STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opposite: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana.-141008.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Financial Commissioner, Taxation,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC - 588 /2008
Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh , Appellant,  in person.
Shri Harmeet Singh, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO and Shri Rajiv Kumar, SPIO-cum-AETC, Mohali for  Commissioner, Excise and Taxation, Patiala,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 21.5.2008 for seeking certain information, which was received in the office of PIO on 29.5.2008. On getting no response, he filed first  Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 14.7.2008. The First Appellate Authority sent information, running into four sheets,  to the Appellant vide Memo. No. 19/93/08- nH eH 2(9)/2451, dated 8.8.2008. Not satisfied with the information supplied  by the First Appellate Authority, the Appellant filed Second Appeal with the Commission on 24.11.2008, which was received in the Commission on 2.12.2008. 
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Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for 13.2.2009 before the Bench of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Shri P. K. Verma.  On the request of the Appellant, following orders were passed by  Shri P. K. Verma on 13.2.2009:-
“ This case may be placed before the CIC for allocation to another

                         Bench.”

Consequently, this case was allotted to this Bench and fresh Hearing Notice was issued to both the Parties and the case was fixed for today.

2.

Shri Harmeet Singh, Joint Secretary, states that the information, running into 12 sheets, including one sheet of covering letter, was earlier sent to the Appellant vide Memo. No. 1820 dated 11.8.2008  by the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Mohali.  On getting Hearing Notice from the Commission, the APIO-cum-Joint Secretary sent a copy of the information dated 8.8.2008, sent by the First Appellate Authority to the Appellant, to the Commission vide Memo. No. 19/93/2008 – nH eH 2(9)/766, dated 11.2.2009. 
3.

After detailed arguments today,  it is directed that the Appellant will submit his observations/comments, if any, on the information supplied to him  by the Government as well as Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Mohali, to the PIO within a period of 15 days i.e. by 7.4.2009, with a copy to the 
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Commission and the APIO-cum-Joint Secretary will send his response to the observations of the Appellant further within a period of one month i.e. by 6.5.2009, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing  on 12.05.2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Mohali.  


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opposite: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana.-141008.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, 
Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC - 595 /2008

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh , Appellant,  in person.

Shri Arun Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO, IAS Branch, Shri Bahadur Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO office of FCD,  Shri Joga Singh, Superintendent Housing Branch, Shri Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Teja Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 18.7.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed first Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 10.9.2008. Again on getting no response, he filed second Appeal with the Commission on 25.11.2008, which was received in the Commission on 4.12.2008 against Diary No. 16551. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for 13.2.2009 before the Bench of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner
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 Shri P. K. Verma.  On the request of the Appellant, following orders were passed by  Shri P. K. Verma on 13.2.2009:-



“ This case may be placed before the CIC for allocation to another

                         Bench.”

Consequently, this case was allotted to this Bench and fresh Hearing Notice was issued to both the Parties and the case was fixed for today.

2.

Shri Arun Kumar, Superintendent IAS Branch states that the information in the instant case, running into one sheet each, had been supplied to the Appellant on 2.9.2008, 16.9.2008, 27.10.2008 and 10. 12.2008. The appellant states that the PIO  informed him on 3.9.2008 to deposit Rs. 240/- as documents charges plus Rs 50/- as  postal charges so that  the information running into 120 sheets  could be supplied but he replied back to the PIO stating that since the information has not been supplied within stipulated period of 30 days, the same may be  supplied free of cost as per Section 7(6) of RTI Act, 2005.  On getting no information, he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 10.9.2008. He further states that he received ante-dated letters that is why he could not attend the proceedings before the First Appellate Authority and he was informed by APIO vide Memo. No. 12/113/07-5PP2/15444, dated 10.12.2008 that his appeal has been filed due to non-appearance before the First Appellate
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 Authority. He replied back that he has not received letters asking him to appear before the First Appellate Authority. Consequently, he filed second appeal with the Commission on 25.11.2008  which was received in the Commission on 4.12.20089 against Diary No. 16552. 
3.

Regarding Item No. 5 , Shri Bahadur Singh brings to the notice of the Commission that the land was transferred by the University  in 232nd Meeting of Board of Management to the Punjab government. The Appellant states that at Item No. 5 he has asked  as to under what Act/Rule the University land/Government land was transferred to the Department of Youth Services and Sports.  It is directed that the information regarding Item No. 5 may be supplied  without any further delay. 
4.

