STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Charan Singh,

S/o Shri Nikka Singh,

H.No. 1078, Phase: 10, Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

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

Kharar.








 Respondent

CC - 194 /2009

Present:
Shri Charan Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri Gurmeet Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Sadhu Singh, Panchayat Secretary Bhago Majra, Block: Kharar , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case,  Shri Charan Singh, Complainant, filed an application with the PIO on 6.8.2008 for seeking certain information, which was received in the office of BDPO Kharar on 8.8.2008,  as reported by Manager, Department of Posts – India, Customer Care Centre, General Post Office, Chandigarh,  vide letter No. 160000-24909, dated 30.9.2008. On getting no information, he filed a complaint with the State Information Commission on 14.1.2009, which was received in the Commission on 30.1.2009 against Diary No. 1158. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today.
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2.

Shri Sadhu Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  on behalf of the PIO,  states that they have not received application of the Complainant dated 6.8.2009 and they came to know about this case from the Notice of Hearing received from the Commission on 10.3.2009. He further states that as per the orders dated 21.10.2003  of  S.D.M. Kharar,   the pit was filled  up with the earth and now there is no pit, as he has inspected the site himself. 

3.

The Counsel on behalf of the Complainant states that second part of  information, demanded by the Complainant, has not been supplied by the PIO.

4.

It is directed that Shri Malwinder Singh,  BDPO Kharar,  will visit the site himself and after inspection, will supply detailed  Action Taken Report on the second part of the information i.e. passage in front of the house of Shri Charan Singh, Complainant, has been closed by the members of the family of Shri Nasib Singh, deceased, to the Complainant  by 30.4.2009. He will also attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith information to be supplied to the Complainant. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.05.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Satnam Singh,

# 221, Sector: 16-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, 

Punjab Health Systems Corporation,

Phase:6, Mohali.







 Respondent

CC - 80 /2009

Present:
Dr. Satnam Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri R. P. Saini, Consultant Monitoring Evaluation, National Rural Health Mission, Punjab,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Dr. Satnam Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of Managing Director, Punjab Health Systems Corporation, Phase:6, Mohali, on 07.11.2008 for seeking certain information. He filed another application with Shri Satish Chandra, IAS, Director, Rural Health Mission, Punjab, on 15.9.2008, which was received in his office on 16.9.2008. The Director-cum-PIO of the office of Punjab Health Systems Corporation transferred the application of the Complainant to the concerned Public Authority on 26.11.2008 with a copy to the Complainant. On getting no information, he filed a complaint with the State Information Commission on 16.1.2009, which was received in the Commission  on 19.1.2009 against Diary No. 591. Accordingly, 
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Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Respondent states that they came to know about this case on receiving Hearing Notice from the Commission and supplied the requisite  information to the Complainant on 08.04.2009,   through special messenger,  at his residence. The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Goyal,

S/o Shri Jaswant Rai,

# 3120, Sector: 38-D, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat,

Punjab, SCO:112-113, Sector:17-C,Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.2992/2008 & CC No. 290/2009

Present:
Shri Mahesh Chand, on behalf of the  Complainant. 

Shri Harmandeep Singh, Education Panchayat Officer-APIO  and Smt. Satya Devi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Case was last heard on 05.03.2009,  when CC-290/2009 was clubbed with CC-2992/2008  and CC-2992/2008 was disposed of. Also, directions were issued to the Respondent to  supply the requisite information in CC-290/2009 within a period of 15 days.

2.

The Respondent states that the information running into 231 sheets is ready with  him and they have informed the Complainant to deposit Rs. 462/-(Four hundred sixty  two only) as document charges. The requisite information, running into 231 sheets  is handed over to Shri Mahesh Chand, representative of the Complainant. The Complainant is directed to deposit Rs. 462/-  with the PIO within a week.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurmail Singh, Chief Editor,

Insaniyat, Punjabi Weekly,

Post Box No.275,

Main Post Office, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.52/2009

Present:
Shri Gurmail Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO(HQ),   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 24.3.2009, when it was directed that Shri Gurmail Singh will file an affidavit as per the directions given in Para-7 of the order dated 3.3.2009.

2.

