STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms Harjinder Kaur,

D/o late Shri Mohinder Singh,

# 101, Kartarpura, Nabha, 

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2296/2008

Present:
Shri Anmol Singh, on behalf of his wife Mrs. Harjinder Kaur,                 Complainant.
Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 12.3.2009, when it was directed that the PIO will file an affidavit to explain reasons as to why the penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information to the Complainant and as to why the compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by her.

2.

Accordingly, Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO submits an affidavit dated 15.4.2009 attested by Notary Public Ludhiana on 17.4.2009. In Para-7 he has submitted that the delay in the  supply  of information to the Complainant on part of concerned APIO or deponent is neither willful nor 
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intentional but it is owing to the circumstances explained in Paras 1 to 6. In Para-8 he  has submitted that he  is a  law abiding officer and has highest regard for the order passed by this Hon’ble Commission. He  has always discharged his duties in the manner prescribed and to the best of his ability. He  has always taken every possible measure to comply with the directions/order of this Hon’ble Commission passed from time to time in any matter. In the last Para he has prayed that the proposed proceeding u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 against him may kindly be dispensed with. 

3.

I have gone though the contents of the affidavit carefully and  am satisfied with the plea put  forth by him in the affidavit as well as orally in his defence. Therefore, no penalty is imposed upon the PIO and no compensation is awarded to the Complainant.  However, the PIO is directed to be more vigilant in future in dealing with the RTI applications to ensure that the information is supplied within stipulated period of 30 days to the Complainant/Appellant.

4.

Shri Anmol Singh, appearing on behalf of the Complainant, states that the Complainant has received the information and is satisfied. 

5.

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

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

S/o Shri Rai Singh,

R/60/35P/330, Street No.8,

Maha Singh Nagar, Daba-Lohara Road,

PO: Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana- 141 014.



Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2313/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the, Complainant.
Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A fax message has been received from the Complainant intimating  the Commission that due to urgent domestic work, he is unable to attend today’s proceedings and incomplete information has been supplied to him. He has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date. 

2.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant by registered post vide letter No. 178/RTI/SZD, dated 15.4.2009 with a copy to the Commission. The copy received in the Commission is taken on record. The Respondent further states that photo copy of the Service Book of 
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Shri Gurdev Singh , Inspector House Tax,  has been supplied to the Complainant as per his requirement. He pleads  that since complete information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed.  

3.

Since the Complainant is not present for the second consecutive hearing today and according to the Respondent complete information has been supplied to the Complainant,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh, Patarkar,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

# Plot No.40, Vill-Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, PO: Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana-141123.




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.04/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the complete information has been supplied to the Complainant on 20.4.2009  and due receipt has been taken from him  in which he has stated that he has received complete information 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: 21. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.L.Malhotra, Chief Editor,

Punjab-Da-Shisha Newspaper,

Anandpuri Noorwala Road,

Gurdware wali Gali, Ludhiana-141008.




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.05/2009

Present:
Shri K. L. Malhotra, Complainant, in person. 
Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

 The case was last heard on 3.3.2009 when the Respondent intimated the Commission that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. Since the Complainant was not present, one more opportunity was given to him to pursue his case and the case was fixed for  today. 

2.

The information demanded by the Complainant is discussed in detail. After detailed deliberations it is directed that the PIO will supply copies of assessment of House Tax of commercial buildings in Block No. 14 and 23 to the Complainant but copy of TS-1 is not to be supplied.
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3.

The Respondent requests  that they may be allowed  to  supply  the information to the  Complainant after the Elections as the staff has been deputed on election duty. 

4.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04.06.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Singh,

S/o Shri Sukhdev Singh,

W. No. 14, House No. 30,

Shivpuri, Dhuri. 







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

TLSC Division, Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 57/2009

Present:
Shri  Rajinder Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Meharban Singh, XEN-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 05.03.2009, when the Complainant was directed to make a written submission, alongwith documents, on the next date of hearing i.e. today, to prove that the information supplied to him is misleading and wrong. 

2.

Accordingly, Shri Rajinder Singh, Complainant, submits a letter dated 21.4.2009 alongwith photo copies of two letters from Senior Executive Engineer, TLSC Division, Patiala dated 2.1.2009 and 14.1.2009.   One copy of the letter dated 21.4.2009 is handed over to the  Respondent and the Respondent is directed to send his response to this letter to the Complainant by 8.5.2009, with a copy to the Commission. 

3.

The case is fixed for final orders on 04.06.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Arun Kumar,

M/S Arun Studio, Bank Bazar,

Near Railway Crossing,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer(City), 

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.





 Respondent

CC No. 69 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


Shri Harbans Lal, J.E.-1,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information relating to 30 points, as per the demand of the Complainant,  has been supplied to him  vide letter No. 499 dated 17.3.2009 and due receipt has been taken from him. 

