STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Hemant Goswami,

C/o Burning Brain Society,

# 3, Glass Office, Business Arcade,

Hotel Shivalik View,

Sector 17 – E, Chandigarh.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

District Muktsar,-

C/o Deputy Commissioner,

D.C. Office, Muktsar.




…… Respondent

CC – 511 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Ms. Poonam, Accountant, O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services, C/o D.C. Office, Muktsar.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 28.5.2009, the complainant on his request had been given an opportunity to make a written submission regarding Order passed on 2.4.2009, by 15.6.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the complainant made a written submission dated 16.6.2009, received in the office of the Commission on 29.6.2009.

3.

Order on the submission made by the complainant is reserved.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India, 

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana – 141 001.






…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana. 







…… Respondent





  CC-1007 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Sh. Harpreet Singh Ghai, Assistant Town Planner – cum – APIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

1.

Vide my Order dated 29.5.2009, it was directed that this case be put up  to Sh. G.S.Ghuman, Commissioner, Ludhiana Municipal Corporation for confirming to the Commission by 25.6.2009 that no more information over and above that supplied to the complainant was held on record.  This response was to be provided by the Commissioner in the form of an affidavit.

2.

During the proceedings today, an affidavit dated 26.6.2009, has been submitted by Sh. G.S.Ghuman, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, which is taken on record.  

3.

The complainant through a FAX message has informed that he will not be able to attend the proceedings today and that he has not received any further communication.

4.

Order regarding provision of any further information, imposition of penality on the Respondent for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the complainant for the detriment suffered, is reserved.
5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

District Commander (Retd.),

H. No. 201 – 204/100, Block – J,

B.R.S.Nagar, Ludhiana.





…..…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The Additional Director General of 

Police (Intelligence),

Police Headquarter, Pb.,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.





…….. Respondent 




AC – 240 of 2009





         ORDER

Present:
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal, Appellant in person.
Sh. Varinder Pal Singh, AIG (Hqr.) Intelligence, C/o ADGP (Intelligence ), Pb., Chandigarh; Sh. K.S.Ghuman, Divisional Commandant, Pb. Home Guards, Patiala Division, Patiala; Sh. Ashok Kumar Khanna, Junior Staff Officer, Administration and PIO, Punjab Home Guards, Chandigarh and Sh. Inderjeet Singh, Sr. Assistant, O/o ADGP (Intelligence), Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to seeking copies of certain documents and particulars of various functionaries.  Initial request containing five items was sent on 26.11.2008.  On not receiving response, the appellant filed an appeal with the ADGP (Intelligence), Pb., Chandigarh, First Appellate Authority, on 6.1.2009.  His request for information was not entertained vide Respondent’s letter No. 1215 dated 22.1.2009.  The respondent explained that the Intelligence Wing had been exempted from supplying such information vide State Government Notification No. 2/27/05-IAR/191 dated 23.02.2006.
2.

Subsequently, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 24.2.2009.

3.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the appellant has filed a number of cases seeking information and are in progress before various benches of the Commission.  Accordingly, the appellant was asked to confirm if any orders had been issued on any of the items for which the information had been sought by him, in any other case filed by him before this Commission.  Being unsure, the appellant seeks an opportunity and time. Accordingly, he will, through a written submission, inform the Commission if any of the items as contained in his letter dated 26.11.2008, had been taken up by any of the benches of this Commission and directions issued, by 15.7.2009.
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4.

To come up on 30.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.
5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

District Commander (Retd.),

H. No. 201 – 204/100, Block – J,

B.R.S.Nagar, Ludhiana.





…..…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The Divisional Commandant,

Punjab Home Guards, Patiala Division,

Patiala.







…….. Respondent 




AC – 325 of 2009





         ORDER

Present:
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal, Appellant in person.

Sh. Varinder Pal Singh, AIG (Hqr.) Intelligence, C/o ADGP (Intelligence ), Pb., Chandigarh; Sh. K.S.Ghuman, Divisional Commandant, Pb. Home Guards, Patiala Division, Patiala; Sh. Ashok Kumar Khanna, Junior Staff Officer, Administration and PIO, Punjab Home Guards, Chandigarh and Sh. Inderjeet Singh, Sr. Assistant, O/o ADGP (Intelligence), Pb., Chandigarh.

1. The case relates to seeking copies of certain documents.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 22.10.2008.  On not receiving response, the appellant filed an appeal with the first Appellate Authority on 9.1.2009, and subsequently with the Commission on 6.4.2009.

2. Prior to the decision of the first Appellate Authority on his appeal dated 9.1.2009, a request seeking identical information was filed by the appellant with the Commission (Case No. AC-241/2008).  This case had been decided by the bench of Hon’ble Sh. P.K.Verma, on 5.2.2009 and the information was denied.

3.  The first Appellate Authority vide his letter No. PHG-2009/PA/DCG/RTI/18 dated 20.3.2009 in response to appellant’s letter dated 9.1.2009  concluded as below:-

 “  The report of the Commandant General, Home Guards, addressed to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home Department, has been stated by him to be confidential and it does contain information of a highly confidential and sensitive nature.  I am not inclined to compel the respondent to disclose the contents of such a confidential and sensitive communication to the appellant under the RTI Act”.
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4.   
During the proceedings today, the appellant submits that the items demanded vide his  letter dated 22.10.2008 have no relationship with any other case.  While the respondent brings out that a similar demand has been made vide Para 14 (B) (iv) of the appellant’s letter dated 18.10.2007, which had been dealt with as case No. AC – 241/2008. The respondent also brings out that the appellant had approached the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court vide CWP No.6466/2009 against the Order of the Commission passed on 5.2.2009 (AC-241/08) and his appeal has been admitted.

5.  
Keeping in view the importance of issues involved, I am of the view that this is a fit case to be placed before a larger bench for the decision on various legal issues involved.  Accordingly, Deputy Registrar may place the papers of this case before CIC for appropriate orders.

6.  
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Sangram Singh,

S/o late Sh. Daljit Singh,

Vill: Niwan Dhakala,

P.O. Behrampur,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Punjab, 

Sector – 17, Chandigarh.





…… Respondent





  CC – 303 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Bur Singh,  O/o BDPO, Darangla and Sh. Harmohan Singh, Clerk, O/o Director, Rur. Dev. & Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 5.5.2009, it was directed that a copy of inquiry report will be provided to the complainant immediately on completion.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent present states that a copy of the inquiry report has been sent vide letter No. 2679-80/REA dated 29.5.2009.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Vivek Jain,

960. Mohalla Phallan Addan,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent





  MR – 37 of 2009 in CC – 2373 of 2007



              


               ORDER

Present:
Sh. Vivek Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and 



Sh. Hari Om, Peon, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
1.

This case had been last heard on 7.7.2008 and it was disposed of.  A list of deficiencies had been supplied to the respondent.  He had assured the bench of Hon’ble Sh. Rajan Kashyap that deficiencies in information will be made good.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that no information has been sent to the complainant as had been assured.  The respondent present states that information is held by Sh. Surinder Singh Bindra, Assistant Town Planner.
3.

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent PIO and Sh. Surinder Singh Bindra, Assistant town Planner – cum APIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, are directed to provide the requisite information by registered post, by 10.7.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

4.

On the next date of hearing the PIO respondent and Sh. Surinder Singh Bindra, will be personally present, along with a copy of the information sent to the complainant.

5.

To come up for compliance of order on 16.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.
6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Harbans Singh Sodhi,

H. No. B – 16/41, Bahrian Street,

Palang Bazar, Patiala.





…..…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The District Education Officer (SE),

Patiala.







…….. Respondent 




AC – 245 of 2009





         ORDER

Present:
Sh. Harbans Singh Sodhi, Appellant in person.



Sh. Yash Pal Manvi, Deputy DEO (SE), Patiala.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding documents pertaining to S.S.Harbhagwan  School, Samana (Patiala).  Initial request containing four items was sent on 17.12.2008 and the respondent informed the appellant non-availability of record as had been demanded on 7.3.2009.  On not receiving a response, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 6.4.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today , the respondent states that no additional information is available on record.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to submit an affidavit stating non-availability of the documents as have been demanded by the appellant, by 10.7.2009.  A copy of this affidavit will be given to the appellant.

4.

To come up for compliance of order on 16.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdas Singh,

H. No. 579, Gali No. S L,

Sanjay Nagar, Faridkot.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Primary Education Officer,

Block – 2, Faridkot.






…… Respondent





  CC – 807 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Manjit Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Amninder Singh and Sh.Harbhajan Singh, Block Primary Education Officers, Faridkot.

1.

The case relates to seeking copies of certain documents.  Initial request was sent on 15.1.2009.  The respondent informed the complainant on 13.2.2009 to deposit Rs. 60/- as fee for the documents required. The complainant deposited the requisite fee.
2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that all other documents, other than eight receipts, confirming the grants received by the respondent, have been provided.

3.

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that :-

(a)  The respondent will provide receipts (8 numbers) acknowledging receipt of grants to the complainant, by 10.7.2009.

(b)  Should such receipts not be available, the respondent will submit an affidavit stating non-availability of such information.  A copy of this will be given to the complainant.

(c)   Fee deposited by the complainant will be refunded to him under the provisions of Section 19(8) of the RTI Act, 2005, since the information has not been supplied to him within the prescribed time.

(d)   He will submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penality be not imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation be not provided to the complainant for the detriment suffered.  The respondent is directed to submit this affidavit by 10.7.2009.
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4.

To come up for compliance of order on 16.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,

2721/9, Gali Jattan,

Katra Dullo,

Amritsar (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Chief, IR & W, (RTI Cell),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).







…… Respondent





  CC – 1523 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information & Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1.

Vide my Order dated 29.5.2009, the respondent Public Authority had been directed to pay a compensation of Rs. 3500/- to the complainant within a period of ten days from the receipt of the said Order.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent requests for an additional period of fifteen days to pay the said amount of compensation to the complainant.

3.

In view of the foregoing, this case will come up on 28.7.2009 for compliance of order.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Jodh Singh Saini,

Senior Executive Engineer,

Computer Service Centre,

City Circle, O/s Hall Gate,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Amritsar (Pb.).






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Chief, I.R. & W. (RTI Cell),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).







…… Respondent





  AC – 143 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Varinder Mahajan on behalf of the Appellant.
Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information & Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1.

Vide my Order dated 29.5.2009, the respondent Public Authority had been directed to pay a compensation of Rs. 5000/- to the appellant within a period of fifteen days from the receipt of the said Order.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent requests for an additional period of fifteen days to pay the said amount of compensation to the appellant.

3.

In view of the foregoing, this case will come up on 28.7.2009 for compliance of order.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Satish Chander Bhagat,

5-A, New Model House,

Jalandhar.







…… Complainant 





          Vs

1.  Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director of Public Instructions (S), Pb.,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


2.  Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Education Officer (S), Jalandhar.
      ….…… Respondents





  CC – 295 of 2009


       

 ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Brahm Dass, Senior Assistant O/o DEO (S), Jalandhar.

1.

Vide my Order dated 17.6.2009, it was directed that information as sought by the complainant in his request dated 18.8.2008, including opinions,       only if existing on record, be provided to the complainant.

2.

During the proceedings today, a FAX message has been received from the complainant that he will not be able to attend the proceedings.  The respondent present submits Memo. No. E-1/09-42383 dated 29.6.2009 and states that the information has been sent to the complainant by registered post.

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Labh Singh,

S/o Sh. Jit Singh, 

VPO: Gehri Bhagi,

Distt. Bathinda- 151001.





…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director, Public Instructions (S), Pb.,

Chandigarh.







 .…… Respondent





  CC – 806 of 2009


       

 ORDER

Present:
Sh. Labh Singh, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding handicapped quota of deaf and dumb.  Initial request was sent on 20.1.2009 and on not being satisfied with the response, the complainant filed a complaint on 10.3.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the complainant once again raises the question of rational adopted by the respondent.  The contents of Section 2(j) of the RTI Act, 2005, were explained to the complainant.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Hardyal Singh,

B-VI-90-A, Madhopuri,

Kutcha No.1, Ludhiana. 










…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana. 




….…… Respondent





  CC –516 of 2009


      

 



 
ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant or Respondent. 

1.

This  was the second opportunity given to the complainant to progress his case.  He is, once again, not present.   The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

2. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

# 1269, Model Gram, 
Ludhiana.






------------ Complainant 






V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.






----------- Respondent 






CC- 146 of 2009






       ORDER 

Present: 
Sh. Anish Gautam, Counsel for the Complainant.

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singla, SDO, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.5.2009, an opportunity was given to the complainant to progress his case. 

2.

During the proceedings today, it is observed that the representative present on behalf of the complainant does not have an authority letter.  He states that he will submit the same on the next date of hearing.

3.

Heard both the parties.  The complainant is directed to submit his observations on the information provided so far to the respondent with a copy to the Commission by 10.7.2009.  The respondent is directed to provide response to the observations submitted by the complainant, by 25.7.2009, by registered post with a copy to the Commission.

4.

To come up on 30.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Narinder Singh,

Vill. & P.O. Mansoorpur,

Tehsil: Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.





------------ Complainant 






V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mukerian.






----------- Respondent 






CC- 815 of 2009






       ORDER 

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Satvinderjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Mukerian and Sh. Subhkaram, Registry Clerk, Tehsil Office, Mukerian.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter wherein the initial request containing three items was sent on 7.2.2009.  On not receiving a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 15.3.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent submits a copy of his letter No. 455 dated 27.3.2009 sent as a registered letter along with the dispatch details.

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o S. Ishar Singh,

C/o M/s Ishar Singh and Sons,

Majitha Mandi,

Amritsar – 143006.






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







…… Respondent





  AC – 304 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Arun Kumar, Clerk, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

1.

Vide my Order dated 29.5.2009, the respondent was directed  to forthwith refund the fee charged as information had not been supplied within a time prescribed under Section 7 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent confirms that the requisite amount has been sent to the appellant vide letter No. DCFA/124 dated 2.6.2009.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Mohammad Sadiq, 

S/o Sh. Prem Khan,

R/o Vill: Chahar Majra,

Tehsil: Kharar,

Distt. Mohali. 




…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mohali.





….…… Respondent





  CC –569 of 2009


      

 



 
ORDER

Present:         Sh. Mohammad Sadiq, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Gurvinder Singh, Suptd. O/o BDPO, Mohali on behalf of the  Respondent and Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary O/o BDPO, Majri.

1.
On the last date of hearing, on 28.5.2009, the PIO respondent XEN, Panchayati Raj Public Works Division, Mohali, was directed to provide deficient information to the complainant pertaining to Items 3, 4, 5 and 6 at the earliest.

2.
During the proceedings today, the respondent from the office of BDPO, Mohali, hands over information running into 22 pages, vide letter No. 1283 dated 29.6.2009.  The respondent from the office of XEN, Panchayati Raj Public works Division, Mohali is, once again, directed to provide the deficient information to the complainant, by 10.7.2009.

3.
To come up on 30.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

4.
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and XEN, Panchayati Raj Public Works Division, Mohali.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Om Parkash,

Asstt. Secretary (Conduct),

Punjab School Education Board,

Phase-8, Mohali.                                                          ……… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Phase-8, Mohali.




 ….…… Respondent

CC –269 of 2009
 



                            ORDER

Present:         Sh. Om Parkash, Complainant in person. 


Sh. Janak Singh Rajal, Assistant Secretary, Establishment, Pb. School              Education Board, Mohali and Sh. Varinder Madan, Senior Assistant, PIO Branch, Pb. School Education Board, Mohali.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 2.6.2009, the complainant had been given an opportunity to submit his observations on the response and the affidavit submitted by the respondent.  The respondent had been directed to provide his response on the observations that may be submitted by the complainant.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the complainant submitted his observations on 5.6.2009.  In response, the respondent provided his response vide No.402 dated 25.6.2009.  When questioned as to why both present and the previous PIOs have not submitted the requisite affidavit, the respondent present is  unable to justify.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent PIO(s) is, once again, directed to provide response as requisitioned by the complainant, by registered post free of cost and submit affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on them for the delay in providing information and why the complainant not be compensated for the detriment suffered, by 15.7.2009.  Copies of these affidavits will be given to the complainant for him to make his submissions, by 25.6.2009.

4.

To come up on 30.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Davinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Balkar Singh,

Vill:Adhiana, P.O. Machhiwara,

Tehsil: Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana.






…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







….…… Respondent





  CC – 304 of 2009


       

 ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant or Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 28.5.2009, none on behalf of the complainant or the respondent was present and one more opportunity had been given to the complainant to progress his case.  The complainant is, once again, not present.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

 2. 

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Dilbagh Singh,

S/o Sh. Jang Singh Nehra,

Vill. Mahima, P.O.: Khanpur Relu,

Tehsil: Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.

Pin – 140701.







…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director of Public Instructions (S), Pb.,

Sector – 17, Chandigarh.





….…… Respondent





  CC – 802 of 2009


       

 ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant or Respondent.

1.

The case relates to a service matter. Initial request containing five items was sent on 8.9.2008 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 17.3.2009.
2.

The complainant is not present.  He is given one more opportunity to progress his case.

3.

To come up on 30.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha,

2017/1, Sector 45- C,

Chandigarh.







…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

State Transport, Punjab,

Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.





….…… Respondent



           MR – 35 of 2008 in CC – 727 of 2006


       

 ORDER

Present:
Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha, Complainant in person.

Sh. Lachhman Singh, Senior Assistant, O/o Director, State Transport, Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

This case had been last heard on 9.6.2008 wherein orders had been passed that the respondent would entertain the complainant in his office on 16.6.2008 and assist him in locating record and deliver the same.  A report was to be submitted by the respondent immediately after the personal visit of the complainant.  Since the complainant did not receive the requisite information, he filed a complainant with the Commission and was accordingly taken up.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent makes a written submission vide letter No. S.E.1(G-1)/6360 dated 24.6.2009.  The complainant states that the requisite information as had been demanded by him, has so far not been provided to him and should the information not be held  on record, he be informed accordingly.
3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent will submit an affidavit confirming non-availability of record as demanded by the complainant.  The respondent will also explain the efforts put in to locate the requisite file and inquiry, if any, held to apportion the blame for this loss.  The respondent may file an FIR, if considered essential.  This affidavit be submission by 15.7.2009.
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4.

To come up for compliance of order on 30.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 30.06.2009.


 

     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 







