STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswant Singh, XEN (Retd),

# 3477/37-D, Chandigarh-160 036.




Complainant






      Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division No.1, Mohali.






 Respondent
CC No.2401/2008
Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh Cheema, Complainant, in person.
Shri Inderjit Singh Kang, the then PIO-cum-XEN,  W/S & Sanitation Division No.2, Mohali, Shri J.S.Dhami,PIO-cum-XEN W/S & Sanitation Division No.1, Mohali and Shri Karnail Singh, Regional Accounts Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 29.1.2009, when a show-cause notice was issued to Shri Inderjit Singh Kang, the then PIO-cum-XEN, W/S & Sanitation Division No.2 Mohali,  to explain reasons through  an affidavit as to why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act for supplying the information late by three months and compensation be not  given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him and  the case  was fixed for today to  consider of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation.

2.

Accordingly, Shri Inderjit Singh Kang, the then PIO-cum-XEN, W/S 

& Sanitation Division No.2 Mohali,  makes a submission of an affidavit dated 11.2.2009 with a copy to the Complainant,  which is taken on the record.   In the affidavit he has stated  that the information relates to the year 1989

Cont..p/2

CC No.2401/2008


   -2-

 and moreover, the record which was available in the W/S and Sanitation(GW) 

Sub Division No.4, Mohali had been transferred to RWS S/D No.2 during August, 2003. He has further stated  that  they  had  to take the help of the staff of both the Sub Divisions as  the record  is old   and  is available with other public authorities and  thus there no intentional delay on his part.  

3.

 He states that the most of the information, including para 5,  had been supplied to the Complainant on the last date of haring after collecting the same from other Public Authorities and remaining information has been supplied to the Complainant in the Court today.

4.

The then PIO-cum-XEN and the present PIO-cum-XEN plead that since the requisite information stands supplied and the delay is not intentional , the case may be closed and no penalty may be imposed upon them  and no compensation may be paid to the Complainant. 

5.

I am fully satisfied with the explanations put forth by Shri

Inderjit Singh Kang, the then PIO-cum-XEN W/S & Sanitation, Division  No.2, Mohali,  and  therefore, no penalty is ordered to be  imposed on him. As the Complainant is a resident  of  Mohali, therefore, no compensation is ordered to be paid to him

6.

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

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

 







 Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri H.P.Sharma, Senior Citizen,

Kothi No.614, Phase-1, Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (1) Principal Secretary Power, Punjab,

       
 Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh; &

       (2) Chairman, Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.

 Respondent

CC No.15/2009

Present:
Shri H.B.Malhotra on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri A.K.Matharoo,PIO-cum-Director, Shri Rajinder  Singh, Law Officer-cum-APIO,PSEB, Shri Harish Monga, Superintendent-cum-APIO office of  Principal Secretary, Power, Shri V.S.Mander,Deputy Director Power Control, PSEB, Shri Satnam Singh, PIO-cum-Deputy Secretary,  RTI Cell, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Shri H.P.Sharma, Senior Citizen, filed an application with the PIO  of the office of Principal Secretary Irrigation & Power, Punjab, Chandigarh and SPIO Punjab Raj Bijli Board, Patiala on 22.11.2008 for seeking information requesting  that the information be supplied within 48 hours under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, as it involves the life and security of the citizens.

2.

The Respondents on behalf of the PIO(s)-Principal Secretary Irrigation and Power and  Chairman, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala  appear in the Court today.

3.

The Respondent on behalf of the Chairman, PSEB Patiala states
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 that the information, i.e. para-wise reply to the points raised by the  Complainant has been supplied to him vide Memo No.142890/RTI-517, dated 19.12.2008, running into 3 (Three) sheets including one sheet  of covering letter. Parawise reply was made by the Chief Engineer (SO&C), PSEB, Patiala and sent to Chief IR&W, RTI Section, PSEB Patiala. In the reply, it has been stated that the PSEB has taken approval from the Punjab State Regulatory Commission to impose power cut in the State of Punjab during the year 2008-09, vide order dated 29.4.2008.

4.

