     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Mahajan,

Lane No. 2, Rampura 

Near S.D.M. Court, PATHANKOT,

District: Gurdaspur – 145001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Gurdaspur.
 Respondent

CC - 3223/2011
Present:
Shri  Surinder Mahajan, Complainant, in person in Commission Office at Chandigarh.
Smt. Anita Guleria, APIO-cum-ETO, Pathankot, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Surinder Mahajan filed an RTI application dated 15.06.2011 with  the PIO of the office of Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Gurdaspur for seeking certain information pertaining to the number of English  and Country-made  liquor vends auctioned in the District of Gurdaspur (villages/cities) as per excise policy  for the year 2011-2012 and the auction money received from the auction of these vends. The AETC, Gurdaspur vide letter No. 1113, dated 11.07.2011 asked the Complainant to deposit Rs. 36/- as documents charges so that requisite information running into 18 pages could be supplied to him. Accordingly, the Complainant sent an Indian Postal Order No.494076 dated 15.07.2011  for Rs. 100/- as document charges. On getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 28.10.2011  which was 
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received in the Commission on 03.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing  through Video Conferencing was issued to both the parties  for today.
2.

Smt. Anita Guleria, APIO-cum-ETO, Pathankot states that  Indian Postal Order for Rs. 100/-, as has been stated by the Complainant, has not been received in their office and therefore no information has been supplied to him.  On the contrary,  the Complainant, who is present in person, in the Commission Office at Chandigarh, shows a photo copy of postal receipt vide which  Indian Postal Order for Rs. 100/- has been sent to PIO-cum-AETC, Gurdaspur  by Speed Post. 
3.

In these circumstances, the PIO-cum-AETC Gurdaspur is directed to supply the requisite information, free of cost,  to the Complainant within 10 days by registered post as provided under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005 with a copy to the Commission, failing which provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 shall have to be invoked against him.  The PIO is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of the information so supplied to the Complainant. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  31.01.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 








            
      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




                      (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



         State Information Commissioner

                         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Chand, 
S/o Shri Durga Dass,

Village: Lahri Gujran,

Tehsil: Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

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

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC -  3227/2011

Present:
Shri Kuldip Chand ,  Complainant, in person.

Shri  Ranbir Singh, DDPO, Gurdaspur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Kuldip Chand, Member, Gram  Panchayat, Lahri Gujran filed a complaint with Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur vide his application dated 09.02.2011 against Shri Dev Raj, Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Lahri Gujran leveling 5 allegations against him, which was transferred by the Deputy Commissioner  to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. 447 dated 01.06.2011. On getting no response, Shri Kuldip Chand filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated 30.09.2011  received in the Commission on 04.11.2011. Accordingly Notice of Hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

Both the parties have been heard. Shri Ranbir Singh, DDPO, Gurdaspur states that the Complainant has not asked for any information in this case. He has simply made a complaint against Shri Dev Raj, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Lahri Gujran. He further states that the Complainant has been apprised of the factual status of his complaint. 
3.

After hearing both the parties and perusing the case file, I am convinced that no information as per the provision  of Section 2(f) of RTI Act, 2005  has been asked for,  by the Complainant in the instant case. 

4.

Therefore, the instant  case is disposed of.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Chand, 

S/o Shri Durga Dass,

Village: Lahri Gujran,

Tehsil: Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

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

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC -  3228/2011

Present:
Shri Kuldip Chand ,  Complainant, in person.

Shri  Ranbir Singh, DDPO, Gurdaspur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Kuldip Chand, Member, Gram  Panchayat, Lahri Gujran filed a complaint with Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur vide his application dated 28.10.2010 against Shri Dev Raj, Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Lahri Gujran leveling 6 allegations against him, which was transferred by the Deputy Commissioner to District Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. 448 dated 01.06.2011. On getting no response, Shri Kuldip Chand filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated 30.09.2011 received in it  on 04.11.2011. Accordingly Notice of Hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to both the parties for today.

Contd…..p/2

CC -  3228/2011


-2-

2.

Both the parties have been heard. Shri Ranbir Singh, DDPO, Gurdaspur states that the Complainant has not asked for any information in this case. He has simply made a complaint against Shri Dev Raj, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Lahri Gujran  on 6 points.  He further states that the Complainant has been supplied with a copy of  facts finding report,  which has been sent to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab for taking appropriate action against Shri Dev Raj , Sarpanch.

3.

After hearing both the parties and perusing the case file, I am convinced that no information as per the provision  of Section 2(f) of RTI Act, 2005  has been asked for,  by the Complainant in the instant case. 

4.

Therefore, the instant  case is disposed of.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Chand, 

S/o Shri Durga Dass,

Village: Lahri Gujran,

Tehsil: Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education  Officer(SE),

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC -  3229/2011

Present:
Shri Kuldip Chand ,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Hardeep Singh, Deputy District Education Officer(SE) Gurdaspur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Kuldip Chand, Member, Gram  Panchayat, Lahri Gujran filed a complaint with District Education Officer(SE), Gurdaspur against Shri Ashwani Kumar, Lecturer, Government Senior Secondary School, Chashma Chakrour, Tehsil: Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur leveling 3 allegations against him and asked for a hand-writing sample of Shri Ashwani Kumar. An inquiry has been conducted by Principal, Government Senior Secondary School(Boys) Dinanagar to look into the allegations  who has confirmed that the allegation of absence from the school  levelled against Shri Ashwani Kumar by Shri Kuldip Chand has not been proved. On getting no response, Shri Ashwani ;Kumar filed a complaint with the Commission on 30.09.2011 which was received in it on 
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04.11.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing through Video Conferencing  was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Hardeep Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(SE) Gurdaspur states that in this case  no specific information has been asked for by Shri Kuldip Chand, Complainant. He has simply asked for  hand-writing sample of Shri Ashwani Kumar, Lecturer,  which is a third party information and cannot be supplied to him.   
3.

After hearing both the parties and going through the case file, I am convinced that no specific information as per the provision of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005 has been asked for by Shri Kuldip Chand, Complainant.  He has simply asked for hand-writing  sample of Shri Ashwani Kumar, Lecturer which does not constitute information as per the provisions of Section 2(f) of RTI Act, 2005 and thus cannot be supplied to him.  The Complainant has been apprised of these facts. 
 4.

Therefore, instant  case is disposed of.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh,

Premier Com,plex,

Village: Nichi Mangli,

P.O.: Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Transport Office, Ludhiana.




 Respondent
CC -  3247/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Mandeep Thakur, Section Officer, office of DTO, Gurdaspur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Gurbax Singh filed an RTI application dated 06.01.2011 with the PIO of the office of District Transport Officer, Gurdaspur for seeking certain information on 10 points relating to a letter of Transport Department(Transport-II Branch) concerning Transport Department related facilities provided to the general public through Suvidha Centres. On getting no information, Shri Gurbax Singh filed a complaint with the Commission vide application dated 01.11.2011,  received in it on 08.11.2011.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

Shri Mandeep Thakur, Section Officer, office of DTO, Gurdaspur, appearing on behalf of the Respondent seeks adjournment of the case as  the RTI application in question is not traceable in their office. 

3.

Accordingly, PIO-cum-DTO, Gurdaspur is directed to supply the requisite information, duly attested by the competent authority,  to the Complainant by registered post within 10 days with a copy of the same to the Commission.  It is made clear that in case the PIO fails to provide information to the Complainant within 10 days, provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 shall have to be invoked against him. 
4.

On the request of  Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 31.01.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizen Forum,

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana. – 141003.


Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,  Ludhiana.





 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,  Ludhiana.





 Respondent

AC - 1134/2011

Present:
Shri  Kuldeep Singh Khaira, appellant, in person in Commission Office at Chandigarh.


Shri Dharam Singh, S.E. , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In  this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, filed an RTI application dated  30.05.2011 with the PIO of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana for seeking certain information regarding work-file of Zone-D Building construction of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana. The APIO(D) B&R, M.C. Ludhiana  sent a reply to the Appellant vide letter No. 382/APIO-Dm dated 28.6.2011 which inter-alia reads as under:-
“ In this connection it is stated that the information asked for cannot be supplied under section 2(j) of the RTI Act,2005 as the same is 
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not available in the record of the M.C. Ludhiana. The maximum period of preservation of the information was three years under Municipal Account Code.”


If you are aggrieved against the  above decision and you are so advised you   may file appeal to the Commissioner Municipal Corporation Ludhiana within thirty days of the receipt of this communication. The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  is the 1st Appellate Authority.”
Consequently, Shri Kuldeep Singh filed an appeal before the First Appellate Authority vide  his application dated 04.07.2011. The APIO(D) B&R, M.C., Ludhiana vide letter No. 401, dated 18.07.2011 informed the Appellant that as per orders passed by the Worthy Commissioner-cum-1st Appellate Authority, all concerned have been asked to supply the information other than the missing ;file.  Then the APIO vide letter No. 934 dated 27.09.2011 sent the information received from the Branches to the Appellant.  Not satisfied with  the information supplied to him,  Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed second appeal before the Commission vide his application dated 12.12.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Dharam Singh, S.E., appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that information running into 342 pages has been supplied to the Appellant  other than relating to the missing file.  The Appellant states that the information 
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supplied to him is still incomplete.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to  make more efforts to trace the missing  file and provide the remaining information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to be present in person on  the next date of hearing  alongwith a copy of the information so supplied to the Appellant.  In case the missing file is not traceable, the PIO is directed to file an FIR with the police  and bring a copy of the same on the next date of hearing. 
3.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on  31.01.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mandeep Singh,

R/o # 13/89, Guru Angad Nagar,

Sohian Road, Sangrur.











Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o GLADA, Ludhiana.






 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o GLADA, Ludhiana.






 Respondent
AC - 1132/2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Smt. Rajwinder Kaur, Law Officer, GLADA, Ludhiana , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Mandeep Singh filed an RTI application dated 23.07.2011 with the PIO of the office of GLADA, Ludhiana for seeking certain information about Booth No. 42 in Dugri(Ludhiana) allotted to Smt. Gurbachan Kaur including copy of her  Red Card and the  affidavit submitted by her at the time of receiving the  allotment letter. 
2.

The APIO, GLADA, Ludhiana  vide letter No. 1EO/11/10217 dated 12.08.2011 asked  Smt. Gurbachan Kaur to intimate whether she has any objection  if  a copy of her red card is  supplied to Shri Mandeep Singh.
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3.

Smt. Rajwinder Kaur, Law Officer, appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that  on receiving no response from Smt. Gurbachan Kaur, complete information has been supplied to the Complainant. She assures the Commission that one more copy of information will be sent to the Complainant by registered post. 
4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R. S. Chauhan,

# 92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Gill Road, Opposite G.N.E. College,

 Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,
Panchayat Raj, Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC - 3224/2011

Present:
Shri  R. S. Chauhan,  Complainant, in person.


Shri  Bant Singh, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

This case has been heard through Video Conferencing today.
2.

In this case Shri R. S. Chauhan filed an application dated 05.08.2011 with PIO-cum –Executive Engineer, Panchati Raj, Public Works Division, Ludhiana for seeking details of expenditure incurred on the constructions of streets/drains in Baba Deep Singh Nagar out of grant of Rs. 7,88,700/- received in the year 2009. Executive Engineer, Panchayati Raj vide Memo. No. 5074, dated 05.09.2011 supplied information to the Complainant. Not satisfied with the supplied information, Shri R. S. Chauhan filed a complaint with 
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the Commission vide his application dated 31.10.2011.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing through Video Conferencing  was issued to both the parties for  today.
3.

The Complainant states that he has wanted to know the names of streets constructed, number of bricks laid in each street and detail of expenditure incurred on the construction of each street out of grant of Rs. 7,88,700/- in Baba Deep Singh Nagar but detailed information has not been supplied to him by the PIO. 
4.

Accordingly, Shri Bant Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Engineer,  who is present in person, is directed to supply correct and complete  information,  asked for by the Complainant, to him  within 15 days with a copy of the same to the Commission. He is also directed to bring a copy of the information  so supplied to the Complainant on the next date of hearing. 

5.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 31.01.2012 at 11.00 in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
             
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbachan Singh,

Guru Ram Dass Nagar,

Backside Bheesham Park,

Peer Khana Road, Khanna,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.





 Respondent
CC -  3235 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Dr. Pardeep Sharma, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

This case has been heard through Video Conferencing today.
2.

In this case, Shri Devinder Singh filed an RTI application  dated 11.10.2010 with the Civil Surgeon Ludhiana regarding reimbursement  of medical bills amounting to Rs. 15,065/- and Rs. 16677/-. The office of Civil Surgeon made a number of correspondence with  Senior Medical Officer, PHC, Payal . Director, Health Services, Punjab, Chandigarh and with  the Complainant .  On not receiving complete and relevant information, Shri Devinder Singh filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated 04.10.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to both the parties for today.
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3.

