STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagat Singh, 

H. No. B-3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk Post Office,

Opposite Sanatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur-146001.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Public Works, (B&R-3 Branch),

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 2247/2008

RESERVED ON  03. 02. 2009

AND PRONOUNCED IN THE OPEN COURT ON 28.05.2009
ORDER

1.

Vide my order dated 03.02.2009, the judgement   regarding final disposal of the case was kept reserved. 

2.

On 03.02.2009, it was specifically directed that the Respondent shall provide the remaining documents to the Complainant as per his demand. These documents were mentioned in Para-4 of the order. Subsequently, vide letter dated 01.04.2009, the Chief Engineer I.P. Punjab, PWD(B&R)  informed the Commission that all the documents as directed have been supplied except a copy of approval of the Council of Ministers as the said document was not available in their office.  Commission is  satisfied that  the entire information,   as per the demand of the Complainant and as  available in the office of the Respondent,  stands supplied to the Complainant and no further action in this behalf needs to be taken . 
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3.

However, one issue, which remains to be commented upon, is the objection raised  by Shri A. S. Miglani, IAS, the then Additional Managing Director, PIDB against the order dated 26.11.2008 passed by me. Vide order dated 26.11.2008 it was inter-alia directed that Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer  I. P.  and Shri A. S. Miglani, Additional Managing Director, PIDB shall appear in person before the Commission to give evidence in respect of the question as to why the share of the toll tax collected was not deposited in the Government Treasury, being the share of the State as Rs. 49/-(Forty Nine) Crores had been spent on the said road from the State Exchequer. The objection raised  by Shri Miglani is that the direction given by the Commission,  as mentioned here-in-above is not as per the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. He has stated that the expression “While inquiring into any matter under this section” appearing  in Section 18(3) is relatable and confined to the matters enumerated in Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. He has  further  submitted that the Commission is not competent to question the Government policy. His further objection is that the order dated 26.11.2008 passed by the Commission is against the principles of natural justice in as much as it has been passed  without  PIDB having been impleaded as a party.  With these  objections  Shri  A. S. Miglani, inter-alia, prayed that the directions regarding his personal appearance before the Commission  may be withdrawn.
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4.

The decision on the question raised by shri A. S. Miglani is now 

only of academic interest  as the entire information as per the demand of the 

Complainant has been supplied. However, before parting with this matter, Commission  would like to observe that the objections raised  by Shri A. S. Miglani are not legally tenable. Vide order dated 26.11.2008 I had directed him to appear in person and give evidence on a question which was very much relevant for the disposal of the RTI complaint. The question on which the evidence was sought was “ why the share of the toll  tax collected is not deposited in  the Government   Treasury  being the share of the State”. This is pre-eminently a question on which information could  be sought and since no information in this behalf was forthcoming,  the Commission had ordered Shri A. S. Miglani to appear and give evidence.  It has been wrongly mentioned by Shri Miglani that the Commission was going into legality or propriety of Government policy.  However, since this question is  now only of academic interest, Commission  do not wish to dwell on it any further.  

5.

Since the entire information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  28.05.2009.

                
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mahabir Singh,

H.No. 2343, Sector: 40-C, 

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, 

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.




 Respondent

CC - 706 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.
Shri  Surinder Kumar Manrow, Additional S.E.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 03.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response he filed a complaint with the Commission on 16.03.2009, which was received in the Commission on 17. 03. 2009 against Diary No. 3857. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
2.

A perusal of  the file reveals that the application of the Complainant was transferred to PIO-cum-S.E. Distribution Circle, PSEB, Khanna by the PIO-cum-Deputy Secretary, RTI, PSEB, Patiala vide Memo. No. 137550-51/RTI/G-4, dated 05.12.2008 under intimation to the Complainant. 
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3.

Shri Surinder Kumar Manrow, Additional S.E.-cum-APIO, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 7496, dated 17.04.2009 by registered post as per his demand. He further 

states that nothing has been heard  from the Complainant, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. He pleads that the case may be closed. 



4.