The Appellant brings to the notice of the Commission that the advice given by Shri R. S. Cheema, former Advocate General Punjab was supplied by the Department  in another  case but  the advice given by the present Advocate General, Punjab Shri Mattewal dated 30.5.2008 in the instant case  has been refused by the Department under Section 8(e). Since advice of Advocate General Punjab has been supplied earlier in another case, there should not be any hitch in supplying the advice received from the Advocate General in the instant case. Therefore, it is directed that a copy of the advice dated 30.5.2008,  given by Shri H. S. Mattewal, Advocate General Punjab, in the 
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instant case,  be supplied to the Appellant. The Appellant makes a submission of News Item published in the Hindustan Times dated 16.12.2008, which  is taken on record. 

5.

It is directed that the information, which is ready with the Department, be supplied  to the Appellant free of cost, duly authenticated,  with a 
copy to the Commission within a period of 15 days i.e. by 7.4.2009 and the Appellant is directed to send his observations/comments, if any, on the information to be supplied to him by the PIO, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission,  within a further period of 15 days i.e. by 22.4.2009. 


6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.05.2009.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Subhash Chander, Director

G&A Garments Private Limited,

B-2888, Near Lekh Raj Pettiwala,

Sunder Nagar, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director P.S.I.E.C.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 2016 /2008

Present:
Shri G. S. Sikka,  Advocate,  for the  Complainant. 
Shri R. K. Goyal,  Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO,  Shri S. K. Gupta,  Estate Officer   and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant,    on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. 

2.

The Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that the information has been received but it has been delayed. He pleads that penalty may be imposed upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and the complainant may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him. 

3.

Shri J. S. Randhawa, DGM-cum-PIO was present on the last date of hearing and had explained reasons for the delay. I am satisfied with the plea 
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put forth by the PIO. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. However, a compensation of Rs. 2500/-(Two thousand five hundred only) is awarded to  the Complainant and same will be paid to him through Bank Draft within a period of one month by the Public Authority, under intimation to the Commission. 
4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Mrs.  Monica,

W/o Shri Rajeev Tandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





     Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.294/2008

Present:
Shri G. S. Sikka, Advocate and Shri K. K. Tandon,  on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri R. K. Goyal,  Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO,  Shri S. K. Gupta,  Estate Officer   and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant,   on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 9.3.2009, when the Respondent assured the Commission that the remaining information would be supplied to the Appellant  within a period of 15 days and on his request the case was adjourned and fixed for today. 
2.

The Respondent hands over requisite information, running into 11 sheets, including one sheet of covering letter, to the Appellant,  in the court today, with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

3.

The Ld. Counsel for the Appellant pleads that some time may be 
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granted to study the information supplied to him today in the court.

4.

It is accordingly directed that the Appellant will send  her observations/comments, if any, on the information supplied today, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission  by 7.4.2009 and the PIO will send his response
 to the Appellant by 24.4.2009, with a copy to the Commission. 


5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.4.2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Tandon S/o Shri  K. K. Tandon, 

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-C,Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2289/2008
Present:
Shri G. S. Sikka, Advocate and Shri K. K. Tandon,  on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri R. K. Goyal,  Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO,  Shri S. K. Gupta,  Estate Officer   and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant,   on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that a copy of the appeal, filed against the order of the DRO, cannot be supplied today as it is to be procured from the court record of the DRO office at Ludhiana. He pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one month. 
2.

It is directed that duly authenticated copy of the appeal be supplied to the Complainant by 24.4.2009 after obtaining the same from the office of DRO, Ludhiana.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.04.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri C.L.Premy, Advocate,

# 244, Sector: 71,

S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Baba Farid University,

Faridkot.








 Respondent

CC No.75/2009

Present:
Shri C. L. Premi, Advocate, Complainant, in person. 
Shri Vivek Aggarwal, Advocate , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Respondent makes a written submission, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Complainant in the court today. 
2.

It is directed that the Complainant will  send his observations/comments, if any, on the written submission, handed over to him today, to the PIO within a period of 15 days, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO will send his response within a further period of 15 days. 
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.4.2009 at 12.30 P.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt. Harjinder Kaur,

A-84, First Floor,

Anand Vihar, New Delhi – 110092.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Education (School), Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 70 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Gurcharan Singh, Senior Assistant, office of DPI(S) Punjab,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 3.3.2009, when it was directed that the PIO will bring status report of the application submitted by the Complainant regarding payment of medical reimbursement claim  amounting to Rs. 81,233/- on the next date of hearing i.e. today. 
2.

