STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Rajinder Singh Kooner, Advocate,

# 58-D, Sarabha Nagar, 

Ludhiana. (of Kot Gangu Rai, District Ldh.)

------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO, PSEB Sub Division, 

Katani Kalan, Ludhiana.

2. Appellate Authority, Addl. SE. (OP), Division,

PSEB, Samrala.





--------Respondent 






AC No-364/2009

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Harinder Singh, APIO-cum-AEE, Khumano (in place of

 Sh. Prem Singh, former APIO)., for Sh. Gurtej Singh, PIO/XEN Samrala.

 Sh. Prem Singh, former APIO

ORDER:


The Second Appeal of Sh. Rajinder Singh dated 4.6.09 in respect of his RTI application in form ‘A’ dated 8.11.08,made to the PIO /SDO, PSEB Katani Kalan has been considered by the Commission in its hearing on 4.8.09 and 27.10.09 and was adjourned to 9.12.09 for consideration of written explanation, if any under Section 20(1) of the Act. Opportunity for personal hearing  was given to Sh. Prem Singh, the then APIO, who allegedly provided false and  misleading information knowingly and with malafide intention according to the Complainant.  The full details of the case are in previous order, but the gist is that  in response to item No. iii( c ) name of consumer of electricity of the above house No,. 418, he gave the information that the said meter in house No. 418 with Khata  No. KF22/96 was in the name of Sh. Mahinder Singh alias Maheshinder Singh S/O Sh. Ajit Singh vill. Kot Gangu Rai. The complainant stated that “there is no person of this name, living or ever lived in this house nor the electricity meter is in his name”. After it was admitted that the concerned APIO Sh. Prem Singh, AE, belong to the same village, it was recommended  to the PIO that the APIO be changed  for the purpose of this RTI application, in view of the  
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allegations and the information be given strictly as per the RTI application.  Thereafter Shri Harinder Singh the new PIO gave the information that the said khata existed in the name of Sh. Mohinder Singh S/O Sh. Ajit Singh. There was no mention of any Maheshinder Singh in the record. However, the electricity  bill dated  9/11/08 showed Mohinder Singh s/O Ajit Singh having khata No. KR/22/396. The complainant stated that Sh. Ajit Singh has no son named Mohinder Singh.  So this was also not factually correct. It is observed that the Commission cannot go beyond the  record and give findings on ground realities, if they are at variance with the record. This is for the complainant to prove to the Competent Authority or in the Civil Court. 
2.
Since it was proved that wrong information had been supplied, therefore, Shri Prem Singh the then APIO was issued notice on 29.10.09 u/s 20(1) to show cause why penalty prescribed therein be not imposed on him u/s 20(1) proviso thereto.  He has also given an opportunity for personal hearing for today. We have considered the written explanation dated 19.11.09 filed by Shri Prem Singh and do not find it satisfactory. Shri Prem Singh has put in more than 30 years service and is fully aware of the implications of tampering with official record or of introducing names in the ownership of meters/connections which are non existent, since this has legal implication and also provides conclusive proof of ownership of the said property. This information has been given by Sh. Prem Singh despite the fact that the original file where the applicant had applied for  the connection has not become available. In his explanation dated 19.11.09, he had stated that  he had actually clarified  the matter, since he himself knew that it is Maheshinder Singh’s family is living  there for the last many years. The said  Maheshinder Singh had gone abroad. He stated that there was no intention of interfering in any civil matters pending between the parties but since he was born and brought up in the same village he himself felt it necessary to clarify the matter. There was no ill intention in doing so.  Shri Prem Singh stated that he had given the correct information to the Appellate Authority at the time when the First Appeal was filed. This is not borne out by the order of the First Appellate 
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Authority from a reading of the letter of Addl. S.E. dated 6.3.09 reprodudced below: 
“Subject:
First Appeal under Right to Information Act, 2005.


The point-wise reply of the subject cited Appeal is given below: 
1) The correct reply has already given by the SDO “OP” Sub-Divn. PSEB Katani Kalan vide Memo No. 787 dated 26.11.2008.

2) The respondent has not violated the direction of RTI Act at any stage.

3) The respondent has given the correct and complete information as per official record available in the Sub Division office.

3(i) to (viii)

This information cannot be supplied at it covers under the exempted category of RTI Act, 2005 under sub-section j of Section 8(i).

