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

Sh. Bodh Raj Sikka,

Special Power of Attorney,

R/o 57 – D. Tagore Nagar.

Street No. 3, Jalandhar – 144002.




…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Officer,

Jalandhar Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.







…… Respondent





  AC – 20 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Bodh Raj Sikka, Appellant in person.

Sh. Kewal Singh, PIO – cum – XEN and Sh. Mahinder Pal Jaggi, Steno to Executive Officer,  Jalandhar Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 28.5.2009, the respondent PIO had been directed to :-

(a)  Provide information as had been demanded by the appellant in his original request dated 22.10.2008, by 20.5.2009, with a copy of covering letter to the Commission.

(b)  The PIO respondent was to be personally present with a copy of information provided.

2.

During the proceedings today, the PIO is personally present.  He is unable to justify his absence from the proceedings held on 5.5.2009 and 28.5.2009.  He states that no such orders had been received by his office.  When asked to explain as to how he had sent his letter No. RTI/230/JIT/3301 dated 22.5.2009, to the Commission, which contained the stance of the respondent in the case, he is unable to do so.  The appellant simultaneously states that he has not received any information so far.  The respondent confirms non-availability of the file dealing with the case.
3.

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

(i)  The case be put up to the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, for taking necessary congnizance of the non-availability of the requisite file.  
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(ii)  The information as had been demanded by the appellant be supplied at the earliest but not later than 30.6.2009.

(iii)  In case the said file was not available and no further information is available, then an affidavit be submitted by the PIO confirming non-availability of the requisite file.  Efforts made to locate the file including apportioning the blame for the loss/misplacement will be brought.  If considered appropriate FIR be lodged for the loss.
(iv) Submit an affidavit giving reasons of his absence from the proceedings on 5.5.2009 and 28.5.2009, by 30.6.2009.

4.

To come up on 14.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and the Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Department of Local Govt., Chandigarh, for taking necessary cognizance of this case.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Mohan Lal,

S/o Sh. Hans Raj,

R/o Vill: Sialba,

Tehsil: Kharar, Distt. Mohali.




…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Sub Divisional Engineer (C-I),

Greater Mohali Area Dev. Authority,

PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.






…… Respondent


                         
  AC – 52 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Mohan Lal, Appellant in person.

Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate for the Respondent; Sh. Ravinder Kumar, APIO, Regulatory Br., GMADA and Sh. Jaspal Singh, Sr. Assistant, Regulatory Br., GMADA, Mohali.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.5.2009, it was observed that there were gaps in the information provided and the respondent was directed to fill the voids in the information by registered post by 30.5.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the appellant submitted his observations on the voids in the information vide his letters dated 21.5.2009 and 1.6.2009. The respondent provided response vide his letter No. 1060 dated 28.5.2009.
3. 

  A detailed analysis of information that has been provided so far and that had been requisitioned was carried out and the following major deficiencies emerged :-

(a)  Item No. 1: Information pertaining to the process adopted to take Smt. Baljit    Kaur Gill, Advocate, Kharar –Mohali, on the panel of PUDA  (How ?).
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(b) Item No. 3:
(i) Details of cases won, lost and those still pending  out of total number of 41 cases, handed over to Smt. Baljit Kaur Gill, in 2001. 
(ii)  Procedure adopted to withdraw 183 cases which were pending in various Courts based on orders issued on 9.12.1998; and

(c ) Item No. 4:  Exact statement of account of the amount paid to Smt. Baljit Kaur Gill, from the date of her being taken on the panel of PUDA till 5.6.2008.
4.

The respondent will provide response to the above mentioned items, by 10.7.2009, by registered post free of cost, to the appellant.

5.

To come up for compliance of order on 14.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

6.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Rajesh Kumar Arora,

Advocate, 316, Tagore Nagar,

Street No. 11/2,

Jalandhar – 144002.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.







