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 Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent Grade-II, Pension Cell, Directorate of Local Government,  on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 30.04.2009, Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent Grade-II-cum-APIO appears before the Commission today and states that 100% provisional pension and commutation of pension has been released to the Complainant.

2.

The Complainant, vide his letter dated 28.05.2009, addressed to the Principal Secretary Local Government with a copy to the Commission,  has requested to supply a copy of the communication sent to the Secretary to 
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Government Punjab, Vigilance Department for issuance of No Dues Certificate (NDC)  and also photo copies of the communications written to  and received from the Vigilance Department. 

3.

The Respondent requests that the case may be adjourned. He assures the Commission that he will supply  the information regarding communications sent to and received from the Vigilance Department to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07.07.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 04. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Shinder Pal Singh,

S/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

H.No. 5137, Bhai Kartar Singh Street, Muktsar.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Muktsar.





 Respondent

CC - 529 /2009

Present:
Shri   H. S. Sidhu, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case,  Shri Shinder Pal Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Muktsar on 06.02.2009 for seeking certain information. The PIO supplied information to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 183, dated 19.02.2009 alongwith report of Assistant Municipal Engineer. Not satisfied with the information supplied, he filed a complainant with the State Information Commission on 21.02.2009 alongwith an Indian Postal Order of Rs.14/- , which was received in the Commission on 02.03.2009 against Diary No. 3003. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for 
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today.

2.

Indian Postal Order of Rs. 14/- is returned to the Ld. Counsel appearing for the Complainant as no fee is charged by the Commission  for providing information.

3.

The APIO vide his letter dated 3.6.2009 has requested the 

Commission to adjourn the case to some other date as he will not be able to attend the proceedings on 04.06.2009 due to non-plying of buses in Punjab on 4.6.2009.

4.

A perusal of the file reveals that the Complainant has demanded information from the PIO about the land which has been transferred in the name of Municipal Council Muktsar. The Assistant Municipal Engineer in his report has observed  as under:-

“ fJ; SZgV ;pzXh e/oN ftu e/; ub fojkl j? i/ r[od/t f;zx  d/ p/N/(f;zdo gkb f;x) B/ ehsk j/fJnk j? fJ; bJh fJj  foekov d/Dk ew/Nh d/ fjZs ftu BjhA j’/t/rk “

5.

It is observed that the Complainant has demanded specific information about the taking over of  ‘ SgZV ‘ by the Municipal Council Muktsar in the public interest. 
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6.

Therefore, it is directed that the information demanded by the Complainant be supplied to him before the next date of hearing. It is also directed that the PIO/APIO will attend the proceedings,  in person, on the next date of hearing alongwith information to be supplied to the Complainant.
7.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on

09.07.2009.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 04. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Singh,

S/o Shri Sukhdev Singh,

W. No. 14, House No. 30,

Shivpuri, Dhuri. 







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

TLSC Division, Punjab State Electricity Board,  Patiala.

 Respondent

CC No. 57/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri  Meharban Singh, Senior XEN, TLSC Division, PSEB, Patiala,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Meharban Singh, Senior XEN, TLSC Division, PSEB, Patiala, states that as per the directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 21.04.2009, written response,  on the observations submitted by the Complainant, has been sent to the  Complainant with a copy to the Commission. A copy of the response has been received in the Commission, which has been taken on record.  He further states that earlier order of the Civil Judge, Junior Division, Dhuri has been revoked. He submits  a copy of the order of Civil Judge, Junior Division, Dhuri, which is taken on record. 

2.

Nothing has been heard from the Complainant, 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: 04. 06. 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,

District:  Mandi (Himachal Pradesh)-175124.



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, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO, RTI Cell, PSEB, Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the complete information has been supplied to the Complainant. Regarding refund of excess amount, he states that the process in this regard has been initiated and the excess amount will be refunded very soon. 

2.

A letter dated 3.6.2009,  through e-mail , has been received from the Complainant  in the Commission on 4.6.2009 intimating the Commission that due to his mother’s death he is unable to attend the proceedings on 4.6.2009 and has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date when he will explain the shortcomings in the information supplied to him. 

3.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and 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: 04. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Raj Kumar,

S/o Shri Bal Krishan,

142, GurjaipalNagar, Jalandhar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,







Juneja Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC - 580 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO of the office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh on 03.11.2008 for seeking certain information. He sent a reminder to the PIO on 02.01.2009. On getting no response, he filed a complainant with the Commission on 25.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on 03.03.2009 against Diary No. 3056. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The Respondent states that the information running into 23(twenty three) sheets alongwith a covering letter indicating para-wise reply, has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 14/167/2009- 1 ;; -1/1752-1753, dated 03.06.2009, with a copy to the Commission, by registered post. 

3.

As the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case  and the case is fixed for further hearing on 23.07.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 04. 06. 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 – 144021.




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:
None  is present on   behalf of the Complainant. 


Shri Tejinder Singh, A.A.E.,  on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that due to cremation of Sant Rama Nand Ji, he is unable to attend the proceedings today. He has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date.

2.

It is directed that a photo copy of A-A Form, duly authenticated, be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, as per  the directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 30.04.2009.

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and  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: 04. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pawan Kumar Jain, Ex-M.C.,

# 1548/9, Gali Maal-ksa,


Jandiala Guru, District: Amritsar.





.Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Jandiala Guru,

District: Amritsar.







 Respondent

CC -  526 /2009

Present:
Shri Pawan Kumar Jain, Complainant, in person.
Shri Amrit Lal, Junior Assistant, M. C. Jandiala Guru, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed three applications with the PIO of the office of Municipal Council Jandiala Guru on 28.7.2008, 04.09.2008 and 22.09.2008 without any  application fee, for seeking certain information.  On getting on no response, he filed  complainants  with the Commission on 08.10.2008 and 10.02.2008, which were received in the Commission on 24.10.2008 and 27.02.2009  against  Diary No. 13953 and 2829 respectively. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant  has not deposited
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application fee of Rs. 10/- with each application. He further states that the information is ready for supply to the Complainant. 

3.

The Complainant deposits Rs. 30/- with the Respondent as application fee for three applications. The Respondent assures the Commission that the information will be supplied to the Complainant by Monday, the 8th June, 2009. The Complainant pleads that the case ma be closed. 


4.

Accordingly, the  case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 04. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naval Kishore Chopra,

# 662,  Kasera Bazar, Amritsar.





Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 353 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.                   , 
Shri Des Raj, ATP and Shri Rajinder Sharma,  Building Inspector,                 on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

This case was initially titled as CC-521/2009 inadvertently, which has now been re-titled as AC-353/2009. 

2.

In  this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar on 23.10.2007 for seeking certain information. On getting no information,  he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 26.12.2007. The First Appellate Authority-cum-Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar decided his appeal on 18.12.2008 and issued order directing  APIO-cum-MTP, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to supply the requisite information to the Appellant within a period of 20 days from the receipt of the order. Not satisfied with the order of the First Appellate Authority, he filed
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 Second Appeal with the Commission on 29.01.2009, which was received in the Commission on 11.02.2009 against Diary No. 1840.

3.

The Respondent states that as per the directions of the First Appellate Authority, the information has been supplied to the Appellant vide Memo. No. MTP/18-19, dated 09.04.2008. He further states that the Appellant demanded the same information earlier in AC-416/2008 which was decided by the Hon’ble State Information Commission Shri P.P.S. Gill. He pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied, the case may be closed. 

4.

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

5.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 04. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhdev Singh s/o Shri Amar Singh,

Vill: 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 Kanwaljit Singh Dhaliwal, Block Development & Panchayat 


Officer, Machhiwara,  Shri Subhash Chander, Panchayat 



Secretary and Shri Ajit Singh, ex-Sarpanch village Ratipur, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 30-04-2009 when it was directed that Shri Kanwaljit Singh Dhaliwal, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Machhiwara, will attend the Court in person along with an affidavit.  Block Development & Panchayat Officer has submitted affidavit along with inquiry report.  The complainant states that the signatures on proceedings book of Gram Panchayat, Ratipur at page-71 are not of Shri Sohan Singh, the then  Sarpanch.  He has produced two papers having signatures of Shri Sohan Singh.
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2.

On the perusal of three papers, it is directed that the proceedings book along with two papers be sent to the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory,  Mini Sectt. Annexe, Punjab, Sector-9, Chandigarh as marked A,B and C on the 

papers to get it confirmed whether the signatures on the proceedings at page-71 are of Shri Sohan Singh as he signed on the papers marked as B & C.  Registry will send the case along with the documents to the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory.  The Block Development & Panchayats Officer states that Shri Sohan Singh, ex-sarpanch and Shri Darbara Singh, the then Panchayat Secretary has since expired and he has made the submission of death certificates of the officials.   As the officials who are at fault, has since expired, there is no need to file an FIR against these two officials as reported by the Block Development & Panchayats Officer.  However, it is directed that efforts be made to trace the resolution register relating to year 1974 to October, 1978.

3.

Panchayat Secretary, Shri Subhash Chander states that during the tenure of Shri Sohan Singh, Sarpanch,  Shri Gurcharan Singh, Social Education and Panchayat Officer was appointed as Administrator of Gram Panchayat, Ratipur, by orders of District Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana on 15.10.1997 who has taken over the charge from Shri Sohan Singh, the then sarpanch of Ratipur. It is also directed that on the next date of hearing, Shri 
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Gurcharan Singh, SEPO (Retd.) be directed to attend the proceedings along with written explanation as about the taking over and handing over of the record from Shri Sohan Singh, on his appointment as administrator of village Panchayat, Ratipur  

4.

Commission is satisfied with the submissions made by the Block Development and Panchayat Officer and no penalty and compensation is allowed.  However, the case be sent for getting the signatures identified as per the documents made in the Court today.  Resolution register of village panchayat, Ratipur is taken. It is also directed that the Block Development and Panchayats Officer, Machhiwara, may take action as per the government rules to remove the encroachments, if any, made beyond the permissible peace of land allotted to the scheduled castes.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.07.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh to send the case to the Director, Forensic Science Lab, Punjab,  Mini Secretariat Annexe, Sector-9, Chandigarh.



Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Premi, Press Reporter,

Dainik Tribune, Sub division, Rajpura,

2414, Near City Video, Rajpura Town,

Distt. Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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










 Respondent

CC No. 539 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.


Shri Venod Sharma, PIO, office of Municipal Council, Rajpura, on 


behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ashok Premi filed an application with the PIO on 04.11.2008 and send reminder on 13.02.2008, it might be 13.02.2009.  After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 18.02.2009 which was received in Commission office on 27.02.2009 against diary No. 2839.

2.

Shri Venod Kumar Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO office of Municipal Council, Rajpura states that the requisite information, as per the demand of the complainant, has since been supplied to him vide letter No. 1317, dated 04.03.2009 running into 6-7 sheets including one sheet of covering letter. 
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He further intimates the Commission vide letter No. 2493, dated 26.05.2009 that the information as per the request of the complainant has been supplied to Shri Ashok Premi through special messenger ( Raj Kumar, Sewadar) which was received by Mrs. Seema Premi wife of Shri Ashok Premi.  Nothing has been heard from the complainant.  He might have received the information and may be satisfied with the information supplied to him.  The respondent pleads that 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: 04.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri
Rakesh Kumar Talwar s/o

Shri Raj Kumar Talwar,

House No. 197, Anand Nagar, 

Backside St. Patrick School, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 2266 /2008

Present:

Shri Rakesh Kumar Talwar, the complainant, in person.




Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on 21.04.2009, the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. The case is disposed  of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.L.Malhotra, Chief Editor,

Punjab-Da-Shisha, Newspaper,

Anandpuri, Noorwala Road, Gurdware Wali Gali,

Ludhiana- 141008.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 05 /2009

Present:
Shri K.L.Malhotra, the complainant, in person.



Shri Harish Bhagat, legal Assistant-cum-APIO and Shri Ranjeev 


Kumar, Superintendent, Zone “B”, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 21.04.2009 when it was directed that the copy of T.S.Form 1
not to be supplied.  It is clarified that in earlier orders in different cases, the Commission has decided that a copy of the T.S.Form-1 be supplied and a copy of T.S.Form-1 Register should not be supplied.  It is directed that a copy of the T.S.Form-1 of individual buildings be supplied duly crossed so that it may not be used in Revenue Department.


2. 

On the perusal of the file, it brings out that the complainant has filed the case with the PIO on 10.11.2008 and he has demanded the cost of documents after a period of six months, which is too late.  It is directed that the documents be supplied free of cost before the next date of hearing.  
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3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 11-06-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Raj Kumar Bhagat

House No. 26-A, Gurcharan Park,

Near Kochhar Market,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 522 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

A fax message is received from Shri Raj Kumar Bhagat  that he is not feeling well and is not able to attend the proceedings today. Case may be adjourned and the comments/ observations made by him on the information  supplied to him be attend to by the PIO.  A copy of the fax message is handed over to the respondent to attend to the comments/ observations made by the complainant. Respondent states that the information running into six sheets along with one sheet of covering note has been sent to him vide letter No. 112/PIO/RTI/D, dated 19.05.2009.  As the complainant has made some observations on the information supplied to him, the case is adjourned and further date of hearing is fixed for 09.07.2009.

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satnam Singh s/o Shri Jaswinder Singh,

Village: Kamman, PO: Issru,

Tehsil Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.








      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC No. 537 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Baljinder Singh, Village Development Officer, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Khanna states that the information has been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant has given the receipt in lieu of receiving the information.  Since the requisite information has been supplied and no comments/ observations have been received from Shri Satnam Singh, complainant,  respondent pleads that the case may be closed.

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: 04.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.










      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Department of Cultural Affairs, Mini Sectt.,Punjab,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 177 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.




