      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurnam Singh s/o Sh. Joginder Sisngh,

Near State Bank of Patiala,

G.T.Road, Dhariwal, Distt.Gurdaspur.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Panchayat Secretary, Village Panchayat,

Rania, Distt. Gurdaspur.






 Respondent

CC No. 1188 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Hardev Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, on  behalf 


of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Gurnam Singh filed an application with the PIO- Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Rania, Block Dhariwal, District Gurdaspur on 16.03.2009.  However the same application has been forwarded by the office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur to the District Development and Panchayats Officer, Gurdaspur on 17.03.2009 and further it was transferred to Block Development and Panchayats Officer, Dhariwal by the DDPO. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 25.04.2009 which was received in Commission office on 03.05.2009 against diary No. 6420. Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Respondent on behalf of PIO places on record a receipt from Shri Gurnam Singh that he has received the requisite information and he is satisfied. with the information supplied to him. The respondent further pleads that since the information has been supplied, the case may be closed. 
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3.

Accordingly the case is closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ajit Singh Allawadhi,

House No. 2193, Phase-10, S.A.S.Nagar,

Mohali.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Mohali.






 Respondent

CC No.1228  /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complaianant.



Shri Surinder Mahajan, Assistant Estate Officer and Ms.Kusum 

Kapoor, Superintendent on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ajit Singh Allawadhi filed an application with the PIO of office of Chief Administrator, GMADA on 17.02.2009 demanding the information about his complaint filed with the Deputy commissioner and other authorities.  PIO replied back vide letter No. SE-CII/PIO/1765, dated 02.03.2009 stating therein that from his application it is not clear which type of information you have asked. Complainant
received the letter dated 02.03.2009 and clarified his stand about the information. After getting no response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 07.05.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 09.05.2009. Accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Respondent on behalf of PIO states that information has been sent to the complainant vide memo No. GMADA/EO/09/ 23198-199, dated the 3rd July, 2009 through registered post running into six sheets including one sheet of 
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covering letter.  The complainant is not present. However, the Respondent states that he might have received the information that is why he is not present and no communication has been received about the information.  He pleads that the case may be closed.  The respondent states that two notices have been sent to the owner of house No. 2194, Phase-10, Mohali and third notice will be sent after which the resumption orders will be obtained from the competent authority.  As the complainant has asked for the action taken report on his application, action is being taken by the competent authority as per PUDA/GMADA rules. Since the action taken report till 7th July has been supplied, case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 



After the hearing is over, complainant appears in the court. As the information stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of.

     

                    Sd/-







Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner


 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




          Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Minister, Punjab, 

2nd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt. Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 303 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, the appellant, in person.



Shri Major Singh, Under Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Hitendar Jain, Appellant,  filed an application with the PIO of office of Chief Minister, Punjab on 17.12.2008 and demanded information vide Para No.5 Sub Para (i) to (viii).  The SPIO vide his letter No. 3/376/08-CMO/GA7/159, dated 16.01.2009 supplied the information to the Appellant.  Not satisfied with the information supplied by the SPIO,  he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 22.10.2009 pointing out  deficiencies in the information supplied to him. The First appellate authority decided the case on 23.02.2009 and the orders of the first appellate authority were sent to appellant vide No.3/376/08/CMO/GA-7/739, dated 25.02.2009. Again not satisfied with the orders of the first appellate authority, he filed Second Appeal
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 with the Commission on 07.05.2009 vide which he has sought following relief:-

“(i)
The Respondent be directed to immediately provide the information sought for by the Complainant  in his application.

(ii)
The Respondent be directed to supply the information free of cost as provided in section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005 in view of the fact that the mandatory period of 30 days has already expired.

(iii)
The Respondent be directed to compensate the Appellant  for all the costs of filing this Appeal, postage charges, stationery charges, traveling  expenses incurred for attending the hearings before this Commission and all other expenses in relation to this appeal t in addition to compensation for the loss of time and energy of the Appellant  as provided in section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.

