record of appointment/s of the PIOs in her office;


ii) 
The name and designation of the PIO on 29.02.2008;

iii)
Record showing how and in what manner the application dated 29.02.2008 was dealt within the office and the officers / officials before whom this application was put up.



2.
That the information as per the above directions, is as under: -

	S. No.
	Period
	Name of PIO
	Present place of posting

	1
	29.02.2008 to 03.06.2008

(3 Months 4 Days)
	Concerned Branch officers were appointed as PIOs.  However, during this period, there was no branch officer of the concerned branch – Recruitment cell. 
	----

	2
	04.06.2008 to 19.07.2009

(1 Year 1 Month 16 days)
	Mrs. Surjit Kaur

Asstt. Director (School Admn. – I)
	D.E.O. (E.E.) Mohali

	3
	20.07.2009 to 06.12.2009

(4 Months 16 days)
	Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu

Deputy Director (School Admn)
	Retired with effect from 31.03.2010

	4
	07.12.2009 till date
	Smt. Neleam Bhagat

Deputy Director (School Admn)
	Deputy Director (School Admn)
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The present information may kindly be taken on record.”



Directions are given to DPI (Elementary) Sh. Sadhu Singh Randhawa to implement the orders of the Commission and deduct the amount of penalty i.e. Rs. 25,000/- from the salary payable to Ms. Surjit Kaur and deposit the same in the Treasury. In case this order is not implemented by the next hearing, I will be constrained to issue notices for the disciplinary action against Ms. Surjit Kaur.


To come up on 24.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

C.C.
1. D.P.I.  (Elementary), Punjab, Chandigarh.


2. Ms. Surjit Kaur, D.E.O. Mohali C/o DPI (Elementary), Punjab, Chandigarh.

After the hearing was over, complainant Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh came present.  He has been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing and also the next date of hearing in the matter. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

(94170-66428)

Sh. S.P. Khariwal,

H. No. 1074, St. No. 3,

Abohar.







  
---Appellant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer, 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ferozepur 

2. Pubic Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







---Respondents

A.C. No. 344/10 

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. S.P. Khariwal in person.


for the respondent – Sh. Rakesh Kumar, District Health Officer


(94633-47085)



In this case, the original application is dated 03.11.2009 and the first appeal was filed on 06.02.2010.  Even after the first appeal, no information was provided to the complainant.  Complainant has received a copy of letter dated 25.02.2010 directing the respondent to supply the information.    However, still not getting any response, the second appeal has been filed.  Information sought is: -

“Details of samples drawn of various items of sweets made items during the period prior to Diwali – 2009 i.e. 

· Total no. of samples drawn in Distt. Ferozepur.

· Date of samples drawn;

· Product name of samples

· Date when the samples were sent to Lab. For analysis

· Date when the report of test results received

· No. Of samples which failed the test along with the copies of reports.

· Action taken against the parties whose samples failed the test.”

 

Respondent present states that Dr. Dalip Kumar is the PIO in office of Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur.  In the first appeal, appellant has spelt out the deficiency in the information provided to him, which reads as under: -
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a) “Unsolicited information which has no relevance to the application made by the appellant. 

b) The respondent had not provided the information regarding the total No. of samples drawn in Distt. Ferozepur of sweet make items for the period August, 2009 to 31.10.2009 (prior to Diwali). Prior to Diwali, more than 59 samples of sweet make items are reported to have been drawn in order to ensure the wholesome sweets to the consumers during the eve of Diwali festival, as per the statements made by the officials of the respondent. 

c) In addition to that, a team of senior Officers were constituted by the respondent comprising Addl. Civil Surgeon Mr. Godara and Distt. Health Officer Mr. Sikri, Food Inspector Mr. Maninder Singh Dhillon along with other staff and they had visited Abohar on 14.10.2009 and are reported to have drawn samples of Chanan Mal Sweet. Janta Sweet House, Punjab Sweet House, Chacha Sweet Batra Sweets, etc. The respondent had not supplied the information so far as drawing of 59 samples in Distt. Ferozepur to the appellant so far as it relates to the total no. of samples drawn, date of samples drawn, No. of parties whose samples were drawn, the date on which the samples were sent to the Laboratory for analysis, the date when the report of test results of the samples were received, No. of samples failed and the action taken against the parties whose samples failed.”

