STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurdeep Singh,
VPO-Ghiana,

Tehsil-Talwandi Sabo,

Distt-Bathinda.

        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Veterinary Hospital,
Raike Kalan, Bathinda.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 437 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Sanjiv Maurya, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 


      of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Complainant is absent. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                Sd/-                        
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,
V.P.O- Raipur,

Tehsil – Sardulgarh,

Distt-Mansa.

      …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Veterinary Hospital,
Sardargarh, Distt-Mansa.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 449 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Naresh Kumar, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 

                of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Dr. Naresh Kumar, R.V.O., has stated that there is no Public Information Officer in Civil Veterinary Hospital so the postal order was sent back to the Complainant as it was in the name of PIO. However, he has agreed that the required information will be given to the Complainant in case Complainant applies in the name of doctor incharge, CVH, Sardargarh, Mansa. The postal order sent to the Commission by the Complainant should be sent back to the Complainant for submitting to the PIO, Zila Parishad, Mansa or in the office of A.D.C(Devp.).

3.
In view of the fact that the complaint before us was not valid to begin with and also the commitment made by the  Respondent, no further action is required to be taken by the Commission in this case.

4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

V.P.O- Raipur,

Tehsil – Sardulgarh,

Distt-Mansa.
       …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/Civil Veterinary Hospital,
 Bhagiwander, Tehsil-Talwandi Sabo,
Distt-Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 444 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Naresh Kumar, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 

                of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Complainant is absent. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Balwinder Singh,
VPO-Gluman Kalan,

Tehsil-Talwandi Sabo,

Distt-Bathinda.

         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Veterinary Hospital,
Tehsil Jandawala,
Distt-Bathinda

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 448 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Naresh Kumar, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 

                of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Complainant is absent. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurdeep Singh,
VPO-Ghiana,

Tehsil-Talwandi Sabo,

Distt-Bathinda.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Veterinary Hospital,
Tehsil-Gobindpura,
Distt- Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 438 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Naresh Kumar, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 

                of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Complainant is absent. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurmeet Singh,
VPO-Malkana,

Tehsil-Talwandi Sabo,

Distt-Bathinda.

         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Veterinary Hospital,
VPO-Shekhpura,
Tehsil-Talwandi Sabo,

Distt- Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 445 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Naresh Kumar, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 

                of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Complainant is absent. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Durlabh Singh,
Near Telephone Exchange,

Tehsil & VPO-Talwandi Sabo,

Distt-Bathinda.

        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Veterinary Hospital,
VPO Malkana,
Tehsil-Talwandi Sabo,

Ditt-Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 439 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Naresh Kumar, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 

                of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Complainant is absent. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                         (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Kuldeep Singh,
Vill-Fatehgarh Noabad,
Tehsil-Talwandi Sabo,

Distt-Bathinda.
        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Veterinary Hospital,
Sardargarh, Distt- Bathinda.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 446 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Naresh Kumar, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 

                of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Complainant is absent. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Didar Singh,
Ajit Road, St No. 8-B,
# 19665,  Bathinda.
        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Veterinary Hospital,
Vill-Harraipur,
Ditt- Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 429 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Naresh Kumar, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 

                of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Dr. Naresh Kumar, R.V.O., has stated that there is no Public Information Officer in Civil Veterinary Hospital so the postal order was sent back to the Complainant as it was in the name of PIO. However, he has agreed that the required information will be given to the Complainant in case Complainant applies in the name of doctor incharge, CVH, Harraipur, Mansa. The postal order sent to the Commission by the Complainant should be sent back to the Complainant for submitting to the PIO, Zila Parishad, Mansa or in the office of A.D.C(Devp.).

3.
In view of the fact that the complaint before us was not valid to begin with and also the commitment made by the  Respondent, no further action is required to be taken by the Commission in this case.

4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurmalkiyat Singh,
VPO-Modhkalan,

Distt-Bathinda.

        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Veterinary Hospital,

Jassi Pewali,   Distt-Bathinda.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 451 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Naresh Kumar, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 

                of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Complainant is absent. Dismissed for non prosecution. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gurmeet Singh,
VPO-Malkana Via Rama,

Distt-Bathinda.

        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Veterinary Hospital,

Kalhirani,  Distt-Bathinda.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 450 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Manish Kumar, Rural Veterinary Officer, O/o CVH, on behalf 

                of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Dr. Naresh Kumar, R.V.O., has stated that there is no Public Information Officer in Civil Veterinary Hospital so the postal order was sent back to the Complainant as it was in the name of PIO. However, he has agreed that the required information will be given to the Complainant in case Complainant applies in the name of doctor incharge, CVH, Kalhirani, Mansa. The postal order sent to the Commission by the Complainant should be sent back to the Complainant for submitting to the PIO, Zila Parishad, Mansa or in the office of A.D.C(Devp.).

3.
In view of the fact that the complaint before us was not valid to begin with and also the commitment made by the  Respondent, no further action is required to be taken by the Commission in this case.
4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

  Sd/-

                                             (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Amritpal Singh, Reporter,
VPO-Rureke Kalan,

Distt-Barnala.

        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO,
Barnala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1838 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Naresh Garg on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Smt. Baljit Kaur, BDPO Barnala & Sh. Harnaal Singh,                 
Panchayat Secretary, O/o BDPO, the Respondent


ORDER


Heard.
2.
The Complainant has sent a request that, he is not well and has authorized Sh. Naresh Garg to appear on his behalf. Sh. Naresh Garg stated that he has received complete information and is satisfied.  During the last hearing, Panchayat Secretary, Sh. Harnaal Singh stated that PIO Smt. Baljit Kaur is the BDPO, Barnala, so she was directed to appear personally and give a reply to the show cause notice already issued during the previous hearing. Smt. Baljit Kaur, BDPO stated that she is not the PIO. Sh. Harnaal Singh, Panchayat Secretary who is already attending the hearing is the concerned PIO. As the required information already stands supplied and the Complainant is satisfied, the show cause notice issued earlier is dropped.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
                                            Sd/-                   
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Gian Deep Singh,
S/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

# 10, VPO.Lalru,

Tehsil.Dera Bassi,

Distt-Mohali.
        ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,
Zila Parishad,

Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1569 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Gian Deep Singh, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Rupinder Singh, Clerk & Sh. Rajinder Singh, Suptd., O/o 
     
     Zila Parishad, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent


ORDER


Heard.
2.
To recapitulate, the information demanded by the Complainant vide his application dated 24.07.2007, is against 25 items. Out of this, ultimately, when the matter was taken up for hearing on 11.03.2008, the controversy stood boiled down to only two items namely items no. 8 & 12. Regarding the remaining items the Complainant had not made any grievance. In this view of the matter, I had directed that the Respondent shall supply the information against the item no. 12 in respect of all the 13 candidates. The Complainant had admitted that information against this item in relation to 9 candidates had been duly supplied. It was further directed that information demanded against item no. 8 be also supplied. 

Contd…P-2

-2-

3.
Today, at the time of hearing, the Complainant has vehemently submitted that there have been grave irregularities in the selection of ETT teachers. He has also alleged that the information supplied to him is false, incomplete and misleading. In this behalf he has raised the following points:-

(i)
In the selection list, the candidates had been shown as belonging to Chandigarh whereas on the copies of application forms given to him the addresses of the candidates has been shown as that of Mohali whereas candidates belonging to Mohali were not eligible to apply for these posts.

(ii) As per Government   rules for the selection of teachers, candidates should have passed Punjabi  upto Metric level whereas in the case of Neeru Bala she has not passed Punjabi  language  in Matriculation examination.

(iii) Information regarding residence proof which was to be submitted alongwith the forms has not been provided to him.  

(iv) In the first advertisement dated 04.03.06 candidates belonging to Chandigarh were not eligible to apply and they were only permitted in the subsequent advertisement dated 27.05.06 but from the information supplied to him it is evident that forms of the candidates belonging to Chandigarh were accepted before the subsequent advertisement. 

(v)
Complainant further states that Smt. Uma Devi and Smt. Harsupreme Kaur were offered appointment in Patiala district and in Ropar district and from the scrutiny of their application forms he has find out that the residence addresses is of Mohali and in his opinion to save the appointment of Smt. Uma Devi, her form has been changed with the Mohali address and false and fabricated information has been supplied to him after tempering with the record and has prayed for compensation and 
penalizing the PIO under the RTI act for giving false and delayed information.

-3-

4.
From the above it appears that the Complainant is attempting to enlarge the scope of the instant complaint by raising demands which were not included in the original application for information. However, I refrain from expressing any final opinion on that. In order to settle this matter once for all I direct the Respondent to bring the entire information against item no. 8 & 12 on the next date of hearing and satisfy the Commission that the same is as per the demand made in the application dated 24.07.2007. The information so brought shall be handed over to the Complainant. 

5.
As per the direction given in my last order, an affidavit has been filed on behalf of the Respondent, showing cause against the imposition of penalty under Section 20. However, it is not indicated as to who is the PIO in the O/o Zila Parishad, Patiala.   Sh. Paramjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Chief Executive Officer, is also directed to intimate the Commission as to who is the PIO before the question regarding imposition of penalty is considered. 
6.
Adjourned to 02.05.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                     

        (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11th April, 2008
