STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

1.



(CC-929/2008)
Sh. Raj Kumar Singhal,



Public Information Officer,


S/o Sh. Prem Kumar



O/o Deputy Commissioner Revenue, 


#6832/164, M M Singh 



Moga.


Wartan Ganj, New Town,


Vs.

M.C XII-B, 3/227,


Mittal Road, (2870 New Rakba)


Moga.










2.



(CC-930/2008)

Sh. Raj Kumar Singhal,




Public Information Officer, 

Vs

O/o Principal Secy. Local Govt.,

Mini Sectt. (Pb.), Sector-9








Chandigarh 















3.



CC-931/2008
Sh. Raj Kumar Singhal,


Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

Financial Commissioner Revenue,








Pb., Chd   




(CC-932/2008)


4.





Sh. Raj Kumar Singhal,


Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner Revenue, 








Moga.
5.



(AC-98/2008) 





 
Sh. Raj Kumar Singhal,


Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

Executive Officer, Municipal Council, 








Moga   
6.



(AC-99/2008)









Sh. Raj Kumar Singhal,


Vs.

Public Information Officer, 








O/o Tehsildar, Moga. 

7.



(AC-200/2008)







Sh. Raj Kumar Singhal,


Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

Commissioner Ferozepur,








Division Ferozepur.  
8.



CC-1048/2008
Sh. Raj Kumar Singhal,


Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 








Moga. 

Present:
Shri Raj Kumar Singhal, Complainant in person. 


Shri Jagdeep Singh Goyal, APIO, M.C.Moga.



Shri Shinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO, O/O PIO/DLG, Punjab.



Shri Baljinder Singh Bhullar, Accountant, O/O PIO/MC Moga.

ORDER:

CC No- 929, 930, 931, 932 all of 2008, AC-98/2008, AC-99/2008, AC-200/2008 & CC-1048 of 2008:      -2-


Shri Raj Kumar Singhal  and all other concerned PIOs had been sent copies of the order dated 25.2.09 with covering letter dated 26.3.09 which had been dictated in the presence of the Complainant and the Respondents in the hearing in respect of 8 cases.  As regards remaining two cases i.e. CC-377/2008 (Raj Kumar Singhal Vs. Senior Superintendent of Police, Moga) and CC-925/2008 (Raj Kumar Singhal Vs. IGP, HQ’s Punjab Police, Chandigarh), both were with Sh. P.K.Verma, IAS (Retd.) Hon’ble SIC and have been disposed of on 10.04.2008 and 17.10.2008 respectively.  Separately, several applications dated 13.03.2009 from Shri Raj Kumar Singhal were received through courier. Upon going through them, it was seen that there are once again 10 applications  for remaining information for each application. They were returned to him in original and he was told to make his application in accordance with para 10 of the order dated 25.2.09. 
2.
It has  further been explained to him today that all information needed by  him in respect of Local Government Department or the Revenue Department (at whichever level), should be asked for in one fresh separate application for each Department, without reference to the remaining matters/old applications/Complaints/Appeals. Keeping in view the background of the case, the Bench shall appoint a Nodal PIO for each Department and the matter shall proceed on the lines laid down in para 10 of order dated 25.02.2009 unless there is any other suggestion/proposal, which is found feasible. 
3.
Meanwhile, the notice dated 26.3.09 (covering letter vide which the order of the previous date had been sent, wrongly indicates that the complaint has been adjourned to 16.4.09. In fact all the eight cases had been rejected and Shri Raj Kumar Singhal had been asked to file fresh complaint one for each department separately. The order was that notice shall be issued for 16.4.09 when the fresh applications were received. Now, therefore, a fresh notice will be 
CC No- 929, 930, 931, 932 all of 2008, AC-98/2008, AC-99/2008, AC-200/2008 & CC-1048 of 2008:      -3-

issued to the PIO’s for appearance when required as and when the fresh applications are received.   








Sd- 
   






 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)







State Information Commissioner 


16.04. 2009

(Ptk)

