STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri B.S.Kapur,

Additional Director, Industrial Training

(Retd.), House No. 153, Sector 40-A,

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director,

Technical Education & Industrial Training,

Punjab, Takniki Sikhya Bhawan, Sector-36,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent
CC No. 855 /2009
Present:
Shri B.S. Kapur, the Complainant, in person.

Smt.   Daljit Kaur, Additional Director, Industrial Training-cum-APIO, Shri Harpal Singh, SPIO and Shri Amrik Singh, APIO,  office of Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, on behalf of Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing Smt. Daljit Kaur, Additional Director-cum-APIO is present today  and submits a set of information to be supplied to the Complainant including a letter dated 02.02.2009 from Finance Personnel-1 Branch addressed to the Principal Secretary Technical Education. She also submits a copy of the  Notification regarding appointment  of Assistant Public Information Officers and Appellate Authority in the Department of Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab Chandigarh. A perusal 
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of the Notification reveals that no PIO  has been appointed by the Government which is mandatory under RTI Act, 2005 as he is responsible for providing information under RTI Act and held responsible for any lapse. 
2.

The Complainant  makes a submission of his response on the information supplied to him and pleads that since the   information has been delayed for six days ,  penalty may  be imposed upon the PIO  @ Rs. 250/- per day amounting to Rs. 2500/-(Rs. 1500/-).

3.

Since the PIO has been appointed recently and the information has been delayed only for six days,  therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. However, Smt. Daljit Kaur is hereby directed to be more careful in future in dealing with RTI applications.

4.

The Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that date of anomaly in the pay of Additional Director Industrial Training Technical Education, Punjab, has not been intimated to him, which should be the date of implementation of 4th      Punjab Pay Commission; i.e. 1.1.1996. He emphasizes that he had been working as Additional Director  since October, 1989 till his retirement i.e. September, 2005 and therefore revised scale of pay of Rs. 14300-18600 should have been granted to him with effect from  date of anomaly i.e. 1.1.1996, the  date of implementation of 4th Punjab Pay Commission. He pleads that Government should take necessary steps to grant  the scale of Additional 
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Director  to him  as there is no mention that scale of Additional  Director  to Smt. Daljit Kaur is a personal measure to her, which has been granted by the Government vide nzLfHtHgZL BZL 1/28/2006-1 sf;$ 326 dated 4.3.2009.
5.

The Respondent pleads that since the requisite information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be disposed of.
6.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harchand Singh Gill,

House No. 174, Ajit Nagar, Patiala-147001.


      Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Rural Development & Panchayats Department,

Punjab, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
CC No. 377 /2009
Present:

Shri Harchand Singh Gill, Complainant, in person. 
Shri Gurmit Singh, DDPO Barnala, Ms. Baljit Kaur, BDPO Barnala, Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary, office of BDPO Barnala  and Shri Harmohan Singh, Clerk, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, on behalf of the Respondent. 


ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 5.5.2009, when it was directed that DDPO Barnala will bring original record relating to Village Katto, Tehsil and District Barnala and BDPO will also attend the proceedings in person,  on the next date of hearing  i.e. today.
2.

Accordingly, DDPO and BDPO Barnala are present alongwith original record. A photo copy of p - d/j of Village Katto, duly authenticated by 
BDPO Barnala,  containing area 189 Kanal 4 Marla alongwith  cod  for 2003-04
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  jd p;s 63, Tehsil & District Barnala,  is handed over to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. The Respondent states that reply to the letter dated 5.5.2009 has been sent by Shri Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, relating to Para 8 & 9. The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him which has been distorted.  He requests that he wants to inspect the record. 
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that DDPO Barnala will make necessary arrangements for the inspection of record  by the Complainant, which  is lying  with DDPO Sangrur and will  intimate date and time for the same  to the Complainant in consultation with DDPO Sangrur.  It is also directed that after identification  of record after inspection by the Complainant, the   officer deputed by DDPO Barnala for this purpose, will get the duly attested   photo copies of record  delivered to the Complainant there and then. 
4.