 

Respondent present presents about 75 pages which according to him have covered the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant in his first appeal.  The same are handed over to the complainant who wishes to study them and seeks time which is granted.   Any discrepancies in the information be pointed out before the next date of hearing.



To come up on 17.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

(98140-81681)

Sh. R.G. Sahota,

Advocate,

No. 228, Sector 6,

Panchkula








---Appellant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur 

2. Pubic Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Ferozepur.







---Respondents

A.C. No. 343/10 

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. R.G. Sahota in person.


For respondent: Sh. Subhash Chander, DRO-cum-APIO



(96462-40089)



In this case, the original application for information was filed on 07.12.2009.  Upon not getting any response, the first appeal was filed on 11.02.2010.   Vide letter dated 03.03.2010, D.C. Ferozepur has written to the In charge, Establishment Branch to supply the information sought.   However, being unable to get the information, second appeal was filed on 26.03.2010.  Information sought is: -
“1.
Certified copy of the directions issued by the CBI to the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur desiring to award major punishment to the clerks working in the LPC Branch in respect of Janak Singh, Om Parkash, Rajinder Kumar, Ashwani Kumar and Babu Lal.

2.
Certified copy of the orders vide which punishment was awarded to the above said staff members.”



Copy of a letter dated 28.01.2010  addressed to the appellant has been presented wherein the PIO-cum-Upper D.C. Ferozepur has stated: -



“With reference to your letter dated 07.12.2009.

In this connection, it is to inform you that CBI has ordered to treat their report as confidential.  Hence a copy of the report cannot be supplied
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to you.”



Copy of another letter dated 22.11.2006 addressed to the respondent by SP New Delhi has been presented which reads as: -

“Examination of the result of investigation, statement of witnesses and other documents indicate that there is sufficient material for initiating regular Departmental action for major penalty against S/Sh. Om Parkash, LPC, Babu Lal, LPC, Yashpal, LPC, Ashwani Kumar, LPC & Rajinder Kumar, LPC who served at the office of DM Ferozerpur during the relevant time. 

In this connection, the SP’s report along with the draft Article of Charger, statement of imputation are also enclosed herewith.

The SP’s report may be treated as confidential and should not be cited anywhere.”


Complainant objects to the SP’s report being confidential but he has been informed that this matter is with the police and if he wants any further clarification, he should file a separate application.   With this, the complainant is satisfied.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

(99142-20137)

Sh. Inderpreet Singh Dhanjal,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 59-62, 

District Courts

Moga.









---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot 








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1474/10 

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Inderpreet Singh Dhanjal in person.


None for the respondent.



In the instant case, vide his application dated 09.02.2010, the complainant has sought the following information: - 

“Certified copes of application along with affidavit, residence proof and other documents filed by someone to get issue the NOC regarding registration n. PAR-92.

Also provide name and full address of the person who got issued the NOC regarding registration no. PAR-92.

And also provide the name of the person who had issued the NOC regarding registration no. PAR-92.”



A letter has been sent by the District Transport Officer, Faridkot asking an adjournment. 



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within 10 days, otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 



To come up on 23.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 











Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Satish Jain

C-22, Focal Point,

Jalandhar City.







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot 








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1459/10 

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant


For respondent: Sh. S.S. Chana, DRO-cum-APIO



(98729-62600)



In this the complainant has sought copies of government notifications regarding registration of land. 



Information has been provided to the complainant on 09.04.2010 vide letter no. 30.  Another letter, being No. 1120 was sent to him on 07.05.2010 asking for any discrepancies in the information provided.



Complainant is not present today nor have any objections been pointed out.   Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayodhya Parkash Jain,

818, Goshala Road,

Ludhiana.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1457/10 

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.



Therefore, one more opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within 15 days.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 23.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO came present for the respondent.  He has been informed of today’s proceedings in the hearing.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayodhya Parkash Jain,

818, Goshala Road,

Ludhiana.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1456/10 

Order

Present:
None for the parties.



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.



Therefore, one more opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within 15 days.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 23.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO came present for the respondent.  He has been informed of today’s proceedings in the hearing.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayodhya Parkash Jain,

818, Goshala Road,

Ludhiana.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1452/10 

Order

Present:
None for the parties. 


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.



Therefore, one more opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within 15 days.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 23.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO came present for the respondent.  He has been informed of today’s proceedings in the hearing.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayodhya Parkash Jain,

818, Goshala Road,

Ludhiana.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1450/10 

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.



Therefore, one more opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant within 15 days.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 23.06.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO came present for the respondent.  He has been informed of today’s proceedings in the hearing.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Varun Singh

s/o Sh. Rajanbir Singh,

154, Mall Enclave,

Ludhiana.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1449/10 

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


A letter has been received from the complainant by fax today, which reads as under: -

“It is stated that the information provided to me earlier has served the purpose.  Therefore, I need no further information in this regard.”  


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Navjot Singh Romana,

H. No. 431-H,

Civil Station,

Near G.N.P. School,

Bathinda – 151001.







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga









---Respondent

C.C. No. 1444/10 

Order

Present:
Sh. A.D.S. Jattana, advocate, for the Complainant.



(98150-03385)



None for the respondent.



In the instant case, complaint, vide his application dated 09.11.2009 has sought the following information: -



“March 2006 to December 2006

· During this period, how many Bajaj Platina Motorcycles were sold by Pankaj Motors, GT Road, Moga – 

· Name of the person to whom these motor cycles were sold.

· How many motor cycles were sold by Pankaj Motors through / under United Group of India, Bathinda?

· Name of the persons to whom thee motor cycles were delivered and under this scheme, with date.”



Complainant present states that no information has been provided to him so far.



Respondent is not present today.  However, one more opportunity is provided to him to supply complete information to the complainant within 15 days.



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 26.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

(94172-90927)

Sh. Sewa Singh,

s/o Sh. Chanan Singh,

village Arlibhan (Nijjar)

P.O. Dargabad,

Tehsil Dera Baba Nanak,

Distt. Gurdaspur.







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Dera Baba  Nanak

(Distt. Gurdaspur).







---Respondent

C.C. No. 1440/10 

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sewa Singh in person.


For respondent; Sh. Manjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Dera Baba Nanak.



(98550-77378)



Complainant, vide his application dated 06.11.2009 has sought the following information: -

“A copy of the action taken on letter No. 2221-23 dated 20.11.2007 from the Executive Engineer, Gurdaspur Division.”


Respondent present states that he has not understood what information is required by the complainant and denies having received any of the registered letters sent by the complainant Sh. Sewa Singh.



Directions are given to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant as per his original application, within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission.  



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 26.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

C-18, Officers Colony, 

Sangrur.








---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Ludhiana.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1438/10 

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.
For respondent: Sh. Gurpreet Mangat, Junior Assistant (0161-2449728), Dr. K.J. Singh, Dr. Purshottam Singh and Dr. Akshpreet Singh - Veterinary Officers.


Original application for information, in the instant case, was filed on 28.01.2010.   However, incomplete information was supplied by the respondent vide letter No. 414 dated 01.02.2010.  Hence the present complaint has been filed on 25.03.2010.   Information sought is: -
“1.
How many RVOs are working in Zila Parishad, Ludhiana?  How many VPs are working under the RVO?

2.
VPs working under the RVO have submitted the certificate of diploma / certificate course along with a character certificate.  A copy of the character certificate be provided.

