STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manoj Kumar Singla,

Advocate,

Chamber No. 97, Distt. Courts,

Mansa.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.







…..Respondent

CC- 964/2010
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 17.06.2010, none had appeared on behalf of the respondent and vide under Endst. No. 191 dated 14.01.2010, original letter of the complainant Sh. Manoj Kumar Singla had been returned with advice to apply for the documents with the copying branch.   Complainant, on that day, had stated that he sent the application with the copying branch but the same had also been returned.    A show cause notice was issued to the PIO Sh. Vishal Manoja, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005.



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent and the complainant.  It seems that the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa is making mockery of the RTI Act 2005 since it chooses to disobey all the orders of the Commission. 


To come up on 02.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Jagraj Singh Khiva, advocate came present for the complainant.  He stated that information has been received.    Sh. Kumar Rahul, Deputy Commissioner, Mansa was contacted over the telephone.  He assured that reply to the show cause notice will be provided by the next hearing.  Sh. Vishal Manoja also rang the office of the Commission to inform that he was not the PIO - in fact he was in the computerization section and not connected to the D.C. office. The name had wrongly been provided by the D.C.’s office which shows the efficiency of the said office. 
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One more opportunity is granted to the PIO-cum- Addl. Deputy Commissioner Ms. Tannu M. Kashyap to comply with the directions of the Commission; otherwise penalty will be imposed in the next hearing.    Information should also be provided to the complainant within a week. 

Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


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.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director Health & Family Welfare,


Punjab, Chandigarh. 




…..Respondents
AC- 344/2010
Order
Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Dr. Rakesh Kumar Sikri, Distt. Health Officer. (94633-47085)



In the earlier hearing dated 17.06.2010, respondent Dr. D.P. Godara stated that information on the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant would be provided within two weeks to the satisfaction of the appellant. 



Today, Dr. Rakesh Sikri who is the District Health Officer and also holding charge of the PIO, is present and contends that the information was sent to the appellant by registered post on 01.07.2010 in a tabulated form as demanded by him.  



Today none is present on behalf of the appellant and no objections have been pointed out.  However, a fax message has been received from the appellant pointing out certain objections.   I am directing the respondent present to send a copy of the information to the appellant by registered post. 

 

I have gone through the information and I am satisfied that information stands provided.  



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/- 
Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Malkit Singh,
500/E/7, Dashmesh Nagar,

Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Phillaur.







---Respondent

C.C. No. 3350 of 2009

ORDER
Present:
Sh. Ajit Singh, brother of the complainant. 
For the respondent; Sh. Nirjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar (98551-12460)



Information is provided in the court vide letter dated 05.07.2010 written by SDM-cum-PIO Phillaur.  This explains the status of conveyance deed regarding plot no. 1544.



The above point, in any case, was not included in the original letter dated 07.10.2009.  The complainant is satisfied with the information provided to him, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

s/o Sh. Makhan Lal,

Flat No. 89, Sector 48-A,

Mayur Vihar,

Chandigarh.







        ---Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







    ---Respondent

A.C. No. 343 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Ms. Sushma Kansal, ADPI (EE) (90239-43017), Ms. Madhu Sharma, Ms. Neelam Bhagat and Sh. Baljit Singh. 



Copy of a letter dated 05.07.2010 addressed by PIO-cum-Asstt. Director (Policy) to Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali, has been presented, stating: -

“The case under reference fixed for hearing before the Hon’ble State Information Commission on 26.05.2010.  On the said date, Hon’ble Commission imposed a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- for the delay in providing the information to the complainant.   Out of this amount of penalty, Rs. 3,325/- has been imposed on you and Rs. 6,675/- was imposed on Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director (School Admn).  Therefore, the amount of Rs. 3,325/- should be deposited in the treasury and receipt submitted in this office by 06.07.2010 positively, otherwise further disciplinary action will be recommended against you under intimation to the Commission.”


Copy of receipted challan for Rs. 6,675/- deposited by Sh. J.S. Sidhu has been produced in the court. 