 Accordingly, Shri Gurmail Singh sent a written submission alongwith affidavit dated 1.4.2009 to the Commission, which was received on 9.4.2009 against Diary No. 5008 and has been taken in record.  In the affidavit Shri Gurmail Singh has stated that Shri Pawan Sood, Inspector of Zone-A,  is  charging Rs. 200/-(Two hundred) per day from each Rehri Wala as bribe.  Two such affidavits from Shri Ravi Kumar and Shri Kimti Lal were placed on record by 

Shri Gurmail Singh during hearing on 24.3.2009.
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3.

It is directed that original affidavits submitted by Shri Gurmail Singh, Shri Ravi Kumar and Shri Kimti Lal  be sent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana to get an inquiry conducted by a senior officer of the Corporation and to take appropriate action as per Service Rules under intimation to the Commission. 

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  alongwith original affidavits, submitted by Shri Gurmail Singh, Shri Ravi Kumar and Shri Kimti Lal, for information and necessary action. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Flt. Lt. Anand Prakash Bhatia,

House No. 217, Sector: 10, 

Panchkula-134113.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2393/2008

Present:
Flt. Lt. Anand Prakash Bhatia, Complainant, in person  and Mrs. Achint Bhatia , on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri  Pritam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 3.3.2009, when the APIO assured the Commission that he would try his level best to supply the requisite information on 13 points to the Complainant as per his demand at the earliest possible and requested that the case may be adjourned for at least one month. 

2.

Accordingly, Shri Pritam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO hands over information running into 21 sheets excluding two sheets of covering letter to the Complainant in the court today and submits one copy to the Commission, which is taken on record.

 3.

It is directed that the Complainant will go through the information,

Contd……p/2

CC No. 2393/2008



-2-

supplied to him today, and will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO by 24.4.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

4.

The Respondent states that copies of allotment letters of 116 successful candidates out of total 171 candidates are available with him and he hands over the same to the Complainant in the court today and assures that the copies of allotment letters of remaining 55 candidates will be supplied to the Complainant after collecting the same from the concerned branches. 

5.

It is directed that the copies of allotment letters of remaining 55 candidates be supplied to the Complainant alongwith copy of the advertisement , got published in the newspapers,  regarding holding of draw for 200 Sq. Yds. Plots during the year 1985  and if the same is not available in the record then Shri Subhash Gupta, Trust Engineer, will file an affidavit in this regard.  

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 14.05.2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

      

Sd/-




Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harchand Singh,

S/o Shri Shyam Singh,

Village: Prem Singh Wala,

Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

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

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC -  149 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Dharminder Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information,  running into five sheets,  has been sent to the Complainant by registered post on 2.4.2009 and the Complainant has conveyed to him that he has received the information and is satisfied. The Respondent pleads that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant and he  is satisfied, the case may be closed. 

2.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parmod Kumar,

H.No. 235, Gali No. 3, 

Chacha Welding Wali Gali,

Near Mata Da Mandir,

33, Futta Road, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Mundian  Kalan, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 119 /2009

Present:
Shri  Parmod Kumar,   Complainant, in person.


Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO(HQ), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant states that he has received the information in the instant case and is satisfied. 

2.

The Complainant, however, brings to the notice of the Commission that he had filed another application seeking information regarding  allotment of  a site for Milk Booth  in the month of November/December, 2008. The ATP of Zone-A raised some objections on certain points and he removed the objections there and then but the requisite information has not been supplied so far. 
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3.

Accordingly, the Complainant is advised to seek information from the PIO of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana regarding his application submitted to the ATP of Zone –A  for allotment of site for the Milk Booth at a distance of 33’ from the brim of G. T. Road.

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parmod Kumar,

H.No. 235, Gali No. 3, 

Chacha Welding Wali Gali,

Near Mata Da Mandir,

33, Futta Road, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Mundian  Kalan, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 120 /2009

Present:
Shri  Parmod Kumar,   Complainant, in person.


Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO(HQ), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant states that he has received the information in the instant case and is satisfied. 
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: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt. Shakuntla Kumari,

Senior Assistant(Retd.),

H.No.6224, Guru Arjan Dev Nagar,

Gali No. 4-1/2m Samrala By-Pass, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government,

Punjab, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 128 /2009
Present:
Smt. Shakuntla Kumari, Complainant, in person and Shri Guljit Rai Kainth, Superintendent(Retd.) on behalf of the Complainant. 