The Complainant made observations on the information supplied to him which were  received in the office of PIO,  PSEB,  Patiala on 2.1.2009. The Respondent states that response  to the observations was sent to the Complainant on 6th January, 2009, stating that there is no deficiency in the information supplied to him earlier.

5.

 The Complainant further states that the news item published in The Tribune dated 11.12.2008 and in the Amar Ujala (Hindi) dated 20.11.2008, has not been contradicted by the PSEB, Patiala. The Respondent states that the news cuttings have been sent to the competent authority and the contradiction  may be  in the pipeline for publication in the Newspapers. The Respondent states that the statement(s)/contradiction(s) in the News papers are  issued by the competent authority as and when need arises. 

6.

The Complainant states  that the PIO of the office of PSEB has 
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supplied the information late as he had demanded information within 48 hours as the electricity is an essential item which is very important for the life and security of senior citizens and for the Public in general.

7.

In this connection, the Respondent states that they are making full efforts to keep the supply of electricity uninterrupted, but as there is a gap between the demand and supply, so they have to regulate the supply by imposing power cuts. The Respondent further states that they generally impose power cuts only at lean hours when the demand of the supply is less. They further state that mostly they impose power cuts and divert the electricity during night hours, which has been taken on credit from other States.

8.

Accordingly,  PSEB may issue  a press  statement contradicting  the News items published in the Newspapers ‘The Tribune’ dated 11.12.2008 and ‘Amar Ujala’ dated 20.11.2008,  in the public interest. 

9.

The Respondent states that since requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant as per the original demand as well as the observations made by the Complainant, the case may be closed.

10.

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

11.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ram Krishan Verma,

# 4670, Gali No.3, New Shimlapuri,

Chimni Road, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No.2418/2008

Present:
Shri Ram Krishan Verma, Complainant, in person.
Shri Mohinder Pal,Supdt-cum-APIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 23.12.2008, when the Respondent assured the Commission that the information will be supplied within a period of one month. 

2.

The Respondent states that the information could not be supplied during the period of one month, however, it is ready with them today to be supplied to the Complainant. The information running into 16 (Sixteen) sheets including one sheet of covering letter, duly authenticated, is supplied to the Complainant in the Court today with a copy to the Commission which is taken on the record file.
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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: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jatinder Kapoor,

# 757/5, Bachitar Nagar Road,

Phatak No.22, Patiala.






    Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No.542/2008

Present:
Shri Nishant Rishi, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Nishant Rishi, Advocate,  on behalf the Appellant brings to the notice of the Commission that the Order dated 6.1.2009 in AC No.542/2008 and  CC No.2556/2008, has been interchanged and the same may be corrected. Accordingly, the Order dated 6.1.2009 in both the cases is  corrected and new Order may be sent to the parties.

2.

The learned Counsel for the Appellant Shri Jatinder Kapoor, states that as per the directions on the last date of hearing, i.e. 6.1.2009, he went to inspect the record in the office of Shri M. M. Syal, Deemed PIO-cum-XEN,  on 15.1.2009. but  as the record was not available for inspection, it was mutually  agreed to inspect the record on 19.1.2009 at 12.30 PM. He further states that on
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19.1.2009, Shri M. M. Syal, deemed PIO-cum-XEN supplied one copy of the policy and guidelines, running into two pages, regarding change/conversion of land use from residential to commercial and other non-residential uses and told that  the rest of the information will be supplied on 21st January, 2009. The  learned Counsel further states that he again  visited the office of Shri M. M. Syal, deemed PIO-cum-XEN, on 21st January, 2009  but he  was not available in the office.  Then he submitted a representation in the office of PIO asking clarification regarding the information supplied vide Memo. No. RTI 242/2306 dated 20.8.2008 . 

3.

The Commission has taken a very serious view of the lapse on the part of the Respondents  as neither the clarification, sought by the Appellant and the remaining information  has been supplied to him nor they are present today in the court.  Principal Secretary Local Government may  take disciplinary action, as deemed fit,  against the erring officials/officers.  

4.

The learned Counsel for the Appellant further states that the information supplied in case of CLU is totally different from the CLU policy supplied on 21.1.2009  and in this way the Respondent-PIO has supplied misleading information and  pleads that necessary action may be taken against the deemed PIO-cum-XEN as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 

5.

