STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

             REGISTERED
Shri Yogesh Dewan, 

H.No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana – 141002.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 282 /2009

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

ORDER

1.

This case was initially titled as CC-364/2009.  As  this is the second appeal to the Commission, therefore, it has now been titled as AC-282/2009.
2.

In this case, the Appellant  filed an application with the PIO on 3.10.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he  filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 4.11.2008. Again on getting no response,  he sent a reminder on 20.12.2008.  Again on getting no response, he filed an appeal with the State Information Commission on 1.2.2009, which was received in the Commission on 12.02.2009 against Diary No. 1985.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 
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3.

Since  none is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the 

Respondent, one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case and it is directed that  these orders be sent to them by registered post. 



4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.06.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh to appoint the Public Information Officer under Section 5(1) & (2) of the RTI Act, 2005 in place of Shri M. P. Arora, Additional Secretary, who has since been transferred.  

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 30. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

             REGISTERED
Shri Yogesh Dewan, 

H.No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana – 141002.







Appellant 







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 281/2009

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

ORDER

1.

This case was initially titled as CC-365/2009.  As  this is the second appeal to the Commission, therefore, it has now been titled as AC-281/2009.
2.

In this case, the Appellant  filed an application with the PIO on 11.10.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he  filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 15.11.2008. Again on getting no response,  he sent a reminder on 19.12.2008.  Again on getting no response, he filed an appeal  with the State Information Commission on 1.2.2009, which was received in the Commission on 12.02.2009 against Diary No. 1984.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 
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3.

Since  none is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the

Respondent, one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case and it is directed that these orders be sent to them by registered post. 



4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.06.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh to appoint the Public Information Officer under Section 5(1) & (2) of the RTI Act, 2005 in place of Shri M. P. Arora, Additional Secretary, who has since been transferred.  










Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 30. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harbhan Singh, President, 

Punjab Education Depasrtment Darza Chhar

Government employees,

C/o Office of District Education Officer(SE),

New Courts, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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

Barnala, District: Sangrur.






 Respondent

CC - 355 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Bikkar Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.E.O.(SE) Barnala,                      on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 8.8.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complainant  with the State Information Commission on 28.01.2009,  which was received in  the Commission on 12.02.2009 against Diary No. 1952. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today.
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2.

Shri Bikkar Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent-PIO, states that the requisite information was earlier sent to the Complainant vide 
Memo. No. n -2(  )08/RTI/4303, dated 8.9.2008 by ordinary post.  However, he has brought one copy of the information for handing over to the Complainant today in the court. He submits one copy to the Commission, which  is taken on record. He pleads that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant on 8.9.2008 and no communication has been received from the Complainant in this regard, the case may be closed. 

3.

The Respondent is directed to send one copy of the information to the Complainant by registered post.

4.

Since the information has already been supplied to the Complainant and the directions have been given to the Respondent to send one  more copy to the Complainant by registered post, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 30. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasmeet,

# 541, Sector: 18-B, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC No.2185/2008

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 during second consecutive hearing in the instant case, the case is dismissed due to non-pursuance by both the parties. 

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 30. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajwinder Singh, 

S/o Shri Gurtej Singh, 

R/o Jai Singh Wala, 

Tehsil & District: Bathinda. 





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D. P. I. (SE), Punjab, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 360 /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 03.12. 2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complainant with the State Information  Commission on 31.01.2009, which was received in the Commission on 12.02.2009 against Diary No. 1931. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

Since none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case and 

the case is fixed for further hearing on 11.06.2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 30. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhushan Kumar,

R/o 14/6, Third Floor, 

West Patel Nagar, New Delhi.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Dean Academics,

Punjabi University, Patiala.






 Respondent
AC - 45 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 26. 03 .2009, when the PIO was directed to supply the remaining information as per the demand of the Appellant dated 20.06.2008. 

2.

Shri Vikrant Sharma, on  behalf of the Respondent, states that the information, running into 352(Three hundred fifty two) sheets,  relating to the year 2007 and 2008 was  sent  to the Appellant by Speed Post vide letter No. 830/RTI Cell, dated 08.04.2009, which was received back with the remarks of the Postal Authorities that “ pko pko ikB/ go skbk pzd fwbsk j? “  The Respondent further states that the same information was again sent to the Appellant by Speed Post on 22.04.2009, which has not been received back. He pleads that since the information has been supplied, the case may be; disposed of. 

3.

The Respondent intimates the Commission that the Web Site of the University has been updated with the amendment that in future payment through Indian Postal Order will be accepted.

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: 30. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri J. S. Paul, Lt. Col.(Retd.),

11, Leather Complex, 

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar. 





