STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

Distt. President National

Consumer Awareness Group,

(Retd.) Distt. Office 167-B,

Industrial Estate Miller Ganj

Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1879 of 2008
ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, Supdtt. on behalf of the Respondent.  



Information has been provided to the complainant regarding butchering of chicken and other meat products without acquiring license.  According to the respondent 20 kg meat, 1240 fishes and 120 shops have been shut down. He has also shown cutting from newspaper of the shops which have been shut down by the Municipal Corporation of Ludhiana. The complainant has written a letter in which he states that only 10 per cent of the shops have been shut down and requested the Commission to give directions to shut down all the shops in the City.  It is not within the purview of RTI Act, 2005 to pass a judgment in this matter and complainant is advised that to move before appropriate forum for redressal of his grievance, if any. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
 










           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Veena Rani

S.A. (Retd.)

# Verma House, Subhash 

Nagar, St.No.6, Phagwara

Distt, Kapurthala.
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Revenue Officer,
Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1880 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Veena Rani, Complainant in person.


Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, Supdtt. on behalf of the Respondent.  


None of the directions dictated on 17.12.2008 have been followed by the respondent. He was directed to write to ACG Office requesting him to provide the information sought by the complainant, for pensionary benefits regarding temporary service. He requests for one more opportunity which is granted. It is also pointed that many months have elapsed since the original application was submitted. Therefore, PIO is directed to provide information to the complainant within 15 days. If information is not provided within the said period then a show cause notice will be issued pertaining to penalty. 


The next date of hearing will be in chambers on 13.05.2009 at 12:00 noon for confirmation of compliance.







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

Retd. Lecturer

5C, Phase-1, Urban Estate

Focal Point, Ludhiana.
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Ludhiana. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1875 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Complainant in person.


Smt. Versha Shukla, Dy. DEO/PIO in person. 
Information has been provided to the complainant and he is satisfied. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.   







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Rajan Sekhri,

17/9 Kennedy Avenue,

Amritsar. 

…..Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Amritsar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1937 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Rajan Sekhri, Complainant in person.

Sh. Ashok Sharma/PIO and Sh. Sewa Ram, Kanungo on behalf of the Respondent.  



On the first hearing dated 15.10.2008 none was present on behalf of the respondent.  On the second hearing dated 12.1.2009 Sh. H.S.Deol, DRO was present and stated that information has been provided to the complainant on 31.12.2008 by speed post. The complainant was not present on that date due to ill health and had asked for one month time which had been granted. Today the PIO of Improvement Trust is present along with Sh. Sewa Ram, Kanungo from the DCs office Amritsar. During the course of hearing I have come to the conclusion that the information is actually in the office of the Deputy Commissioner or the Sub Registrar, Amritsar-1 and 2 where application has been transferred.  The respondent on behalf of the DC’s office is of the rank of Kanungo who has no knowledge about the case (in fact he cannot even produce the information which has been provided to the complainant). This shows a defiant attitude towards the RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, it is directed that at the next date of hearing the PIO should be personally present and should provide the information to the complainant according to the objections raised by him in his letter attached to the order within 15 days. It is also pointed out that the original application was submitted on 19.6.2008 and a period of 9 months has elapsed. If the directions of the Commission are not followed by the next date of hearing then action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 



The next date of hearing is 25.05.2009 at 02:00 P.M.    







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sanjeev Kundra,

252/1, Madhopuri,

Kutcha No.4, Ludhiana. 

…..Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family
Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 25 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Narender Mohan, Supdtt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


Heard, the Judgment is Reserved.  







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. M.S.Toor (Advocate),

Corner Seat, First Lane,

Opp. Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1884 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Nanak Singh on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, Supdtt. on behalf of the Respondent. 


The respondent states that information on point No.4 and 5 has been provided to the complainant. Only the point regarding age of the people who obtained red cards is under dispute. The respondent has given the complainant in writing that the age was not recorded in the red card register but the complainant disputes this statement. Therefore, he is directed to go to the DCs office next week on Monday at 4 o’clock and inspect all the records to his satisfaction and if at the next date of hearing no discrepancies are pointed out then the case will be disposed of. 




The next date of hearing is 13.05.2009 at 2:00 P.M.  








