STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Secretary/ Estate Officer,

Surya Kiran Residents Welfare Society(Regd.),

92, The Mall, Ludhiana.






Complainant







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




 Respondent

CC - 109/2009

Present:
Shri  Dalip Singh Mahey, Secretary/Estate Officer,  Surya Kiran Residents Welfare Society(Regd.),  in person.
Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO(HQ),  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case the information has been demanded by the  Secretary/Estate Officer, Surya Kiran Residents Welfare Society(Regd.) which is not covered under Section 3 of the RTI Act, 2005. 
2.

Therefore, the  case is dismissed.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

R/o Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.





Complainant







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




 Respondent

CC - 108 /2009

Present:
Shri Tejinder Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant –cum-Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the APIO on 10.6.2008 for seeking certain information, which was received in the office of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana on 12.6.2008. On getting no response he sent a reminder to the PIO on 17.9.2008 which was received in the office of the PIO against Receipt No. 531/PIO/RTI/R, dated 17.9.2008. Again on getting no information, he sent second reminder on 14.11.2008, which was received in the office against Receipt No. 722/RTI/PIO, dated 14.11.2008. Again on getting no response, he filed a complainant with the Punjab State Information Commission on 29.12.2008, which was received in the Commission on 21.1.2009  against
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 Diary No. 705. Accordingly, a Hearing Notice was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 
2.

The Respondent hands over  the information to the Complainant from Shri K.P.Singh, APIO Zone-A, M. C. Ludhiana vide Memo. No. 476/APIO-A/RTI/D, dated 30.3.2009, with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
3.

The Complainant states that he has sought specific information on four  points relating to  Arora Nursing Home, Chowk Baba Than Singh, Ludhiana but incomplete  information has been supplied to him today  after a period of nine months,  which is not to the point as per his demand. 

4.

From the perusal of the information supplied today, it is seen that PIO/APIO has not bothered to go through the original application and the reminders  sent by  the Complainant carefully.  A casual approach has been adopted by them  as a result of which the information could not be supplied within a stipulated period of 30 days, even though the Complainant has been visiting the office of the PIO regularly. 
5.

Therefore, it is directed that Shri Tejinder Singh will visit the office of PIO on 16.4.2009 at 11.00 A.M. to inspect the record to identify the documents required by him and Shri K. S. Kahlon, PIO will make all necessary arrangements for the inspection by deputing concerned ATP for the purpose. After identification
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of the documents required  by the Complainant, the same will be supplied to him on the spot.

6.

The Complainant states that he filed application for information with the PIO on 10/12.6.2008 but the complete information has not been supplied so far. He requests that action may be taken against the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  and he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him. 

7.

Accordingly, It is also directed that Shri  K. S. Kahlon, PIO-cum-Legal Advisor and Shri Hemant Batra, MTP,   will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing to explain their position. 



8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05.05.2009.
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, Shri K. S. Kahlon, PIO-cum-Legal Advisor and Shri Hemant Batra, MTP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Shri K. S. Kahlon, PIO-cum-Legal Advisor, Municipal  

                     Corporation, Ludhiana.

2.
Shri Hemant Batra, MTP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhdev Lal, Retd. Principal,

R/o SCF No. 2/44, Block-B, 

Agar Nagar, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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



 Respondent

CC - 112 /2009
Present:
Shri  Sukhdev Lal,  Complainant, in person.

Shri  Santokh Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of D.E.O.(SE), Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 13.8.2007 for seeking certain information. On getting no response he filed an appeal with the First Appellant Authority on 26.11.2008. The Superintendent-cum-PIO sent a letter to the Establishment Branch to supply the information to the Complainant. Again on getting no information, he filed a complainant with the Punjab State Information Commission on 7.1.2009, which was received in the Commission on 21.1.2009 against Diary No. 778. Accordingly, a Hearing Notice was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 
2.

Shri Santokh Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO hands over information, running into 14(fourteen) sheets to the Complainant in the court today and submits one copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

3.

The Complainant states that he wants only copies of the vouchers,

 on the basis of which the charges have been framed against him by the Inquiry 
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Officer S. Major Singh Sandhu, the then DEO(SE) Ludhiana. The Respondent states that no such information/document is available in the office of DEO(SE) Ludhiana. He further states that the Complainant has been directed to get the information from the Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Badhowal, District Ludhiaha.

4.

It is directed that Shri Sukhdev Lal, Complainant, will visit the office of Principal, Senior Secondary, Badhowal on 16.4.2009 at 11.00 A.M. to inspect  the record  and identify the documents required by him and Shri Santokh Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO will accompany him.  The Principal, Govt.  Senior Secondary School, Badhowal is directed to provide the relevant record for inspection by the Complainant in his room. After identification of record, Shri Santokh Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO will supply the information, duly authenticated, to the Complainant,  free of cost. If the requisite information is not available with the Principal, Govt.  Senior Secondary School, Badhowal  or D.E.O.(SE) Ludhiana, the PIO  will file an affidavit in this regard. It is also directed that,  if need be, Shri Major Singh Sandhu, the then DEO, Ludhiana may also be contacted for the purpose. 
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05.05.2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Badhowal, District: Ludhiana. 





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Nachhattar Singh,

Village: Bhadalthua, Tehsil: Amloh,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.






Complainant







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

Amloh, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.





 Respondent
CC - 95 /2009
Present:
Shri  Nachhattar Singh, Complainant, in person.
Ms. Ravinder Kaur, BDPO Amloh and Shri Gurpreet Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 4.12.2008 for seeking certain information.  On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Punjab State Information Commission on 5.1.2009, which was received in the Commission on 20.1.2009. Accordingly, a Hearing Notice was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 
2.

The Complainant states that he has received the information but it has not been authenticated by the competent authority. 

3.

Accordingly, the Complainant is directed to visit the office of BDPO Amloh on any working day and the BDPO Amloh is directed to authenticate the information and mark  the numbering  of the pages of the information, which has  already been supplied to the Complainant. 

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again  if needful is not done  by the PIO within a week. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Nishant Bansal,

S/o Shri R. K. Bansal,

Prem Basti, Street No. 3, Sangrur.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee, Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC - 118 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Balkrishan, Inspector and Shri Rajpinder, J.E., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the information, running into seven sheets  was sent to the Complainant by registered post on 16.1.2009.  He further states that after receiving  Notice of  Hearing from the Commission, one more copy of the information was supplied to the Complainant at his residence through special messenger vide letter No. SPL-1, dated 6.3.2009, which has been received by Ms. Meena Bansal.  One copy of the information is submitted to the Commission, which is  taken on record. 
2.

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

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Baldev Singh,

S/o Shri Ajit Singh,

VPO: Budhewal, 

Tehsil & District: Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Assistant Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Operation Sub-Division, KOHARA,

District: Ludhiana.







 Respondent

CC -  97 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri   Harpreet Singh Sandhu, Assistant Executive Engineer, PSEB Kohara , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Harpreet Singh Sandhu, Assistant Executive Engineer, PSEB, Kohara, states that the requisite information was supplied to Shri Baldev Singh, Complainant, vide letter No. 1610, dated 31.12.2008 and again the information was supplied by registered post vide letter No. 43, dated 19.1.2009 clarifying that  the Bank Draft sent by the Complainant has not been encashed by the PSEB, being time barred. 
2.

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

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Kumar,

S/o Shri Ruldu  Ram,

Near Devine Light Public School Baran Nohre,

Budhlada, Tehsil: Budhlada, District: Mansa – 151502.

Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee, Budhlada,

District: Mansa.







 Respondent
CC - 110 /2009

Present:
Shri  Ashok Kumar,  Complainant, in person.

Shri  Krishan Chand, Executive Officer and Shri Vijay Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 2.9.2008 for seeking certain information, which was received in the office of the PIO on the same day. On getting no response, he  filed a Complaint with the Commission on 8.1.2009,  which was received in the Commission on 21.1.2009 against Diary No. 771.
2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant was asked vide letter dated 16.9.2008 to deposit Rs. 35/-(Thirty five only) as document charges, so that the information could be supplied to him.  The Complainant states that he has not received any such letter.
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will supply the information  to the Complainant within a week, free of cost,  as it has not been supplied within stipulated period of 30 days. 