Since the information has been supplied to the Complainant by registered post and nothing has been heard from him,  the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bahadur Singh,

S/o Shri Harchand Singh,








Village: Bishangarh, P.O.: Chandrala Dhindsa,

Tehsil: Nabha, District: Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Dhingi, Tehsil: Nabha, District: Patiala.




 Respondent

CC -  653/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Ajay Jindal, Senior XEN-cum-APIO and Shri Avtar Krishan, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 18.11.2009 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he  filed a complaint with the State Information Commission, which was received in the Commission on 12.3.2009 against Diary No. 3464. Accordingly, Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The Respondent states that the information as per the demand of the Complainant has been supplied  to him on 15.5.2009 and due receipt has been taken from him. He further states that the Complainant has also given in writing on 27.5.2009 that he has received the information and the case may be closed. 
3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Avtar Singh,

Saraswati Vihar-20,

Jodha Mal Road, Civil Lines, Hoshiarpur-146001.


Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary, School Education, 

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 560 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jagdip Kapil, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary Education and Shri Bahadur Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(S), on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary School Education on 4. 12.2008 for seeking certain information. Office of Principal Secretary Education directed D.P.I.(SE) Punjab Vide Memo. No. 15/527/2008-1 f; 2/15-16 dated 2.1.2009  to supply the requisite information to the Complainant  under intimation to the Complainant.  On getting no information either from Principal Secretary Education or D.P.I.(SE), he filed a complaint with the State Information Commission, Punjab on 28.2.2009, which was received in the Commission on 04.03.2009 against Diary No. 3152.
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 Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued  to both the parties for today.
2.

A fax message has been received from the Complainant  intimating the Commission that due to imposition of  curfew in their area he is unable to attend the proceedings today and has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
3.

The Respondent on behalf of  Principal Secretary School Education states that D.E.O. Hoshiarpur has been directed to supply the information to the Complainant. The Respondent on behalf of D.P.I.(SE) states that since the information is to be collected from the field, some more time may be granted to supply the information to the Complainant. 

4.

Accordingly, the Respondent  is directed to  supply the requisite information to the Complainant within a period of one month after collecting the same from DEO(SE) Hoshiarpur.

5.

On the request of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 23.07.2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties.  






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


CC:
1.
Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat,   

                     Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2. D.P.I.(SE) Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh.

3. District Education Officer(SE), Hoshiarpur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt. Amarjit Kaur,

W/o Shri Master Gurdip Singh,

Village: Mithri Budhgir,

P.O. Singhewala Via Lambi,

Tehsil: Malout, District: Muktsar.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.



 Respondent

CC - 780 /2009
Present:
Smt. Amarjit Kaur,  Complainant, in person and Shri Gurdip Singh on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri  Rajinder Singh, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO, PSEB, Patiala and Shri Chananjit Singh, Additional S.E. Enforcement, Muktsar , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO of the office of Director Enforcement , PSEB, Opposite Kali Devi Mandir, Mall Road, Patiala on 27.8.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response he filed a complaint with the State Information Commission on 14.03.2009,  which was received in the Commission on 24.3.2009 against Diary No. 4236. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The Respondent states that the application of the Complainant was transferred to the concerned Public Authority i.e. Director Enforcement, PSEB, Bathinda.
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3.

The Complainant states that she has received the requisite information and pleads that  the case may be closed.  Indian Postal Order for Rs. 10/- attached with the complaint submitted to the Commission is returned to the Complainant.

4.

Since the requisite 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: 28. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Devinder Singh,

S/o Shri Tarlochan Dass,

Village: Badrukhan,

Tehsil & District: Sangrur.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o S. D. O., Punjab State Electricity Board,

Sub-Division, Gharachon, Tehsil & District: Sangrur.


 Respondent

CC - 660 /2009

Present:
Shri  Devinder Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri Gurbant Singh, on  behalf of the Complainant. 


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

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO of the office of SDO, PSEB, Gharachaon on 05.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the State Information Commission on 04.03.2009, which was received in the Commission on 13.03.2009 against Diary No. 3558. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
However, Notice of Hearing sent to the Public Information Officer, O/o S. D. O, Punjab State Electricity Board, Sub-Division, Gharachon, Tehsil & District: Sangrur , has been received back in the Commission undelivered. 
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2.

The Complainant states that no information has been supplied to him so far. 

