STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, 

Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD(B&R), Ludhiana.






 Respondent

AC - 1164/2010

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.


Shri  Avtar Singh Walia, SDE, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Yogesh Mahajan filed an application with the PIO of the office of Executive Engineer, PWD(B&R), Ludhiana on 21.06.2010 for seeking certain information on four points in a Performa provided by him  with the application. On getting no response from the PIO, he filed  an  appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 22.10.2010. The PIO of the office of Executive Engineer informed the Appellant vide letter No. 1210, dated 30.06.2010 to deposit Rs. 444/- as the cost of  the documents and postal charges. The Appellant deposited three  Indian Postal Orders worth Rs. 207/-(Rs.100+Rs. 100+Rs. 7) on 16.07.2010. On getting no information from the PIO as well as 
from the First Appellate Authority, he filed second appeal with the Commission 
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on 05.12.2010, which was received in the Commission on 20.12.2010 against Diary No. 23184. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Avtar Singh Walia, SDE,  on behalf of the Respondent-PIO,  states that the requisite information, running into 116 pages,   has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. 7419-20 dated 28.01.2011, with a copy to the Commission.  The Appellant states  that  he has not received the information so far. Accordingly, one  copy of the information is handed over to the Appellant in the court in my presence. After going through the information, the Appellant states that the information supplied to him today is not as per his demand. Accordingly, it is directed that the Appellant will send his observations on the information supplied to him  to the PIO within 15 days with a copy to the Commission. 
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 at 10.00 AM in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, 

Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD(B&R), Construction Division No. 1,

Amritsar.








Respondent

AC - 1165/2010

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.
Shri  Sunil Khurana, Divisional Accounts Officer,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Appellant states that the requisite information has been supplied to him and he is satisfied. He submits that the case may be closed. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, 

Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer Electrical,

PWD(B&R)  Division, Jalandhar





Respondent

AC - 1160/2010

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.
Shri  Rajinder Singh, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case,  Shri Yogesh Mahajan filed an application with the Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Electrical Division, PWD(B&R) Division,  Jalandhar on 04.09.2010 for seeking certain information on five points in the Performa provided with the application. The PIO asked the Appellant vide letter No. 1476 dated 07.09.2010 to to  inspect the record  and identify the documents  required by him.   He inspected the record on 27.09.2010 and identified documents running into 960 sheets.  Accordingly, he deposited Rs. 1920/- in cash as the charges for the documents.   On getting no response from the PIO, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Superintending Engineer, Electrical, Punjab, Chandigarh to direct the PIO to supply the information. On getting no 
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response from the PIO as well as from the First Appellate Authority, he filed a Second Appeal with the Commission on 05.12.2010, which was received in the Commission on 20.12.2010 against Diary No. 23187. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to all  the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the information running into 960 sheets has been supplied to the Appellant vide Memo. No. 1732, dated 21.10.2010 with a copy to the Superintending Engineer, Electrical, Punjab, Chandigarh. The Appellant states that he has received the information and has sent his observations to the Superintending Engineer, Electrical, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The Respondent assures the Commission that he will collect the observations of the Appellant from the office of Superintending Engineer and will send the response/information to the Appellant within one week.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

  CC:

Superintending Engineer Electrical, Punjab,



SCO No. 39, Sector: 7-C, Chandigarh.
  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, 

Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer Electrical,
PWD(B&R)  Division, Chandigarh.




Respondent

AC - 1161/2010

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.
Shri  Amarjit Singh Minhas, SDO,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case,  Shri Yogesh Mahajan filed an application with the Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Electrical Division, Punjab, Chandigarh on 21.06.2010 for seeking certain information on five points in the Performa provided with the application. The PIO asked the Appellant vide letter No. 1747 dated 07.07.2010 to deposit Rs. 4950/- through bank draft payable at Chandigarh as charges for the documents. Shri Yogesh Mahajan vide his letter dated 30.07.2010 requested the PIO to allow him to  inspect the record.  He inspected the record on 05.10.2010 and identified documents running into 961 sheets plus 130 sheets of financial estimates and 15 sheets of LOC register. Accordingly, he sent a Demand Draft dated 06.10.2010 for Rs. 2212/- as charges for the documents vide letter No. ACC-3421, dated 06.10.2010.  On getting no 
response from the PIO, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e.
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 Superintending Engineer, Electrical, Punjab, Chandigarh to direct the PIO to supply the information. On getting no response from the PIO as well as from the First Appellate Authority, he filed a Second Appeal with the Commission on 05.12.2010, which was received in the Commission on 20.12.2010 against Diary No. 23188. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to all  the parties.
2.