The DDPO Barnala states that he will get the demarcation of Toba done from the Revenue Department of Village Katto, Tehsil and District Barnala in due course. He assures that as and when demarcation is done, the area of Toba alongwith  the area of encroachments  will be supplied to the Complainant. 

4.

The Complainant states that the Department has not certified the decision taken by two DDPOs of Sangrur as to which  one  is correct. The Respondent states that  these are quasi-judicial orders which have been 
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announced by the competent authority regarding  which the Department cannot say which one is correct. The Complainant can take the matter in the court of law,  if  he so desires. 
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of  compliance of orders on 21.07.2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur and District Development and Panchayat Officer, Barnala.. 









Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

# 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension, Ludhiana.



Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No.1-2-3, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1399/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director (Audit) Ludhiana-cum-APIO;  Shri Tarlochan Singh, Deputy Controller Local Audit, Punjab Agricultural University Ludhiana  and Shri Vijay Sharma, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Complainant has intimated the Commission vide his letter dated 5.6.2009 that he is unable to attend the proceedings today due to ill health and has requested to adjourn the case for 15 day. He has further stated that he wants to submit written response on the basis of arguments held on the last date of hearing i.e. 29.04.2009.
2.

The Respondent submits two letters  Memo. No. CAU.B.(1)/2009/7542-43 dated 01.06.2009 and Memo. No. 14(225)P/09/5/C, dated 02.06.2009, which are taken on record.  Letter dated 01.06.2009  is photo copy of a  letter from Comptroller, Punjab Agricultural University Ludhiana addressed to the Examiner Local Fund Accounts, 
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Punjab, Chandigarh vide  which he has intimated  the Examiner Local Fund Accounts as under:-
“ In this connection, it is intimated that the meeting of the Board of Management has not yet been fixed. As and when the same is fixed, the item on the subject will be placed before the Board of Management. As already intimated vide this office memo. No. CAU.B(1)/2009/5389, dated 17.4.09, the agenda item on  the above subject has already been got approved from the worthy Vice-Chancellor for placing the same before the Finance Committee/Board of Management in its ensuing meeting.”
Letter dated 02.06.2009 is from the PIO of the office of Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab, Chandigarh addressed to the Commission  vide which he has intimated the Commission the above noted contents of letter dated 01.06.2009.  

3.

The Respondent informs that agenda item has already been approved by the competent authority and will be placed in the meeting of Board of Management, which will  probably be held in the month of June. He requests that the case may be adjourned. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 16.07.2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 








Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
CC:
1.
Vice Chancellor, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.
2.      Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account, SCO No. 1-2-3,   

                       Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.
3.
Shri Tarlochan Singh, Deputy Controller, Local Audit, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana. 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhushan Kumar,

14/6, 3rd Floor,  West Patel Nagar,

New Delhi – 8.







Appellant


     Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Information Commission,

SCO No.84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No.402/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.  
Shri Bhim Sain Garg, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A letter dated 29.5.2009, through e-mail, from the Appellant, has been received in the Commission on 02.06.2009 against Diary No. 8165 vide which he has intimated the Commission that he has received no information as per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. 13.03.2009.
2.

The Respondent states that the Appellant has been asked, vide letter No. PSIC/MFA/SA/RTI/2009/439, dated 02.04.2009 to deposit Rs. 229/-(Rs. 224/- as cost of documents + Rs. 5/- cost of postal stamps) but this amount has not been deposited so far that is why the information could not be sent.
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3.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the information has not been supplied within stipulated period of 30 days. Therefore, it is directed that the information, running into 112 sheets,  be supplied to the Appellant, free of cost, by registered parcel today. 
4.