…… Respondent





  CC – 99 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Bodh Raj Sikka, on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Kewal Singh, PIO – cum – XEN; Sh. R.L.Bhagat, Executive Officer and Sh. Mahinder Pal Jaggi, Steno to Executive Officer,  Jalandhar Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.

1. On the last date of hearing, on  28.5.2009, the respondent was directed that :- 

(a) Information as demanded by the Complainant be provided to him,  if not exempt under provisions of RTI Act by registered post free of cost, by 10.06.2009.

(b) Sh. R.L.Bhagat, Executive Officer, Jalandhar who had initiated letter No. 9695 dated 13.01.2009 will be personally present to justify the reasons for demand given by him for supply of information. 

(c) The PIO will also  be present. 

2.
Sh. R.L.Bhagat, E.O., Jalandhar Improvement trust, Jalandhar is present for the proceedings.  He was asked reasons for initiation of his letter No. 9695 dated 13.01.2009, after the PIO had issued letter No.RIT/176/JIT/95122 dated 9.1.2009 which contained a part of the information demanded by the complainant.  Insufficient explanation was offered.  He is, thus, given an opportunity to make a written submission for explaining reasons for demanding fee  as an appellant authority as mentioned in his letter No. 9695 dated 13.1.2009, by 30.6.2009. 
3. 
The complainant states that he has received no inputs thereafter.
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4.
Adjourned to 14.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Sh.S.K.Sharma, Director, Local Government, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh, for necessary congnizance..

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. M.P.Singh,

Ex. ADC (D), Gurdaspur,

Present Address:

H. No. 1282, Sector 15 – B,

Chandigarh.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb.,

Sector – 17, Chandigarh.





…… Respondent





  CC – 834 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Harmandeep Singh, Education & Panchayat Officer – cum –                                      


APIO O/o Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Pb., Sector 17, Chandigarh.

1.
The case relates to seeking copies of documents.  Initial request containing five items was sent on 16.2.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 26.3.2009.

2.
During the proceedings today, the respondent states that the complainant has collected information pertaining to Item Nos. 1 to 4 on 28.5.2009  and the information pertaining to Item 5 was sent vide letter No. 16796 dated 11.6.2009.  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: 23.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 


Sh. Darshan Singh father of Sh. M.P.Singh, Complainant, came to the Commission at 1510 hours.  The above mentioned order was read out to him.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Daljit Singh,

D.R.Modern Senior Secondary School,

G.T.Road, Chheharta,

Amritsar.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

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

Deptt. of Local Govt.,

Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 821 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Daljit Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant, L.G.I Br., Pb. Civil Sectt., O/o Director, Local Govt., Pb., Chandigarh.

1.
The case relates to seeking information regarding taxes imposed.  Initial request containing 14 items was sent on 7.6.2008 and on not getting a suitable response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 21.3.2009.

.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that there has been a protracted correspondence between the complainant and the respondent.  The respondent hands over consolidated information vide letter No. AC/825 dated 22.6.2009, a copy of which is taken on record.  Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Jagpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Dalip Singh,

Village: Ferozwal Mangal Singh,

Tehsil &Distt. Moga.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Moga.








…… Respondent





  CC – 828 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jagpal Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.
The case relates to seeking copies of village Panchayat documents.  Initial request was sent on 24.12.2008 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 16.3.2009.

2.
During the proceedings today, the complainant states that he has received no information so far.

3.
In view of the foregoing, the DDPO, Moga is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant by registered post free of cost, by 5.7.2009.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO respondent will be personally present.

4.
To come up on 14.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.
5.
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and the Deputy Commissioner, Moga, for taking necessary congnizance.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Surjit Singh,

C/o Dr. S.P.Singh,

Kothi No. 45, (Block – A),

Azad Nagar, Patiala.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Rural Dev.& Panchayats, Pb., Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 849 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Surjit Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.
The case relates to a revenue matter wherein the initial request was sent on 18.12.2008.  On not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 1.4.2009.