Shri Bhajan Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 28.7.2008 for seeking certain information. Superintendent Establishment , office of Director Local Government Punjab supplied information, running into four sheets, to the Complainant vide Memo. No. n;  -1- v;; - nwbk -08/29866, dated 26.9.2008. Not satisfied with the information supplied to her, she filed a complainant with the Commission on 22.1.2009, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 813. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Respondent states that in addition to the information supplied to the Complainant on 26.9.2008, some more information,  running into five 

Contd…..p/2

CC - 128 /2009



-2-

sheets  was supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. n; 1 – v;; - (nwbk) – 09/4154, dated 5.2.2009.

3.

Shri Guljit Rai on, behalf of the Complainant,  states that the Complainant has suffered a loss in her  pension as well as in her pay and other retirement benefits. He requests that complete information may be supplied and the service rendered by her  in other departments may be counted towards her pension and pensionary benefits. The Respondent stases that they had sent her case to Personnel Department, duly recommended by the Department,  on 28.8.2000 and they received the advice from the Personnel Department vide I.D.No. 3/142/91-03- tggs/11376 dated 29.11.2000. He hands over a copy of the advice to the Complainant. The Respondent states that the information, available in the Local Government Department, has  since  been supplied to the Complainant. He further states that the Complainant can ask for any more information on the subject  from the Department of Finance (Finance Pension Policy and Coordination Branch), if she so desires.

4.

Since the information, available with the Public Authority,  stands provided, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant can approach the PIO of the Finance Department for any other information required by her. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Nirmal Singh,

# 788/1, Mohalla Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Executive Engineer Operation,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Urban Division,

Hoshiarpur.











 Respondent

CC - 179 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Hussan Chand  Bhatoya,  SDO-cum-APIO, PSEB, Model Town, Hoshiarpur and Shri Sat Pal Kapoor, Circle Assistant, City Division, Hoshiarpur,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application on 11.12.2008 with the APIO-cum-Senior Executive Engineer, City Division , Punjab State Electricity Board, Hoshiarpur for seeking certain information,  which was received in the office of APIO on 12.12.2008. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 15.1.2009, which was received in the Commission on 28.1.2009 against Diary No. 10352. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

A telephone message has been received from Shri Nirmal Singh, 
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Complainant, requesting the Commission that the instant case may be closed as he has received the requisite information. A letter dated 8.4.2009  from the Complainant  has also been received  in the Commission today vide which he has requested  that the case may be closed as  the requisite information has been supplied to him.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vikram Singh,

C-18, Officers Colony, Sangrur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.











 Respondent
CC - 200 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Dr. Darshan Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 2.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 12.01.2009, which was received in the Commission on 30.01.2009 against Diary No.1173.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

Dr. Darshan Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO,  states that the requisite information, running into six sheets including one sheet of covering letter, was supplied to the Complainant  vide Memo. No. RTI-2/81/08/887, dated 16.1.2009 by ordinary post.  He further states that one more copy  was sent to the Complainant by registered post vide Memo. No. RTI-2/81/08/8304 dated 19.3.2009,  with a copy to the Commission. He pleads that since the information has been supplied and nothing has been heard from the Complainant, the case may be closed.  

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sandeep Kumar,

S/o Shri Hem Raj,

Dr. Kashmiri Wali Gali,

W-12, Sardulgarh, District: Mansa-151507.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D. P. I. (Colleges, Punjab,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 197 /2009

Present:
Shri  Sandeep Kumar,  Complainant, in person.

Smt. Harleen Kaur Bedi, Assistant Director(Intec) and Ms. Maninder Kaur, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 07.10.2008 for seeking certain information.  The Deputy Director(Colleges) supplied information to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 2210-12/138-08-College Education(1)/1863, dated 8.12.2008. Not satisfied with the information supplied  to him, he filed a complaint dated nil with the 
Commission, which was received in the Commission on 30.01.2009 against Diary No. 1165. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Respondent states that the remaining information regarding 
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three candidates has been supplied to the Complainant on 07.01.2009. The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. He pleads that since the information has been delayed for more than two months, action may be taken against the PIO as per RTI Act, 2005.

3.

I am satisfied with the plea put forth by the Respondent in her defence with regard to the delay in supplying the information. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. However, the PIO is directed to be more vigilant in future in dealing with the RTI applications so that the information could be supplied within stipulated period of 30 days. 