2.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Comrade Rattan Lal,

#  H-3/3115, New Plots,

Mohkampura, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Maqbool Road, Amritsar.






 Respondent

CC No. 72  /2009

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

1.

None is present on the behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent for the second consecutive hearing. 

2.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of due to non-pursuance by both the parties. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri J. L. Nanda,

Director, United Druckgrafen India,Ltd.,

SCO No.174, 2nd Floor, 

Sector: 38C, Chandigarh.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIDC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 291/2008

Present:
Shri J. L. Nanda, Appellant, in person.
Shri Vikas Gupta, Advocate, Shri S. K. Ahuja, PIO  and Shri L. K. Singla, Assistant General Manager-cum-APIO, PSIDC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent makes a written submission to the Commission praying for grant of some more time to the Respondent to comply with the order of the Commission dated 21.01.2009 so as to wait for the decision of the  Hon’ble High Court in CWP No. 4113 of 2009 and CM No. 6665 of 2009, which is likely to be fixed for hearing before the Hon’ble High Court. 

2.

While accepting the prayer of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 12.05.2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Jeevika, 

# 33159, Street No. 1, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda – 151005.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Circle Education Officer,

Patiala Circle, Nabha.






 Respondent

AC No. 03 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri  Gurjinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Rajesh Kumar, Dealing Assistant, office of Circle Education Officer, Patiala Circle at Nabha,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the Appellant had earlier filed an application  in CC-1675/2007 asking for the same information, which was disposed of  by the Bench of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner  Mrs. Ravi Singh on 14.11.2007. He pleads that since the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be disposed of. 

2.

Since the Complainant is not present for the second consecutive hearing and the requisite information already  stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Narinder Singh Lamba,

# Gali No.3, Preet Nagar,

Near Adarsh Vidya Mandir, Tibba Road,

PP  Rajan Estate, PS  Basti, Jodhewal, Ludhiana-141 008.

Complainant







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




 Respondent

CC No.2637/2008 & 2634/2008

Present:
Shri Narinder Singh Lamba, Complainant, in person.
Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO, Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO and Shri Satinder Kumar, JDM,  office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Another similar case CC-2634/2008  in which same information had been asked for, was  being heard by the Bench of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Mrs. Ravi Singh.  Now this case has been transferred to this Bench by the orders of  worthy C.I.C. for disposal alongwith instant case  CC No. 2637/2008. Hence both the cases have been clubbed.
2.

As per the direction given on the last date of hearing i.e. 
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19.02.2009,   the PIO brings the original record for inspection by Complainant. The Complainant inspects the record in the court  today and identifies the documents required by him. The Respondent assures the Commission that the documents identified by the Complainant will be supplied to him within a week. The Respondent further states that notices have been issued to the owners of neighbouring houses and action will be taken after the receipt of their reply. 
3.

Since the Respondent has assured the Commission  that the documents,  identified by the Complainant today in the court after  the inspection of the record ,  will be supplied to the Complainant within a week, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant is at liberty to approach the Commission again if the requisite information is not supplied to him within a week. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjeet Singh

House No. 720, Sector 43-A,

Chandigarh.







      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1931 /2008

Present:
Shri Amarjeet Singh, XEN (Retd.), Complainant, in person.



Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum- APIO and Shri Om Pal 


Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 24.02.2009 when the Respondent stated in the Court that the case has been sent to the competent authority for taking decision.  Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum- APIO states that in one case Shri Amarjeet Singh has been exempted and in the second case, arbitration proceedings are still going on and a decision will be taken after the final outcome of the arbitration findings. The Respondent pleads that since the requisite information and the action taken report as available on record in the instant case has been supplied to the Complainant today, the case may be disposed of. 

2.
The Complainant pleads that in the arbitration case, he is not at fault and he has not given any thing in writing to the contractor and to the Department for the enhancement of estimated cost from Rs.112.76 lacs to Rs.118.30 lacs , the 
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Respondent may be directed to give him No dues certificate so that he could get the retirement benefits from the Punjab Water Supply and Sewerage Board. 

3.

It is directed that the Complainant is free to approach the parent department in the instant case for the second part to get his case settled. 

4.

The Complainant  placed on record, a letter No. PSIEC/EE-IV/461, dated 26.04.2002 by XEN-IV, PSIEC, Jalandhar. In the body of the letter it is written “This is certified that the work of construction of sub-base for Hockey Asto Turf at Surjit Singh Hockey Stadium, Burlton Park, Jalandhar amounting to Rs.112.76 lacs was awarded to M/S S.M. Builders & Engineers, Shop No. 47,Grain Market, Sahnewal, District:  Ludhiana vide letter No. PSIEC/EE-IV/3027, dated 11.10.2000. 


The firm had successful completed the work on 31.10.2001 within the stipulated time period satisfactory.” 

5.

From the perusal of the letter it is seen that the work of construction of sub-base for Hockey Astro Turf at Surjit Singh Hockey Stadium, Burlton Park, Jalandhar, amounting to Rs. 112.76 lacs was completed on 31.10.2001 whereas the Complainant joined the PSIEC on 25.10.2002.  He, however, stated that no work has been got constructed by him for the said Hockey Stadium and he has been unnecessarily being harassed by the Corporation. In view of the letter presented to the Court today, PIO may take decision accordingly and supply the 
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information to the Complaint in the case.  

 6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22-05-2009 at 10.00 AM in my Chamber, SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17, Chandigarh. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Jagdip Singh Chohan,

House No. 1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,  Patiala.

      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 1792 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complaint.



Shri Dev Chand, Superintendent-cum- PIO, on behalf of the 



Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A request was received from Shri Jagdip Singh Chohan, dated 13.04.2009 which is received in the  Commission’s office on 16.04.2009 against diary No. 5274, that his mother-in-law  has expired in USA and he is leaving for USA to perform his social responsibility and last rites of his mother-in-law, the case may be adjourned at least for a month.  

2.

The instant case was disposed on 22.01.2009 ex-parte. However, after the hearing is over Shri Jagdip Singh Chohan appeared and makes a written request to hear his arguments in the instant case.  His request was allowed and after hearing him in the Court, next date of hearing was fixed for 24.02.2009 and he was directed  to send a copy of letter dated 22.01.2009 to the PIO of office of Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala within a week’s time. 
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On 24.02.2009 the Complainant was not present due to his illness as per 

Telephonic message received in the Commission office and the case was fixed for 21.04.2009. 

3.

During today’s arguments, Shri Dev Chand, Superintendent-cum-PIO, Respondent placed on record a copy of Office Memorandum – clarification regarding format in which the “information” should be supplied under the RTI Act, 2005, from the Government of India, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances and Pensions, Department of Personnel & Training, North Block, New Delhi, dated the 10th July, 2008.  The Office Memorandum of Government of India No. 11/2/2008-IR, dated 10th July, 2008 brings out that “the PIO is required to supply such material to the citizen who seeks it.  The Act, however, does not require the Public Information Officer to deduce some conclusion from the ‘material’ and supply the ‘conclusion’ in the form as held by the public authority and is not required to do research on behalf of the citizen to deduce anything from the material and then supply to him”. 

4.

 The Respondent pleads that since the requisite information as available on record has been supplied along with the affidavit and nothing more is available on the public domain of the Department, the case may be closed in view of the clarification as given in the Office Memorandum cited above. 

5.

Shri Dev Chand, Superintendent-cum-PIO further pleads since the
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requisite information, as available on record, has been supplied, the case may be closed.  

6.

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

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vikram Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No. 146, District Courts,

Patiala.







      Complainant







Vs

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










 Respondent

CC No. 3163 /2008

Present:
Shri S.K.Singla, Advocagte, on behalf of the Complainant. 



Shri Adarsh Singla, SE-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.  

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 24.02.2009, none was present. A fax message was received from the PIO who informed the Commission that the information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 76442/MOS, dated 05.02.2009 through registered post.  

2.

Shri Adarsh Singla, S.E.-cum-PIO placed on record a letter No. 46/SE/PTA, dated 20.04.2009 and one copy handed over to ld. Counsel appearing on behalf of the Complainant.  The Respondent PIO states that the information has been supplied, case may be closed.

 3.        
Since the information stands provided, the case is accordingly  disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.























Sd/-
Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajesh Batish,

Office Hanuman Mandir,

Near Big Sabzi Mandi (Raghomajra),

Opposite Coal Depot, Patiala










      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Head Office, Patiala.










 Respondent

CC No. 38 /2008

Present:
 Shri Rajesh Batish, the complainant, in person. 



Ms. Shashi Bala, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Rajinder 


Singh, Senior Law Officer-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1. 

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent supplied the information running into 8 sheets of the Complainant in the Court today.  The Respondent pleaded that since the requisite information has been supplied, the case may be disposed of. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



     Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajesh Batish,

Office Hanuman Mandir,

Near Big Sabzi Mandi (Raghomajra),

Opposite Coal Depot, Patiala.

 








      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Head Office, Patiala.










 Respondent

CC No. 39 /2008

Present:
Shri Rajesh Batish, the complainant, in person. 



Ms. Shashi Bala, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Rajinder 


Singh, Senior Law Officer-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

In this case the Respondent supplied the information in the Court today as per the demand of the Complainant.  

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: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajesh Batish,

Office Hanuman Mandir,

Near Big Sabzi Mandi (Raghomajra),

Opposite Coal Depot, Patiala.