2.
During the proceedings today, the complainant, who is a senior citizen, states that he has not been provided with any information.  He seeks this information to file a case in the Court.  The respondent is not present.

3.
In view of the foregoing, the respondent PIO is directed to provide the requisite information as has been sought by the complainant on 18.12.2008 by registered post free of cost, by 5.7.2009, with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission.  The complainant is free to submit his observations on the information being supplied, by 15.7.2009.
4.
On the next date of hearing, the respondent will come prepared with the response to the observations, if any submitted by the complainant.  The respondent will make a written submission explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings today.  This will be submitted by 5.7.2009.

5.
To come up on 21.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Karam Singh,

S/o Sh. Rikhi Ram,

Vill. Vajidpur, P.O. Rajgarh,

Tehsil Nabha,Distt.Patiala.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Block Dev. &Panchayat Officer,

Nabha.







…… Respondent





  CC – 831 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Karam Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Jagjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary O/o BDPO, Nabha.

1.
The case relates to seeking information regarding grants given to the village.  Initial request was sent on 20.1.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 21.3.2009.

2.
During the proceedings today, the respondent present states that he has been directed by the BDPO, Nabha, to provide information on 1.6.2009.  The information is readily available.

3.
In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post free of cost, by 5.7.2009 with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission.

4.
To come up for compliance of order on 14.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





           ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




          Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Mangat Singh,

Vill. & P.O. Mota Majri,

Tehsil & Distt.Mohali.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Block Dev. &Panchayat Officer,

Kharar.







…… Respondent





  CC – 804 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Ishar Singh brother of Sh. Sukhwinder Singh.
Sh. Sadhu Singh,BDO, Kharar and Sh. Ravinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, O/o BDO,Kharar.

1.
The case relates to a revenue matter having five items.  Initial request was sent on 27.1.2009 and on not receiving the response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 26.3.2009.

2.
During the proceedings today, the complainant states that he has received information and is satisfied.  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: 23.06.2009.




          Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Jagdish Chander Leekha, 

114, Deshbandhu Apartments, 

Kalkaji, New Delhi- 110019




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






V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority, 

Kothi No. 185, 

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, 

Jalandhar. 






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






CC-2939 of 2008






    ORDER 

Present: 
Sh. Jagdish Chander Leekha, Complainant in person. 



Sh. Gurminder Singh Arshi, Counsel for the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.5.2009, the respondent had requested for additional time of one month to provide response. 
2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent explains the problem being faced in locating the record for the period from 1969 – 1971.  The respondent requests for additional time of one month to provide response to the observations submitted by the complainant.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to submit his response by 25.7.2009.

3.

To come up on 28.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

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

Chandigarh





           ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




          Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Smt. Nirmal Kaur,

Wife of late Sh. Sarmukh Singh Parmar,

278, Urban Estate, Phase – II,

Jalandhar.







…… Appellant





          
       Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab Urban Dev. Authority,

Jalandhar.







…… Respondent

     AC – 69 of 2009

                        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rajesh Arora, Counsel for the Complainant and Sh. Harinder Pal Singh son of  Smt. Nirmal Kaur, Complainant.

  

Sh. Gurminder Singh Arshi, Counsel for the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.5.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide a written response to the appellant by 31.5.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that information pertaining to Items 2,3,4 and 5 has been submitted in his letter No. 2722 dated 24.4.2009.

3.

Order regarding provision of further information to the complainant, is reserved.
4.
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





           ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




          Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Ranbir Inder Singh Mansahia,

Advocate, Chamber No. 46.

Distt. Courts, Mansa.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mansa.







…… Respondent





  CC – 810 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Rajinder Singh Batra, DDPO, Mansa.

1.
The case relates to seeking copies of certain documents.  Initial request was sent on 27.2.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 16.3.2009.

2.
During the proceedings today, the respondent present states that the file dealing with this case, is missing and therefore the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa has ordered an inquiry.  He makes a written submission vide letter No.2566/DDPO dated 22.6.2009 which is taken on record.  The respondent is directed to inform the complainant accordingly.  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: 23.06.2009.




          Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Ramesh Chander Behal,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand Behal,

R/o 53/43 (FF), Front Side,

Ramjas Road, Karol Bagh,

New Delhi – 110 005.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Rupnagar (Pb.).






…… Respondent





  CC – 817 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Ramesh Chander Behal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Clerk O/o Municipal Council, Rupnagar.

1.
The case relates to ownership of Plot No. 911, Ooncha Khera, Ropar.  Initial request was sent on 13.1.2009 and on not being satisfied with the response sent by the respondent on 3.2.2009, the complainant filed an appeal with the first Appellate Authority on 24.2.2009 and subsequently filed a complaint with the Commission on 17.3.2009.

2.


During the proceedings today, the respondent is unable to justify the response sent vide his letter No. 292 dated 3.2.2009.

3.
In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to provide information as has been sought by the complainant, by 5.7.2009, by registered post free of cost, with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission.

4.
To come up for compliance of order on 14.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





              ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Maj. (Retd.) Hardip Singh,

Guleh Palace, V&PO: Sarhali Kalan,

Tehsil &Distt. Tarn Taran – 143410.



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Distt. Development &Panchayat Officer,

Tarn Taran.







…… Respondent





  CC – 823 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh.Ranbir Singh, PIO – cum – DDPO, Tarn Taran.
Sh. Milkha Singh, BDPO,ChohlaSahib and Sh.Sewak Singh, Panchayat Officer, Chohla Sahib.

1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to removal of encroachment.  Initial request was sent on 23.1.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.3.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the complainant vide his letter dated16.6.2009, has expressed his inability to attend the proceedings.  The respondent makes a written submission wherein the complainant has confirmed having received the requisite information on 22.6.2009.  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: 23.06.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Ranjit Singh, 

S/o Sh. Mehnga Singh, 

Ward No.10, Near Water Supply Office, 

Gahoon Road, Balachaur, 

Distt. Nawanshehar,

PIN- 144521.

 





…… Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board, 

SCO No: 156-160, 

Sector-8 C, Chandigarh. 





.…… Respondent
           CC –01 of 2009




      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Ranjit Singh, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Tejpal Singh, Senior Assistant, Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.5.2009, the respondent had been directed either to provide documents as demanded by the complainant, by 10.6.2009 with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission or to submit an affidavit to the Commission confirming non-availability of documents as demanded by the complainant and the action initiated to locate the same.  A copy of the affidavit was also to be sent to the complainant.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent PIO submits an affidavit, stating non-availability of requisite documents.  A copy of the same is handed over to the complainant in my presence.  The case is disposed of and closed.

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

Chandigarh





              ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. S.P.Khariwal,

Chairman, Consumer Movement,

H. No. 1074, St. No. 3, Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur.






..…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Block Khuian Sarwar, Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur.
 





…….. Respondent 





   AC – 155 of 2009

                     
 


ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant or the Respondent.

Sh. Jagir Singh, BDPO, Khuian Server and Sh. Kishan Lal, JE, O/o BDPO, Khuian Server.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding grants sanctioned to various Sports Clubs during the period from November, 2006 to November, 2008.  Initial request was sent on 1.12.2008 and on not getting a response, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 24.2.2009.  The appellant has informed vide his letter dated 13.6.2009 that he will not attend the proceedings.  The respondent states that information was sent to the appellant vide registered letters dated 19.5.2009 and 22.5.2009 but these have been returned to the sender since the appellant refused to receive the same.  He submits photo copies of the envelopes with endorsement by the postal authorities. The appeal of the appellant is, therefore, dismissed.
2.
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





              ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Ravinder Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Sunder Lal,

R/o N K-412, Mohalla Jatpura,

Distt. Jalandhar. 





