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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Balraj Kalra,

Lajpat Nagar, Gali No. 6,

Kotkapura – 151 204,

Distt. Faridkot.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The District Manager,

Punjab Financial Corporation,

District Office, DIC Building,

Malwal Road, 

Ferozepur City.






…… Respondent






CC – 1815 of 2008



    

        ORDER
1. 
The judgement in this case on the question of compensation to the Complainant was reserved vide my order dated 26.02.2009. 

2.  
In so far as the information is concerned, it stands delivered to the Complainant to his satisfaction.  However, there has been inordinate delay in supply of information.  The applications for information was filed on 10.07.2008 and 10.8.2008 and the information stood supplied on 26.12.2008.   There is, thus, delay of more than four months in supplying information. The instant complaint before the Commission was filed on 31.07.2008 and  thereafter the Complainant attended four hearings before the Commission.  

3.  
In the facts and circumstances of the case and ends of justice would be met if a compensation of Rs.2,000/- (Rupees two thousand only) is awarded to the Complainant.  I order, accordingly, the amount of compensation of Rs.2000/- to be paid by the Respondent/ Public Authority to the Complainant within a period of ten days from the Respondent of this order. 

4.  
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 21.04.2009 at 
2.00 PM. 

5. Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009



     
      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Inderjeet Singh, 

# 102, Sector- 70, 

Mohali.






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



 


V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, 

Mohali.






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






CC-2661 of 2008






    ORDER 

1.  
The judgment in this case on the question of the imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the complainant was reserved vide my order dated 05.03.2009. 

2.  
In so far as the information is concerned, it stands delivered to the Complainant to his satisfaction.  However, there has been inordinate delay in supply of information.  The application for information was filed  on 06.08.2008 and the information stood supplied on 22.01.2009.  There is thus, delay of more than five months in supplying information.  The instant complaint before the Commission was filed on 18.11.2008 and thereafter the complainant was provided information during the first hearing. The complainant requested that fee deposited by him be refunded as information was supplied after approximately five months and that penalty be imposed on the respondent for the delay in providing information and he be compensated for the detriment suffered. 

3.  
The PIO/Respondent was accordingly directed to submit an affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant for the detriment suffered.   The respondent PIO submitted an affidavit dated 27.02.2009.  The complainant submitted his observations vide his letter dated 13.03.2009.
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4.  
I have carefully perused all documents placed on record.  The respondent has explained in detail the reasons for delay in requisitioning fee for providing information.  He has also emphasized that the delay was neither willful nor deliberate.  It was merely due to the fact that the requisitioned file was in circulation at various levels for a decision.  The respondents case would have been well-merited had the Respondent/PIO informed the complainant the reason for delay/likely date of providing information. 

5.  
The observations submitted by the complainant vide his letter dated 13.03.2009 have not been sufficiently substantiated.  However, there is no doubt that there has been a delay in providing information and the complainant has deposited fee for the same. 

6.  
In the facts and circumstances of the case, ends of justice would be met if the fee deposited by the complainant is refunded to the complainant.  I order accordingly, the amount of fee Rs.658/- (Rupees Six Hundred and Fifty Eight) deposited by the complainant be refunded within a period of 10 days by the respondent. 

7.  
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 21.04.2009 at 
2.00 PM. 

8.  
Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jagat Singh,

# B – 3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Opp: Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur – 146 001 (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.)







…… Respondent





  CC – 1460 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

1.

The judgment in this case was reserved on 19.02.2009.

2.

The application for information was made by the complainant before the PIO O/o the Chief Engineer, PSEB, Patiala, on 15.01.2008.  The information demanded is as under :-

“1.  Supply the detail of all Consumers, Domestic and Commercial to whom the interest have been paid in the following proforma year-wise and district-wise:

1.a  Total No. o Consumers to whom the interest has been paid year-wise.

1.b  Intimate the total No. of consumers to whom the interest has not been paid since 1977 to this date.

1.c  Intimate whether penal interest will be paid to whom the interest has not been paid so far ?

1.d  Supply the copy of the ruling vide which two months average electricity charges will be recovered, and from which date ?

2.  Supply the list of PIO, APIO and First Appellate Authority, with their jurisdiction of each district of Punjab such as Hoshiarpur:



2.a  PIO with full designation & address.



2.b  APIO with full designation & address.
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2.c  Jurisdiction of each.



2.d  First Appellate Authority with designation & address.                    


3.  Supply the detail of name & address of all SDOs in the Punjab.

4.  Intimate if the relevant record from 1977 to onward is available or not for making the payment of interest ?  If available, be not be destroyed till the payment of interest is made to all the consumers.