The Respondent states that the information running into 1238 sheets has been supplied to the Appellant vide Memo. No. 5079, dated 10.01.2011 with a copy to the Superintending Engineer, Electrical, Punjab, Chandigarh. The Appellant states that he has received the information and has sent his observations to the Superintending Engineer, Electrical, with a copy to the Commission vide letter No. ACC/4166-67, dated 24.01.2011. The Respondent assures the Commission that he will collect the observations of the Appellant from the office of Superintending Engineer and will send the response/information to the Appellant within one week.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner
  CC:

Superintending Engineer Electrical, Punjab,



SCO No. 39, Sector: 7-C, Chandigarh.      


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

()

Shri Mandeep Singh Chauhan,

S/o Shri Baldev Singh,

R/o V.P.O. Goslan, Tehsil: Samrala,

District: Ludhiana.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Samrala, District: Ludhiana.





 Respondent

AC - 861/2010

Present:
Shri  Mandeep Singh, Appellant,  in person.


Shri Sikandar Singh, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions of the Commission,  Shri Amarjit Sharma, Panchayat Secretary, has sent  Post Mortem Report dated 07.03.2007 of his father, who expired in the hospital after meeting  with an accident. He has stated that he had signed the Resolutions on 15.04.2007, 13.05.2007, 15.05.2007 and 17.05.2007. 
2.

From the statement of the BDPO it is clear that Shri Amarjit Sharma was not in the hospital when the above mentioned Resolutions were passed by the Village Panchayat.

3.

Since the information in the instant case  stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurjail Singh, Ex-Panch,

Village: Behmna, Tehsil: Samana,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Samana, District: Patiala.






 Respondent

CC - 3835/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harmohan Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Samana and Shri Karamjit Singh, Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent places on record a letter from the Complainant in which he has stated as under:-
“p/Bsh j? fe w/oh T[go'es ftô/  ;pzXh doyk;s dh ;koh ;{uBk w?Bz{ w[ezwb fwb u[Zeh j? j[D w?Bz{ fJ; doyk;s ;pzXh j'o ;{uBk dh b'V BjhA.”
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurjail Singh, Ex-Panch,

Village: Behmna, Tehsil: Samana,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Samana, District: Patiala.






 Respondent

CC - 3836/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harmohan Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Samana and Shri Karamjit Singh, Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent places on record a letter from the Complainant in which he has stated as under:-

“p/Bsh j? fe w/oh T[go'es ftô/  ;pzXh doyk;s dh ;koh ;{uBk w?Bz{ w[ezwb fwb u[Zeh j? j[D w?Bz{ fJ; doyk;s ;pzXh j'o ;{uBk dh b'V BjhA.”

2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, Street: 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

P.O. Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

 Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 1258/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Sukhdev Singh, Superintendent, Local Government-1 Branch,                     on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sukhdev Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO states that Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, the then Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO, Local Government Department,  is not in a position to give her statement as she is seriously ill.
2.

The judgement  is reserved. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hans Raj,

S/o Shri Parmatma Dass, 

Village: Jarg, Tehsil: Payal,

District: Ludhiana.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Payal,

District: Ludhiana.







 Respondent

AC - 837/2010

Present:
Shri Hans Raj, Appellant,  in person.

Shri  Deep Garg, AFSO Khanna; Shri Sat Narain, Senior Auditor, PUNSUP Ludhiana; Shri Mohinder Kumar, Senior Assistant, PUNSUP Ludhiana, Shri Inder Pal Singh, Liquidator Payal; Shri Jagmail Singh, the then Liquidator Payal and  Shri Gurinder Singh, Clerk, office of A.R. Cooperative Societies, Payal, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard all  the parties.

2.

A written submission, alongwith enclosures, is placed on record by Shri Jagmail Singh, the then Liquidator Payal(now Inspector, Co-operative Societies, Paniar, District: Gurdaspur) . Similarly, the Appellant  places on record his written submission alongwith enclosures. 
3.