In view of above, It is again informed that respondent has given correct information as per record available in the Sub Division  office and  nothing has been concealed.”

Sd/-

Addl. S.E. Operation div.

PSEB, Ghulal(Samrala)

Thus, it is seen that the First Appellate Authority has not looked into the original record. Shri Prem Singh has not supplied copy of any letter sent by him to the Appellate Authority stating any facts to the contrary.
3.
Thus the reply of Shri Prem Singh has not been  found satisfactory. The ‘mistake’  made by him cannot be treated as inadvertent, in view of above discussion. Thus,  Shri Prem Singh, the then APIO, he deserves full penalty of Rs. 25,000/- as provided u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act  for  deliberately providing misleading information provided for Section 20(1) of the Right to Information Act.  The penalty of Rs. 25000/- is hereby imposed upon him for deliberately giving false and misleading reply to the RTI applicant not based on facts on record in a matter having implications on the civil rights of the persons concerned. 
4.
Shri Prem Singh, the then APIO is directed to deposit the same in the treasury within a period of 3 months from today and produce the proof thereof for 
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the record of th Commission. The XEN Sh. Gurtej Singh should ensure that the payment is deposited by Sh. Prem Singh and in case the payment is not deposited within 3 months, his salary for the next ensueing month should not to be paid out to him. A copy of this order should also be sent to the C.E., (South) PSEB, Patiala to follow up the matter and to ensure that the orders of the Commission are complied with. 

5.
Since Shri Prem Singh is about to retire in 3 years time, the Commission being  conscious of the fact that Disciplinary  proceedings under the Service Rules can last for many years, is not making any recommendation to the Competent Authority under Section 20 (2) of the Act. The Commission is of the view that the file of Rs. 25,000/- is sufficient by way of deterrent, and would serve as an exemplary punishment. 
5-A

At this stage Shri Kooner complainant arrived. He has been apprised of the contents of the orders.  Copy of the report of AEE dated 8.12,.09 and copy of the letter written to the Choki Incharge Katani Kalan  in respect of missing file pertaining to his application have been supplied to him.

6. 
PIO/XEN who is present in the Court states that despite  great efforts by Shri  Harinderjit Singh, the substitute APIO, it has not been possible to locate the original file of the connection given to Shri Mohinder Singh S/O Sh. Ajit Singh. Further, he has stated that upon thoroughly looking into the matter, it was found that 1303 original files containing full record for sanction of new  connection including applications of the owners and supporting documents given by them at the relevant time were missing in Katani Sub Division including 108 out of 491 cases of this village. This is a serious matter and needs to be looked into thoroughly. This should have been part of the handing over taking over record of the officials at the time of transfer and responsibility needs to be fixed for  the missing  of official records in all these cases.
7.
It is seen that the substitute APIO, Sh. Harinderjit Singh  filed his report dated 8.12.09, after  thoroughly probing  the matter. The efforts put in by Shri Harinderjit Singh, APIO as well as Shri Gurtej Singh, XEN  are appreciated and 
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are also brought to the notice of the Chairman, PSEB for issuing letter of commendation to both. A copy of this order may be marked to the Chairman,. PSEB.


With these directions, the case is hereby disposed of.









Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009  
(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mansa Ram,

S/o Sh. Bakhtaur Singh,

R/o 85-G, Gobind Nagar,

Model Town, Patiala.



 

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer,

Bhakhra Main Line, Circle (Mandal), 

Patiala. 

  
 




-------Respondent 

CC No- 2089-2009
Present:
Shri Mansa Ram, complainant in person.



Sh. Harinder Pal Singh Bedi, APIO-cum-SDO Khamano.

ORDER:


In compliance with order dated 4.11.09, Sh. Harinder Pal Singh Bedi, APIO-cum-SDO Khamano,  has  filed his reply ( covering letter with annexures 15 pages). With this, full information has been provided to Shri Mansa Ram complainant. Since this information has been provided  at the last minute during the hearing today, the case is adjourned for consideration of the same. 

Adjourned to 06.01.2010. 








Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009  

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh G.S.Sikka, Advocate,

# 43, Friends Colony Model Gram,

Ludhiana. 






--------Appellant 







Vs. 

1.PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industry & Export Corporation,

Ltd., Udyog Bhavan Sector 17, Chandigarh. 



&

2. Appellate Authority-cum-Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industry & Export Corporation,

Ltd., Udyog Bhavan Sector 17, Chandigarh.

--------Respondent 






    AC-400-2009
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri J.S.Randhawa, PIO-cum-Dy. G.M.,PSIEC.


Shri G.S.Sandhu, APIO-cum-Manager Legal, PSIEC.

ORDER:

The two officials sought time to give the amended written explanation for which adjournment is granted.  They have also been advised  to clearly disclose the name of the concerned persons who were the PIOs and the system put in place to prevent such delay in future. The  names and designations of the staff dealing with the RTI matter should also be given. The required information should be provided at least 10 days before the next date of hearing   to the complainant with a copy to the Commission.


Adjourned to 20.01.2010.







Sd-
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009  

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Harbans Singh Brar,

S/o S. Jagdev Singh Brar,

# 20281, St. NO. 16, 

Near Ch. Roshan Singh Hospital,  
Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bathinda(Pb.).






--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief Engineer IR & W,

PSEB, Patiala.






--------Respondent  






MR No. 62/2009 

                                                   In AC No- 579-2008 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Nirmal Singh Dhanoa, PIO,O/O Director Personal,PSEB..



Smt.. Veenu Sood, APIO, Dy. Secy. Recruitment.



Sh. Dhanu Singh, Dy. Secy. RTI Cell.



Shri Pawan Kumar, Supdt. Recruitment.



Shri Rajiv Verma, Counsel on behalf of PSEB.

ORDER:


Sh. Rajiv Verma, Counsel for the PSEB states that he had been engaged by the PSEB only yesterday and therefore sought a short adjournment. Sh. Nirmal Singh Dhanoa, PIO,O/O Director Personnel, PSEB,  and Smt.. Veenu Sood, APIO, Dy. Secy. Recruitment. have submitted  their explanations through Shri Rajiv Verma, Counsel on behalf of PSEB, vide letter dated 8.12.2009. In his reply in para 6 & 7  it is stated:- 

“That in compliance with the orders dated 28.10.09 of Hon’ble Commission, the matter was put before the Board that the Whole Time Member in its meeting held on 23.11.09 (copy of noting, memorandum and its decision attached) has decided as under:


“the factual position may be brought  to the notice of Information Commission and request be made to the effect that whatever information is available with the Board, the same has been supplied.”
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That in view of the aforesaid facts and the provisions of Section 20(j) of RTI Act the information held or under the control of public authority/Board has already been supplied to the applicant. Information with regard to item No. 1 & 2 is held by some other Public Authority i.e. NTPC. Hence  invoking the Section 20 (i) of RTI Act against the PIO of Board will be unjust and against the provisions of Act.


It is, therefore, humbly submitted that as the information in respect of point 1 & 2 is not accessible and beyond the control of Board, moreover the undersigned is unable to obtain the same from NTPC, the contention of the 
Appellant is untenable, is liable to be dismissed.

Sd/-

PIO-cum-Director Personnel,

PSEB, Patiala.’

2.
It is very disappointing that this position has been taken at this stage in respect of RTI application dated 2.7.08 made to the address of Chairman, PSEB, in respect of which First Appeal dated 21.6.08 was filed before the Appellate Authority and Second Appeal dated 8.11.08 has been pending as AC-579/08. before the Commission. Today, after repeated directions of the Commission the new plea that actually this information pertains to another Public Authority is not acceptable or tenable. If that had been the case, then it was required to be transferred by the PIO  within 5 days of receiving it  to the actual PIO under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the Act. This was not done at that time, where the PSEB had itself  claimed exemption on behalf of NTPC. Now, it is quite clear that there is no agreement between PSEB & NTPC containing any confidentiality clause which exists between them.  Therefore the said PIO cannot hide behind the wall of confidentiality clause  to the detriment of  his duties under the RTI Act, 2005.  An impression is created that PSEB has purposely given the task of selection to NTPC so as to put forward this specious excuse and hide behind the veil of secrecy, even though there is no  contract between the parties containing any  confidentiality clause   in existence.  Now, for the PSEB, which is the pay master, to state that it has  not able to acccess these records, only shows its reluctance to do so. 
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3.
As requested by the Counsel, The matter is adjourned for arguments, if any,  to be presented on the next date. The Counsel may  like to cite precedents or orders of the Central Information Commission/State Information Commissions and the High Court etc. on this point, if any.


Adjourned to 06.01.2010. 









Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009  

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Sukhvinder Singh Sidhu, 

S/O Shri Harpal Singh Sidhu,

# 289, St. No. 11, Ward No. 5,

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief IR & W, PSEB Patiala,

(Deputy Secretary RTI Cell)



--------Respondent 






CC No-1058-D/2009

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Dharam Singh, PIO-cum-Dy. Secy. RTI, PSEB.,Patiala.

ORDER: 

The letter of the Nodal Officer-cum-APIO dated nil, copy of which  has been endorsed to the State Information Commission on 23.11.09 is available on the record. He states that with this the letter dated 15.2.09 point wise reply has been sent to him, as supplied he Chief Auditor with one annexure dated 12.2.09. The information has been sent by speed post and free of cost and proof of which has been placed on the file of Commission.

2. Shri Sukhwinder Singh Sidhu had due and adequate notice of today’s hearing, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through his representative nor has he sent any communication. It is clear that the information has now been received by him and he has nothing to say further.

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009   
(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Sukhvinder Singh Sidhu, 

S/O Shri Harpal Singh Sidhu,

# 289, St. No. 11, Ward No. 5,

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa. 


 

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Secretary, RTI Cell,

PSEB, Patiala.
  
 



-------Respondent 






CC No- 2023-2009

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Rajinder Kumar, APIO-cum-Nodal Officer, O/O,  PIO-cum-Dy. Secy. RTI, PSEB.,Patiala.

ORDER:


Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Nodal Officer stated that full information with annexures has been brought today for supply to the complainant. Shri Sukhwinder Singh Sidhu had due and adequate notice of today’s hearing, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through his representative nor has he sent any communication. If he had been present the information could have given to him in person.  Since Shri Sukhwinder Singh Sidhu is not present today, the APIO is hereby advised to send it to the Complainant with covering letter duly indexed, marked and attested through registered post. A copy of covering letter with full details and  having receipt  of the complainant  on it/or proof of Registry should be placed on the record of the Commission.
  
With this, the case is hereby disposed of with the above directions.








Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009  

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Shiv Kumar, S/O Sh. Ram Chand,

V&PO: Shahpur Kandi,

Teh., Dhar Kalan, Distt. Gurdaspur.



----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O. Member,

PSEB(Distribution),Patiala.


       -----Respondent.






CC No-2949 -2008 

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Rajinder Kumar, APIO-cum-Nodal Officer, O/O,  PIO-cum-Dy. Secy. RTI, PSEB.,Patiala.

Shri Banarsi Dass, Divisional Supdt. on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER:

Shri Banarsi Dass, Supdt. stated that no order of the State Information Commission has been received  by  him. However, the order dated 227,10,09 is seen  to have been sent with covering letter dated 4.11.09 to the PIO. The Nodal Officer has also endorsed copy of order dated 27.11.09 vide letter dated 23.11.09 through speed post  to the  PIO-cum-SE,  being last opportunity, copy of which is also available on the record of Commission.


Adjourned to 06.01.2010.  








Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009  

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Manwinder Singh,

Chief Reporter, Times of India,

577-R, Model Town, Ludhiana.



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O State Transport Commissioner,

Pb., Chd.






____   Respondent 






CC No-1220/2009      
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri J.S.Brar, PIIO-cum-ADTO, O.O STC Punjab.



Sh Harcharan Singh, Sr. Asstt., O/O STC Punjab.

ORDER;


In compliance with order dated 28.10.09, the PIO-cum-ADTO Sh.J.S.Brar has supplied his explanation vide letter dated 8.12.09 with list of enclosures (16 pages). Since these papers have been presented only today during the hearing and are quite voluminous, the case is adjourned for consideration. Two other officials should have appeared for personal hearing who have been approached by the PIO u/s 5(4) for assistance and who were responsible for delay. Now it is seen that they have also filed their written explanations, which will also be considered on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 18.12.2009. 


Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd-
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009  

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Veena Arora,

# 1278, Ist Floor, Sector 22-B,

Chandigarh.







--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O.Chief Engg., Irrigation Works,

Punjab Hydel  Building, Madhya Marg,

 Sector 18, Chandigarh.





--------Respondent 

CC No-1805-2009 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Smt. Sarita Rani, Sr. Asstt., O/O C.E.Irrigation for the PIO.



Smt. Surinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. Admn. Branch for the PIO.

ORDER:

Order dated 2.12.09 which have not yet been dispatched , have been handed over to the representation of the PIO today. However, these were dictated in the presence of the complainant and the representative of the PIO and both of then had been told not to wait the receipt of the order for taking action.

2.
Today, two officials both from the Estt. Section, with dealing with RTI matters have come and brought the record with them. Smt. Sarita Raniof the RTI Cell stated that Shri R.D.Kalia had come to the office of the APIO  and had been shown two files i.e. file dealing with promotion and the file which was earlier missing but have  now  been located. He had duly inspected them but was not satisfied.  They have brought the record with them today for  perusal. He gave nothing in writing, neither had he given list of documents required by him.  He specifically insisted  in knowing  the number of vacant posts as on 11/96. He was verbally told that as on that date there was no post vacant as per record. 

3.
Veena Arora, complainant had due and adequate notice of today’s hearing, but has chosen not to appear herself or through his representative nor has she sent any communication. Smt. Surinder Kaur told Sh. R.D.Kalia, representative of the Complainant today to come   
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and see the file so that he could satisfy himself  about the position of posts available on 11/96, but he stated that he will not  come today and would come later. With this, I am satisfied that all could have been done, has been done by the office. 
With this, the case is hereby disposed of .








Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009  

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Ajay Kumar 
S/O Sh. Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony, 
Maur Mandi, Distt. Bathinda.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. Nagar Council, Maur, Distt. 

Bathinda.






--------Respondent






CC No1930-A-2009 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Pal Chand, Clerk, O/O MC Maur, without any authority 


letter. 
ORDER:


Sh. Pal Chand Clerk has produced a copy of the reply given to Shri Ajay Kumar dated 7.12.09, which has been sent to him through registered post on 712.09 and proof of registry shall be sent to the Commission. A copy, with annexure, has been endorsed to the State Information commission of even date.   He also stated that the E.O. will be visiting the Commission  tomorrow, either in the  case of Sh. Ajay Kumar or Vijay Kumar filed from the same address. 

2.
From the complaint it appears that Sh. Ajay Kumar has been in illegal possession of a premise as per the survey by the MC Maur on 29.7.09. He has requested in the RTI application that he be given full  details of the said house and photocopy of the ownership of the said house  be provided to him or else he may be informed that the said house does not stand on his name. He has also asked for copy of notice issued to him for illegal possession. 
3.
Shri Pal Chand has explained that the matter is not of the illegal possession of the house but of the encroachment of municipal land, 16’ x 9’  adjoining the said house, where on the said are a Bath Room and Flush latrine have been built. It is for this reason that he had been declared an encroacher.  He also said on oath that in the assessment register the said house stands in the name of Sh. Raj Kumar S/O Sh. Tilak Ram, who is father of Sh. Ajay Kumar. With this, the full information asked for by him has been provided to him as read with earlier order dated 4.12.2009.
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4.
Sh. Ajay Kumar complainant had due and adequate notice of today’s hearing, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through his representative nor has he sent any communication. However a fax has been received from him on 7.12.09 that he had not received full and correct information. Now full information has been provided to him vide letter dated 4.12.09 as read with statement of Sh. Pal Chand, Clerk in the Commission today, which has been recorded in the order of the Commission    
5.
The PIO is advised to submit his reply to the notice u/s 20(1) issued to him on 11.11.09 for the delay, at least 10 days before the next date of hearing and to avail himself of the opportunity of personally hearing u/s 20(1) proviso thereto on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 06.01.2010. 



Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009  

(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Kumari Promila,

W/o Sh. Subhash Chander,

R/o W.No. 170, Main Bazar,

Basti Danishmandaan,

Jalandhar. 





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner, 

Jalandhar.





____   Respondent 






CC No-1234 -2009   

Present:
Kumari Promila, complainant in person.



Smt. Brajesh Kaur, PIO-cum-Distt. Programmer in person.

ORDER:


Smt. Promila reiterated her previous demand and has again stated that she has not received certain documents. She has presented a copy of letter dated 9.12.09, a copy of which has also been given to the PIO. On her part Smt. Brajesh has given letter dated 8.12.09, copy of the same with two enclosures has also been provided to Smt. Promila. Smt. Brajesh has been directed to   file detailed explanation regarding the specific matter pin-pointed in the earlier 3 orders of the Commission being last opportunity.


Adjourned to 06.01.2010.








Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


09.12. 2009  
(Ptk)  