5.  Supply one copy of the book manual containing all ruling regarding security amount on meters and electricity supply and rate of interest payable 1977 to onward, in Punjabi or English.

6.  As per the Tribune dated 24.12.2007 Punjab Government owes to PSEB, Patiala Rs.462 crores.  Kindly supply the detail of each consumer with amount to be recovered and date from which recoverable amount is due.  Whether the supply was disconnected in the above cases, if not, supply the copy of the ruling vide which electric connections were not disconnected as done in case of ordinary consumer.

7.  Supply the list of books available for sale regarding the ruling on the supply of electricity etc., with price.

8.  The electric meters are installed now a days on the main gate of the house.  What is the amount to be paid by the consumer for this.  Who is responsible for the protection and safety of the meter installed outside of the house ?

9.  Kindly intimate the amount of loss suffered by the Board year-wise since 1990 to 2007 of transmission and theft.

10.  Also intimate amount of loss of revenue (deficit) year-wise 1990 to 2007.  Also give the detail of debt payable by the Board.

11.  Also supply the detail of circumstances under which the interest has not been paid to the consumers on security in the Punjab so far and action taken against the official at fault Sub Division-wise, the detail of showing the name of official and action taken”.
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3.

The case of the respondent is that the information demanded pertains to millions of electricity consumers in the State of Punjab and that retrieval of information would disproportionately divert the resources of the respondent public authority apart from causing an expenditure of more than Rs. Ten lacs.  The respondent has sought exemption from supplying this information under the provisions of Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005.  The complainant has filed his reply to the objections taken by the respondent.  In his reply, the complainant has not controverted the plea of the respondent that the information demanded relates to more than six million electricity consumers in the State of Punjab.  From the perusal of the application seeking information and the response filed by the respondent and the reply of the complainant thereto, I am convinced that the information demanded is very voluminous and shall definitely result in a disproportionate diversion of the resources of the respondent public authority in case it is directed to supply the information demanded.  

4.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is entitled to the protection of Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005.  I, therefore, order that this complaint be disposed of and closed.
5.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





            ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




           
Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

        




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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal,

R/o Jiwan Ashram,. Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur City – 152 002.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Canal Lining, Division No. 2,

Old PUDA Complex,

Bhagu Road,

Bathinda (Pb.).






…… Respondent





CC – 2216 of 2007



      

 


                    ORDER

1.  
The case relates to seeking information pertaining to a service matter covering period 1990 and thereafter.  Initial request was submitted by registered post on 28.11.2007 and it had nine items. On being refused acceptance the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 01.12.2007. 

2.  
The case has been fixed on eleven occasions and on 03.03.2009, I had reserved orders regarding provision of any further information and on submissions made by the complainant. I have carefully perused various documents placed on record by the respondent in response to the information sought by the complainant. 

3.  
Information as it existed on record, alongwith response to various observations/comments submitted by the complainant, has been supplied by the complainant, vide Respondents letters No. 1092/PF dated 16.07.2008, 1219-20/PF dated 19.08.2008 and 1298-99 dated 27.08.2008.   Further, a consolidated  response  was provided to the complainant vide letter No. 1369/PF dated 23.09.2008 and 1410/PF dated 25.09.2008.

4.  
The Respondent has vide his letter No. 39/R.K Singal dated 09.01.2009 has stated that “no additional information/documents pertaining to the information demanded by the complainant vide his original letter dated 28.11.2007 is available in the record of this office”. 
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5.  
On his request to make a written submission on 03.03.2009 the complainant was given an opportunity to make a written submission at the earliest but not later than 15.03.2009.  A copy of the same was to be submitted to the respondent. 

6.  
The complainant through his submission dated 07.03.2009 has raised a number of issues but none of these point towards any deficiency in information supplied.  Thus, the case regarding provision of any further information to the complainant stands closed.
7.  
As regards the delay in providing information is concerned, I direct 
the respondent PIOs (both present and the previous) to submit affidavits by 
15.04.2009 showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed under the provision of Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant for the detriment suffered.  The respondent PIOs will also provide response to the submission made by the complainant vide his letter dated 07.03.2009. 

8.  
Adjourned to 21.04.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

9.  
Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009


     
     

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jaswant Singh ‘Jarg’,

S/o Sh. Gora Lal,

C/o Jaswant Telecom,

Bus Stand, Vill. & P.O. Jarg,

Tehsil: Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.






…… Applicant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Managing Committee,

Dehra Baba Sain Bhagat,

Partabpura, Tehsil: Phillaur,

Distt. Jalandhar (Pb.).





.…… Respondent




              MR- 87 of 2008

      

 


                    ORDER

1.

The judgment in this case was reserved vide my Order dated 24.02.2009.

2.

The application for information in this case was made by the applicant before the General Secretary, Managing Committee, Dehra Baba Sain Bhagat, Partabpura, Tehsil: Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar.

3.

The applicant was asked to show as to how the respondent was a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Pursuant to this, the applicant placed on record a copy of a letter written by the Director, Small Savings, Punjab to the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar showing that a sum of Rs. One lakh had been sanctioned as discretionary grant by the Finance Minister, Punjab, for the use of this Dehra.  In view of this, notice was also sent to the respondent.  The representative of the respondent appeared before the Commission on 8.1.2009 and submitted that the respondent is not a public authority as per the definition of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, as the respondent is a private body which is neither controlled nor financed by the State Government.  A written submission has 
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also been placed on record by the respondent.   In this submission, it has been contended that the discretionary grant made to the Dehra, does not mean that it is substantially financed by the State Government.  The contention is that this discretionary grant is not being given regularly.  The respondent is a private organization completely financed and managed as per its own constitution which does not receive any regular grant for subsistence.  Photo copies of the audit account for the last three years have also been placed on record.

4.

As per Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005, a non-government organization would be a public authority only if it is either controlled by the government or is substantially financed by it.  Sanction of a discretionary grant on one or two occasions by a Minister in the State Government, does not amount to the organization being substantially financed by the appropriate government as envisaged under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

In view of the foregoing I hold that the respondent is not a public authority and is not under the aminable jurisdiction of the Punjab Government.  The MR is dismissed as non-maintainable.

6.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





            ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




           
Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

        




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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jaswant Singh ‘Jarg’,

S/o Sh. Gora Lal,

C/o Jaswant Telecom,

Bus Stand, Vill. & P.O. Jarg,

Tehsil: Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.






…… Applicant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The General Secretary,

Managing Committee,

Dehra Baba Sain Bhagat,

Partabpura, Jalandhar (Pb.)

C/o The Principal,

Ramgariha Senior Secondary School,

Sultanpur, Phagwara – 144402,

Distt. Kapurthala (Pb.).





.…… Respondent




              MR- 98 of 2008

      

 


                    ORDER

1.

The judgment in this case was reserved vide my Order dated 24.02.2009.

2.

The application for information in this case was made by the applicant before the General Secretary, Managing Committee, Dehra Baba Sain Bhagat, Partabpura, Tehsil: Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar.

3.

The applicant was asked to show as to how the respondent was a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Pursuant to this, the applicant placed on record a copy of a letter written by the Director, Small Savings, Punjab to the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar showing that a sum of Rs. One lakh had been sanctioned as discretionary grant by the Finance Minister, Punjab, for the use of this Dehra.  In view of this, notice was also sent to the respondent.  The representative of the respondent appeared before the Commission 
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on 8.1.2009 and submitted that the respondent is not a public authority as per the definition of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, as the respondent is a private body which is neither controlled nor financed by the State Government.  A written submission has 

also been placed on record by the respondent.   In this submission, it has been contended that the discretionary grant made to the Dehra, does not mean that it is substantially financed by the State Government.  The contention is that this discretionary grant is not being given regularly.  The respondent is a private organization completely financed and managed as per its own constitution which does not receive any regular grant for subsistence.  Photo copies of the audit account for the last three years have also been placed on record.

4.

As per Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005, a non-government organization would be a public authority only if it is either controlled by the government or is substantially financed by it.  Sanction of a discretionary grant on one or two occasions by a Minister in the State Government, does not amount to the organization being substantially financed by the appropriate government as envisaged under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

In view of the foregoing I hold that the respondent is not a public authority and is not under the aminable jurisdiction of the Punjab Government.  The MR is dismissed as non-maintainable.

6.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





            ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




           
Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

        




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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain, 

C/o Resurgence India, 

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society,

District Branch,

C/o Deputy Commissioner Office,

Muktsar (Pb.)







…… Respondent





CC – 511 of  2008





        ORDER
1. The information request in the instant case was made by the Complainant on 18.01.2008. The Respondent vide letter No. 8 dated 12.02.2008 asked the Complainant to deposit the necessary fee towards the cost of information which had been compiled and ran into 15,000 pages approximately. 

2.   
According to the Complainant, the demand for fee raised vide letter dated 12.02.2008 was not as per law and, therefore, he was entitled to information free of cost.  The reasons given by the Complainant for this submission were as under:- 

(a The intimation regarding the deposit of fee vide letter dated 12.02.2008 was not as per Section 7 (3) and Rule 4(4). 

(b) Under the RTI Act and Rules, tentative advance fee cannot be demanded. The fee demanded by the PIO must be an exact amount. 

(c) The calculations made to arrive at the amount of fee had not been provided. The complainant had not been provided the index/details/title of documents and fee payable in respect of each such document. 
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(d) That it had been the experience in the past that the authorities have been unnecessarily and revengefully calculating the fee at unreasonably high amounts with an aim to increase the cost of information so that it acts as a deterrent. According to the Complainant many a time, duplicate copies of the same document are provided by the authority only with a view to increase the cost. It is submitted that while making the demand for fee, the requisite calculations including the index of documents, number of pages of each document and the fee therefor, must he provided.  The intimation of additional fee was required to be made on prescribed Form D in the Punjab Rules.                                                                                                                                              
(e) That the demand of fee was highly excessive. 

3.  
On a careful consideration of the submissions I was of the view that the grievance of the Complainant was not well merited and that he was under an obligation to pay the fees demanded before the information could be supplied to him. 

4.  
The Respondent subsequently vide letter no. 146/Suwidha dated 29.07.2008 justified the requirement of fee. 

5.  
Subsequently the Complainant on 20.11.2008 made oral as well as written submissions. The Respondent was given a copy of the written submission. The Respondent replied to various prayers made by the Complainant vide his 
letter No. 324 dated 30.12.2008. I had reserved order on the prayers made by the Complainant on 23.12.2008.

6.
 
I have carefully considered the submission made by the Complainant. I do not find any merit in the contention that the Respondent has not abided by the statutory time limit in serving the RTI request. The time limit of 30 days in the Act is only directory. If there is a delay of a few days for good and valid reasons, it cannot be said that the Respondent has 
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..3..
made an infraction of the statutory command. I would appreciate the effort put in by the Respondent to specifically inform the Complainant to deposit fee for voluminous information running into 15000 pages. In any case, 
‘Form A‘ submitted on 18.01.2008 by speed post has been responded on 12.02.2008 with the demand for fee.

7.  
In view of the foregoing, I direct that the demand of fee as raised by the Respondent is in accordance with law. The Complainant may deposit the said amount and obtain the information demanded by him. On the deposit of the necessary fee, the Respondent shall be duty-bound to supply the information. There is no ground to review order passed on 20.05.2008.                   
8. 
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 21.04.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
9. 

Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






           
    State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Major Singh,

S/o Sh. Nachattar Singh,

R/o Vill: Satouj, Tehsil: Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Development & Project Officer,

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.





…… Respondent





  CC – 2484 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

1.

The judgment in this case was reserved vide my Order dated 24.02.2009.

2.

The request for information made to the CDPO, Sunam, in this case, is dated 28.5.2008.  Through this request the complainant has demanded copies of the application forms submitted by the beneficiaries of village Satauj claiming old age pension, during the period from 1.4.2007 to 31.3.2008.  The stand taken by the respondent is that the information sought, being third party information, notices were issued to the concerned beneficiaries relating to whom the complainant had demanded information.  According to the respondent, the beneficiaries of the old age pension have categorically stated that the copies of the application forms be not supplied to the complainant as these application forms contained their personal 
bio-data and that the supply of information would unduly invade their privacy.

3.

I have carefully considered the submissions made by the parties and am of the view that the information sought is definitely personal information relating to the beneficiaries of old age pension of village Satauj.  Now the only thing which remains to be seen is whether this information has a relationship to any public activity or interest.  I, therefore, asked the complainant to show how the information demanded by him, is related to any public activity or interest.  The complainant 
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failed to satisfy me on this aspect of the matter.  Even otherwise, I have no doubt in my mind that the information sought has no relationship with any public activity or interest.

4.

In view of the foregoing, I hold that the information sought/demanded is exempt from disclosure under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005.  The complaint is, therefore, dismissed being devoid of merit.
5.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated:  02.04.2009           



      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






           
    State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, 

S/o S. Rai Singh, 

R/o B-29, # 60/35 P/330, 

St. No. 8, Maha Singh Nagar, 

Daba Lohara Road, 

P.O. Dhandari Kalan, 

Ludhiana.






…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Mata Rani Chowk, 

Ludhiana 141008. 





….…… Respondent

CC – 1040 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant. 



Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

1.  
The case relates to seeking information regarding various contracts.   Initial request was sent on 29.02.2008 and on not receiving a response the complainant filed a complaint with  the commission on 23.04.2008. 
2.  
During the proceedings, today the respondent states that information has been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 173 dated 25.03.2009.  The complainant is free to go over the information and submit his observations by 15.04.2009.

3.  
To come up on 05.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

4.  
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Swarn Singh, 

Corporation Engineer (Retd.), 

H.No. 589-1, BRS Nagar, 

Ludhiana. 






…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary to Govt. Pb., 

Deptt. of  Local Government, 

Chandigarh. 