Ms. Parminder Kaur, Assistant Auditor-cum-APIO, office of 



Director, Cultural Affairs, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Hitendar Jain filed an application with the SPIO of office of Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Cultural Affairs  19.01.2009. 
After getting no response, he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 12.02.2009. After getting no response from the SPIO and the first appellate authority, he filed an application with the Commission on 16.03.2009 which was received in Commission office on 17.03.2009 against diary No. 3783. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Received a fax message from the appellant that he has not received the information till today and he pleads that the case may be adjourned 
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and fixed for 11.06.2009 or 02.07.2009.  The APIO on behalf of respondent, states that the information relating to the instant case has been sent to the office of Principal Secretary, Cultural Affairs, Punjab on 25.03.2009.  After attending to the observations made by the Principal Secretary, the case has again been sent to the office of Principal Secretary on 09.04.2009.  As the appellant has demanded that the case may be adjourned, accordingly, the case is fixed for 

further hearing on 02.07.2009.  It is also directed that the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary, Cultural Affairs will appear in person along with the information to be supplied to the appellant on next date of hearing. 

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.










     Appellant.




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Chief Conservator of Forests,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

AC No. 101 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Hitendar Jain filed an application with the SPIO of office of Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab on 15.07.2008. After getting no response from the PIO he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 15.09.2009. After getting no response from the PIO and the first appellate authority he filed an appeal with  the Commission on 12.02.2009 which was received in Commission office on 17.02.2009 against diary No. 2247.  Hearing notice was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Received a fax message with the request that the case may be adjourned and fixed for hearing either on 11.06.2009 or 02.07.2009. The respondent states that some of the information has already been supplied and some information relating to para-3 is still awaited from the Divisional Forest Officers.  After getting it from the field, the same will be supplied to the appellant.  
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As per the request of appellant, the case is fixed for further hearing on 02.07.2009.
2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.










      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Department of Housing & Urban Development,

Mini Secretariat  Sector-9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 176 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.
1. Shri Joga Singh, Superintendent, Housing Branch.

2. Shri Darshan Bajaj, Dealing  Assistant.

3. Harinderpal Singh, APIO, CM office.

4. Shri G.S. Sodhi, Senior Assistant, o/o CM Punjab.

5. Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant, Coordination Branch of Chief Secretary, Punjab.

6. Harmandeep Singh, APIO-EPO, Rural Development & Panchayats Department.

7. Shri Jaswinder Singh Lakra, APIO- PUDA.

8. Shri P.S.Dhaliwal, PIO-cum- Estate Officer, PUDA, Bathinda.

9. Shri R.K.Singla, PIO- cum-Estate Officer, PUDA, Patiala.

10. Ms. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent, o/o Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab.

11. Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO, o/o Chief Auditor, Cooperative Societies, Punjab.

12. Shri Dharam Pal, Superintendent, PUDA, Amritsar.

13. Shri Chet Ram, Administrative Officer, PUDA, Mohali.

14. Ms. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO, o/o Director, Industries & Commerce, Punjab on behalf of respondent.
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ORDER

1.

Shri Hitendar Jain filed an application with the SPIO, office of Chief Minister, Punjab, Government of Punjab, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Sector-2, Chandigarh.  After getting no response, he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority, office of Principal Secretary, Housing & Urban Development Department on 12.02.2009.  The PIO of office of Chief Minister, Punjab, transferred the application under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 to the PIO of office of Principal Secretary, Housing and Urban Development on 30.12.2008 with a copy to the Principal Secretary, Housing & Urban Development Department and to Shri Hitendar Jain, the appellant, with the request to contact the PIO for getting the information. After getting no response from the PIO and the first appellate authority, he filed an appeal with the Commission on 16.03.2009 which was received in Commission office on 17.03.2009 against diary No. 3782.The PIO-cum- G.M.Coordination-cum Additional Chief Administrator Projects transferred the application to 5 PIOs of different public authorities on 10.02.2009 with a copy to the appellant.  Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Received a fax message from the appellant that he is not able to attend the proceedings today.  Case may be adjourned and fixed for further hearing either on 11.06.2009 or 02.07.2009.
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3.

Representatives of the departments concerned attended the proceedings. They state that the information relating to their departments has been supplied to the appellant and the policy of allotment  out of discretionary quota has been stopped on 04.06.1997.  Government has decided to discontinue the discretionary quota meant for the Chief Minister and the Housing and Urban Development Minister with immediate effect after the notification dated 04.06.1997. 

3.

All other departments except Chief Minister’s office, Housing and Coordination Departments, are exempted from personal appearance in the instant case. The next date of hearing is fixed on 02.07.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to all concerned.


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner