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: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Ajit Singh, Retried Lecturer,

Preet College, Gali No. 4(Left),

Heera Singh Nagar, Kotkapura,

District: Faridkot.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D. P. I. (S. E.), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 82 /2009

Present:
Dr. Ajit Singh,  Complainant, in person.


Shri Gurbax Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Hardev Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Dr. Ajit Singh filed an application with the PIO on 22.4.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he sent a reminder to the PIO on 5.12.208.  The Deputy Director(S. E. ) sent a reply to the Complainant vide Memo.  No. 24/51-08 n 2(3), dated 29.5.2008 that concerned  File No. 20/24-96 n 2(3) is not available in the record,  which is being traced and as and when it becomes available, requisite information will be supplied to him. Not  satisfied with the reply, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission  on 30.12.2008,  which was received in the Commission on 19.01.2009 against Diary No. 533. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today.
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2.

The Respondent states that the exact number of the concerned file is 20/124-96 n 2(3)  which is being searched in the record. He requests that the case may be adjourned at least for 15 days and assures the Commission that the requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant,  if the file is found. 

3.

The Complainant states that he is going abroad and may not be available on the next date of hearing. He requests that the requisite information may be sent at the address given in the application by registered post. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 14.05.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










    Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30 A, Ramgali, N. M. Bagh,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.



 Respondent

CC - 167 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri  Rajinder Kumar, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 05.09.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 14.01.2009, which was received in the Commission on 17.01.2009 against Diary No. 980. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2,

The Respondent states that the information has been sent to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 368/SE(B&R)K, dated 28.01.2009.  He submits one copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. On the perusal of the information supplied it comes to the notice that the information regarding Item No. 4 has not been supplied yet which relates to DCFA and office Superintendent. The Respondent assures the Commission that the information 
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regarding Item No. 4 will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. 

3.

The Complainant is not present.  One more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case. 

4.

Therefore, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 

14.05.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate, 

Chamber No. 158,

New Courts Complex, Jalandhar City-144001.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D. P. I. (S. E. ),

SCO No. 95-97, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC -196  /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Parminder Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Deepak Gavri, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 24.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 17.1.2009, which was received in the Commission on 30.01.2009 against Diary No. 1213.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today.

2.

The Respondent states that the information  relating to Jalandhar District has been supplied  by the D.E.O. Jalandhar  to the Complainant and the salary of 12 employees including teachers has been released after the Government of Punjab has accorded sanction  vide Memo. No. 10/2-08 Budget-
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(4), dated 08.01.2009. He submits a copy  of the letter from Ad.O. of the office of D.E.O. (SE) Jalandhar addressed to D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh, to the Commission,  which is taken on record. 

3.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case and the case is fixed for further hearing on 14.05.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jatinder Singh,

S/o Shri Harjit Singh,

Village: Bhaini  Lidhar,

P.O. Majitha, District: Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Majitha,

District: Amritsar.







 Respondent

CC - 162 /2009

Present:
Shri  Jatinder Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Bhupinder Singh, UDC, office of Sub Urban Division, Punjab State Electricity Board, Amritsar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Jatinder Singh filed an application with the SDO, Punjab State Electricity Board, Sub Division Majitha-II on 03.11.2008 for seeking certain information, which was received in his office on 6.11.2008 against  Diary No. 708. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 10.01.2009, which was received in the Commission on 27.01.2009 against Diary No. 939. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Complainant states that his application dated 01.11.2008 was returned to him by the Senior XEN Distribution Sub Urban Division Amritsar with
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 the remarks that the draft of fees may be submitted in the name of PIO-cum-S.E. Distribution Sub Urban Circle, Amritsar.  He brings to the notice of the Commission that he visited the office of S.D.O., Punjab State Electricity Board, Majitha-II and found that no Board showing the name and address  of PIO, APIO and Appellate Authority has been affixed  there. 

3.

The Respondent is not well versed with the history of the instant case and thus is not in a position to reply to  the queries of the Complainant.

4.

Therefore, Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Senior XEN Distribution Sub Urban Division, Amritsar, is directed to  attend the proceedings in person, on the next date of hearing  alongwith information to be supplied to the Complainant. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.04.2009 at 12.30 P.M.  in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh)

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 09. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