….…… Respondent

CC – 1028 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant or Respondent. 

1.  
None on behalf of the complainant or respondent is present.   One more opportunity is provided to the complainant to progress his case. 
2.  
Adjourned to 14.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
3. 
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Ravinder Kaur, 

Principal, 

Modern College of Education for Women, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 




……… Complainant 





          
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana. 






….…… Respondent

CC – 1017 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant. 



Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO O O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

1.  
The respondent states that this case is identical to CC-1580/2008 which has been disposed of on 02.04.2008 by Hon’ble Sh. P.P.S Gill.  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: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Brij Mohan Sood, 

S/o Late Madan Lal, 

247, National Road, 

Dr. Sham Singh Road, 

Ghumhar Mandi, 

Ludhiana. 






……… Complainant 





          

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana. 






….…… Respondent


CC – 1022 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant or Respondent. 
1.  
None on behalf of the complainant or respondent is present.  This being the first hearing the complainant is given one more opportunity to progress his  case. 

2. 
To come up on 14.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
3.  
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, 

Flat No. 385, AOT Complex, 

Sector-48 A, Chandigarh. 




…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director, 

Deptt. of Social Security, Women & 
Child Development, Pb., 

SCO: 128-129, Sector-34, 

Chandigarh. 






….…… Respondent


CC – 3154 of 2008







ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Smt. Shakuntla Suptd-cum- APIO, Social Security Department, Pb. Chandigarh. 

1.  
 
The case relates to seeking a copy of enquiry report conducted by Mrs. Rakhi Gupta Bhandari, IAS on 30.10.2008.  Initial request was sent on 10.12.2008 and on not receiving a response the complainant filed a complainant with the Commission received in the O/o Commission on 26.12.2008. 

2.  
 
During the proceedings, today, it transpires, that the respondent’s vide letter no. 1946 dated 16.12.2008 had informed the complainant to seek information from Health Department.  
3.  

The complainant is not present he is given one more opportunity to progress the case. 

4. 
 
To come up on 14.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
5.  
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Amarjit Singh Lauhka, 

S/o Sh. Boor Singh, 

H. No. 2017/1, Sector-45 C, 

Chandigarh. 






…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Labour Commissioner, Pb., 

SCO: 47-48, Sector- 17 E, 

Chandigarh. 






….…… Respondent


CC – 3180 of 2008


  




 ORDER

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

Sh. Tajinder Singh, Suptd O/o Labour Commissioner, Pb., Chandigarh. 

1.  
  
The case relates to seeking information covering period 01.01.1963 till dated.  Initial request was sent on 06.11.2008 and it had three items. On not receiving a response the complainant filed a complainant with the Commission on 30.12.2008. 

2.  
 
During the proceedings, today, the respondent states that the respondent’s office had not received any request for information.  However, based on notice sent by the Commission, the complainant was requested vide letter No. 10092 dated 20.03.2009 to deposit the requisite fee.  The complainant states that information has been delayed for more than 30 days and he be supplied the information free of cost.  
3.  

In view of the foregoing, the complainant will justify the delivery of the said letter for information by 15.04.2009.

4. 
 
To come up on 14.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
5.  

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Harnek Singh, 

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh, 

Bye Pass Road, 

Near Saint Xavier School, 

Rampura, Distt. Bathinda. 




…… Complainant 





         
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sub Divisional Officer, 

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Bhagta Bhai Ke, Distt. Bathinda.   



….…… Respondent

CC – 3165 of 2008
                      



   ORDER

Present:
Sh. Harnek Singh, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent. 

1.  
The case relates to seeking information regarding installation of Electric Motor requested by the complainant on 29.03.1990.  Initial request was sent on 12.10.2008 and it had three items.  On not getting information the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission which was received in the O/o Commission on 30.12.2008.

2.  
During the proceedings,  today, the complainant states that so far he has been provided no information.  In view of the foregoing, the PIO/Respondent is directed to provide information as has been requisioned by the complainant vide his letter dated 12.10.2008 by 15.04.2009.  On the next date of hearing the PIO/Respondent will be personally present with a copy of information. 

3. 

To come up on 29.04.2009 at 11.00 AM in Room No. 10.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Chairman, PSEB for ensuring presence of PIO/ SDO,  Punjab State Electricity Board, Bhagta Bhai Ke, Distt. Bathinda.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, 

‘Kahlon Villa’ Opp. Tel. Exchange, 

VPO: Bhattian-Bet, 

Ludhiana. 







…… Appellant





          
     Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council,  

SAS Nagar (Mohali). 





.…… Respondent

AC – 373 of 2008

ORDER 


Present:
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Appellant in person. Complainant.