A perusal of the file also reveals that a casual approach adopted by the PIO in this case has caused delay in the supply of the information to the Appellant who travels from Delhi to Chandigarh to attend the proceedings. Therefore, I call upon Shri M. R. Minhas, MFA-cum-PIO, to submit reasons through an affidavit to explain as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, for the delay in the supply of information.
5.

The case is fixed for 06.07.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh) to consider the question of imposing penalty upon the PIO.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhushan Kumar,

14/6, 3rd Floor,  West Patel Nagar,

Near Patel Park,  New Delhi-8.





    

M-9873715286







Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Minister Office,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 433 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Major Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, Shri Ganesh Gogna, Superintendent Grade-II,  office of Chief Minister Punjab;  Shri Piara Singh, Inspector Crime, Shri Lakhmir Singh, Senior Assistant, Shri Parshotam Kumar, Constable and Shri Harbhajan Singh, Constable, office of Director General of Police, Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A letter dated 29.5.2009, through e-mail, from the Appellant, has been received in the Commission on 02.06.2009 against Diary No. 8161 vide which he has intimated the Commission that he has received no information as per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. 13.03.2009.

2.

Shri Major Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, Shri Ganesh Gogna,
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Superintendent Grade-II,  office of Chief Minister Punjab are present though they had been exempted from personal appearance in the instant case on the last date of hearing. 
3.

The Respondent on behalf of PIO of the office of DGP Punjab places on record a copy of the instructions issued by the Additional Director General of Police, Crime, Punjab, Chandigarh to all District SSPs in Punjab and AIG/GRP, Punjab, Patiala on the recommendations of Punjab Vidhan Sabha made on 21.6.2007 on  a motion moved by Shri Balbir Singh Bath, MLA, Punjab regarding undue harassment in Dowry related cases. He states that the letters dated 01.04.2008 and 30.04.2008, which were handed over to the them on the last date of hearing, have been decided by the PIO-cum-I.G.(HQ) as well as the First Appellate Authority i.e. Additional DGP Administration, Punjab, Chandigarh on 14.7.2008 and 16.9.2008 respectively and intimation has been sent to the Appellant  by registered post. 


4.

The Respondent pleads that since requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant and suitable instructions have been issued to all the SSPs and AIG/GRpP, Punjab, Patiala regarding dowry related cases, the case may be closed. 

5.

The Appellant, vide letter sent through e-mail, has requested for compensation of Rs. 5000/- in the instant case as he  has  traveled  from Delhi to 
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Chandigarh  to attend the proceedings. 

6.

The Appellant has attended the proceedings in the instant case only  two times. The requisite information, as available on record, has been supplied to him as per his demand  and suitable instructions have been issued to quarters concerned. Therefore, no compensation is ordered to be awarded to the Appellant and the case is disposed of. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


CC:
1.
Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, 6th Floor, Punjab Civil 

                     Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2.       Principal Secretary, Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab Civil 

           Secretariat, Chandigarh.

3.       Director General of Police, Punjab, Police Headquarters,  

           Sector:9, Chandigarh.

4.
Secretary, Administrative Reforms and Information Technology, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Madan Khullar,

# 3870/1, Sector: 47-D,  Chandigarh.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Under Secretary Finance(S),

Department of Finance, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 13 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Smt.  Kamlesh Arora,  Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Karnail Singh Saini,  Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

On the last date of hearing on 02.04.2009,  the Respondent stated that efforts are being made to trace Part-1 of the file and in this regard  a reference has been made to all the Branches of the Finance Department on 27.3.2009. On the request of the Respondent, the case was adjourned and fixed for today.
2.

The PIO has informed the Commission vide letter No. 5/58/2008-3 F.P.-1/206, dated 27.05.2009 that the concerned file has not been found. He has inter-alia requested as under:
“ T[go/es sZEK Bz{ wZd/ Bio oZyd/  j/J/ p/Bsh ehsh iKdh j? fe fJ;  e/;$f;aekfJs Bz{ dkyb dcso eo fdZsk ikt/. id/A  th fJj fw;b gqkgs j/t/rh sK f;aekfJs eosk Bz{ p[bk e/ ftyk fdZsh ikt/rh. “

Contd…..p/2
AC No. 13 /2009



-2-
3.

The Respondent places on record a photo copy of noting page 19 of their file containing the proceedings of a meeting held  on 27.9.1994 under the Chairmanship of Principal Secretary Finance which was attended by Principal Secretary Home and Additional Registrar(Admn.), Punjab and Haryana High Court in which following decisions were taken.:-

“ Meeting held, which was attended by P.S. Home & Additional Registrar, Punjab & Haryana  High Court. It was decided that all circulars regarding Pay structure/service condition be in future endorsed to Punjab & Haryana High Court. P.S.F. made it clear  that since Punjab & Haryana High Court employees are not governed by conditions/orders governing State Govt., the copies will be endorsed only for information. Since High Court employees are paid out of consolidated fund of India & by separate rules, C.J. is to decide about service conditions. P.S.F. also felt that the additional pay/allowances for which clarification is being sought are not suo-moto admissible to High Court employees. However, clarification where-ever required will be made available to the High Court.” 

The Respondent further states that it is clear from the contents of the noting page 19 that the employees of Punjab & Haryana High Court are paid out of consolidated fund of India and are governed by separate Rules and Chief Justice is competent to decide about their service conditions. They are not governed by Punjab Government Service Rules. He pleads that the Appellant  may take up 
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his case with the Punjab & Haryana High Court in this regard. The Respondent further pleads that since the requisite information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Appellant , the case may 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: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

H.No. 9-R, Model Town, 

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 95 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Mandeep Singh, Suvidha Administrator, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER
1.

District Revenue Officer-cum-APIO, office of Deputy Commissioner,   Ludhiana  has informed the Commission vide letter No. 11/591/PIO/RTI, dated 08.05.2009 that requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant by Officer Incharge, Suvidha Centre, Ludhiana and due receipt has been taken from the Appellant in which the Appellant has stated that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and has requested 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: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

S/o Late Shri Munshi Ram,

# 1525/1, Street No. 33, 

Preet Nagar, New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana-141003.


Complainant







Vs

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




Respondent

CC No. 2172 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor,  appearing on behalf of the Respondent-PIO, states that as per the directions given by the Punjab & Haryana High Court,  two Teams have been formed to implement the decision of the Punjab & Haryana High Court. He assures the Commission that action taken by the Teams to remove the encroachments on the road will be intimated to the Complainant within a period of 15 days under intimation to the Commission. 
2.

As per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. 23.04.2009 Shri Kahlon submits an affidavit dated 04.06.2009 attested on 05.06.2009, which  is taken on record. In the affidavit he has 
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submitted that the information was sent to the Complainant within time and hence delay in the supply of information to the Complainant does not arise at all. 

3.

Since the information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant and the  Respondent has assured the Commission that action taken report regarding removal of encroachments will be supplied to the Complainant, within 15 days,   the case is disposed of.  However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again if action taken  report is not supplied to him within 15 days. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

S/o Late Shri Munshi Ram,

# 1525/1, Street No. 33, 

Preet Nagar, New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana-141003.


Complainant







Vs

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




Respondent

CC No. 2169 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor,  appearing on behalf of the Respondent-PIO, assures the Commission that status report submitted by the Superintendents of different Zones in case of Tehbazari as per the directions of Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP Sher Singh Vs. Municipal Corporation Ludhiana will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days under intimation to the Commission. It is directed that latest status of removal of encroachments be supplied to the Complainant. 
2.

The Respondent states that it is a routine matter that  the Flying Squad makes surprise checks of different  areas and after compounding Rehris 
penalty is imposed and the amount is credited to the account of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana. 
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3.

As per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. 23.04.2009 Shri Kahlon submits an affidavit dated 04.06.2009 attested on 05.06.2009, which  is taken on record. In the affidavit he has 
submitted that the information was sent to the Complainant within time and hence delay in the supply of information to the Complainant does not arise at all. 

4.

Since the information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant and the  Respondent has assured the Commission that latest status report in respect of Tehbzari and encroachments  will be supplied to the Complainant, within 15 days,   the case is disposed of.  However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again if latest status report is not supplied to him within 15 days. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yashpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Krishan Lal,

C/o K.Lal Tailor, Daresi Road, Ludhiana.



      Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 245 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.   

Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, ATP and Shri Satinder Kumar, JDM, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that  due to some urgent domestic affairs he is unable to attend the proceedings today. He has requested  for the adjournment of the case.  
2.

The Respondent places on record a copy of the response sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 5907/ATP-A/D, dated 22.04.2009, which is taken on record. 

3.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 16.07.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 06. 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, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The judgement is reserved.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Baldev Singh Grewal,

House No. 20213, Street No. 12-D,

Bibiwala Road, GTB Nagar,

Bathinda-151001.






      Complainant







Vs

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

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 318 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri  Rajinder  Singh, Senior Law  Officer-cum-APIO on behalf of 


Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A  telephonic message has been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that due to sudden death of his brother he is unable to attend the proceedings today.
2.

The Respondent submits a copy of a letter from Deputy Secretary, Services-2, PSEB Patiala addressed to Nodal Officer-cum-PIO, RTI Cell, PSEB, Patiala, for supply to the Complainant, which is taken on record.  In this letter they have indicated the posts earmarked for Scheduled Castes and Direct Quota available with the Department on 03.03.2006, 19.07.2007 and 16.02.2008. The Respondent pleads that this information will be supplied to the Complainant  by registered post 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: 05. 06. 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.




Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government,

Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC - 96 /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 22.09.2008 for seeking certain information . On getting no response, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority  on 04.11.2008. Again on getting no response from the PIO as well as from the First Appellate Authority, he filed second appeal with the State Information Commission on 01.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on 13.02.2009 against Diary No. 2048. Accordingly, Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for 23.04.2009. 

2.

None was present on 23.04.2009. Therefore, while giving one more opportunity to both the parties, the case was adjourned and fixed for today.
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3.

Again none is present today. The Complainant vide his letter dated 03.06.2009, received in the Commission on 04.06.2009 against Diary No. 8416,  has submitted as under:-
“1.
That on my application (dt: 22.09.08 for information and subsequent appeal & reminder, till today, I have got no response from the concerned officer(PIO, Deptt. of Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh).
2.
That the Concerned department has made blatant violation of RTI Act and it seems that they are not interested in complying with the provisions of the Act.

3.
That I request you to ensure that information is satisfactorily provided to me and impose penalty on the PIO U/S 20 of the RTI Act for willful defiance of provisions of the RTI Act.”

4.

A perusal of the application of the Appellant  dated 22.09.2008 for seeking information reveals that he has asked for specific information as under:-
(i) Full copy of Notification No. 170-USLG-1-76/805


(ii)
Full copy of Notification No. 362-DSLG-III-82/3689, dated
                               15.06.1982.

(iii)  Copy of D.O. No. 10/65/92-2LG/II/26/4, dated 2.9.1992


(iv)
Copy of Memo. No. 1/157/87-2 LG-II-7810, dated  

                                 28.07.1993. 
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5.

It is observed that the above noted information is readily available with the Department and should have been supplied within a period of one week.

6.

Now, the PIO of the office of Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh,  is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information as per the demand of the Appellant vide letter dated 22.09.2008. It is also directed that a  copy of this order be sent to all the parties by registered post. 
7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.06.2009.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh to direct the PIO to attend the proceedings,  in the instant case , in person, on the next date of hearing  as none attended the proceedings  on 23.4.2009 and today.

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