After hearing the Respondent and going  through the case file, I am convinced that no concrete information regarding  reimbursement of pending medical bills of the Complainant has been supplied to the Complainant so far though a number of correspondence has been exchanged with Senior Medical Officer, Payal ,  Director, Health Services Punjab and the Complainant. 
4.

Therefore,  Dr. Yash Pal, Assistant Civil Surgeon Ludhiana-cum-APIO, is directed to intimate the Complainant the exact status of his medical bills within 15 days under his signatures with a copy of the same to the Commission. He is also directed to be present  in person on the next date of hearing alongwith complete record of the case to ascertain the status of the case. He will  submit reasons in writing as to why provisions of Section 20(1) be not invoked against him  for the delay in the supply of the complete information  since 11.10.2010, the date of submission of RTI application by the Complainant. 
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 31.01.2012 at 11.00 in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

6.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner                 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatinder Singh,

S/o Late Shri Amrik Singh,

VPO: Hambran, Tehsil & District: Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner of Police,  Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 3258/2011

Present:
Shri Jatinder Singh,  Complainant, in person.


Smt. Surinder Kaur, Inspector,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

This case has been  heard through Video Conferencing today.
2.

In this case, Shri Jatinder Singh filed an RTI application dated 03.08.2011 with the PIO of the office of Police Commissioner, Ludhiana for seeking following information:-

1.
Certified copy of my   application, regarding which some summon/notice No. 2516-5C-ADCP-3 dated 22.07.2011 was sent to SHO P.S. Ladhowal.

2.
Copy of daily proceedings made on the said application so far i.e. when did my application reach which officer, for how long did it stay with that officer and what did he/she do during that period.

3.
Certified copies of orders; notings, ‘reports’, ‘advices’/’opinions’, letters, summons/notices etc, made so far in connection with the said application.
4.       To which officer was it marked originally and certified copy of that   

        order also.
Contd….p/2

CC - 3258/2011



-2-
On receiving no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide his application dated 07.10.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing through Video Conferencing  was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

Smt. Surinder Kaur, Inspector, appearing on  behalf of the Respondent hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the court today. The Complainant  is satisfied with the supplied information and submits that the case may be closed. 

4.

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

5.

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




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner                    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh Saini,

S/o Shri Baldev Singh Saini,

# 3130, Sector: 70, Mohali.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD(B&R) Construction Circle,

Division No.2, Ludhiana.






 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD(B&R) Construction Circle,

Division No.2, Ludhiana.






 Respondent
AC -  1116/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri  Paramjeet Singh, PIO-cum-XEN Construction Division No. 2, PWD(B&R), Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

This case  has been heard through Video Conferencing today.
2.

In this case, Shri Gurmeet Singh filed an application dated 29.03.2011 with the PIO of the office of  Executive Engineer, PWD(B&R) Construction Circle, Division No.2, Ludhiana for seeking following  information on 2 points:-

1.
Numbers and names of works tendered and bid by all A class contractors since 2002 till date.
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2.        Papers/documents submitted by these contractors in 
            technical bids while submitting tenders for various works
           advertised by our office from the year 2002 till date.
On receipt of this application the PIO vide letter dated 26.04.2011 asked the Appellant to identify the specific documents required by him after the inspection of  the record on any working day and obtain  the required documents on payment of Rs.2/- per page as the information sought by the Appellant is quite voluminous. In response to this letter, the Appellant vide his letter dated 13.05.2011 informed the PIO that he is unable to inspect the record due to lack of time and requested to supply the complete information and inform him of additional fee so that he could arrange for the same.  Then the PIO vide his letter No. 370, dated 30.05.2011 asked the Appellant to deposit Rs. 2000/- as charges for the documents but the Appellant did not deposit any fee and instead filed a  a second appeal with the Commission on 22.10.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing through Video Conferencing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

 Shri Gurmeet Singh, PIO-cum-XEN, appearing on behalf of the Respondent, has been heard. He states that though the Appellant did not deposit the additional fee  for the documents amounting to Rs. 2000/-, yet the information  as per his demand has been supplied to him vide letter No. 1014 dated 07.12.2011 which has been duly  received by him on 08.12.2011. 

Contd…..p/3
AC -  1116/2011



-3-

4.

The Appellant is not present and nothing has been heard  from him regarding non-receipt of required information, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
5.

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

6.

Copy of the order  be sent to  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 13.12. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