Sh. Ashok Pathori, PIO-cum- Accounts Officer, MC, Mohali. 

1. 

The case relates to seeking information regarding construction of PCA Stadium and Club located at Mohali.  Initial request was sent on 05.02.2008 and it had 11 items.  On getting a part of information vide respondent’s letter dated 05.03.2008, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 22.07.2008. 

2. 

During the proceedings, today, the respondent states that case had been transferred to GMADA vide letter No. 15 dated 20.03.2008 for supply of information related to GMADA especially pertaining to Item 1 to 9.  However, so far no response has been received from GMADA. 

3. 

In view of the foregoing, the PIO, GMADA deemed to be PIO as the case had been transferred under Section 6 (3), is directed to provide information to the appellant at the earliest but not later than 15.04.2009.  The appellant is free to go over the information supplied and submit his observations on the next date of hearing.   The PIO/Respondent and PIO, GMADA will be personally present with a copy of information supplied to the appellant. 

4. 

To come up on 12.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and PIO GMADA, Mohali.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. U.K.Sharda,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana (Pb.).




 
……  Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

Distt. Patiala,

C/o Deputy Commissioner,

D.C. Office, Patiala.






……  Respondent





  CC – 497 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Darshan Singh, Accountant on behalf of the Respondent. 

1.  
Vide my order dated 12.03.2009 I had issued directions with regard to prayers submitted vide Para 17 (a) (b) and (c) by the complainant’s letter on 20.11.2008. 

2.  
During the proceedings, today, the respondent neither confirms the implementation of the orders nor has he made any submission. 

3. 

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent/ PIO will make a written submission regarding confirmation of compliance of orders dated 12.03.2009 as at Para 6. 

4. 

To come up on 29.04.2009 at 11.00 AM in Room No. 10.

5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Department of Revenue,

Govt. of Punjab, Pb. Civil Sectt., 

Chandigarh.






…… Respondent





  CC – 1008 of 2008



      

 


                     ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. S.K Garg, APIO and Sh. Hans Raj, Deptt. of Revenue, FC Office, Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 05.03.2009, the Respondent had been  directed to provide information pertaining to Item No. 10.

2. 

During the proceedings, today, it transpires that information has been received vide Memo No. 2196 dated 18.03.2009.  The complainant confirms having received the requisite information vide his letter dated 27.03.2009.  He requests that punitive action under Section 20 (1) and 20 (2) be initiated on the respondent for the delay in providing information.  Accordingly, the PIO/Respondent will submit an affidavit by 15.04.2009 explaining reasons as to why action not be initiated on him for the delay in providing information. 

3.

Adjourned to 05.05.2009 at 2.00 PM.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 1005 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Tejinder Singh, Suptd, Pb. Agro, Sh. Faqir Chand, PCS Branch, Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Assistant, Coordination Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Suptd, Registrar Cooperative Secretary, Mansa, Sh. Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, Forest Deptt., Sh. Kamlesh Kumar, Suptd-cum- PIO, Irrigation Department, Sh. Jagdish Chand Singla, Suptd Irrigation Department, Sh. Manmohan Dass, Senior Assistant, Smt. Shakuntla, Suptd-cum- APIO, Social  Security Women & Child Development, 
Sh. Harmandeep Singh, APIO, Rural Development & Panchayats, Sh. Gurbachan Singh, Clerk, O/o DC, F.G Sahib, Sh. Bahadur Singh, Senior Assistant, B &R, Sh. Raj Kumar, Senior Assistant, Science & Technology Branch, Sh. Joginder Pal, Suptd, Pb. Pollution Control Board, Patiala. Sh. S.K Chopra, Assistant Information Officer, Pb. Bio Technology Incubator, Sh. Ravinder Singh, Pb. Energy Development Agency, Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Clerk, DC, Sh. Harish Raj Rai, APIO, PSCT, Sh. S.K Saxena, PIO, PSCT, Smt. Navinder Kaur, Suptd Grade-1, Registrar Co-operation. Pb.  
1.  
On the last date of hearing, on  19.02.2009, the respondent was directed that information pertaining to societies headed by officials of the State in their ex-officio or un- official role be compiled department wise and be provided to the Complainant.  Also Registrar of Societies was directed to provide a list of societies functioning at the State and District level wherein in the functionaries 
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-2-
of the government are holding various appointments.  This list was to be sent to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission by 28.02.2009.
 2. 

During the proceedings, today, the complainant through his letter dated 27.03.2009 has submitted “that Societies, Councils etc. cannot be formed except by or on the instructions of the Government of Punjab i.e. the Financial Commissioner, Principal Secretaries and Administrative Secretaries.  The information is, thus, very well in the office of the departmental headquarters and there is no reason that the information is sought from subordinate offices”. 
3. 
In view of the foregoing, the respondent is once again directed that information pertaining to societies headed by officials of the State in their ex-officio or un-official role be compiled department wise and be provided to the Complainant.  Registrar of Societies is once again directed to provide a list of societies functioning at the State and district level wherein in the functionaries of the government are holding various appointments.  This list will be sent to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission by 30.04.2009.  On the next date of hearing the PIO/Respondent and Registrar of Societies will be personally present alongwith the information provided to the complainant. 
4.                Adjourned to 14.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
5.  
Announced in the hearing. Copies be sent to both the parties and Registrar of Societies, Pb., Chandigarh. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kulwant Singh,

19-B, Poct A-11,

Kalkaji Extn.,

New Delhi.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Sub Divisional Officer (City),

Sub Division City,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur (Pb.)




…… Respondent

        CC – 1054 of 2008
ORDER

Present:         Sh. Kulwant Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Narinder Singh, Assistant Junior Engineer, O/o PSEB, Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur.

1. Vide my order date d 12.03.2009 a compensation of Rs. 3000/- 
(Rs. Three Thousand only) had been awarded to the complainant for the detriment suffered. 
2. During the proceedings, today, the respondent confirms vide letter 
No. 888 dated 01.04.2009 that the compensation has been paid to the complainant. The case is disposed of and closed.  

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Sidhu,

# 289, St. 11, W. # 5,

Mansa 151 505 (Pb.).                                         …… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary (RTI Cell),

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).                                                      …… Respondent

CC – 1686 of 2008
ORDER

Present:         None on behalf of the Complainant.

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

                                                                 ------

1.               On the last date of hearing on 26.02.2009 the respondent PIO was directed to submit an affidavit by 15.3.2009 explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be given to the complainant for the detriment being suffered.  Information as has been demanded was to be sent to him at the earliest with a copy to the Commission.   
2.                 During the proceedings today, the respondent states that information pertaining to Item 1 has been sent vide Memo No. 600 dated 01.04.2009 through speed post while the information pertaining to Item 5 will be provided within fifteen days.  The PIO has not submitted an affidavit as had been directed on 26.02.2009.  He is once again directed to submit an affidavit as had been directed on 26.02.2009 by 15.04.2009.
3.                    To come up on 05.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jiwan Parkash Sobti, 

Deputy Chief Engineer (Retd.),

Neelkanth Complex, BI-1176/1, 

2nd Floor, Satsang Road, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana – 141 001.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Secretary (RTI),

Punjab State Electricity Board, HO,

Patiala (Pb.).







…… Respondent





  CC – 2244 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jiwan Parkash Sobti, Complainant in person.

Sh. K.S Bhatia, Deputy Secretary, Services-1, Smt. Shashi Bala, Deputy Secretary-cum- PIO (RTI), Sh. Rajinder Singh, Information and Public Relations Officer-cum- APIO O/o PSEB, HO, Patiala. 

1.

On the last date of hearing on 26.02.2009, the Respondent/ PIO was directed to submit an affidavit by 10.03.2009 as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be given to the complainant for the detriment being suffered by him.  The complainant was free to submit any observations that he may have on the information being supplied. 

2. 

During the proceedings, today, it transpires that so far no information has been provided.  Further, the PIO Respondent has submitted an affidavit dated 19.03.2009.   He states that the information is likely to be available with Deputy Secretary, Personnel and Chief Accounts Officer (Pension) and both had been requested vide Memo No./125 dated 30.01.2009 to provide the requisite information  

3. 

In view of the foregoing, the PIO is directed to approach Deputy Secretary, Personnel and Chief Accounts Officer (Pension) once again to 
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-2-
obtain the requisite information.  On the next date of hearing both Deputy Secretary (Personnel) and Chief Accounts Officer (Pension) will be personally present with copies of the requisioned information available with them.

5. 
 
To come up on 05.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

6. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Chairman, PSEB, Patiala for perusal and information and for ensuring presence of Deputy Secretary, Personnel and CAO (Pension) on the next date of hearing. 
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Amarjit Jassal, 

S/o Sh. Shankar Dass, 

AEE/Civil, Hydel Designs, 

SCO-15, Sector- 7, 

PSEB, Chandigarh. 





……… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Secretary (RTI), 

O/o Chief IR, 

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Patiala. 






….…… Respondent





  CC – 3166 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 
Smt. Shashi Bala, Deputy Secretary-cum- PIO (RTI), Sh. Rajinder Singh, Information and Public Relations Officer-cum- APIO O/o PSEB, Patiala. 

1. 

The case relates to a service matter wherein initial request was sent on 12.09.2008 and it had three items.  On not getting a response the complainant filed a complaint received in the O/o Commission on 24.10.2008.   The complainant vide his letter dated 10.02.2009 has confirmed receipt of the information. The case is disposed of and closed. 
2. 

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Nirmal Singh Suptd-Retd.,

S/o S. Wattan Singh, 

H. No. 788/1, Mohall Tibba Sahib, 

Hoshiarpur.  






…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief, IR &W, 

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Patiala. 






….…… Respondent





  CC – 3176 of 2008






            ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 
Sh. Rajinder Singh, Information and Public Relations Officer-cum- APIO O/o PSEB, Patiala. 
1. 

The case relates to a service matte wherein the initial request was sent on 06.11.2008.  It had four ite ms and on not receiving a response the complainant filed a complainant with the Commission on 05.12.2008.   The respondent states that information has been sent to the complainant by registered post vide letter No. 139463/RTI dated 15.12.2008.  A telephonic message has been received from the complainant that he has received the information. 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: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Arshdeep Singh,

S/o  S.S.B.Singh,

# 3774, Opp. I.T.I,

Gill Road, Ludhiana – 141003.




…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent





  AC – 393 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Arshdeep Singh, Appellant in person.



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

1.

On the last date of hearing on 24.03.2009 it was directed that the respondent will provide information as sought by the appellant by 31.3.2009 with a  copy  to the Commission. The appellant was free to submit any observations that he may have on the information supplied. The respondent was to make written submission for the delay in providing information.

2.

During the proceedings today, the appellant states that the response has been provided to him on 01.04.2009.   The PIO/Respondent will submit an affidavit by 15.04.2009 explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him   for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be given to the appellant for the detriment suffered. 
3.

To come up on 05.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, 

S/o Sh. Munshi Ram Aggarwal, 

# 1525/1, Gali No. 33, 

Preet Nagar, New Shimla Puri, 

Ludhiana.






…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana- 141008. 





….…… Respondent




CC – 1043 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,  Complainant in person.

Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

 1. 

The case relates to seeking information regarding encroachments in Ludhiana.  Initial request containing five items was filed on 26.12.2007 and on not received a response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.03.2008.    

2. 

During the proceedings, today, it emerges that no information has been sent. The respondent is therefore, directed to:

(a) Provide response by 10.04.2009 to the complainant.  

(b) The PIO/Respondent will submit an affidavit explaining reasons for the delay in providing information and why penalty not be imposed on him under the provisions of Section 20 (1) and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant for the detriment suffered. 
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(c) On the next date of hearing the Respondent/ PIO  will be personally present alongwith requisite documents provided to the complainant. 

3. 
Adjourned to 29.04.2009 at 11.00 AM in Room No. 10.
4. 
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Arjan Singh, 

S/o Sh. Mehnga Singh, 

G.T. Road, 

Near Railway Mall Godown Gate, 

Ludhiana.






…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Mata Rani Chowk, 

Ludhiana 141008. 






….…… Respondent





  CC – 1041 of 2008

       

 ORDER

Present:
Sh. Arjan Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

 1. 

The case relates to seeking certain documents wherein the complainant filed four applications dated 06.09.2006,10.10.2007, 12.12.2007 and 05.03.2008 and on not getting any response the complainant filed a complainant with the Commission on 28.04.2008.   
2. 

During the proceedings, today, it emerges that other documents except certified copies of letter dated 18.08.2006 stand supplied.  The respondent is directed to provided the requisite documents by 10.04.2009. 
3. 

Adjourned to 05.05.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
4. 

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Charanjit Singh, 

R/o B-34/4844, 

Durga Puri, 

Haibowal Kalan, 

Ludhiana. 






…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana. 






….…… Respondent

CC – 1025 of 2008



        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Charanjit Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

 1. 

The case relates to seeking information of House Tax.  Initial request was sent on 29.10.2008 and on not receiving any response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission received in the O/o Commission on 21.05.2007.

2. 

During the proceedings, today, it emerges that a part of information  was sent vide letter No. 171 dated 31.03.2009.  The complainant submitted his observations vide his letter dated 01.04.2009.  A copy of the information is handed over to the complainant. The respondent is directed to:
(a) To provide response by 10.04.2009 on the observations submitted by the complainant.  

(b) The PIO/Respondent will submit an affidavit explaining reasons for the delay in providing information and why penalty not be imposed on him under the provisions of Section 20 (1) and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant. 

(c) On the next date of hearing the Respondent/ PIO will be personally present alongwith requisite documents provided to the complainant. 
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3. 
Adjourned to 29.04.2009 at 11.00 AM in Room No. 10.
4.  
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 02.04.2009




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






State Information Commissioner