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Engineer,

Bastian Sub Division, Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Adarsh Nagar, Jalandhar. 






 Respondent

CC - 363 /2009

Present:
Lt. Col. Dilbagh 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 on 06.10.2008 for seeking certain  information . On getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complainant with the Commission on 30.01.2009, which was received in the Commission on 12.02.2009 against Diary No. 1980. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Complainant states that he has received some information from the Respondent vide Memo. No. 4030, dated 03.11.2008  but he has not been  supplied copies of Form A & A of the applicants who have applied for electricity connection with the Punjab State Electricity Board. 
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3.

A perusal of the file reveals that the PIO has refused this information considering it as a Third Party information  and has sought the consent of the third party by sending them necessary notices. 

4.

It is made clear to the PIO that the information regarding application forms submitted by the applicants for obtaining electricity connection from the Punjab State Electricity Board is not a Third Party information. Therefore, The PIO is directed to supply complete information to the Complainant as per his demand including copies of Form A&A within a period of one month. 

5.

The Complainant  places on record one copy of his observations/comments dated 28.04.2009  on the information supplied to him. Since  none is present on behalf of the Respondent, the Complainant; is directed to send one copy of his observations/comments to the PIO by registered post and the PIO is directed to supply the complete information to the Complainant keeping in view his original demand for information dated 6.10.2008 vis-a vis his  observations/comments on the information already supplied to him. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04.06.2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 30. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parkash Singh Chugh,

National President, Bhartiya Anti-Corruption Welfare

Forum (Regd), India, H.O.1831, Opp. Dera Kalsian,

Dhuri Line, Miller Ganj, Ludhiana.




      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No.  327/2009

Present:
Complainant not present.



Shri Gurmail Singh Cheema,



AEE, PSEB, Model Town, Ludhiana.

ORDER

1.

Shri Parkash Singh Chugh, complainant filed an application with the PIO on 29.12.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint dated 27.01.2009 with the Commission which was received in Commission office on 11.02.2009  against diary No. 1844.  Accordingly, notices were issued to the parties to attend the proceedings today. 

2.

Shri Gurmail Singh, AEE, Tec. Unit-I, Model Town, Ludhiana, who is appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO , states that the information has been supplied to the complainant through registered post vide memo No. 1586, dated 28.04.2009.  One copy is placed on the record file of the case in the Court today.  He further states that one copy of the information was handed over, through special messenger, on 27.04.2009 which was received by the complainant and he has given in writing that he has received the information  and is satisfied.  The case may be closed.  The Respondent pleads that since the information has been supplied and the complainant has given in writing that he has received the required information, the case may be closed.


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: 30.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhdev Sisngh s/o Shri Amar Singh,

Village: Ratipur, PO: Machhiwara,

Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.




      Complainant







Vs

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

Machhiwara, Distt. Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC No. 373 /2009

Present:
Shri Sukhdev Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Harbant Singh, Social Education & Panchayat Officer, Shri Ranjit Singh, ex-sarpanch and Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat Secretary, on 
behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sukhdev Singh filed an application with the PIO on 31.12.2008.  After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 04.02.2009 which was received in Commission office on 17.02.2009 against diary No. 2200.  Accordingly, notice was issued to attend the proceedings for today. 

2.

The complainant states that no information has been supplied to him.  The Respondent states that the “Resolution Register” relating to the years from 10/1974 to 10/1978 is not available in the record of the Gram Panchayat.  The resolution passed by the Gram Panchayat since 9/72 to 9/74, 10/74 to 10/78, 11/78 to 5/84, 6/84 to 5/86, 6/86 to 12/88, 1/89 to 12/91, 12/91 to
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 12/94, 1/95 to 5/96 and 9/96 to 3/97, the photocopies are handed over to the complainant in the Court in my presence.  The complainant states that the gram panchayat, Ratipur has filed a case against him in the court of District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana, for the encroachment of the panchayat land.  He states that the land in  question was allotted to his grand-father during the year March, 1978 by the then Gram Panchayat by passing a resolution to this effect on 3.3.1978.He further states that he has to defend his case in the court of DDPO, Ludhiana  by getting these documents relating to the year March, 1978.  Panchayat Secretary, Pawat, states that  while the record was handed over from one sarpanch to other during 06.08.1978, the resolution register relating to the year 10/74 to 10/78 was not handed over to Shri Ajit Singh, the then Sarpanch. 

3.

It is directed that the BDPO, Machhiwara after getting the inquiry conducted, will lodge an FIR with the police against the sarpanch of that period who has not handed over the complete record to Shri Ajit Singh, the then sarpanch who has taken over the record on6.08.1978. The complainant states that the information has been delayed by more than three months a penalty be  imposed on PIO for supplying the information late and he may be compensated for the determent suffered by him. He further states that he has been harassed by the Gram Panchayat of Ratipur. 
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4.