It is accordingly  directed that  Shri Adarsh Kumar, present PIO- 
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cum-S.E.  will attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing along with Shri M. M. Syal, the then deemed PIO-cum-XEN. They will supply the requisite information/clarification to the Complainant and will explain reasons for supplying misleading information and for their absence today. 

6.

As none is present on behalf of the Respondent in the Court today, the case is adjourned and is fixed for further hearing on 12-03-2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner



After the hearing in the case is over, Shri M. M. Syal, the then deemed PIO-cum-XEN M.C.Patiala and Shri Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer appear in the Court on behalf of the Respondent.  Shri M. M. Syal informs the Commission that he has  been transferred  to M. C.  Jalandhar and requested the  PIO  of  M. C. Patiala to supply the requisite information to the Complainant.






Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Sharma,

# 292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dina Nagar, District: Gurdaspur-143 531.



Complainant







Vs

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

Bamial, Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt.Gurdaspur.



 Respondent

CC No.2719/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Surya Parkash, APIO-cum-Supdt, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the observations made by the Complainant, the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo No.218, dated 11.2.2009.

2.

The Respondent pleads that since the information stands supplied, 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: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Sharma,

# 292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dina Nagar, District: Gurdaspur-143 531.



Complainant







Vs

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

Narot Jaimal Singh, Tehsil: Pathankot,

District: Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No.2795/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Ashok Kumar,APIO-cum-Supdt, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 3.2.2009, when it was directed that the Complainant will collect the information on any working day from 11.00 AM to 4.00 PM from the office of PIO after depositing the fee of Rs.1124/-.

2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant has not visited his office, neither he was present on the last date of hearing. He states that information is ready with him for supply to the Complainant. He further states that he has brought the information to be supplied to the Complainant in the Court.

3.

As the Complainant is not present in the Court today, it is directed that he can collect the information readily available with the PIO after depositing
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of Rs.1124/-. It seems that he is not interested to have information. However, he is free to collect the information on any working day after depositing the requisite fee.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Sharma,

# 292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dina Nagar, District: Gurdaspur-143 531.



Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.2716/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Sadhu Singh,Panchayati Raj Election Officer,O/o Director Panchayat, Shri Vijay Kumar, APIO-cum-Panchayat Officer-Block Pathankot, Shri  Ashok Kumar,APIO-cum-Supdt-Block Narot Jaimal Singh and Shri Surya Parkash,APIO-cum-Supdt-Block Bamial, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A Fax message is received from the Complainant in the office today. In the Fax message, the Complainant states that the information relating to Narot Jaimal Singh and Bamial Blocks is incomplete and misleading. However, the information relating to Pathankot has not been supplied.

2.

The case was last heard on 20.1.2009, when it was directed that the PIO,O/o DDPO Gurdaspur will collect the information from the BDPOs Narot Jaimal Singh,Bamial and Pathankot and sent the same to the Complainant within
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a period of one month. 

3.

The Respondent states that the information, running into 24 (Twenty-four) pages relating to Block Narot Jaimal Singh, vide Memo No.195-197, dated 2.2.2009, the information running into 1712 (One Thousand Seven Hundred Twelve) pages relating to Block Pathankot, vide Memo No.16, dated 6.2.2009 and the information, running into 6 (Six) sheets including one sheet of covering letter, relating to Block Bamial, vide Memo No.87, dated 28.1.2009, has been supplied to the Complainant accordingly.

4.

The Respondent further pleads that the information has been supplied to the Complainant free of cost.

5.

The Respondent states that since the information stands supplied to the Complainant, the case may be disposed of.

6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarbjit Singh,

S/o Shri Joginder Singh,

#132, Tiwana House,

Charan Singh, Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2556/2008

Present:
Shri Nishant Rishi,Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.                   
Shri M.M.Syal,the then deemed PIO-XEN and Shri Naresh Kumar,Planning Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Nishant Rishi, Advocate on behalf the Appellant brought to the notice of the Commission that the Order dated 6.1.2009 in AC No.542/2008 and CC No.2556/2008, has been interchanged and the same may be corrected. Accordingly, the Order dated 6.1.2009 in both the cases are corrected and new Order may be sent to the parties.

2.

The learned Counsel for the Complainant Shri Sarabjit Singh states that the information in the instant case was readily available with Shri M.M.Syal, deemed PIO-cum-XEN having additional charge of MTP Patiala. He states that they never bother to supply information, only they come into action, when the
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notice was issued by the Commission on 11.12.2008 and the information was supplied on the last date of hearing, i.e. 6th January, 2009.

3.

The Respondent states that the information as available in the instant case, has been supplied to the Complainant during the last date of hearing in the Court on 6.1.2009.

4.

The learned Counsel on behalf the Complainant Shri Sarabjit Singh states in the letter dated 6.1.2009; they have not supplied satisfactory information/clarification relating to Sr.Nos.4 and 6 of the said letter. On the perusal of the noting/documents supplied to the Complainant, it is seen that the action is taken again after the expiry of the 60 days for passing Plan of the Building submitted to the Municipal Corporation, Patiala. The Respondent states that the said Plan could not be passed earlier as it involves change of land use and it is to be got approved from the Government of Punjab, i.e. Local Govt. The Complainant can go to any Court of law to get his grievance redressed.

5.

The learned Counsel on behalf of the Complainant states that the information has been delayed for more than 100 days, penalty be imposed on the PIO for delay in supplying the information.

6.

Since the information stands supplied, there is no need to send show cause notice to the PIO, however, it is directed that the Commissioner, M.C.Patiala may issue strict instructions to the concerned Staff to be more vigilant in future to deal with the RTI applications within the stipulated
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period of 30 days and the Public should not be harassed un-necessarily by supplying the information late. 

7.

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

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarbjit Singh,

S/o Shri Joginder Singh,

#132, Tiwana House,

Charan Singh, Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2555/2008
Present:
Shri Nishant Rishi, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.                   
Shri M.M.Syal, the then deemed PIO-XEN and Shri Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 6.1.2009, when the case was adjourned and fixed for today to consider the question  regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation.

2.

The learned Counsel for the Complainant Shri Sarabjit Singh states that the information in the instant case was readily available with Shri M.M.Syal, deemed PIO-cum-XEN,  having additional charge of MTP Patiala,  but  they never bothered  to supply information. They  came into action only when the notice was issued by the Commission on 11.12.2008 and consequently,  the information was supplied on the last date of hearing, i.e. 6th January, 2009.

3.

The Respondent states that the information as available in the instant case, has been supplied to the Complainant during the last date of hearing in the Court on 6.1.2009.
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4.

The learned Counsel on behalf the Complainant Shri Sarabjit Singh intimates vide letter dated 6.1.2009 that they have not supplied satisfactory information/clarification relating to Sr.Nos.4 and 6 of the said letter. On the perusal of the noting/documents supplied to the Complainant, it is seen that the action has been taken again after the expiry of the 60 days for passing the Plan of the Building submitted to the Municipal Corporation, Patiala. The Respondent states that the said Plan could not be passed earlier as it involved change of land use and it was  to be got approved from the Government of Punjab, i.e. Local Govt. The Complainant can go to any Court of law to get his grievance redressed.

5.

The learned Counsel on behalf of the Complainant states that the information has been delayed for more than 100 days, penalty  may be imposed on the PIO for delay in supplying the information.

6.

Since the information stands supplied, there is no need to send show cause notice to the PIO.   However, it is directed that the Commissioner, M.C.Patiala may issue strict instructions to the concerned Staff to be more vigilant  in future to deal with the RTI applications within the stipulated period of 30 days and the Public should not be harassed un-necessarily . 

7.

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

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Malwinder Singh,

# 3-Ranjit Bagh, Near

State College of Education,Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No.2091/2008

Present:
Shri Malwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri M.M.Sayal, the then Deemed PIO-cum-XEN and Shri Vishal Sayal, Building Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 6.1.2009, when it was fixed for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation to the Complainant. 

2.

As per the directions, Shri M.M.Sayal, the then XEN-cum-Deemed PIO-cum-MTP Patiala, now Executive Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar appears in person and states that Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, MC Patiala is deputed on election duty to attend rehearsal on account of bye election of Gram Panchayats on 10.2.2009, 12.2.2009 and
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14.2.2009. He made a written submission that the case may be adjourned for week’s time.

3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation as per the orders dated 6.1.2009, on 26-02-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Malwinder Singh,

# 3-Ranjit Bagh, Near

State College of Education,Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No.2092/2008

Present:
Shri Malwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri M.M.Sayal, the then Deemed PIO-cum-XEN and Shri Vishal Sayal, Building Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 6.1.2009, when it was fixed for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation to the Complainant. 

2.

As per the directions, Shri M.M.Sayal, the then XEN-cum-Deemed PIO-cum-MTP Patiala, now Executive Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar appears in person and states that Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, MC Patiala is deputed on election duty to attend rehearsal on account of bye election of Gram Panchayats on 10.2.2009, 12.2.2009 and
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14.2.2009. He made a written submission that the case may be adjourned for week’s time.

3.

It is also directed that the Respondent-PIO (Shri Amrik Singh,Supdt-cum-PIO) will supply list of PIOs designated by Municipal Corporation, Patiala from the date of the application of the Complainant dated 27.5.2008 to till date. 


4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation as per the orders dated 6.1.2009, on 26-02-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ram Krishan Verma,

# 4670, Street No.3,

New Shimlapuri, Chimni Road,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2420/2008

Present:
Shri Ram Krishan Verma, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat,APIO-cum-Legal Assistant, Shri Rajesh Kumar,Inspector-RTI, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions on the last date of hearing, the information running into 15 pages including one page of covering letter, duly authenticated, has been sent to the Complainant.

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: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manoj Kumar Dhand,

S/o Shri Parkash Chand,

# 68/8, Near Hanuman Mandir, Ahmedgarh,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant







Vs

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

Sudhar, District: Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC No.2601/2008

Present:
Shri Manoj Kumar Dhand, Complainant, in person.
Shri Hardev Singh, Senior Clerk-cum-Supdt-cum-APIO and Shri Gurmit Singh, VDO, Sudhar Block, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the Complainant was informed to deposit necessary fee, vide letter No.74, dated 27.1.2009. The Complainant states that since the information has been delayed for more than one month, the information/documents be supplied free of cost.

2.

It is directed that the PIO will supply the information to the Complainant free of cost. The Respondent states that the information running into 627 (Six Hundred Twenty Seven) pages, is readily available with him which can be supplied to the Complainant in the Court today. Accordingly, the information is supplied to the Complainant in the court today.  

Cont..p/2

CC No.2601/2008


    -2-

3.

The Respondent pleads that since the information stands provided, the case may be closed.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

5

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ramesh Sharma,

S/o Shri Thakur Dass,

PO: Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt.Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Welfare Officer, Gurdaspur.




 Respondent

CC No.2713/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Rajesh Kumar, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A Fax message has been  received from Shri Ramesh  Sharma, Complainant,  vide which he has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend the proceedings today as he has an appointment with Additional Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur. He has  requested to adjourn the case and fix it for further hearing in the month of  March, 2009.

2.

The Respondent states that the information, running into 64 (Sixty-four) sheets has been supplied to  the Complainant on 4.2.2009, vide letter No.153 and due receipt has been taken from the Complainant, a photo copy of which is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record.  

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: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harbans Singh,

S/o Shri Gujjar Singh,

# Street No.5, SAS Nagar, Abohar Road, Muktsar.


Complainant







Vs

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



 Respondent

CC No.2033/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.




ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 23.12.2008, when the Respondent Public Authority was directed to pay Rs. 1500/-(One thousand five hundred only) to the Complainant as compensation through Bank Draft and the case was  fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders for today.

2.

The Complainant is not present today and nothing has been heard  from him, which shows  that the orders of the Commission have been complied  with by the Respondent. Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri M.M.Singla, XEN (Retd),

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Housing & Urban Development,

Punjab (Housing-II Br), Mini Secretariat,

Sector: 9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.1911/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant has not attended the proceedings of the Court on 18.11.2008, 29.12.2009 and today, i.e. 12.2.2009.

2.

The case is dismissed due to non-pursuance of the case.


3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