4.

The case is fixed for  further hearing on 05.05.2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pawan Kumar,

S/o Shri Aya Ram,

R/o B. III. 239/1, Vakilan Mohalla,

Purana Bazar, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Chief Electrical Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC - 98 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Avtar Singh, SDO,   PSEB, Hambran,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the information, running into 14(Fourteen) sheets alongwith one sheet of covering letter, has been supplied to the Complainant  by Senior Executive Engineer, Distribution Division,  Adda Dakha vide Memo. No. 2069, dated 25.3.2009.
2.

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

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Sharma,

C/o Vikram Enterprises,

VPO: Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil: Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development),

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC - 116 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri R. K. Mahajan, Assistant Project Officer Monitoring-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Two  fax messages have  been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that he is not able to attend the proceedings today as he has been suffering from fever. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him by ADC Gurdaspur.  He  has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date. 
2.

Assistant Project Officer-cum-APIO states that the information relating to BDPO Bamial has been supplied to the Complainant on 28.1.2009 and the information relating to BDPO Pathankot has been supplied on 12.3.2009. He
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 further states that the information relating to BDPO Narot Jaimal Singh is ready 
and he has written to the Complainant on 10.2.2009 to deposit Rs. 82/- as document charges. 
3.

As the information has not been supplied within a period of 30 days,  it is  directed that the information relating to BDPO Narot Jaimal Singh may be  supplied to the Complainant, free of cost, by registered post. 

4.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 26.05.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Sharma,

# 292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dinanagar-143531,

District: Gurdaspur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D. P. I. Colleges, Punjab,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 114 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Mrs. Nirmal Gupta, Joint Director, Shri Amarjot Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of  D.P.I. Colleges, Punjab; Shri Rakesh Joshi, Office Superintendent, on behalf of  Shanti Devi Arya Mahila College, Dinanagar and Shri R. S. Gill, Advocate &  Shri Parveen Kumar, Accountant,  on behalf of Swami Swatantranand Memorial College, Dinanagar.
ORDER
1.

A  fax message has  been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that he is not able to attend the proceedings today as he has been suffering from fever. He has further informed that incomplete information has been supplied to him.  He  has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date. 
2.

Mrs. Nirmal Gupta, Joint Director, D.P.I. Colleges, Punjab, states that the application of the Complainant for seeking information had been transferred to respective colleges on 22.12.2008 for sending requisite information to the Complainant.
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3.

Ld. Counsel for Swami Swatantranand Memorial College, Dinanagar states that part information had been sent to the Complainant by registered post on 26.2.209 and the remaining information has been supplied on 30.3.2009 through Special Messenger. He pleads that since the information relating to Swami Swatantranand Memorial College, Dinanagar has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be disposed of. 
4.

The Respondent on behalf of Shanti Devi Arya Mahila College, Dinanagar states that the information running into 82 sheets, including one sheet of covering letter, has been supplied to the Complainant by registered post on 21.2.2009. 

5.

The Respondents state that even though the information, demanded by the Complainant, is 30 years old,  the same has been supplied to the Complainant. Besides, Utilisation Certificates for the last 10 years have also been supplied. They plead that since the information demanded is 30 years old, the case may be closed. 
6.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Sharma,

# 292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dinanagar-143531,

District: Gurdaspur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala.




 Respondent

CC - 113 /2009

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

A  fax message has  been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that he is not able to attend the proceedings today as he has been suffering from fever. He has further informed that incomplete information has been supplied to him.  He  has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date. 

2.

A fax message has been received from Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala intimating the Commission that DRO-cum-APIO is also Drawing and Disbursement Officer who is unable to attend the proceedings today being last day of current financial year. He has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date.
3.

On the request of Complainant as well as the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 26.05.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Sharma, 

C/o Shri G. D. Sharma,

Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dinanagar-143531, 

District: Gurdaspur.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar Pathankot.






 Respondent

CC - 115 /2009

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

A fax message has  been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that he is not able to attend the proceedings today as he has been suffering from fever. He has further informed that incomplete information has been supplied to him.  He  has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date. 

2.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent. The PIO is directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.05.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 31. 03. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

