STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh Rathor

# 2616, Phase XI,

Mohali.









…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.









  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 168 of 2010

Present:
Sh. Baldev Singh, Complainant in person.

For the respondent.- Ms. Tartan Jagdish Kaur, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO and Sh. Varinder Madan, Sr. Asstt. 



The information has been supplied to the complainant in the presence of the court and lot of arguments have taken place.  A letter has been presented by the respondent Ms. Taran Jagdish Kaur, stating that: -

“With reference to case No. CC 168/2010 Baldev Singh Rathore vs. PIO Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, it is stated that the year of CWP No. 7761 of 1994 is mistakenly written as 7761/2004.”










The Complainant has asked the respondent to give in writing that the mistake in the year has taken place due to negligence. 



Complainant is satisfied with the information.  Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh.




    

   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh Rathor

# 2616, Phase XI,

Mohali.









…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.









  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 169 of 2010

Present:
Sh. Baldev Singh, Complainant in person.

For the respondent. - Ms. Tartan Jagdish Kaur, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO and Sh. Varinder Madan, Sr. Asstt. 



This case was fixed for hearing today and on scrutiny of the file, it has come to the notice that the Complainant had addressed his request for information to Respondent on 14.01.2010 and appended it with the compliant.  According to the RTI Act 2005, request for information along with prescribed fee is to be sent to the PIO of the Public Authority concerned direct by the applicant and in case information is not supplied, he has to file a complaint before the Commission after expiry of 30 days.



In this case, the application has not been served upon the PIO by the complainant.    Therefore, this complaint is without any merits and is accordingly dismissed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.




   

 
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Swaran Singh

s/o Sh. Bhajan Singh,

Village Bharojia,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Vivil Hospital,

Phase VI, 

Mohali.









  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3094 of 2009

Order

Present:
Sh. Jai Deep Verma, Advocate for the Complainant.



Dr. Vijay Kumar from O/o CMO, Mohali.

 

In the earlier order dated 03.12.2009, I had recorded that the enquiry conducted by Dr. N.K. Singla against Dr. (Mrs.) Surinder Kaur has not been received by the Civil Surgeon, Mohali from the Civil Surgeon, Ropar. 



Today, District T.B. Officer Dr. H.S. Oberoi is present and states that they have written to Dr. N.K. Singla on 30.09.2009 but there has been no response.  (It has also been brought to my notice that Dr. N.K. Singla has retired in August, 2005).  Dr. Oberoi also states that they have contacted Dr. Mrs. Surinder Kaur and she has stated telephonically that no enquiry was conducted against her regarding this case.



Directions are given to the representative of Civil Surgeon, Ropar to again write to Dr. N.K. Singla or telephonically enquire regarding this matter and all the statements should be brought to the notice of the Commission in writing.  He is granted 15 days’ time to enquire into the matter and file compliance report in the Commission.  

 

To come up on 08.03.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amrik Chand 

s/o Sh.Gokal Chand,

H. No. 373, Jaswant Nagar,

Baba Balak Nath Road,

Ghumar Mandi,

Ludhiana








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








  ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 651 of 2009

Present:
Sh. Amrik Chand, Complainant in person.

For the respondent. - Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar, Ludhiana. 



The information has been provided to the Complaisant by hand on 06.01.2010.  Complainant is present today and he is satisfied.



The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.




    

    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

S/o Sh. Rai Singh,

H. No. 60/35 P/330,

Street No. 8, Mana Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana








 …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








  ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 693 of 2009

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar, Ludhiana for the respondent.



In the earlier order dated 30.09.2009, directions were given to provide the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.    Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Office Kanungo was present on that hearing.  A show cause notice to the respondent was issued on 18.11.2009 with directions that information should be provided to the Complainant free of cost and only revenue fee should be charged.  



Today Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar Ludhiana is present and states that information has been provided to the Complainant on 22.12.2008 and 13.08.2009.  It is a sad state of affairs that the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is not aware of any of the orders issued by the Commission and has sent a representative who is not even aware that these orders exist.   With great difficulty, he has informed me that Sh. Manpreet Singh is the PIO w.e.f. 19.11.2008.  No reply to the show cause notice has been received.   Directions are also given to the respondent to give the reply to the show cause notice and that Sh. Manpreet Singh, PIO should be present on the next date of hearing.   The information to the Complainant has also been sent by SDM Khanna Sh. Abhinav Trikha, IAS by registered post on 29.12.2009.











…Contd…2/-

-:2:-

 

One more opportunity is granted to the Complainant to specify as to which information has not been provided to him, otherwise the case will be decided ex parte. 



To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.




    

   
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gursharan Singh

# 133-L, Chandigarh Road,

Near Namdev Mandir,

Khanna.








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Office,

Khanna.








  ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 290 of 2009

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Ruldu Ram, Block Primary Education Officer, Khanna.



The information has been provided to the Complaisant by the Block Primary Education Officer, Khanna.  Respondent states that information on point no. 3 which was pending and recorded in the order dated 18.11.2009 has also been provided to the Complainant.



The Complainant is neither present today nor has he pointed out any deficiency in the information supplied to him.  It seems he is satisfied with the information.

 

The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.




    


   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Paramjit Singh

s/o Sh. Nahar Singh,

VPO Kadoo,

Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.







…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2511 of 2009

Present:
Sh. Bhagwan Singh son of Sh. Paramjit Singh, for the Complainant.


Sh. Pawan Sharma, clerk for the respondent.


 
The information has been provided to the Complainant vide letter dated 01.12.2009 which states that for issuance of Red Cards, a 3-Member Committee has been constituted comprising Sh. Surinder Singh, President, Riot Victims, Sh. Mohinder Singh, DDPO and Sh. A.K. Sinha, Chief Administrator, Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA).  The case of the complainant is under process with the Chief Administrator, GLADA.



The Deputy Commissioner is urged that the processing of the Red Cards under this Committee should be expedited since the Complainant laments that he has made innumerable visits to the said office and no fixed date has been given.  It is also pointed out that as per the notice of hearing, only a person not below the rank of APIO should be present in the Court. 

 

The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  

   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh

s/o Sh. Ram Asra Singh,

H. No. 201, Gali No. 2,

Satguru Nagar,

33 Feet Road,

Mundian Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Ludhiana.






…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1112 of 2009

Present:
Sh. Ranjit Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Jasbir Singh Walia, Naib Tehsildar, Ludhiana for the respondent. 



The information has been provided to the complainant and he is satisfied.   Complainant is not interested in pursuing the penalty clause.

 

The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  

   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sandeep Marwaha,

S/o Sh. Yash Pal Marwaha,

Sangat Road,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Ludhiana.








  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2631 of 2009

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Ashwani Kumar, DTO Ludhiana.



The information has been provided to the Complainant and he has signed a statement stating that he is satisfied.   However, none is present on behalf of the Complainant nor any objections have been pointed out. 

 

The case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  

   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Darshan Singh

s/o Sh. Amar Nath,

K.D. House,

Radha Swami Road,

Nabha,

Distt. Patiala.








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Nabha.









  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2408 of 2009

Present:
Complainant Sh. Darshan Singh in person.



Sh. Harvinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar for the respondent. 



Incomplete information has been provided to the Complainant.  Respondent assures that the same will be provided to him within 15 days.



The matter is adjourned to 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  

   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Darshan Singh

s/o Sh. Amar Nath,

K.D. House,

Radha Swami Road,

Nabha,

Distt. Patiala.








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Nabha.









  ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2407 of 2009

Present:
Complainant Sh. Darshan Singh in person.



Sh. Harvinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar for the respondent. 



Information has been provided to the Complainant.  However, Complainant insisted on imposition of penalty.



The original of the Complainant for information is dated 25.09.2008.  It is noted that Sh. Balraj Singh Sekhon was the SDM-cum-PIO who has since retired and Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, SDM, Samana is holding additional charge of the office of the SDM, Nabha. 



The inordinate delay in supply of information shows the defiance attitude on the part of the respondent.  Therefore, PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



The matter is now posted to 22.02.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  

   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near O.B.C. Bank,

Lehragaga,

Distt. Sangrur.








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.
 







 ….Respondent

A.C. No. 576 of 2009

Order

Present:
Complainant Rakesh Kumar Singla in person.



For Respondent – Ms. Pankaj Sharma, PIO for the respondent.



Respondent states that neither Form A dated 16.02.2009 submitted by the complainant has been received nor were the summons of hearing dated 25.09.2009 and the orders sent on 11.11.2009 and 14.01.2010 received.  She claims that there are 30 PIOs and it could have gone to any of those designated PIOs.   It is a sorry state of affairs that in Education Department, even a specific letter does not reach the concerned officials.   The PIO present also contends that she contacted the D.E.O. Sangrur over the telephone, to ring up the complainant and ask as to what was the information he was seeking as she never received the original letter of the complainant or the copies of the communications from the Commission.



During the proceedings, it has been noticed that the Complainant has demanded third party for which the respondent is directed to observe the procedure as laid down in section 11 read with section 8 of the RTI Act 2005 and also pass speaking order in case the PIO chooses to deny the information.   It shall also be seen by the respondent whether any public interest is involved in supply of the information.   This should be done within a period of one month. 



To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




















Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  
     Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Pradeep Dutta

s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,

A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi – 110048







…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar. 








 ….Respondent

A.C. No. 597 of 2009

Order

Present:
Dr. Pradeep Datta, appellant in person.



Sh. Jasvir Singh, DTO, Amritsar for the respondent.



Complainant stated that he had submitted his requests for information to the respondent on 01.04.2009 and 19.06.2009.  He filed a joint first appeal against his both requests for information and then filed second appeal before the Commission on 25.08.2009.  This case was heard on 16.10.2009, 14.01.2010 and again on 17.02.2010.



Appellant stated that he wants to pursue his request for information dated 19.06.2009 and leave aside his application dated 01.04.2009.



Such a request should have been made at the first date of hearing.  To meet the ends of justice, he is allowed to do so and respondent is directed to reply about the information demanded by the appellant vide his application dated 19.06.2009.  Besides, respondent should also explain the cause of delay in supply of information as already ordered vide order dated 14.01.2010.  The reason for delay in supply of information should be submitted by way of affidavit, within a period of 15 days failing which the Commission will be constrained to pass the orders regarding imposition of penalty on the merits of the case. 



To come up on 21.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Darshan Singh

s/o Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

C/o Sh. Puran Singh,

R/o Tarewala,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga.







…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Moga. 









….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3536 of 2009

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Darshan Singh in person.



None for the respondent.



In the earlier order dated 23.12.2009, one more opportunity was provided to the respondent to provide information to the Complainant within 15 days. 



None appeared on behalf of the respondent on the last date of hearing and same is the case today.    This clearly shows the defiant attitude of the respondent. Therefore, PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

 

To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. B.D. Bhardwaj,

28/1-D, B.N. Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.








…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Ludhiana.








….Respondent

C.C. NO. 3512 of 2009

Present:
Complainant Sh. B.D. Bhardwaj in person.



Sh. Madanjeet Singh, DEO (Secondary) Ludhiana.



Some documents have been presented to the complainant by the respondent but he states that these do not relate to the information sought by him regarding re-employment of Smt. Parveen Rani, Dakha, Distt. Ludhiana.



Directions are given to the respondent to visit the office of D.E.O. (Secondary) on any working day and all the information will be provided to him as has been assured by the respondent.



To come up on 22.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  K.L. Malhotra 

Chief Editor,

Punjab Da Shisha Newspaper, Punjab

Anandpuri, Noorwala Road,

Gurdware Wali Gali,

Ludhaina – 141008.







   …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana 




 …..Respondent





                CC- 3711/2009  

Present:
Complainant Sh. K.L. Malhotra in person.



None for the Respondent.



The information sought by the Complainant is:


“Pramod Kumar son of Kashmiri Lal resident of House No. 3235, Sector 32, Chandigarh sold his house in Kirpal Nagar, Gali No. 3, Ludhiana (over an area of 100 Sq. Yards) and the sale deed in favour of purchaser has been registered with the Sub-Registrar (East) Ludhiana between 24.09.2009 and 29.09.2009.  An attested copy of the sale deed may kindly be provided.”

 

No information has been provided and none is present on behalf of the respondent.  Therefore one more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide information to the Complainant immediately.



To come up on 26.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Makhan Goyal S/o Sh. Prem Chand Goyal, 

Sagar Basti,

Ward No. 13,

Patran Mandi,

Patiala.








    …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, 
Punjab, Chandigarh 







    …..Respondent





                CC- 3707/2009  

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Makhan Goyal in person.



Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO for the respondent. 



The original application was received at the office of the respondent on 22.05.2009 and was transferred to District Transport Office, Patiala on 25.05.2009.  A letter has been sent to the PIO c/o office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, by the PIIO Office of Assistant District Transport Officer, Patiala, stating: -

“The in the letter under reference, the applicant has sought from the Officer photocopies of the service record book in respect of Asstt. District Transport Officer Sh. Rajinder Kumar Sobti which, according to section 8(i) is out of the purview of the RTI Act, 2005.   This fact has been communicated to the applicant vide this office letter No. SPIO/DTO/PAT 1661 dated 03.06.2009.”



I have asked the complainant as to what the public interest is involved in seeking the third party information but he is not willing to give any reasons.    In my opinion, the information sought is not in public interest and is denied under Section 8(j) of the RTI Act 2005.



The case is hereby dismissed and disposed of.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
 

   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Mukhtiar Singh S/o Sh. Gurmej Singh, 

Village Chander,

Tehsil & District Ferozepur,

P.O. Mudki,

Thana Gholkalan,

Ferozepur 








 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority, 
Ferozepur 








   …..Respondent





                CC- 3702/2009  

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mukhtiar Singh in person.

Sh. Davinder Kumar, Asstt. Secretary, O/o RTA Ferozepur, for the respondent. 



The information sought by the Complainant is: -



“Old Permit No. 69/Reg/Tempo/F/87



New Permit No. 150/Reg./RTA/5/92

The number, fee receipt number and date of permit issued before 1987 along with proceedings

If issued in 1984, the number, fee receipt number and date of the same be intimated along with proceedings.” 



The information has been provided to the Complainant on 23.11.2009 but it is incomplete since the copies mentioned in the letter have not been attached.   Respondent states that he would provide the same within one week.



The Complainant is satisfied. 

 

Accordingly, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Ramesh Kumar s/o Sh. Karam Singh, 

Village Dadava,

Distt. Gurdaspur 







    …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Transport Officer, 

Gurdaspur








  …..Respondent





                CC- 3701/2009  

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Baldev Randhawa, D.T.O. Gurdaspur for the respondent. 

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Baldev Randhawa, D.T.O. Gurdaspur for the respondent. 



Respondent submitted a copy of letter no. 2557 dated 05.02.2010 enclosing therewith a copy of letter no. 1654 dated 14.10.2009 addressed to the Complainant vide which he was informed that the information demanded by him is voluminous and it cannot be supplied.  The Complainant neither visited the office of the respondent nor communicated anything contrary to it to the Commission.  He is also not present in today’s hearing.



Accordingly, the case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 







Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Lt. Col. Gurdev Singh Hayr (Retd.) 

H. No. 2264-A, Sector 47-C,

Chandigarh 







                                      …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Jalandhar 








                                       …..Respondent





                CC- 3700/2009  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurdev Singh in person.



None for the respondent.


The information demanded by the Complainant is: 

“Copies of the papers submitted to the Tehsildar, Jalandhar by Ms. Charan Kaur who is the actual buyer and is citizen of India, regarding her citizenship; copies of papers submitted by Ms. Parminder Kaur to the effect that she has valid title over the property in question.  The relevant sale deeds are No. 5240, 5241 and GPA Vide Deed No. 5445 all dated 29.10.2007)”



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  However, one more opportunity is granted to the Tehsildar, Jalandhar to answer the queries and provide the information sought by the Complainant.

 

To come up on 26.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Singh S/o Late Sh. Raghunath Dass, 

Stationers,

Bazar Vakilan,

Hoshiarpur – 146001.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  D.A.V. College Management, 
Hoshiarpur 








    …..Respondent





                CC- 3698/2009  
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kuldip Singh in person.



None for the Respondent.



In this case, the information sought by the Complainant is: -

“1.
Total no. of shops which are functioning under the; control of the DAV College Managing Committee (Institution-wise)

2.
Total rent amount received from the shopkeepers (institution-wise)

3.
Mode of maintenance according to financial rules and regulation.

4.
Certified copies of the Cash Book maintained indicating Income and Expenditure for the last 4 years;

5.
Balance Amount lying in the Bank;

6.
Source of payment of paying 5% deficit to the staff working under your management after the receipt of the grant from the Government.”

 

None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  However, one more opportunity is granted to the Respondent, D.A.V. College Management, Hoshiaprur, to answer the queries and provide the information sought by the Complainant.

 

To come up on 26.04.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
  
    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Achhar Kuldip Singh Ramgarhia S/o Late Sh. Bhatat Singh 

Sant Nagar,

Nausharara Road,

Mukerian – 144211

Distt. Hoshiarpur 







     …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar, 
Mukerian 








  …..Respondent





                CC- 3690/2009  

Present:
Complainant Sh. Achhar Singh in person.



Sh. Jasbir Singh, Tehsildar, Mukerian for the respondent.



An identical has already been heard by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner and has been disposed of. 



Therefore, the case is hereby dismissed and disposed of.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.




  
 

    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 17.02.2010





State Information Commissioner