I, therefore, call upon the Respondent- PIO ( Shri Kanwaljit Singh Dhaliwal, BDPO, Machhiwara) to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 

2005 for delay in supplying the information.  He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his affidavit showing cause as aforementioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

5.
On the next date of hearing the PIO, Shri Kanwaljit Singh Dhaliwal, BDPO, Machhiwara will file an affidavit in the court and will appear in person along with the inquiry report which is to be conducted by him.  The complainant states that the Gram Panchayat has got transferred his case from Ludhiana to the ADC (Dev.), Moga.

6.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing, the BDPO will also supply a copy of “Rules and Regulations” vide which the cases of revenue matters are transferred from one authority to other. 

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04.06.2009. 

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-




Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 30.04.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pardeep Kumar s/o Sh. Gurdev Raj,

VPO: Saroya( Gurdwara Singh Sabha

& Sucha Darji), Tehsil Balachaur,

Distt. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar

(Nawanshehr)- 144524






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Health & Famil Welfare,

Punjab, Sector-34, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC No.344  /2009

Present:  
Shri Pardeep Kumar, Complainant, in person. 



Shri Narinder Mohan, APIO and Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Pardeep Kumar filed an application with the PIO on 08.11.2008 which was received in the PIO office on 11.11.2008. Shri Pardeep Kumar, as per the instructions of PIO, submitted a fee of Rs. 10/- in the shape of Indian Postal order under the relevant head on 01.12.2008.  The PIO supplied some information to the complainant vide Memo No. RTI(1) P-08/203, dated 21.2.2009.  Not satisfied with the information supplied to him, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 02.02.2009 which was received in Commission office on 12.02.2009 against diary  No. 1990.  Accordingly, notices were issued to both the parties to attend the proceedings today. 
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 More information running into 14 sheets was supplied to complainant vide Registered letter No. RTI(1)P-08/592, dated 26.2.2009. 

3.

The complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him vide letters mentioned above. He further states that he wants complete information as per his demand dated 08.11.2008. From the information supplied to him, it seems that one Shri Jasmer Chand son of Shri Som Nath Code No. 131, Shri Raj Kumar son of Shri  Moti Ram, Code No. 108, Shri Satnam Singh son of Shri Surjit Singh, Code No. 708 and  Shri Jaswinder Singh son of Shri Darshan Singh Code No. 599 has obtained total marks in matriculation examination as well as in Diploma course -1132,1045,1045 and 1044 respectively, whereas the complainant , Shri Pardeep Kumar son of Shri Gurdev Raj, got 1135 marks.  The candidates mentioned above have been selected leaving Shri Pardeep Kumar, who has secured more marks in the matriculation as well as in Diploma course.  He further states that he got an enquiry conducted from the Hon’ble Health and Family Welfare Minister, Punjab and the  MD/ Punjab Health Systems Corporation.  The certificate issued by the State Institute of Health and Family Welfare, Mohali, shows that Shri Pardeep Kumar has got more marks in first and third semesters whereas Shri Pritpal 

Singh has got 451 and 489 marks in first and third semesters respectively.  He 

further states that due to the complaint, the Health Department has harassed him 
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and they have not sent the interview letter for the recruitment of MPHW (Male) whereas he has applied to the concerned department.  During arguments the respondent states that the dealing Assistant and the Superintendent are busy in the Court in some other case.  The complete information will be supplied within a period of 15 days, the case may, therefore, be adjourned.  Accordingly, it is directed that the complete information, as per the demand of complainant letter 08.11.2008,  be supplied within a period of 15 days.  

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.05.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 30.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vinayak Sharma,

P-3/65m Jaral Colony, Pandoh,

Distt. Mandi (Himachal Pradesh)





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 371 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of Complainant. 



Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO, RTI Cell.

ORDER

1.

Shri Vinayak Sharma, Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 06.08.2008 along with Rs. 150/- .  On 14.08.2008, the PIO asked for more money amounting to Rs. 500/- and stated that the information relating to  paras No. 15 and 15-A is a third party cannot be supplied, under Section 8(J) of RTI Act. As per the demand of PIO, the complainant deposited  Rs. 350 more on 28.08.2008 and reiterated that the information in paras 15 and 15A cannot be refused to him owing to third party. After getting no reply, he filed a complaint 

with the Commission on 22.10.2008. Again he sent a reminder to the Commission on 03.02.2009 which was received in Commission office on 17.02.2009 against diary No. 2190.  The respondent states that the information 
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running into 48 pages has been supplied to the complainant vide memo No.110511/RTI-393, dated 05.02.2008. The respondent further states that more information has been sent on 24.4.2009 through speed post.  The respondent further states that some more information running into17 pages is ready and will be sent through speed post within a day or two. It is directed that the excess fee received from the complainant be refunded to him at his address given in the application. The complainant is also directed to study the information received by him and send his comments/ observations within one month to the PIO and to the Commission by 20.05.2009. 