…..…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar. 






………….. Respondent 

             AC – 94 of 2009




       

                    ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar on behalf of Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Appellant.



Sh. Vikas Dua, Draftsman, O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 23.4.2009, with the mutual consent, the appellant was given an opportunity to inspect and collect the certified copies of documents that he had demanded.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the appellant visited the office of the respondent at 1000 hours on 28.4.2009 and was given copies of the documents as they existed on record.  The respondent hands over photo copies of the receipts received from the appellant.  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: 23.06.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Smt. Harbans Kaur,

275 A, Adarsh Nagar, 

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.



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






V/s

Public Information Officer, 

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

Sector – 17, Chandigarh.




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






CC- 148 of 2009






       ORDER 

Present: 
Sh. Rabinder Iqbal Singh husband of Smt. Harbans Kaur, Complainant.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.5.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide response to the initial request of the complainant by registered post free of cost, by 5.6.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, the PIO respondent is, once again, not present.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is again directed to provide response to the initial request of the complainant by registered post free of cost, by 5.7.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

4.

On the next date of hearing, the respondent PIO will be personally present with a copy of the information.  He will make a written submission explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings.
5.

To come up on 14.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and the DPI (SE), Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh, for taking cognizance of the continued absence of the PIO.

Chandigarh





              ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

S. Rabinder Iqbal Singh,

275 A, Adarsh Nagar, 

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.



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






V/s

Public Information Officer, 

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

Sector – 17, Chandigarh.




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






CC- 144 of 2009






       ORDER 

Present: 
Sh. Rabinder Iqbal Singh, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.5.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide response to the initial request of the complainant by registered post free of cost, by 5.6.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, the PIO respondent is, once again, not present.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is again directed to provide response to the initial request of the complainant by registered post free of cost, by 5.7.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

4.

On the next date of hearing, the respondent PIO will be personally present with a copy of the information.  He will make a written submission explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings.
5.

To come up on 14.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and the DPI (SE), Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh, for taking cognizance of the continued absence of the PIO.

Chandigarh





              ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Sardpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Ghakna Singh,

Vill: Hakamwala,

P.O. Boha, Tehsil: Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa.






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






V/s

Public Information Officer, 

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

Sector – 17, Chandigarh.




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






CC- 342 of 2009






       ORDER 

Present: 
Sh. Sardpal Singh, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.5.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide information  to the complainant by registered post free of cost, by 31.5.2009 and the PIO/APIO was to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant.

2.

During the proceedings today, the PIO respondent is, once again, not present.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is again directed to provide response to the initial request of the complainant by registered post free of cost, by 5.7.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

4.

On the next date of hearing, the respondent PIO will be personally present with a copy of the information.  He will make a written submission explaining reasons of his absence on 19.5.2009 and 23.6.2009.
5.

To come up on 14.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and the DPI (SE), Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh, for taking cognizance of the continued absence of the PIO.

Chandigarh





              ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.06.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Subhash Kataria,

C/o Delhi Jewellers,

SCO No. 60-62, Sector 17 – C,

Chandigarh.






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






V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Urban Development Authority,

Sector – 62,

Mohali.         






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






CC- 147 of 2009






      ORDER 

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Gurbax Singh, Assistant Estate Officer – cum- APIO, GMADA, Mohali; Smt. Satinderjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant O/o Assistant Estate Officer, GMADA, Mohali.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.5.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide information as had been demanded by the complainant, by 31.5.2009, by registered post free of cost, with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that the complainant had been requested vide letters No. 6357 dated 4.3.2009, No. 18584 dated 29.5.2009 and again vide letter No. 21157 dated 18.6.2009, to clarify details of the specific information that has been sought.  The complainant has not replied to any of these letters.  He is also not present for the proceedings today.

3.

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: 23.06.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






           State Information Commissioner