The Respondent states that proper sanction has been issued by the Punjab Government  vide order No. 5/140-08- nwbk-1(1) dated 18.12.2008 and the bill has been sent to the District Treasury Officer, Jalandhar. He further states that as and when the bill is passed by District Treasury Officer, Jalandhar, payment will be released. 
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: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 636 /2008
Present:
Shri  Saurabh   Gupta, Advocate,  on behalf of the  Appellant.
Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO  , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 17.2.2009, when a show-cause notice was issued to Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation,  Ludhiana, for imposing penalty for the delay in the supply of information and for awarding compensation to the Appellant  for the detriment suffered by him.  Shri Mohinder Pal Gupta, PCS, First Appellate Authority, was also directed to submit his explanation as to why no action has been taken by him on the first Appeal filed by the Appellant on 18.10.2008.
2.

Accordingly, Shri Mohinder Pal Gupta, PCS,  First Appellate Authority sent his written explanation on 13.3.2009, which was received in the Commission on 16.3.2009 and has been taken on record. 

3.

The Respondent states that Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO has been transferred and relieved on 25.2.2009 and in his place Shri K. S. Kahlon, former PIO has been appointed as PIO of Municipal 
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Corporation, Ludhiana.  
4.

In his  written submission, Shri Mohinder Pal Gupta, First Appellate Authority,  has stated that the first Appeal filed by the Appellant was never put up to him either by APIO-A or by Superintendent Advertisement resulting into the fact that the first appeal was never listed for hearing before him. However, he has tendered unconditional apology for inconvenience  caused to the appellant as well as to the Hon’ble Commission and has assured that in future all appeals will be disposed of in time. 
5.

The Ld. Counsel for the Appellant states that APIO-A and Superintendent Advertisement may be directed to appear in person to give their explanation in this regard. He further states that Shri K. S. Kahlon, PIO may be directed to file  an affidavit in the instant case as the application was filed by the Appellant on 10.9.2008,  when Shri  Kahlon  was PIO.
6.

It is directed that Shri K. S. Kahlon will file an affidavit as per directions given in Para-6 of the order dated 17.2.2009. It is also directed that Shri K. P. Singh, APIO-A and Shri Girdhari Lal, Superintendent Advertisement,  will attend the proceedings in the instant case on the next date of hearing. 
7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.5.2009.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurmail Singh, Chief Editor,

Insaniyat, Punjabi Weekly,

Post Box No.275,

Main Post Office, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.52/2009

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

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 3.3.2009, when Shri Gurmail Singh, Complainant, was directed to file an affidavit in respect  of the allegations made by him, duly attested by Executive Magistrate First Class Ludhiana within a period of 15 days. 
2.

The Complainant makes written submission alongwith two affidavits, one from Shri Ravi Kumar S/o Shri Om Parkash and second from Shri Keemti Lal S/o Shri Kasturi Lal alongwith copy of letter of Shri Harpreet Singh Oberoi. However, Shri Gurmail Singh has not filed his affidavit as per the  directions given on the last date of hearing. 
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3.

It is directed that Shri Gurmail Singh, Complainant, will file an affidavit as per directions given in Para-7 of the order dated 3.3.2009. 

4.

The Respondent states that photo copies of affidavits of Shri Ravi Kumar and Shri Keemti Lal may be supplied to him. Accordingly, photo copies of the affidavits are handed over to the Respondent. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09.04.2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Vipin Kumar,

# 103, Chaura Bazar, 

Ghass Mandi, Ludhiana. 






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.  3101 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


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

ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant on 20.3.2009.

2.

The Complainant is not present for the second consecutive hearing. His absence 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: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajesh Kumar,

# 165, Mahian Gali, 

Ghass Mandi, Ludhiana. 






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.  3102 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


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

ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant on 20.3.2009.

2.

The Complainant is not present.  His absence 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: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Prof. Kanwaljeet Singh,

Director Sports & Head

Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal, University College,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.

MR No.138/2008

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



ORDER
1.

None is present on 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: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Kumar,

M/S Total Infotech,

Opposite: State Bank of India,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent

CC No. 67/2009

Present:
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant. 


None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

The PIO has intimated the commission vide Memo. No. RTI/09/68, dated 6.3.2009, which was received in the Commission on 17.3.2009,  that requisite information, running into 29(Twenty nine) pages has been delivered to the Complainant through special messenger on 4.3.2009 after taking due receipt. 

2.

The Complainant has sent his observations vide letter dated 16.3.2009 to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission, stating that he is satisfied with the information relating to Points No. 1 to 4 and 6 to 18 but the information relating to Points No. 5 and 19 to 24 has not been supplied yet. He has further requested the Commission to direct the Respondent to supply the remaining information.
Contd….p/2
CC No. 67/2009



-2-
3.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the Complainant, under intimation to the Commission. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.04.2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pardeep Kumar,

S/o Shri Krishan Dass,

# 841, Tripri Town,

Golgappa Chowk, Opposite Awal Garments,

 Patiala.








Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.  3057/2008

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

ORDER
1.

Since none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, one more opportunity is given to both the parties to pursue their case. 
2.

Shri A. K. Singla, S.E.-cum-PIO is directed to comply with the directions of the Commission issued in Para-3 of the order dated 17.2.2009.
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 14.05.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Promod Kumar and Shri N.K.Uppal,

# 1-A, Jarnail Enclave, Bhabat Road,

Municipal Council, Zirakpur, 

Tehsil: Dera Bassi, Distt. Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Zirakpur.





 Respondent
CC No.24/2009

Present:
Shri Promod Kumar,  Complainant, in person.
Shri H. S. Sethi, Advocate,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 3.3.2009, when Shri Bhopal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO and Shri Major Singh, Draftsman, attended the proceedings and supplied part information and assured the Commission that the remaining information will be supplied within a period of 15 days. The PIO was directed to produce original record  regarding installation of street lights and laying of water pipes, on the next date of hearing i.e. today
2.

The Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission and places on record the information received from the SDO, Punjab Water Supply and Sewerage Sub Division, Zirakpur about water pipe line laid in front of Houses 
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101 – 109 City Enclave Pbabha Road Zirakpur and Extension and Augmentation 
of W/S Scheme Zirakpur District Patiala on turnkey basis(Municipal Development Fund). 
3.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent makes a written submission dated 24.3.2009 of Shri Sanjay Kumar, APIO. Ld. Counsel  states that a case has been filed on 27.1.2009  in the court of Additional Civil Judge Dera Bassi by Shri Narinder Uppal &others Vs. Amarjit Singh &  others  and Municipal Council Zirakpur, which is still pending.  The Counsel states that the remaining information as per the demand of the Complainant will be supplied to him within a period of one week. 
4.

The Complainant states that part information was supplied to him vide letter No. 59 dated 13.1.2009 and some more information relating to Flat Files No. 201, 202, 527, 529 and 530 was supplied on 2.3.2009. He further states that the Respondent had assured the Commission on 3.3.2009 that the remaining information relating to other flats will be supplied within a period of 15 days but the same has not been supplied till date and thus the information has been delayed for more than four months. 
5.

On the perusal of the file it is seen that the Respondent sent part information for the first time  to the Complainant after a period of two months i.e. on 13.1.2009 and the complete information has not been supplied till today.
Contd……p/3
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 Therefore,   Shri Bhopal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO is directed to  supply  remaining information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons  as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.
6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.5.2009.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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







                               REGISTERED
Shri Pawan Kumar Garg and Smt. Kailash Devi,

S.B. S. C. Near Bus Stand,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Mour Road, Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.



 Respondent

AC No. 12 /2009

Present:
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant. 

None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 


ORDER
1.

Ld. Counsel for the Appellant states that no  information has been supplied by the PIO to the Appellant. 
2.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent. While giving one more opportunity to the PIO, he is directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant as per his demand by 7.4.2009. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.04.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Panna Lal Chawla,

S/o Shri Mehar Chand Chawla,

# 1305, Namak Mandi, Amritsar-143 001



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

District  Industries Centre, Amritsar.




 Respondent

CC No.2215/2008
Present:
Shri Panna Lal Chawla, Complainant, in person and Shri Jagir Singh Rattanpal,  on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

A fax message has been received from the PIO of the office of General Manager, District Industries Centre,  Amritsar,  intimating the Commission that he has been made Incharge of a Control Room set  up in the Circuit House Amritsar in connection with Lok Sabha Elections and he has also been put on duty in a Special Control Room set up to monitor the visit of Prime Minister of India  to Amritsar from 22.3.2009 to 24.3.2009. He has requested that the case may be fixed for further hearing after 18.5.2009 .  
2.

While accepting the request of the PIO, the case is fixed for further hearing on 21.5.2009.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 24. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