 

A letter has been received from Deputy DEO (EE) Mohali stating that Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO, Mohali is on sick leave and would not be attending the court today.   
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Another letter dated 05.07.2010 has been received from Ms. Surjit Kaur, regarding cases CC 1030/08, CC 570/08, CC 2328/08 and AC 343/08.  Her plea in this letter is that she is not to be blamed for the delay in providing the information since in all these cases, it is only the fault of the staff of the RTI Cell.   She has appeared personally in one of these cases and requested me to stay the proceedings till the Secretary Education gives directions since she has appealed for rectification.  No communication has been received from the Secretary Education; therefore, my order regarding penalty (in this, Rs. 3325/-) stands.  Letter dated 05.07.2010 written by the PIO-cum-​​​Asstt. Director (Policy) to Ms. Surjit Kaur confirms the action taken by me regarding recovery of amount of penalty i.e. Rs. 3325/- from Ms. Surjit Kaur.  Therefore, this amount should be deposited in the Government treasury; otherwise I will be constrained to initiate disciplinary proceedings.  


I am also writing to the Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh to implement this order since Ms. Surjit Kaur is taking shelter of junior staff to escape the penalty clause for delay in supplying the information. 



Information stands provided. 



To come up on 02.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh 
Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner 

C.C.
1.
Chief Secretary, Punjab,



Chandigarh. 

2.
Director Public Instruction (Elementary)



Punjab, Chandigarh. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94179-50079)

Sh. Kirpal Chand

s/o Sh. Krishan Lal

Village Bhagatpur Rabbwala,

P.O. Qadian,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






   ---Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary)

Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







    ---Respondent

C.C. No. 2328 of 2008
ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Ms. Sushma Kansal, ADPI (EE) (90239-43017), Ms. Madhu Sharma, Ms. Neelam Bhagat and Sh. Baljit Singh. 



A letter has been received from Deputy DEO (EE) Mohali stating that Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali is on medical leave and would not be attending the court today. 



Copy of a letter dated 05.07.2010 addressed by PIO-cum-Asstt. Director (Policy) to Ms. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) Mohali, has been presented, stating: -

“The case under reference fixed for hearing before the Hon’ble State Information Commission on 26.05.2010.  On the said date, Hon’ble Commission imposed a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- for the delay in providing the information to the complainant.   Out of this amount of penalty, Rs. 20,000/- has been imposed on you and Rs. 5,000/- was imposed on Sh. Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director (School Admn).  Therefore, the amount of Rs. 20,000/- should be deposited in the treasury and receipt submitted in this office by 06.07.2010 positively, otherwise further disciplinary action will be recommended against you under intimation to the Commission.”



Seeing the case, it seems that even the orders of PIO-cum-Asstt. Director (Policy) are not being followed.   Therefore, I am writing to the Chief Secretary to apprise him of the situation in the Education Department where none of the directions of the Officers are followed and the Education
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Secretary chooses to ignore the directions of the Commission.  I expect that on the next hearing, reply should be sent by the Chief Secretary to the Commission, after reviewing the present situation.  


Another letter dated 05.07.2010 has been received from Ms. Surjit Kaur, regarding cases CC 1030/08, CC 570/08, CC 2328/08 and AC 343/08.  Her plea in this letter is that she is not to be blamed for the delay in providing the information since in all these cases, it is only the fault of the staff of the RTI Cell.   She has appeared personally in one of these cases and requested me to stay the proceedings till the Secretary Education gives directions since she has appealed for rectification.  No communication has been received from the Secretary Education; therefore, my order regarding penalty (in this, Rs. 20,000/-) stands.  Letter dated 05.07.2010 written by the PIO-cum-​​​Asstt. Director (Policy) to Ms. Surjit Kaur confirms the action taken by me regarding recovery of amount of penalty i.e. Rs. 20,000/- from Ms. Surjit Kaur.  Therefore, this amount should be deposited in the Government treasury; otherwise I will be constrained to initiate disciplinary proceedings.  The amount of Rs. 5,000/- to be deposited by Sh. J.S. Sidhu has not been recovered. 



Information stands provided. 



To come up on 02.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
C.C.
1.
Chief Secretary, Punjab,



Chandigarh. 

2.
Director Public Instruction (Elementary)



Punjab, Chandigarh. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bagga Singh

s/o Sh. Kasham

Valmik Road,

Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur – 152002.





        ---Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur.







    ---Respondent

A.C. No. 126 of 2010
ORDER
Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 26.05.2010, Sh. Surinder Chugh, Junior Asstt. appeared and informed the Commission that they had not received the original application for information.  Therefore, a copy of the same was provided to him in the court.



Today, none is present for the appellant and the respondent.  Therefore, it is assumed that the information has been provided.  In any case, appellant has not appeared in the earlier hearing and same is the case today.  Therefore, it seems he is not interested in pursual of the case.   Also, no communication has been received from appellant. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98553-72283)

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

S/o Sadhu Singh,

Village & P.O.- Poheer 

District- Ludhiana 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.C., Ludhiana. 





…..Respondent

CC- 1221/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ranjit Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Gurmit Singh, clerk (94173-76731)



Copy of a letter dated 09.07.2010 written by DRO-cum-APIO has been presented in the court authorizing Sh. Gurmit Singh to attend the court today.



Information has been provided to the complainant.  However, some confusion regarding statement of witnesses is pending and the respondent present assures that this information will be provided to the complainant today itself.  With this, the complainant feels satisfied. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97799-93508)

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

S/o Ujagger Singh,

VPO- Nizam Pura,

Via- Verka,

District- Amritsar.










…..Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o M.S. Civil Hospital,

Jalandhar. 
 






…..Respondent

CC- 1222/2010
Order

Present:
None was present on behalf of both the parties.


 
In the earlier hearing on 24.04.2010, none was present on behalf of the Respondent and directions were been given to PIO C/o M.S. Civil Hospital to provide the information sought by the Complainant regarding postmortem report of the deceased son of the Complainant. Rohit Kumar, Clerk appeared on the behalf of the Respondent after the hearing and he was directed to procure a copy of the postmortem report for the Complainant within 15 days.
 
 
 Today none is present on behalf of the Respondent. A letter dated 06.05.2010 is received in the Commission on 10.05.2010 written by Medical Superintendent addressed to the Complainant which states:-

“Reference on the subject noted above. As per State Information Commission, Chandigarh vide order CC-1222/2010 dated 20.04.2010 the Postmortem copy of Rajwinderjit Singh S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh is attached herewith. You are requested to deposit Rs. 50/- in this hospital as Govt. fee.”

 

Information according to me has been provided to the Complainant attached to letter dated 06.05.2010.   No objections have been pointed out by Sh. Mohinder Singh, Complainant. Therefore it seems he is satisfied. 
 

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


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98141-11732)

Sh. Raman Malhotra,

C/o Malcom Services,

211, IInd Floor,

S.C.O.-18, Opp. Stock Exchange, 





Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana- 141001






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.T.O. Ludhiana  





…..Respondent

CC- 1197/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Raman Malhotra in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO. 



A letter dated 29.06.2010 has been received from the DTO Ludhiana stating: 

“The remaining information demanded by you from this office vide paras 5 and 8 of your application dated 10.11.2009 under the Right to Information Act, 2005 which could not be supplied earlier to you being lengthy one, is enclosed herewith.  The delay in supplying the requisite information is regretted please.”

 

Complainant has submitted discrepancies in the information provided as under: -

“1.
The information seeked in my previous statement at point 1(c) – information seeked was cash book details for Oct. 07, Nov. 07, Dec. 07 and Jan. 08 but information sent was April 08, May 08, June 08 and July 08.

2.
The information seeked in my previous statement in point 1(e), the information seeked was from Feb. 08 to Aug. 08 but information given was till 17.06.08.  Date from 18.06.08 to 31.08.08 is still pending.

3.
In my letter to DTO Ludhiana dated 10.11.2009 at point no. 4, we have asked “complete rule regulation for learner and final licence.  It is told that licences are issued under chapter II of Motor Vehicle Act but no act is given. 
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4.
In the same letter at point no. 7, the fee charged by contractor for preparation of final licence is not disclosed.”



A copy of this is provided to the DTO Ludhiana who assures the court that this information will be provided to the complainant by 22.07.2010.   Complainant feels satisfied. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98881-79521)

Sh. Partap Singh,

Ex-Fauji

s/o Sh. Narain Singh,

village Buraj Kahan Singh wala,

Bhucho Mandi,

Distt. Bathinda. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda 







…..Respondent

CC- 1150/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Partap Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Upjeet Singh Brar, ADC, Bathinda



(95013-00013)



Copy of a letter dated 09.10.2009 from the respondent, has been presented by the complainant wherein he was asked to pay the requisite fee as per rates prescribed therein, for   getting the information. 


On the basis of this letter, complainant went to the office of D.C. Ludhiana and procured the information. 



Reply to the show cause notice issued on 20.04.2010 has been received, part of which is as follows: -

“3.
That immediately on receipt of the request of information, the office of Sadar Kanungo branch advised vide this office letter no. 1210/RTI dated 17.09.2009 (Annexure ‘A’) to send the information sought.   The said information regarding request of the applicant was received from the In charge, Sadar Kanungo Branch vide letter no. 2142 dated 08.10.2009 (Annexure ‘B’) stating report from Sub Divisional Magistrate, Bathinda has been sought and upon receipt of the same, report for approval of mutation will be sent.   On the basis of said communication, complainant was advised vide this office letter no. 1357/RTI dated 09.10.2009 (Annexure ‘C’) to deposit the fee which the complainant deposited and received the information personally. 
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4.
Thereafter, in furtherance of report received from the officer in charge, Sadar Kanungo branch, another up date report was received vide their letter no. 2394/SK dated 03.11.2009 (Annexure ‘D’).   It was informed that approval for mutation no. 1458 dated 30.05.1958 village Burj Kahan Singh wala has already been sent to Tehsildar, Bathinda vide letter no. 2393/SK dated 03.11.2009.  For the information and reference of the applicant, this was communicated to the complainant vide this office letter no. 1541/RTI dated 05.11.2009 (Annexure ‘E’).

5.
Thereafter, in furtherance of reports received from the officer in charge, Sadar Kanungo branch, another up date report was received vide their letter no. 841/SK dated 12.04.2010 (Annexure ‘F’).   It was informed that necessary action regarding mutation no. 1458 dated 30.05.1958 village Burj Kahan Singh wala has been taken by Tehsildar, Bathinda and the same has been placed in the Record Room Sadar.  For the information and reference of the applicant, this was communicated to the complainant vide this office registered letter no. 827/RTI dated 13.04.2010 (Annexure ‘G’).

6.
That till date, no objections have been received from the complainant regarding the information supplied.  Hence the complainant is satisfied with the information. 
7.
That there was no delay in supply of the information; rather for the information of the applicant, the relevant reports had been sent to him by registered post from time to time as per annexures.   Again a detailed report has been received from the Sadar Kanungo branch vide letter no. 1635/SK dated 05.07.2010 (Annexure ‘H’).
Thus the relevant information has already been supplied to the applicant by registered post from time to time.  Therefore, it is requested that the case CC No. 1150 of 2010 may kindly be disposed of.”



I have gone through all the points argued by the complainant Sh. Partap Singh regarding deliberate delay in providing the information.  I am of the opinion that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent.  



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: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98766-94987)

Dr. S.K. Bhatia,

Associate Professor

Govt. Medical College,

Patiala.. 







…..Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Medical Education & Research,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent

CC- 1147/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Dr. S.K. Bhatia in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Prem Singh Aulakh, APIO (98720-40656) 



In the earlier hearing dated 24.04.2010, Dr. S.K. Bhatia had stated that information provided to him till date was incomplete.  Discrepancies were pointed out by him in my presence and the respondent had assured that by the next hearing, complete information would be provided to the complainant. 



It is also pointed out that complainant found it difficult to understand the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.



During the course of hearing, I have gone through each point with the complainant regarding which information was sought by him in his letter dated 03.02.2010 and I am of the opinion that information stands provided on the following dates: 

03.03.2010, 18.03.2010, 20.04.2010, 17.05.2010 and 28.05.2010.



Dr. S.K. Bhatia objects to the point regarding information about the roster and states this is not a copy of the original.     He has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority or a civil court.   With this, he feels satisfied. 



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


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99153-90834)

Sh. Tejinder Singh

Plot No. 40,

Vcillage Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana. 




…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Barnala. 







…..Respondent

CC- 1148/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, Section Officer. (93175-71354)



A letter dated 08.07.2010 from the DTO Barnala has been presented stating: 

“It is submitted that the information sought has been provided to the complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh and the complainant has given it in writing on 24.04.2010 that the information is to his satisfaction.”



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: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99151-69047)

Sh. Makhan Singh 
s/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

village Bika,

P.O. Khan Khana,

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.B.S. Nagar.






…..Respondent

CC- 1146/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Makhan Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar (98142-00020)



In the earlier order dated 20.04.2010, none had appeared on behalf of the respondent and one more opportunity was granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant. 



Today, Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar is present and states that information sought by the complainant is vague and to a certain extent, does not exist in the records of the Deputy Commissioner’s office.  He further states that there are about 90 owners in the land measuring 14 Kanal 16 Marla regarding which the complainant has sought information.  He also states that an identical case has already been decided in my court and he will provide the exact particulars of the same so that we can get record from our office and act accordingly. 



Some information has been provided in the court today with which the complainant is not satisfied.   Rest of the pending information will be provided to Makhan Singh within a week. 


Respondent has assured the complainant that deeds registered in favour of Vidya and Piaro daughters of Phuman Singh will be provided to the complainant.  



To come up on 02.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(99151-69047)

Sh. Makhan Singh 

s/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

village Bika,

P.O. Khan Khana,

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahr)




…..Respondent

CC- 1145/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Makhan Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Darshan Singh (96461-16118)



Respondent present states that information has been provided to the complainant on 18.05.2010 to his satisfaction.  However, ownership details will be provided within 10 days.




With this, the complainant feels satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajan K. Garg

s/o Sh. Mohan Lal

H. No. 231, Near Bhisham Parkash Park,

Peerkhana Road,

Khanna – 141401

(Distt. Ludhiana). 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna. 







…..Respondent

CC- 1135/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh, Kanungo (98155-55122)



Respondent present has submitted that complete information has been provided to the complainant on 03.05.2010.  Copy of a letter dated 03.05.2010 addressed to the complainant has been submitted wherein it is stated that documents relating to the information sought had been enclosed with it. 



Complainant was not present in the last hearing and same is the case today.   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: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhisam Dutt

s/o Sh. Gyan Chand

H. NO. 359/4, Near Puli,

Ward No. 9, Tanda,

Tehsil Dasuya,

Distt. Hoshiarpur. 






…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







…..Respondent

CC- 1134/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 


Sh. Vivek Sabharwal, clerk (98886-07732) from the office of Director, Ayurveda and Dr. R.K. Garg, PIO office of Director, Health & Family Welfare. 


In the earlier hearing dated 20.04.2010, directions were given to the respondent present to procure the information sought by the complainant, from the Department of Ayurveda and provide it to the complainant. 


Information stands provided to the complainant by office of Director, Ayurveda on 07.06.2010 sent by registered post. 



There seems to be some confusion regarding name of the respondent in this file since in my records, case no. 1134/10 is related to Director Health & Family Welfare even though in Form A, the complainant has quoted the name of Director, Social Security, Punjab. 



In any case, information stands provided to the complainant.  Sh. Bhisham Dutt was not present in the last hearing and same is the case today.  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: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98724-10021)

Sh. Gurbax Singh,

S/o Hari Singh,

Village- Barewal Awana,

P.O.- Rajguru Nagar,

Distt- Ludhiana 

 C/o Gill Cloth House,

Barewal Road,

Ludhiana. 







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.C. Ludhiana 









…..Respondent

CC- 1156/2010
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Pritam Singh, clerk (98550-15921)



An authority letter has been presented by the respondent present Sh. Pritam Singh from DRO-cum-APIO to attend today’s hearing.



Copy of another letter dated 06.07.2010 has been received written by D.C. Ludhiana to Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West) requiring to submit the relevant record in the office of D.C. by 08.07.2010.


Report from the Patwari has also been submitted which states that information is with the office of Director, Land Acquisition, Jalandhar.  Therefore, directions are given that information should be provided to the complainant from the said office. 



Respondent also states that the record available in the office of Land Acquisition Office, Ludhiana is in Urdu language.  The same could be searched and translated into Punjabi or English, as per need of the complainant. 



Complainant is advised to visit the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana (D.R.A. Branch) after respondent has telephonically informed him about the outcome of the search for information.  Another point to be noted here is that Sh. Gurbax Singh has no papers for the allotment of land in village.









Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



A letter has been submitted by the complainant expressing his inability to attend the court due to old age.  Exemption from appearance has been granted. 


To come up on 02.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal

President,

SC/BC Ekta Bhalai Manch,

1732/6, Ahata Sujjapuria,

Jagraon. 







      …..Appellant






Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jagraon. 


2.
Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






…..Respondents

AC- 282/2010
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rashid Mohd. Estate Officer (98144-17368)



In the earlier order dated 20.04.2010, directions were given to the Estate Officer, Punjab Wakf Board, Ludhiana to provide information to the complainant within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission. 



Today Sh. Rashid Mohd., Estate Officer is present and has submitted a letter dated 09.07.2010 stating that information sought by the complainant is totally vague and is not specific.



I have gone through each point of the complainant’s letter dated 03.12.2009 and am of the opinion that regarding point no. 1 and 2, no specific period or area has been mentioned for which the complainant seeks information.    In point no. 3, complainant has not identified the third party. 


Complainant was not present in the hearing on 20.04.10 and same is the case today.  No objections have been pointed out.  I am of the opinion that no specific answers can be provided to the information sought by the complainant.  In case the complainant wishes, he should file a fresh application with the SDM Jagraon with specific information sought. 



Another letter has been received from the Tehsildar, Jagraon regretting his inability to attend the court. 



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










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.07.2010


State Information Commissioner 