Shri Deep Garg, AFSO Khanna, states that a complaint was received by the Food and Supply Department. An inquiry was conducted and after taking the statement of the consumers, the supply was discontinued to the Cooperative Society. However, after receiving the Resolution from the Liquidator, CASS, Garg on 17.04.2006,  supply to Cooperative Society was restored. A copy
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 of the Resolution dated 17.04.2006 is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Appellant.  The Respondents on behalf of the PUNSUP, Ludhiana submit  the information running into 10 sheets excluding one sheet of covering letter,  to the Commission, which is taken on record.  The enclosures alongwith the letter submitted to the Commission  are  handed over to the Appellant and receipt is taken from him on the covering letter.  Now the Appellant  can get his grievances redressed in the court of law, if he so desires.
4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 01. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhagwan Singh s/o sh. Arjan Singh,

VPO: Harpalpur, Distt. Patiala.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager, 

The Rajpura Primary Cooperative Agriculural

Development Bank Ltd., Rajpura. Distt. Patiala.



 Respondent

CC No. 3024 /2010

Present:
Shri Bhagwan Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Girish Mittal, Manager, Shri Bharat Bhushan, Manager, 


Ghanour and Shri A.S. Bhinder,  Advocate on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The ld. Counsel on behalf of respondent places on record, an affidavit from Shri Girish Mittal, Manager, The Rajpura Primary cooperative Agricultural Development Bank Ltd. Rajpura dated 01.02.2011 and states that the stay has been granted by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana on 31.01.2011 in Civil Writ Petition No. 1770 of 2011. The Ld. Counsel states that the copy of stay orders will be placed in the court within a weeks’ time.

2.

It is directed that the respondent will send a copy of stay orders granted by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in CWP No. 1770 of 2011 within a week’s time.  Since the stay has been granted by the Hon’ble High 
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Court and the case has been fixed for hearing on 21.04.2011.  So the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 25.04.2011 in office room No. 4, first floor, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 11.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 01-02-2011


            State Information Commissioner    

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Saran Dass,

House No. 2849, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instruction (Schools),

Sector 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 178 /2010

Present:
Shri Ram Saran Dass, appellant, in person.



Shri Charanjit Singh, Superintendent, Ms. Reeta Rani, Principal 

and Shri Jaspal Singh, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent places on record information running into 17 sheets which is handed over to the appellant in the court during the course of hearing. The appellant pleads that the case may be adjourned as he wants to study the information supplied to him.

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 01-02-2011


            State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.




      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Financial Commissioner, Cooperation,

Mini Sectt. Punjab, Sector-9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 1168 /2010

Present:
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant, in person.



Shri Kuldeep Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been sent to the appellant vide endst. No. 70/53/2010-C-2(2)/629, dated 28.01.2011, The complainant states that he has received the information and he is fully satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 01-02-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Kumar s/o Sh.Baldev Singh,

Secretary, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.


     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Executive Engineer, PWD (B&R),

Construction Division, Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.

(ii) FAA: Superintending Engineer,

B&R Construction Circle, Sangrur.




 Respondent

AC No. 1159 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri B.S.Sidhu, XEN, Shri Tarsem Lal, Senior Assistant, 



Malerkotla and Shri Tarsem lal, Sr.Assistant, Sangrur, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sanjeev Kumar filed an application with the PIO of office of Executive Engineer, PWD (B&R) Construction Division, Malerkotla on 25.06.2010 and asked information on four points  for the period from 01.07.2009 to the receipt of application, in the proforma attached by him with the application . After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a first appeal with the first appellate authority on 27.07.2010 and reminder on 26.09.2010. The XEN-cum-PIO vide his letter No.  2505, dated 04.08.2010 asked the appellant to deposit 
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Rs. 60/- towards the cost of documents and he supplied the information to Shri Sanjeev Kumar vide his letter No. 2782, dated 23.08.2010 running into 60 sheets.  Not satisfied with the information, he filed a second appeal with the commission on 28.10.2010 which was received in the commission office on 20.12.2010 against diary No. 23181. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to all the parties for today.

2.

None is present on behalf of appellant.

3.

Shri B.S.Sidhu, XEN-cum-PIO states that the appellant has asked the information in the proforma which is not available on the domain of public authority. As the information is to be created and he has supplied the information as available on the public domain of public authority.  The requisite information has since been supplied and nothing has been heard from him in this regard.  Neither the appellant is present in the court.  He further states that the appellant is harassing  the department and is asking the information which is voluminous and it is not easy for the department to supply the same. He further states that on the receipt of information from the PIO, he made a complaint with the Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab, a copy of which has been received in his office. He pleads that the information as available on the public domain of public authority has since been supplied, the case may be closed.
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4.

Since the appellant is neither present in the court nor any thing has been heard from him, and on the perusal of information supplied to him, it reveals that the information is as per the demand of appellant, the case is closed and disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 01-02-2011


            State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Anti corruption Council,

Opp.Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot, Distt.Gurdaspur.


            Appellant




  


Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Executive Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Provincial Division, Ferozepur.

(ii) FAA: Superintending Engineer, B&R,

Ferozepur Circle, Ferozepur.





 Respondent

AC No. 1162 /2010

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Yogesh Mahajan filed an application with the Executive Engineer-cum-PIO,  PWD(B&R) Provincial Division, Ferozepur on 20.09.2010 and asked information on four points relating to development works for the period from 01-10-2009 to the receipt of application in the proforma attached with the application.  After getting no response, he filed a first appeal with the first appellate authority, Superintending Engineer, B&R, Ferozepur Circle on 01.11.2010.  After getting no response from the PIO as well as the first appellate authority, he filed a second appeal with the commission on 05.12.2010 which was received in the commission office on 20.12.2010 
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against diary No. 23185.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to all the parties for today.                                                                

2. None is present on behalf of respondent.

3. The appellant states that no information has been received by him till today.  Accordingly it is directed that the PIO as well as the first appellate authority will supply the information to the appellant within a period of 15 days. The first appellate authority is also directed to see whether the information has been supplied by the PIO or not. The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 01-02-2011


            State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Anti corruption Council,

Opp.Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot, Distt.Gurdaspur.


           Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer, Drainage,

Drainage Circle, Amritsar.






 Respondent

AC No. 1163 /2010

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, appellant, in person.



Shri Harjinder Singh, SDO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Yogesh Mahajan filed an application with the Superintending Engineer, Drainage, Drainage Circle, Amritsar-cum-PIO on 11.08.2010. After getting no response he filed a first appeal with the first appellate authority, S.E. Drainage Circle on 18.10.2010. Again he filed a complaint dated 13.09.2010 with the PIO of office of Registrar, Irrigation, Punjab, Sector-18, Chandigarh giving the reference of his letter No. 3051, dated 11.08.2010 addressed to the PIO- SE, Drainage Circle, Amritsar. SE (Drainage) returned the application to the appellant wide his letter No. 6309-10/130-M/A/C, dated 26.08.2010 with the request that :-
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T[go'es ft;/ ns/ jtkb/ d/ ;pzX ftu nkg tb'A G/fink frnk g';Nb nkovo Bzl 89JhF 484852 oew 10$- o[gJ? w{b o{g ftu tkg; G/i e/ fbfynk iKdk j? fe fJ; g';Nb nkovo T[go fe;/ th nfXekoh$ dcso dk n?vo?; BjhA fbfynk frnk j?. 



nkg B{z fJj th df;nk iKdk j? fe fBwB j;skyo nghb?AN nEkoNh j? Bk fe gpfbe fJBcow/;B nc;o j?. fJ; jbe/ tkb/ ekoikekoh fJzihBhno, nzfwqs;o ib fBek; wzvb, nzfwqs;o B{z gpfbe fJBcow/;B nc;o fB:[es ehsk j'fJnk j?. fJ; bJh fijVh th ;{uBk nkg B{z ukjhdh j? T[j ekoiekoh fJzihBhno, ib fBek; wzvb, nzfwqs;o gk;'A wzrh itk/ ns/ g';Nb nkovo th T[BQK d/ BK s/ pDk e/ G/fink ikt/. 

2.

After getting no response from the PIO as well as first appellate authority he filed a second appeal with the commission on 05.12.2010 which was received in the commission office on 20.12.2010 against diary No. 23183.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to all the parties.

3.

From the perusal of application filed by the appellant, it reveals that he has filed an application with the SE,Drainage-cum- PIO and again  filed first appeal with the same authority, SE, drainage as first appellate authority. Again he has written to the PIO of office of Registrar, Irrigation, Punjab, Sector-18, Chandigarh.  It is evident that the appellant does not know the address and designation of the PIO as well as the first appellate authority.  From the perusal of his application it reveals that the sense of sentences is not proper, as, it should 
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be. It is directed that the appellant should file the application for the demand of documents to the concerned public authority/ PIO and to the first appellate authority,. The Respondent SDO on behalf of PIO states that the information has been supplied to the appellant vide memo No. 379-80/P3/Acctt. dated 24.01.2011 running into 10 sheets after collecting it from all the Executive Engineers of the Circle. The appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information supplied and pleads that the case be closed. 

4.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 01-02-2011


            State Information Commissioner