      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Head Office, Patiala.











 Respondent

CC No. 40 /2008

Present:
Shri Rajesh Batish, the complainant, in person. 



Ms. Shashi Bala, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Rajinder 


Singh, Senior Law Officer-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information in the instant case has been supplied.  The Complainant states that the Respondent has not given the clarification about the financial burden on the Electricity Board by recruiting the persons on contingency basis.  Respondent states that the relevant notification have been approved by the Board of Directors vide which it can appoint persons of their choice for the smooth working of the Board. A copy of the notification has also been supplied to the Complainant. 

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: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Rajesh Batish,

Office Hanuman Mandir,

Near Big Sabzi Mandi (Raghomajra),

Opposite Coal Depot, Patiala.




   










      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Head Office, Patiala.











 Respondent

CC No. 41 /2008

Present:
Shri Rajesh Batish, the complainant, in person. 



Ms. Shashi Bala, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Rajinder 


Singh, Senior Law Officer-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The requisite information was supplied by the Respondent to the Complainant in the Court today.

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: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Sudesh,

House No. 134, Sector 44-A, Chandigarh.










      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Sector-62,

S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).










 Respondent

CC No. 63 /2008

Present:
Shri Amar Nath Bansal, on behalf of the Complainant. 



Shri Gurbax Singh, APIO-cum-AEO, GMADA, and Shri Sukhdev 


Singh, Senior Assistant. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information will be supplied today.  The Complainant may be directed  to attend the office of AEO, GMADA at 12.30 PM today.  The Complainant will be supplied the requisite information. He further pleads that the case may be closed.  The Complainant is, however, free to approach the Court  if the information is not supplied to him. 

3.

The case is, therefore, disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarlochan Singh

s/o  Shri Amar Singh,

H.No. 130, Farid Nagar,

Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.









 

     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No. 06 /2009

Present:
Shri Tarlochan Singh, Complainant, in person. 



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Tarlochan Singh states that he filed an application with the PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, on 02.08.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, therefore, he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority, the Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala on 06.10.2008.  Getting no response from the first appellate authority, he filed an appeal with the Commission on 18.12.2008 which was received in the office on 06.01.2009 against receipt No. 123.  On the last date of hearing, none was present on behalf of appellant as well as respondent side.  The Appellant told that he has not received any information till today. Neither he has heard any thing from the first appellate authority, therefore, action be taken as per the RTI Act against the PIO as well as the first appellate authority.
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2.

It is directed that the PIO of office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana will supply the requisite information as per the demand of the Appellant within 15 days and would also explain reasons as to why the information has not been given within the stipulated period of 30 days.  A copy of the orders be sent  
to the office of first appellate authority, i.e. the Commissioner, Patiala Division,  Patiala.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22-05-2009 in the Chamber of the State Information Commissioner, SCO. No. 32-33-34 at 10.30 AM.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

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

Shri D.P.Jain, Advocate,

52, Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.










      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 2157 /2008

Present:
 None is present on behalf of Complainant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO and Shri 


Harjit Singh, Junior Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing the Complainant was not present. He is not present even today also.  It is directed that the requisite information be supplied immediately under intimation to the Commission. As the Complainant is not present for the second time, case is, therefore, disposed of due to non pursuance of the case by the Complainant.

2.

The case is disposed of accordingly.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pardeep Kamal Wadehra, Addvocate,

s/o Shri Amar Nath Wadehra,

Chamber No. 850, District Courts Complex,

Ludhiana.










      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 2167 /2008

Present:
Mrs. Mamta Kaura, on behalf of her husband Shri Pardeep Kamal 


Wadehra, Complainat.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-PIO(Hqrs) and Shri 


Tejinderpal Singh, APIO, Superintendent, Zone ‘D’, on behalf of the 

Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant in the Court and a copy has been placed on the record of the Commission.  Shri Tejinderpal Singh, APIO, states that the bill regarding the second portion of the house will be sent to the owner of the house and a copy of the same will also be sent to Mrs. Mamta Kaura who is appearing on behalf of her husband, Shri Pardeep Kamal Wadehra, at her address.

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: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar Talwar s/o

Shri R.K.Talwar,

H.No. 197, Anand Nagar, Backside St.Patrick

School, Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.

HH








      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municiopal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 2266 /2008

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar Talwar, Complainant, in person,



Shri K.S.Kahlon, Legal Adviser-cum-PIO, on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 12.03.2009 when it was ordered that the information relating to second part be supplied by 21.04.2009. The Respondent states that due to parliamentary elections, the information could not be collected from all the Executive Engineers and Superintending Engineers.  He pleads that the information will be supplied after the elections are over.  It is directed that development works of both the roads and sewerage works for the years 2006-07 and 2007-08 be supplied within a period of one and a half month.   

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04-06-2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 21.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner