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Mahinder Singh,

Vill. Sidhawan Kalan,

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant  

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,
Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1896 of 2008

ORDER 

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

Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ADTO on behalf of the Respondent.  

Heard, the judgment is Reserved.




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Arun Garg S/o

Late, Sh. Piara Lal

R/o H.No.2557 Near 

Mini Rose Garden, Main 

Road, Ajit Nagar, Ludhiana.
…..Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate(East),

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1876 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Arun Garg, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Hari Lal, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.  

In the earlier hearings on 19.11.2008 and 17.12.2008 different Teshildars have appeared on behalf of the respondent and promised that information will be provided within 15 days on both the hearings. Today Sh. Hari Lal, Naib Tehsildar is present and provides completely misleading and different information to what has been asked in his original application and is not aware of the case.  He is neither PIO nor APIO, therefore it is directed that information which has been sighted in the order dated 17.12.2008 should be provided to the complainant within 15 days and PIO should be personally present at the next date of hearing otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. It is also pointed out that considerable time has passed since the original application dated 24.4.2008 was made and it seems that respondent is taking the RTI Act, 2005 lightly. 
The next date of hearing is 27.05.2009 at 2:00 pm.




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurdev Singh

# 4943, Block-D,

Pancham Society,

Sec-68, Mohali.
…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Gurdaspur.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 553/2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gurdev Singh, Appellant in person. 

Sh. Satnam Singh, Sadar Kanungo on behalf of the Respondent.  

On receiving no reply on the first appeal which was dated 28.8.2008 the appellant filed second appeal in the Commission on 11.11.2008.
Information sought by him in his original application dated 11.06.2008 is regarding “the land existing in the name of Late Sh. Raghbir Singh:-
i.
Satkoha Hadbast No.471 Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur 

ii.
Bahbal Chack Hasbast No.468 Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur.

iii. Ria Chack Hasbast No. 477 Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur.”



Information has been provided to the complainant on 7.3.2009. The complainant wishes to have some more time to study the documents received therefore, another date of hearing is provided. It is pointed out that Sh. Satnam Singh is present and he is confused regarding the three cases for which he is appearing.  Therefore, it is directed that at the next date of hearing PIO should be personally present and should bring out the information on the discrepancies pointed out by the complainant and send to the complainant within one week. 



The next date of hearing is 18.5.2009 at 2:00 P.M.




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. (Mrs.) Harjit Kaur Sandhu

# 876/1, First Floor, Sec-40-A,

Chandigarh.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Gurdaspur. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 555/2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Dr. Harjit Kaur Sandhu, appellant along with Sh. Gurdev Singh. 
Sh. Satnam Singh, Sadar Kanungo on behalf of the Respondent.  

On receiving no reply on the first appeal which was dated 28.08.2008 appellant filed second appeal in the Commission on 11.11.2008.
Information sought by her in her original application dated 30.06.2008 is regarding “total land existing in the name of Late Sh. Raghubir Singh s/o Sh. Nirmal Singh s/o Sh. Lashman Singh in the village Wadala Bangar Teh. and Distt. Gurdaspur”. 


Information has been provided to the appellant on 6.6.09 and the appellant submitted her objections in the Court which are provided to the respondent who is present. The PIO is directed to supply this information within 15 days to the appellant with a copy to the Commission and to be personally present at the next date of hearing. It is again pointed out that respondent present is confused and cannot understand that there are three separate cases regarding land matters. 


The next date of hearing is 18.5.2009 at 2:00 P.M.




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurdev Singh

# 4943, Block-D,

Pancham Society,

Sec-68, Mohali.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 554/2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gurdev Singh, Appellant in person. 

Sh. Satnam Singh, Sadar Kanungo on behalf of the Respondent.  

On receiving no reply on the first appeal which was dated 28.8.2008 appellant preferred the second appeal in the Commission on 11.11.2008.

Information sought by him in his original application dated 30.06.2008 is regarding “the land existing in the name of Late Sh. Raghbir Singh S/o sh. Lashman Singh in village Chando Wadala Teh. And Distt. Gurdaspur. Jamabandi and Farad hakiat babat required area jamabandi for the year 1992-93, 1997-98 and 2002-03 inclusive Gair Munkan Area within abadi Deh. (Red line) and copy of sizra Axs (site plan) in respect of village Chando Wadala Teh. And Distt. Gurdaspur”. 


Information has been provided to the complainant on 7.3.2009. The complainant wishes to have some more time to study the documents received therefore, another date of hearing is provided. It is pointed out that Sh. Satnam Singh is present and he is confused regarding the three cases for which he is appearing.  Therefore, it is directed that at the next date of hearing PIO should be personally present and should bring out the information provided to the complainant. 



The next date of hearing is 18.5.2009 at 2:00 P.M.




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Surinder Pal Advocate 

H.No.539/112/3,

St.No.1-E, New Vishnupuri,

New Shiv Puri Road,

Ludhiana.

.

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,
Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.

….Respondent

A.C. NO.576/2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate in person. 

Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ADTO/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
On receiving no reply on the first appeal which was dated 27.09.2008 appellant preferred the second appeal in the Commission on 25.11.2008.

Information sought by the appellant in his original application dated 14.08.2008 is regarding “Record of vehicle No. PB-10AB-0016 in DTO office, Ludhiana”. 

Today Sh. Surinder Pal appellant states that he has received one letter on 27.11.2008, which he could not understand and states that all the information provided to him in the letter was misleading and inadequate.  Then he sent a reply on 19.1.2009, which have all the discrepancies on the information provided to him.  Therefore, it is directed that specific information should be provided to the complainant point-wise in his original application dated 14.8.2008.  It is also pointed out that more than 6 months have passed since the application was submitted.   
The next date of hearing in Chambers on 13.05.2009 at 12:00 Noon for confirmation of compliance.




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 9.03.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

S/o Sh. Jaitu Ram 

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur. 

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instruction (SE),
Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 570 & CC-2808/2008 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Sham Lal Singla, Appellant in person.


Sh. Onkar Singh, Statistical Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent.  

The above titled appeal case is clubbed with CC-2808/2008 and both the cases will be heard on 1.4.2009.  But PIO is directed to provide the information to the complainant by the next date of hearing. 
 The next date of hearing is 01.04.2009 at 2:00 pm. 




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 9.03.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

S/o Chanan Singh

R/o Vill. Bainapur 

PO Pabwan, Tehsil Phillaur,

Distt. Jalandhar. 

..Appellant  

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,
Nakodar. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 569 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Dilbagh Singh, Appellant in person.

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

On receiving no reply on the first appeal which was dated 25.8.2008 appellant preferred the second appeal in the Commission on 30.10.2008.



Information sought by the appellant in his original application dated 15.05.2008 is regarding “copy of letter written by financial commissioner revenue Punjab to all registrars in tehsils regarding registration of deeds in connection with sonjhidarana khatas”. 



The APIO/Naib Tehsildar has presented a letter which states that no such letter written by Financial Commissioner, Revenue Punjab has been issued to the Registrars in Tehsils regarding “registration of deeds in connection with sonjhidarana Khatas”.   



The complainant is advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority or in the Civil Court. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Smt. Manpreet Kant 

w/o Ramesh Kant

A-36, Nizamudin East,

New Delhi.  

…..Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Registrar-cum-

Tehsildar, Moga. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 568 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
Smt. Manpreet Kant, Appellant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent. 



The appellant submitted his original application on 29.05.2008.  On receiving no reply from the respondent she filed first appeal on 13.08.2008.  After waiting for stipulated period when he did not get any response from the first appellate authority, she preferred her second appeal in the Commission on 11.11.2008.


Appellant states that till date nothing has been received from the respondent. Even none has appeared on behalf of the respondent today which shows clear defiance to the directions of the Commission and towards the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, one more opportunity is provided to the respondent to provide the information to the complainant within 15 days and to file a compliance report in the Commission. PIO is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing, otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 



The next date of hearing is 25.5.2009 at 2:00 P.M. 







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Gurdial Chand,

S/o Sh. Ratan Chand,

VPO  Jaura Chhattran,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143520.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner (D),

Gurdaspur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2579 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and Respondent. 



The complainant filed a complaint in the Commission on 08.11.2008 that his original application dated 29.09.2008 has not been attended to. This complaint was fixed for hearing on 09.03.2009 before the Commission.  Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  Another opportunity is granted to the parties to appear and present their case.  

 

The next date of hearing is 25.5.2009 at 2:00 P.M. 







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 09.03.2009