(iv)
As the Respondent has failed to provide information within the prescribed time of 30 days, penal action be taken against the Respondent under section 20(1) of the RTI Act.

(v) Any other relief that this Commission may deem appropriate in this case in the interest of justice.
  Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The Appellant makes written a submission in the  court today,
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 which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent. After detailed discussion and arguments, the Respondent  is directed to supply the information asked for in Para 5(vi) in his application relating to the period 2006-2007 and 2007-2008 within a period of  two months. It is also directed that necessary action be taken immediately  as per the provisions of  4(i)(a) and 4(i)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab may also issue necessary instructions to all the Administrative Secretaries to take similar action without any further delay. 
3.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 13.10.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab, 6th floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat,  Chandigarh.

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain,

c/o Re;surgence India, 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




                Appellant




  


Vs

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

Deptt. of local Govt. Mini Sectt. Punjab,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 306 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, complainant, in person.



Shri Raghbir Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant.  filed an application with the PIO of office of Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department  of Local Government, on 29.01.2009 and asked for information regarding  allotments of land without open invitation to others including allotments under discretionary powers of authorities  since 01.04.2002 till date. On getting  no response,  he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 16.03.2009.  Again  on  getting no  response from the first appellate authority, he filed  second appeal with the Commission on 06.05.2009, vide which he has sought following relief-



“(i)
The Respondent be directed to immediately provide the information sought for by the Complainant  in his application.
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(ii)
The Respondent be directed to supply the information free of cost as provided in section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005 in view of the fact that the mandatory period of 30 days has already expired.

(iii)
The Respondent be directed to compensate the Appellant  for all the costs of filing this Appeal, postage charges, stationery charges, traveling  expenses incurred for attending the hearings before this Commission and all other expenses in relation to this appeal t in addition to compensation for the loss of time and energy of the Appellant  as provided in section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.

(iv) As the Respondent has failed to provide information within the prescribed time of 30 days, penal action be taken against the Respondent under section 20(1) of the RTI Act.

(v) As the failure of the Respondent has been persistent despite first appeal, deterrent action be taken against the Respondent under section 20(2) of the RTI Act.

(vi) Any other relief that this Commission may deem appropriate in this case in the interest of justice.

  Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The Appellant states that he received a letter from SPIO intimating him that  his application dated 29.01.2009 has not been received in the department and asked him to send new application along with necessary fee.
Contd……..p./3
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  Accordingly,  he sent new application along with requisite fee which was received  in the  office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt. in the month of March and was forwarded to the concerned PIO in June, 2009. The appellant places on record certificate issued by the Department of Posts that the letter dated 29.01.2009 has been duly delivered to the PIO on 30.01.2009. 
3.

The   Respondent states that the information relating to Para (I) has been supplied to the Appellant and they have revised the remaining information in the light  of the orders passed by the Commission in CC No. 2052 of 2007- Jagat Singh Versus Municipal Council, Hoshiarpur, vide letter No. 10/62/09/4LG2/1104, dated 07.07.2009 . 
4.

It is made clear that the decision of the Commission in CC No. 2052 of 2007 is not applicable in the instant case and it is directed that SPIO shall transfer the application to all the public authorities and direct the PIOs of the Municipal Corporations of Amritsar, Bathinda, Jalandhar, Ludhiana and Patiala, to supply the information direct to the appellant within a period of two months.

5.

The appellant pleads  that necessary action may be taken against the PIO for imposing penalty upon him as a part information has been supplied to him after a period of five months  and he may be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him.

6.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to be present in person on the next 
Contd……..p./4
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date of hearing to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the  supply of information and as to why compensation be not  awarded to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him.  

7.

  The Appellant further pleads that  action may be taken against officials/ officers who have denied that his  application dated 29.01.2009 has not been received in their  office whereas it has been received in their office on 30.01.2009 as per the certificate issued by the postal authorities.  Principal Secretary, Local Govt. shall get an inquiry conducted in the matter under Section 18(2) of the RTI Act and shall take appropriate action against the defaulting officials/ officers. A copy of the report  be sent to the Commission with a copy  to the appellant.