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Dalip Singh, PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer Distribution Circle, Sangrur will direct SDO, PSEB, Gharachon to supply the requisite information to the Complainant as per his demand. In case the information is not supplied to the Complainant; within 15 days, Shri Dalip Singh, PIO, will appear in person alongwith requisite information on the next date of hearing.  

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09.07.2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jatinder Singh,

S/o Shri Harjeet Singh,

Village: Bhaini Lidhar,

P.O. Majitha, District: Amritsar-143601.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub-Divisional Officer, 

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Majitha-2, District: Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC - 713 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 03.11.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the State Information Commission on 30.12.2008, which was received in the Commission on 01.01.2009 against Diary No. 45. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

A fax message has been received from Er. Tarjinder Pal Singh, Sr. XEN/DS, Suburban Division, Amritsar intimating the Commission that similar information, alongwith an affidavit, has already  been supplied to the Complainant on 26.05.2009 in CC-162/2009. He has pleaded that since the 
information has already been supplied, the instant case may be dismissed. 
3.

Since the information alongwith affidavit has already been supplied to the Complainant in CC-162/2009,  the case is dismissed. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Mahajan,

# 198, Tilak Nagar,

Professor Colony, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer Operation,

Border Zone, Punjab State Electricity  Board,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar.






 Respondent

CC - 729 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 23.01.2009 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the State Information Commission on 01.03.2009, which was received in the Commission on 17.03.2009 against Diary No. 3798. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

A Memo. No. 4316, dated 27.5.2009 has been received from S.E.(HQ)-cum-Administration(Border Zone) Amritsar through fax vide which he has intimated the Commission that  as per the demand of the Complainant he has inspected the concerned file on 18.03.2009 from 3.27 P.M. to 4.24 P.M.
3.

Since the file has been inspected by the Complainant as per his demand, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagan Nath Chawla,

H.No. 10, Street No. 12,

Pawan Nagar, Behind The Celebration Mall, 

Batala Road, Amritsar.






Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer/DS,

City Circle, PSEB, Out-side Hall Gate,

Amritsar.








 Respondent

AC - 189 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant  as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Appellant  filed an application with the PIO on 14.11.2008 for seeking certain information. The PIO supplied information vide Memo. No. 19538/39/ACC-31.8/21(RIA) dated 22.12.2008 to the Appellant. Not satisfied with the information supplied to him, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 24.12.2008. On getting no response, he filed Second Appeal  with the State Information Commission on 06.03.2009, which was received in the Commission on 19.03.2009 against Diary No. 3964. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Fax messages have been received from the Appellant as well as 
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Superintending Engineer/DS,  City Circle, PSEB, Out-side Hall Gate, Amritsar, intimating the Commission that they are unable to attend the court proceedings today due to disturbed conditions in the State. They have requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 09. 07. 2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 28. 05. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Raj Kumar Khosla,

s/o late Smt. Raksha Kumari,

w/o Shri Bal Krishan Khosla,

House No. 2430, Sector 37-C,

Chandigarh.











Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.








 Respondent

CC No. 408 /2009

Present:
Raj Kumar Khosla, the Complainant , in person.



Shri Kewal Singh, Executive Engineer, on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent as per the directions given on last hearing,  the photocopies of file No. 247 (107 pages), file No. 348 (102 pages), file No. 352 (33 pages), file No. 359 (27 pages), file No. 394-Part-I(15 pages) and file No. 394-Part-II (56 pages)  handed over to the complainant today in the Court. The complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

It is directed that the papers supplied to the complainant be authenticated by the concerned competent authority.

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: 28.05.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pankaj Behl,

118, Gurdarshan Nagar,

Near 24 No, Phatak, Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Power Regulations,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Ablowal,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 670 /2009

Present:
Shri Pankaj Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Ajit Matharoo, Director, Power  Regulation and Shri 



B.S.Mander, Deputy Director, Power Control.

ORDER

1.

Shri Pankaj Behl filed an application with the PIO of office of Director, Power Regulation on 24.12.2008 and one more application with the Deputy Secretary, RTI, PIO, Head Office, PSEB, Patiala. He sent a reminder on 23.01.2009. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 28.01.2009.  After getting no response from the PIO as well as the first appellate authority, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 05.03.2009 which was received in Commission office on 16.03.2009 against diary No. 3653.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Director/PR&C, PSEB, Patiala sent a letter to Shri Pankaj Behl vide memo No. 96/PCP/T-245, dated 22.01.2009 that “the memorandum mentioned in your application was not brought before the Board for its consideration and/ or decision.  The document  was prepared as an intra office activity which was 
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never used in any decision making process and as such its copy cannot be given.”

3.

Ld. Counsel on behalf of the appellant states that the first appellate authority has decided the case and stated that a copy of the memorandum sought by you cannot be furnished being no information as per definition contained in proviso of clause 2(F) of Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

The respondent states that the memorandum demanded by the appellant is not on the public domain of the PSEB. However, a new memorandum has been prepared but the name of the memorandum is the same which has been prepared by the Board during the month of January, 2009.

5.

On the perusal of the application dated 24.12.2008, the appellant has mentioned the number and date of the memorandum vide which it has been sent to the Secretary meeting on 22.12.2008 vide letter No. 1575/G6, dated 22.12.2008.

6.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing, the respondent will bring the original file containing the noting vide which the memorandum was initiated and sent to higher authorities for approval and the reasons why it has been called back and new memorandum has been prepared in  lieu of the memorandum prepared on 22.12.2008.  It is also directed that the full information as available and the revised memorandum will be brought on the next date of hearing.

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05-06-2009 in the Chamber at 12.30 pm in SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

8.

Deputy Registrar, PSIC will give AC number  to CC No. 670 as it is an appeal case.

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.05.2009

                          State Information Commissioner 
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon villa, opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana.










Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.       







 Respondent

CC No. 1422 /2008

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, the Complainant, in person.




Dr. Vipal Malhotra, APIO Health, and Harish Bhagat Nodal APIO-


cum-Legal Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent supplied the information in the Court today in my presence to the complainant. One copy of the information supplied is placed on the record file. The respondent states that the information relating to Para No.2 has been supplied and the information relating to Para no. 1 and 3 is not available with the Department for the period from 1990 to 2005.  The complainant places on record two certificates – one is without name but the other particulars are the same and the other certificate in the name of Sushant and other particulars are the same.  The registration number of one certificate is 744 and that of other is 446.  The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him with regard to Para No. 2 and the information regarding Para 1 and 3 be supplied to him immediately.  The respondent states that for the information in the instant case, Shri Sudarshan Sharma, who is the 

custodian of the record of municipal corporation be directed to attend the proceedings along with the record on the next date of hearing.  
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2. 

It is directed that Shri Sudarshan Sharma, local Registrar for Births and Deaths will attend the proceedings along with the original record relating to the instant case.

3.

The next date of hearing is fixed for 23.07.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri Sudarshan Sharma, Local Registrar, Births and Deaths, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.05.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana-141008.











Appellant





Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar of Firms & Societies,

17 Bays Building, Sector-17,

3rd floor, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No.  72/2009

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, the appellant, in person.



Shri Surinder Singh, Sr. Assistant,  on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 16.04.2009 when it was directed that the respondent will supply the information as per the demand of appellant in an annotated form.

2.

The respondent states that the information as per the directions given on 16.04.2009, has been sent through registered post vide letter No. RFS-2009/RTI/807, dated the 26th May, 2009 running into two sheets.

3.

The appellant states that he has not received the information and one copy is handed over to the appellant in the court today and one copy is placed on the case file.  

4.

The appellant states that he wants to study the information, case, therefore, may be fixed for another date.  

5..

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23-07-2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.05.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana-141008.










          Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Civil Sectt. Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC No. 73 /2009

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, the appellant, in person.



Mrs. Chanchal Surjit Singh, Joint Director, Mrs. Arvinderpal Kaur, 


Senior Assistant and Shri Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf 


of  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Some information has been sent to the appellant.  On the perusal of the information supplied, the appellant states that the information relating to decisions of Council of Ministers on 9.12.2007 and 28.10.2007 be supplied and only the information relating to the memorandum dated 20.03.2008 has been supplied. The respondent states that the information will be supplied through registered post within a week‘s time.  The appellant states that as per the assurance given by the PIO of office of Director Sports, the case may be closed and directions given to the Department to send the information duly authenticated within a week’s time.  However, the appellant is free to approach the Commission. 
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3.

As far as the Department of Sports is concerned, they are exempted from further appearing.  However, the representative of office of Chief Secretary is directed to appear in person along with information to be supplied to the appellant. It is also directed that the information be supplied within 15 days.

4.

The case is fixed for information to be supplied by the office of Chief Secretary on 23-07-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.05.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana-141008.











Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 74 /2009

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, the appellant, in persons.



Smt. Chanchal Surjit Singh, Joint Director, Smt. Arvinderpal Kaur, 


Senior Assistant and Shri Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf 


of Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on last date of hearing, the Department of Sports has given the information vide letter No. Sports-JDS-SS2-DAII-09/7847, dated the 18.05.2009. The appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information supplied by the Sports Department.  The Sports Department is, therefore, exempted from appearing in the further hearings.  However, information from the office of Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab has not been supplied as yet.  It is directed that the office of Chief Secretary will supply information as per the demand of the appellant dated 20.12.2008 related to the Chief Secretary office. 
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23-07-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.05.2009

                          State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana-141008.











Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Hoshiarpur.








 Respondent

AC No. 79 /2009

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, the appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard  on 16.04.2009. None is present on behalf of the respondent.  As per the directions, SSP-cum-PIO, Ludhiana has transferred the case to concerned authorities.

2.

A fax message was received today from the SSP, Hoshiarpur that the information available with the department has been supplied to Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon by post vide letter No. 40579, dated 26.05.2009.  He further states that due to law and order problem no body is able to attend the court today. It is, therefore, requested that some other date may be fixed and intimation be sent well in time. As per the request of SSP, Hoshiarpur, the case is adjourned for further hearing on 23-07-2009.  

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.05.2009

                          State Information Commissioner


  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana-141008.











Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PUDA, Mohali.







 Respondent
AC No. 78 /2009
Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, the appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing also no body was present on behalf of the respondent.  The Commission has taken a  serious view of this lapse.  It is directed that on the next date of hearing, the PIO of office of PUDA along with the information to be supplied to the appellant, will attend the court in person.

2.

Copy of the order be sent to the PIO of office of Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Housing and Urban Development to attend the proceedings in person along with the information to be supplied on 23.07.2009.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23-07-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Secretary, Housing & urban Development Department, Mini Secretariat,  Sector-9, Chandigarh. 



Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.05.2009

                          State Information Commissioner 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sohan Singh Sood,

Managing Director,

Sir Mcauliff High School, Phase-XI, Mohali.











Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, GMADA,

SAS Nagar.








 Respondent

CC No. 708 /2009

Present:
Shri Sohan Singh Sood, the complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sohan Singh Sood, filed an application with the PIO, office of PUDA/GMADA, Mohali on 12.02.2009.  After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 17.03.2009 which was received in Commission office on 18.03.2009 against diary No.3884. 

2.

As none is present on behalf of the respondent, one more chance is given to supply the information and to attend the proceedings.  It is directed that on the next date of hearing, the original file containing complaint dated 14.11.2006 along with the noting portion be produced. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23-06-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.05.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bant Singh s/o Shri Ram Singh,

Village: Rurki Kham, PO: Palheri,

Tehsil Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer, 

Sub Urban Division, PSEB,

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.






 Respondent

CC No. 770 /2009

Present:
Shri Bant Singh, the complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Bant Singh filed an application with the PIO on 01.02.2009. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 13.03.2009 which was received in Commission office on 20.03.2009 against diary No. 4058.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

On perusal of the file, it brings out that the address of the Sub Divisional Officer, Sub Urban Division is Khan Kharar which appears to be wrong.  The notice might not have been received by the respondent. The notice now be sent at the proper address i.e. Sub divisional Officer, Sub Urban Division, Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar. 

3.

It is directed that the PIO will attend the proceedings in person and will bring the information to be supplied to the complainant.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09-07-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




 




Sd/-
Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 28.05.2009

                          State Information Commissioner 