3.
Particulars in respect of VPs working under RVO viz. Date of Joining, place of posting, certificate of Diploma / certificate course in veterinary and the institute from where passed.”



Information on point no. 1 was sent to him on 01.02.2010 by the office of Deputy Commissioner by registered post.  Information on points no. 2 and 3 was sent by the respective hospitals on different dates, some by ordinary post and other by registered post, during the month of April.    Thereafter, certain objections were pointed out by the complainant on 25.03.2010 stating that information supplied was not in the specified format.  


The discrepancies have been removed and information has been brought to the court in the desired format.



Complainant is not present today.  Respondent is directed to send this information to the complainant by registered post. 
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I have gone through the information sought by the complainant in his original letter dated nil, received by the office of Zila Parishad, Ludhiana on 28.01.2010 and am of the opinion that discrepancies pointed out by the complainant regarding the prescribed format were not sought by him in his original application.  Therefore, even though I have directed the respondent to send this information to the complainant by registered post, I feel no need for providing another date of hearing since the information as per the original application stands supplied. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Bhagat Singh,

s/o Sh. Sher Singh,

Dhab Khushal Joian,

Tehsil Jalalabad,

Distt. Ferozepur.







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Ferozepur.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1425/10 

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Bhagat Singh in person.


For respondent: Sh. Subhash Chander, DRO-cum-APIO



(96462-40089)


In this case, the information sought is: -

“Applicant had submitted an application dated 10.11.2008 to S.P. Vigilance Bureau, Ferozepur.  Thereafter, another letter enquiring about the same was submitted to you.  Report on enquiry conducted pursuant to the said application and copies of the decision taken.”


A letter no. 27 dated 17.03.2010 has been issued to the complainant by the respondent which reads as under: -

“Reference your application dated 01.02.2010 received in this office on 17.02.2010.

You have not given any details regarding allotment letters issued by the DC and orders, if any, issued to the Kanungo regarding possession and any other documents.   Without any specific reference, no information cannot be provided.  However, a written report was sought from the Sadar Kanungo according to which, no such order was ever issued an attested copy of which may be supplied.  With this, your application is disposed of.”



Complaint is agitated with the same and presents a clipping from a newspaper regarding his case.  But that is not sufficient proof that any allotment has been made to him.  Respondent submits that no allotment order or any piece of paper is available relating to Bhagat Singh, the complainant. 











Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Complainant has been advised to take up the matter with higher competent authorities.  



The case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Neeraj Kumar,

Surya Palace,

Ratia Road,

Boha (Mansa).







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.








---Respondent

C.C. No. 1411/10 

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For respondent: S/Sh. Harbans Singh, Clerk (94650-62511), Sushil Kumar, Jr. Assistant, Er. Gurmit Singh, APIO – Asstt. Environment Engineer (98789-42034), Ms.  Saroj Aggarwal, Tehsildar, 98155-35678)



Information sought by the complainant is: 

“In District Mansa, from 01.01.2004 till 31.01.2010, how many applications were received for NOC from marriage palaces, brick kilns, shellers, cotton factories, hotels, residential colonies, mixer plants and other large scale industries?

Which organizations were issued the NOCs.  Name of such organizations, date of application for NOC and date of issue of NOC. 

Till date i.e. from 01.01.2004 to 31.01.2010, how many institutions were given the NOC and how many of them paid fees for CLU (Change of Land Use)?
Whether CLU fee applies on area outside the master plan?  Whether master plan is in force in Mansa or not?”


Relative information from the office of D.C. Mansa has been provided on 05.03.2010. Punjab Pollution Control Board, vide its letter dated 15.03.2010, requested the District Town Planner to provide information sought from their department.  The same was received vide letter dated 20.04.2010 and it was forwarded to the complainant by registered post on 13.05.2010.  However, the same was returned undelivered.  The same information was sent by ordinary post on 07.05.2010.










Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



Copy of a note from the complainant has been submitted which states that information to his satisfaction has been received.  



Therefore, the matter is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 02.06.2010



       State Information Commissioner