8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.10.2009.   

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department  of Local Govt.,  Mini Secretariat  Punjab, Sector-9, Chandigarh.
 









Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


 
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bant Singh s/o Sh. Ram Singh,

Village: Rurki Kham, PO: Palheri,

Tehsil Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.               

          Complainant




  


Vs

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

Sub Division, PSEB, Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.



 Respondent

CC No.  770/2009

Present:
Shri Bant Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Gurvinder Singh, SDO and Shri Madan Lal, Assistant JE 


on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 28.05.2009 when it was directed that the notice be sent to the Sub Divisional Officer, Sub Urban Sub Division, Kharar which has been received back due to wrong address. 

2.

Respondent handed over the information to the complainant in our presence as per his demand dated nil received in their office on 01.02.2009.  Respondent pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied, case may be closed. Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gama Khan s/o Sh. Mal Khan,

Village: Raiewal,  PS.Tibbi,

Tehsil Amloh, distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



          Appellant




  


Vs

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

Amloh, distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





 Respondent

AC No. 297 /2009

Present:
Shri Gama Khan, complainant and Shri Randeep Singh Rana, 


Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



Smt. Ravinder Kaur, BDPO and Shri Hari Chand, Panchayat 


Secretary.


ORDER

1.

Shri Gama Khan filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development and Panchayats Officer, Amloh on 03.02.2009. After getting no response from PIO he filed an appeal with the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab on 10.03.2009.  BDPO replied back to the appellant that you may take action against ex-sarpanch, Shri Darshan Singh.After getting no response from PIO, he filed  first appeal with the Director Rural Development & Panchayats, dated 10.03.2009.  After getting no response he filed second appeal with the Commission on 06.05.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 06.05.2009 against diary No. 6637. 
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2.

The respondent states that the information is not available with the Panchayat and no information could be supplied due to non- availability of record. It is directed that BDPO will file an FIR against the ex- Sarpanches and

The Panchayat Secretaries who have been working in the village since the last 15 years. A copy of the FIR be supplied to the appellant as and when the relevant record is recovered by the police, same may be supplied to the appellant. As it will take long time, there is no need to keep the case pending. Hence the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manjit Singh Toor, Advocate,

Corner Seat, First Lane, Opp.Bachat Bhawan,

New Courts, Ludhiana.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayats Officer,

Mini Sectt. Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC No. 1160  /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Mohinder Singh, BDPO, Ludhiana, on behalf of 



respondent.


ORDER

1.

Shri Manjit Singh Toor filed an application with the PIO of office of District Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana on 25.11.2009 and asked for the information on two points i.e.





s;dhe foekovL



(A)
w"i{dk gukfJsK Bz{ ikoh czvK$j'o ;wrZoh$;kwkB dk t/otk.

(B)
gzukfJsK tb'A you/ czvK d/ fpb s/ j'o tzv/ ;kwkB dhnK fo;hftzr dhnK; ekghnK.  
After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on
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 27.04.2009 which was received in Commission office on 04.05.2009 against diary No. 6487.  Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Mohinder Singh, BDPO, Ludhiana-1 states that since the complainant has asked the information from all the villages of district Ludhiana. The number of panchayats in district Ludhiana is 908  and each panchayat has its Sarpanch as PIO of village. If he wants information from all the villages he will have to file an application with the PIO of every village panchayat.  He further states that as the information is voluminous, it could not be prepared. It will take at least years.  It is directed that the complainant should file application with the PIO-Sarpanch of each village of district Ludhiana for getting the information from  908 villages.

3.

Keeping in view the explanation made by the Block Development and Panchayats Officer, the case is dismissed. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tejinder Singh s/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur, Guru Nanak Nagar,

PO: Sahibana, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Deptt. of Local govt. Mini Sectt. Punjab,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1166 /2009

Present:
Shri Tejinder Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Narinderpal Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of 



respondent.


ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

It is directed that the application dated 03.11.2008 be transferred to all the public authorities of all the Municipal Corporations – Amritsar, Bathinda, Jalandhar, Ludhiana and Patiala – and their PIOs be directed to supply the information within a period of one month.  Copies of orders be sent to all the Commissioners of all the five Corporations.  It is also directed that why the PIO of office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt. has not taken the action within a stipulated period of five days.   Show cause notice is issued to Shri Bakhtawar Singh, Additional Secretary-cum-PIO as to why a penalty @ of Rs.250/- per day
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 may not be imposed upon him for not taking any action on these applications since 03.11.2008.

3.

We, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri Bakhtawar Singh, PCS, Additional Secretary, Local Govt.-cum-PIO) to show cause why 

penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(I) 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 the 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.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11-08-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



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 Kochar Market, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 522 /2009

Present:
Shri Raj Kumar Bhagat, complainant, in person.



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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

On mutual consent of both the parties, complainant is directed to visit the offices of Zones A to D as follows:-


Zone -A – dated 20th July, 2009 at 11.00 AM.


Zone- B – dated 21st July, 2009 at 11.00 AM.


Zone –C – dated 22nd July, 2009 at 11.00 AM. And


Zone- D – dated 23rd July, 2009 at 11.00 AM.

3.
. It is directed that the APIO will make sure that all the record is available in his office on the date and time mentioned above. APIO will make all arrangements for the inspection of the record.   It is also directed that the record 
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so identified by the complainant will be supplied to him there and then free of cost. The respondent further states that some information has already been supplied to the complainant on 08.07.2009 with a copy to the Commission.

4.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 06.08.2009. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohamad Nasir,

R/o Mohalla Sadewala, Maler Near Masjid,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.







 Respondent

CC No. 1157 /2009

Present:
Shri Mohamad Nasir, complainant, in person.



Shri Pritam Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information as per the demand of the complainant has been supplied to him. He may file new application for the information which he wants from the Municipal Council.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balwinder Singh,

House No. 23, Kamaon Colony, Naya Gaon,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Garhshanker, Distt. Hoshiarpur.





 Respondent

CC No. 425 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant as well respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last fixed for hearing on 09.06.2009 when none was present from both the sides.  Today also none is present from both the sides. Therefore, the case is dismissed due to non pursuance.

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. K.K.Jindal,

Chamber No. 20, New Court Complex,

District Court, Mansa-151505.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Estate Officer, PUDA, PUDA Complex,

Phase-2, Patiala.







 Respondent

CC No. 1222 /2009

Present:
Dr.K.K.Jindal,complainant, attended the court on 7.7.09.




Shri Raj Pal, Superintendent and Shri Jasbir Singh, on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 07.07.2009. After hearing the complainant made a written submission. As on 07.07.2009 no representative of PIO was present as the notice to PIO was sent for today’s hearing.  A copy of written submission made by Dr. K.K.Jindal is handed over to the respondent in the court.  Respondent will attend to the observations made by the complainant and supply the information available with him. 

2.

Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 11.08.2009.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 
 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Shinder Pal Singh s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

House No. 5137, Bhai Kartar Singh Street,

Muktsar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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





 Respondent

CC No. 529 /2009

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



Shri Rajneesh Kumar, Inspector, on behalf of respondent.


ORDER

1.

Respondent states that the complainant has refused to take the record on 06.07.2009. The ld.Counsel on behalf of complainant states that the documents which were being handed over on 06.07.2009 were not duly authenticated by competent authority. Now it is directed that Shri Shinder Pal Singh will attend the office of Shri Rajneesh Kumar, Inspector, on 15.07.2009 at 11.00 AM. Shri Rajneesh Kumar is directed to arrange record relating to the instant case to be inspected by the complainant in his room on 15.07.2009. The complainant will not go to any other room. He will sit in the office room of Inspector Shri Rajneesh Kumar.  It is also directed that after complainant makes identification of record, the record so identified be supplied there and then free of cost  

2.

Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 30.07.2009.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri I.P.Singh Bains,

429, Mota Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Estate Officer,SCO 41, PUDA Complex,

Jalandhar..








 Respondent

CC No. 1233 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Ganesh Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri I.P.Singh Bains, filed an application with the PIO of PUDA, Jalandhar on 09.04.2009. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 01.05.2009 which was received in Commission office on 09.05.2009 against diary No. 6872. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The respondent places on record a letter dated 08.05.2009 vide which the information relating to the instant case  has been supplied running into 8 pages.  He further states that the requisite information has since been supplied and the complainant is not present today. Nor any communication has been received from him and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him. 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/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 
 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Narinder Singh s/o Sh.Om Parkash Thakur,

R/o B-6/121, Mohalla Mawian at present

Shalimar Avenue, Kapurthala.         



      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1231  /2009

Present:
Shri Narinder Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Ajit Singh, Superintendent and Shri Devinder Kumar, 


Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Respondent states that no doubt the TS-1 is ready but it could not be supplied to complainant as his brother, Shri Suresh Kumar, has given in writing that TS-1 of the said property may not be supplied to the complainant. Respondent states that they brought TS-1 but the copy is to be signed by the Executive Officer. It is directed that TS-1 copy be supplied to the complainant duly crossed by the office. Respondent assured that the copy will be supplied to the complainant within a week. He further pleads that case may be closed. Accordingly, the case is disposed of.  

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagan Nath Chawla,

House No. 10, Street No. 12, Behind the

Celebration Mall, Pawan Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

DS City Circle, PSEB, O/S Hll Gate, Amritsar.



 Respondent

AC No. 189 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior XEN, on behalf of respondent.


ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 28.05.2009 when on the request of both the parties, case was adjourned due to disturbed conditions in the State and was fixed for today. 

2.

Respondent APIO states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant during the month of December, 2008. He further states that appellant wants his two increments as he has been absorbed during the year 1995 when staff of municipal corporation, Amritsar was taken over by the Punjab State Electricity Board.  He states that Shri Jagan Nath Chawla was absorbed in the PSEB during the year 1995. However notification  issued vide circular No. 164/Fin/PRC-98 on 31.5. 1989 has been modified vide Finance circular No. 
              Contd…p/2
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42/93, dated 19.10.1993 according to which action was endorsed by the Board wef1.11.1993.  Complainant has placed on record his written submission along with the letter of Chief Auditor, PSEB and Deputy Secretary, Finance-1 for taking 

necessary action for his pay fixation. As far the information is concerned, documents and notifications have been supplied to the appellant.  He pleads that 

case may be closed.  However, PSEB can take action as per the letters placed on record by the appellant. Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Devinder Singh s/o Sh.Tarlochan Dass,

Village:Badrukhan, Distt. Sangrur.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Gharachon, Distt. Sangrur.






 Respondent

CC No. 660 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 28.05.2009 when it was directed that PIO will direct the Sub Divisional Officer, PSEB, Gharachon to supply the requisite information within 15 days. Information might have been supplied to the complainant as per directions given on the last date of hearing. As none is present from both the sides, case is disposed of.

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner



 


  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ram Pal Chaudhry s/o Sh.Dhani Ram Chaudhry,

House No. 269, Mohalla Lakshmipura,

Jalandhar City.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent
CC No. 1182 /2009

Present:
Shri Bhrigu Dutt Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the perusal of the complaint filed by the complainant, it is found that he has not addressed it to the Commission, only  endorsed his letter which is addressed to the APIO of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. 

2.

It is adjudged that Commission should not take cognizance of such cases where only endorsements have been made to the Commission.  It is directed that if complainant wants his case to be heard, he should file a proper application to the Commission. In view of the above, case is dismissed.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-







Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:09-07-2009



State Information Commissioner    