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: 30.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kashmira Singh,

Retired Executive Engineer,

328 CX Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

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

Department of Local Govt, Mini Secretariat, 

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 2846 /2008

Present:

Shri Kashmira Singh, Complainant, in person.




None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 16.04.2009 when Shri Kulwinder Singh, APIO-cum-DCFA was directed to appear, in person, along with the requisite information.  Shri Kulwinder Singh, APIO-cum-DCFA was absent on 16.04.2009 also.  The copies of the orders dated 16.04.2009 were sent to the office of Principal Secretary, Local Government and Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Shri Kulwinder Singh, APIO of the office of Director, Local Government.  It is strange that no one was present on two hearings held earlier and even today i.e. on 30.04.2009, none is present on behalf of the 

respondent.  Principal Secretary, Local Government may take action against the 
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APIO under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act  for not attendidng  the Court proceedings inspite of the written orders conveyed to him during the proceedings.  Principal Secretary, Local Government  may  appoint a PIO under Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, as Shri M.P.Arora, Additional Secretary-cum-PIO has since been transferred and no PIO has been appointed in his place as yet.  Principal Secretary Local Government may direct the PIO to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing in person  so that the instant case be decided immediately. 

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04.06.2009. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to  (i) the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Local Government, Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh, (ii) Director, Local Government, Punjab, Juneja Building. Sector-17, Chandigarh, (iii) Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, and (iv) Shri Kulwinder Singh, APIO-cum-DCFA, office of Director, Local Government,  Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 30.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ram Krishan Verma

House No. 4670, Gali No. 3, New Shimla Puri,

Chimani Road, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 367 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complaint.



Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Shri Ram Krishan Verma, filed an application dated 30.12.2008 with the PIO.  After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 12.02.2009 which was received in Commission office on 12.02.2009 against diary No. 1886.  None is present on behalf of the Complainant.  The respondent states that information running into 113 pages has been sent through special messenger on 30.04.2009 and one copy is placed on record file of the case in the Court. 

2.

On the perusal of the case, it is found that complete information, along with its enclosures, has since been supplied, it is presumed that the 
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complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  The respondent pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of as the required information stands supplied to the complainant.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 30.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.K.Tandon,

House No. 54-B, Moti Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, Punjab State

Small Industries & Export Corporation,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17, Chandigarh. 




 Respondent

CC No. 1168 & 1055/2007

Present:
Shri K.K.Tandon, the complainant, in person. 



Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant. 



Shri R.K.Goel, Senior Law Officer-cum-PIO. 

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 16.04.2009 when on the request of Shri R.K.Goel, Senior Law Officer-cum-PIO, case was adjourned for 15 days  and he has assured that the information will be supplied within a period of 15 days.  During today’s arguments, Shri Goel, Sr. Law Officer pleads that the public authority has filed a case in the Punjab and Haryana High Court at Chandigarh against this case which has been fixed for hearing on 11.05.2009.  Since then case may be adjourned.  

2.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 14.05.2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 30.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Tandon,

s/o Shri Kewal Krishan,

House No. 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent

CC No. 2289 /2008

Present:

Shri G.S. Sikka, on behalf of the Complainant. 




Shri  K.K.Tandon.





Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior 


Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent. 



ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that they could not get it confirmed from the DRO whether an appeal has been filed or not. The respondent pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for 15 days to ascertain whether an appeal has been filed or not.  The request is acceded to and the case is adjourned and fixed for hearing on 14.05.2009.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 14-05-2009.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 30.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ms. Monica w/o Shri Rajeev Tandon,

House No. 54-B, Moti Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o MD, PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 294 /2008

Present:
Shri K. K. Tandon and Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate, on behalf of Appellant. 


Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior 


Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent. 



ORDER

1.
           Heard both the parties.   

 2.        
On the perusal of the observations made by the appellant as well as the reply submitted by the respondent, and after the arguments in the  court today,  it is brought out that the information relating to para No. 4 and 5  will be supplied by the PIO before the next date of hearing.  The appellant will supply the list of (eight) 8 plots allotted by the Corporation against the advertisement dated 14.02.2009, whereas only 4 plots measuring 500 sq.yds. ( two ) and 1000 sq.yds. (2) have been advertised in the paper.  It is also directed that the respondent will supply the letter dated 28.05.2008 vide which the first reply/ information in the instant case was sent to the appellant.  
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3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 14.05.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 30.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner
