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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Santosh Kumari,

H. No. 2650, Ward No. 12,

Opp. Dussehra Ground,

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Headmistress,

Arya Kanya Vidyalaya,

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).



…… Respondent

  CC – 263 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

1.

On 08.09.2009, Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information was reserved. 

2.

The case relates to seeking information containing three items.  Initial request was sent on 25.11.2008 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 03.02.2009.

3. 

A part of information has been provided under the provisions of 
Section 7 (6) of the RTI Act.  The complainant submitted his observations on 08.06.2009 by registered post.  This letter was received by the respondent only on 16.07.2009 on the plea that the school was closed during the summer vacations.  No additional information was provided.  The PIO respondent subsequently, refused to accept a registered letter from the complainant which contained observations contrary to my orders dated 18.08.2009.

4.

Since a part of information has not bee n provided and there was a delay in providing information, as prescribed in Section 7 (1) of the RTI Act, the respondent PIO was directed to submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on her. 

5. 

The respondent submitted affidavit dated 13.08.2009.  In her affidavit she has submitted the reasons for the non-supply of information:- 

“ That in respect to Para-I  of the application, it is submitted that the Manager of the school Sh. Banarsi Dass Bhardwaj expired in early 2005 and the  
 






          Contd page..2.. 

 



-2-
President of the School Sh. Sohan Lal expired on 21.02.2008 and the record pertaining to their periods are not available and traceable in the school.  The present office bearers of the Management came into existence after the death of its President Late Sohan Lal. The complete information about temporary staff employed by the present management headed by Sh. Tara Chand Gupta, Advocate, during the year 2008 has already been supplied to the complainant”.

6.  

On being given an opportunity under Section 20 (1) proviso thereto of the RTI Act for a personal hearing before imposition of penalty, the respondent PIO had stated on 18.08.2009 that “She took over as PIO on 01.04.2009 and prior to that Smt. Kunti Gupta was the PIO.  Smt. Kunti Gupta has since retired”.  It was however, observed that she had no reasons to subscribe for the delay. 
7. 
 
  I have carefully examined the documents placed on record and I am of the view that the respondent  PIO has acted in totally autocratic manner taking no cognizance of the provisions of the RTI Act 2005.  In fact it is quite apparent that various provisions of the Act have not been implemented.  Her response has been totally inadequate.  Some of the major aspects which indicate that the PIO has been negligent are:- 
(a) Taking no cognizance of the application for information on the   grounds that IPO 76 E 381124 sent as fee was not found attached. 
(b) No response to the request for information since the fee had been deposited in the Treasury (for the second time) for the same information.  A copy of the Challan had been enclosed. 
(c) Non-availability of record on the grounds that records have not been handed over. 
(d) Refusal to accept a registered letter containing observations sent by the complainant on 24.08.2009. 
(e) Harassing the information seeker. 
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8. 
 
In view of the foregoing, I am of the view that the respondent has malafidely delayed dispatch of information and has denied a part of information. She has given me no specific reasons for the same.  I, therefore, direct that this case be placed before DPI(S) Punjab for taking necessary cognizance. I recommend to the 
DPI (S) Punjab to initiate action, as considered appropriate, against the PIO 
Smt. Harpreet Kaur as per service rules.  

9. 

It is pertinent to mention that this case had been referred to DPI(S) Punjab on 28.07.2009.

10 

With these observations the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Director Public Instructions (S) Punjab for necessary cognizance. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

District Commander (Retd.),

H. No. 201 – 204/100,

Block – J, B.R.S.Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

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


……. Respondent
Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice,

Pb. Civil  Secretariat, Chandigarh. 

 
 CC – 1340 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

1.  
On 25.08.2009, Order regarding provision of deficient information as had been demanded by the complainant was reserved. 

2.

The complainant has filed a number of applications on the subject of his premature retirement.  In this case, the complainant has submitted following application for information’s:- 

(a) Application No.1 dated 21.11.2007. Contains two items regarding premature retirement of the complainant. 

(b) Application No.2 dated 22.11.2007. Contains two items        regarding reversion of Sh. Paramjit Singh Kohli.

(c )  Application No.3 dated 22.11.2007.  Regarding copies of his ACR since 1980.

3.  
He has been supplied information pertaining to Application No.2 (Item (a) vide letter No. PH 6-2008/A-1/3325 dated 26.2.2008) and Application No.3.

4.  
The deficient information (Application No.1 and Item (b) of Application No.2) has been denied.  The respondent has stated the following as the main reasons for denial:-

(a) Intelligence Wing has been exempted from the provisions of the RTI Act by a notification of the State Government. 
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(b) The reports ADGP (Intelligence) and Commandant General to the Principal Secretary, Home Department, Government of Punjab based on which the complainant was retired are highly confidential. 

(c) Based on the documents demanded, DO letter No. 21/PA/DGP/PHG dated 7.2.06 was initiated by the DGP-cum-Commandant General.  A copy of this DO letter has been denied vide CC-241/2008 on 5.2.2009 by Hon’ble Sh. P.K Verma, SIC. 

(d) Information demanded at Item (b) Application No.2 is confidential and third party information and it serves no public interest.  Further the document requisioned is not held on record being old. 

5.  In response, the complainant has submitted through an undated letter that:- 

(a) Notings are a part of office file and it cannot be denied. 

(b) Third party information can be given after issuing notice under Section 11 of the RTI Act. 

(c) Home Guard is not a part of notification issued by Government of Punjab on 23.02.2006 pertaining to exemption accorded under provisions of Section 24.  In any case, information relating to corruption and human rights violations is to be provided. 

(d) There is no similarity between the documents demanded now and that demanded in AC-241/2008.

(e) In a complaint case CC-180/2009, the complainant had been provided third party information which had been earlier denied based on directions of the Commission. 

6.  
It has been brought out that an appeal filed by the complainant against order passed in AC-241/2008 on 5.02.2009 by Hon’ble Sh. P.K Verma, SIC as CWP No.6466/2009, in the Punjab & Haryana High Court has been admitted. 

7.  
I have carefully perused all documents placed on record and those of AC-241/2008. 
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8.  

I propose to deal with the case as per the applications filed by the complainant. 

(a) Application No.1 dated 21.11.2007.  Contains two items regarding premature retirement.  The demand pertains to information based on which DO letter 21/PA/DGP/PHG dated 7.2.2006 was initiated and copies of notings leading to initiation of the said DO letter.  Notings are the ‘mother’ documents from which the contents of the said DO letter are derived. 
In fact file notings in some ways are the record of the official decision making process.  It was concluded in case AC-241/2008 on 05.02.2009, that “ 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”.  The appeal filed by the complainant against this order has been admitted by Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court on 29.04.2009.  Since the matter is already sub-judice, it would be appropriate to await final orders in this case.  The case is thus adjourned sine-die.  Any one of the parties can request for reopening the case once the final orders of Punjab & Haryana High Court are received. 

(b) Application No.2 dated 22.11.2007. The respondent has submitted vide his letter No.1924 dated 02.09.2009 that the documents demanded at (b) are not held on record, being of 1987 vintage.  It is, therefore, directed that the respondent will submit  an affidavit  by 10.11.2009 stating non-availability of document on record.  A copy will be given to the complainant.  

8. 
     The case is thus adjourned sine die. 

9.  
      Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009



     
     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. 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 Headquarters, Pb.,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.





…….. Respondent 




AC – 240 of 2009





         ORDER

1.

On 15.09.2009, Order regarding provision of information as had been demanded by the appellant was reserved. 

2.

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.  Subsequently, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 24.02.2009.

3.

The respondent denied supply of information on the following grounds vide his letter No. 14480/E DSB-2(3) dated 18.08.2009. 

“(a) Intelligence wing has been exempted from the provisions of the RTI Act by Government of Punjab vide notification No. 2/27/05-
IAR 191 dated 23.02.2006.
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(b) By an earlier speaking Order dated 05.02.2009 passed by State Information Commission, Punjab in AC-241/2008 the request of the appellant had been denied”. 

 4.

The appellant submitted his response to the plea of denial submitted by the respondent highlighting the following:- 


“(a) The case of the appellant is not at all covered under Section 24 of the RTI   Act and notification dated 23.02.2006.

(b) Allegation of corruption and Human Right Violations shall not be excluded from the provisions of the Act. 

(c ) There is no relationship between documents demanded by him earlier in AC-241/2008”.

5. 
 
I have carefully perused all documents placed on record and those of AC-241/2008. 

6.  

The appellant has filed a number of applications on the subject of his premature retirement.  It was brought out that a writ petition filed by the complainant against order passed in AC-241/2008 on 5.02.2009 by Hon’ble Sh. P.K Verma, SIC as CWP No.6466/2009, in the Punjab & Haryana High Court has been admitted. 

7. 

I am of the view that copies of the documents demanded by the appellant are all inter-related to the intelligence report submitted by ADGP(Intelligence) Punjab sent vide DO letter No. 1033/PA/ADGP dated 14.12.2005.  All related documents in some ways are the inputs resulting in decision making. 

8. 

It was concluded in case AC-241/2008 on 05.02.2009, that “ 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”.  The writ petition filed by the complainant against this order has been admitted by Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court on 29.04.2009.  Since the matter is already sub-judice, it would be appropriate to await final orders in this case.
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9. 

The case is thus adjourned sine-die.  Any one of the parties can 
request for reopening the case once the final order of Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh. 
10. 

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





         
( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009.



         

Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Mohan Lal, S/o Sh. Hans Raj,

Vill. Sialba Majri, Tehsil. Kharar,

Distt. Mohali. 






 …… Appellant





          
      Vs


Public Information Officer.

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority, 

Regulatory Branch, SAS Nagar, Mohali. 

  

…… Respondent
AC - 468 of 2008

    ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Mohan Lal,   Appellant in person.

Sh. Jaspal Singh, Senior Assistant O/o PUDA, Mohali. 

1.

On the last date of hearing on 16.10.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide information pertaining to Item 6 by 25.10.2009 as held on record. 

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires, that information has been sent vide letter no. 209 dated 26.10.2009.  The response was discussed. 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: 29.10.2009.




     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 Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank, 

Lehra Gaga: 148031, 

Distt. Sangrur. 





…..…… Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur. 




………….. Respondent 

AC – 135 of 2009
       ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla, Appellant in person.
Sh. Gandhi Singh, Panchayat Secretary O/o BDPO, Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur. 
1.

On the last date of hearing on 16.10.2009 the respondent had been directed to provide requisite information pertaining to Items No. 1 and 5 by registered post free of cost.  
2. 

During the proceedings today, it transpires, that information has been sent on 27.10.2009 by registered post.  Since the appellant has not received the same so far, he is given an opportunity to pursue the information. 

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 04.11.2009 at 11.30 AM. 

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009.




     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:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant, Consolidation Br.. O/o FCR, Pb., Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

1.

On request of the complainant the case has been reopened since  the cheque sent to him as compensation has been dishonoured.  

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that he will contact the complainant and issue a  fresh cheque towards compensation awarded to him. The respondent present submits copies of letters issued by the department to the bank and in turn by the bank to the department confirming that drawers fresh signatures have been taken on record. 

3.

To come up on 17.11.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

4. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Lt. Col. S.S.Sohi,

S/o late Sh. Amar Singh Sohi,

# 54, Kewal Vihar,

Model Town

Jalandhar City – 144 003.





 …… Applicant





          

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The President-cum-Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Gymkhana Jalandhar,

Old Baradari, Model Town Road,

Jalandhar City – 144001.



  

…… Respondent
MR - 127 of 2008

    ORDER

Present: 
Lt. Col. S.S.Sohi, Applicant in person. 

Sh. K.B.S Chawla, Counsel for the Respondent, Sh. Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

Vide my orders dated 16.10.2009 the respondent was directed to provide requisite information to the applicant by 25.10.2009 with a copy to the Commission.  Exemption, if sought, were to be justified through a written submission by 25.10.2009.

2. 

During the proceedings, today, it transpires that the respondent through a written submission dated 23.10.2009 had requested that “ the Gymkhana  Jallundhur needs to take recourse to further legal remedies/ Civil Writ Petition before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, against the said Order dated 16.10.2009  of this Hon’ble Commission”. The complainant makes a written submission dated 26.10.2009,  a copy of this is provided to the respondent and to the representative from the office of Chief Secretary, Govt. of Punjab. 
3. 

The case is adjourned to 19.11.2009 at 2.00 PM 0.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. 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 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:  
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Sh. Manmohan Gupta, Senior Trust Engineer-cum-APIO O/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar. 
1.

Vide my order dated 16.10.2009 I had directed that for the detriment suffered, ends of justice will be met, if an amount of Rs.2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) was given to the complainant as compensation.  This amount was to be paid to him by 25.10.2009.

2.

During the proceedings, today, the respondent requests for an additional time of fifteen days to implement order regarding award of compensation. 

3. 

To come up for compliance of order on 17.11.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

4. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ranbir Singh Bhogal,

Joint Secretary Shiromani Akali Jatha,

(B) Dihati Patiala, Vill. Bhoglan,

P.O:Suhre, Tehsil. Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala.  


....……… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb.,

Vikas Bhawan, Near PUDA Bldg.,

Sector 62, Mohali.  


..…….…… Respondent



 
CC –2480 of 2009

         ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Sh. Harbilas Mithan, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Training Branch O/o Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Pb., Mohali.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 20.10.2009, the respondent was directed to submit an affidavit confirming non-availability of any other document as had been demanded, on record.  The affidavit was to be submitted by the PIO Respondent by 28.10.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent submitted an affidavit stating non-availability of any additional information through his letter 
No. 23/27/09/T-3/3598 dated 26.10.2009.  The complainant is not present for the proceedings.  The respondent is directed to send a copy of this affidavit to the complainant by registered post. The case is disposed of and closed. 
3. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


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

S/o Sh. Bant Singh,

R/o Vill. Bisanpura,

P.O. Gajewas, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samana.







…… Respondent





  CC – 1615 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Chajju Singh, Complainant in person along with Sh. Gurdarshan Singh.

Sh. Jasdbir Singh, BDPO Samana and Sh. Harkirat Singh, Panchayat Secretary.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 22.10.2009 the BDPO had been directed to provide deficient information and also submit an affidavit 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 complainant for the detriment suffered.  

2. 
During the proceedings today, requisite information has been provided to the complainant.  The respondent submits an affidavit dated 29.10.2009 and regrets the delay in providing information.  Since the information stands supplied, the case disposed of and closed. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


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

S/o Sh. Banta Singh, 

Vill. Basi, P.O: Manoli,

Distt. Mohali. 

  



…...…… Complainant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar.   


 



…………..Respondent 

 CC – 2812 of 2009
ORDER 

Present:   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

Sh. Baljit Singh, Superintendent O/o BDPO, Kharar. 

1. 

The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 04.08.2009 and on not getting a response the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 22.09.2009.  
2. 

During the proceedings, today, the respondent makes a  written submission vide letter No. 1753 dated 28.10.2009.  He states that the individual had been informed vide letter No. 1227 dated 25.08.2009 to deposit the fee for Rupees sixteen thousand for obtaining information.  He was again informed on 20.10.2009 to deposit the requisite fee.  The complainant has so far not submitted the fee for obtaining information. The respondent submits a photocopy of the dispatch registered and a copy of Form A wherein the applicant has not intimated the method of receiving information.  The complainant is free to deposit the requisite fee and collect the information. His appeal being without merit is disposed of and closed. 

3. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Col. Joginder Singh,

# 905, Phase-2,

Goindwal Sahib,

Distt. Tarn Taran- 143422.




……..…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The General Manager,

Punjab Financial Corporation,

SCO: 95-98, Sector-17, Bank Square, 

Chandigarh. 






…………..Respondent 




AC – 703 of 2009
 



       ORDER 

Present:   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

Sh. Prabhat Garg, District Manager, O/o Financial Corporation, Amritsar. 

1.  
The case relates to a revenue matter wherein the property of the appellant was taken over by PFC.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 16.03.2009.  The PIO provided response on 22.04.2009.  On not being satisfied the appellant filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 29.04.2009. On being directed to be personally present in the O/o First Appellate Authority on 01.06.2009, the appellant was not present.  He filed an appeal with the Commission on 07.09.2009.
2. 
During the proceedings, today, the respondent present states that the first appellate authority responded to the appeal of the appellant on 03.06.2009.  The complainant requested for reconsideration of the case through his letter dated 15.06.2009. 
3.  
The appellant is not present.  The respondent makes a written submission vide his letter No. PIO/ADO/09/305 dated 29.10.2009.  The respondent is directed to send a copy of this to the appellant by registered post.  One last opportunity is given to the appellant to progress his case. 
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4. 

To come up on 19.11.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
5.  

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Pinderjeet Kaur,

D/o Sh. Jarnail Singh,

Mohall Sudan, Sultanpur Lodhi,

144626 (Kapurthala). 
  



…...…… Complainant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary, 

Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board, 

SCO: 156-160, Sector-8 C, 

Chandigarh. 


 



…………..Respondent 

 


CC – 2719 of 2009
ORDER 

Present:   
Ms. Pinderjeet Kaur, complainant in person. 

Smt. Kaushalaya Devi, Superintendent, O/o Pb. Subordinate Services, Selection Board, Chandigarh. 

1.  
The case relates to seeking a copy of revised list of selected candidates.  Initial request was filed on 18.05.2009 and on not receiving a response the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 17.09.2009.

2.  
During the proceedings, today, the respondent present states that the list of the selected candidates is yet to be revised. A committee has been constituted however, no date has been fixed for completion of task. 
3.  
In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to send the list as and when it is finalised to the complainant.  IPO No. 55E 380133 for Rs.10/- sent by the complainant is returned to her.   The list will also be displayed on the website.  The case is thus disposed of and closed. 

4. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


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

S/o S. Gurdit Singh, 

Vill. Rupana, 

Tehsil & Distt. Muktsar. 
  



…...…… Complainant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Muktsar.  


 



…………..Respondent 

 


CC – 2807 of 2009
       ORDER 

Present:   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Smt. Paramjeet Kaur, BDPO, Muktsar. 

1.  
The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request containing five items was filed on 06.07.2009 and not receiving a response the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 15.09.2009.

2.  
During the proceedings, today, the respondent present states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide his letter No. 1504 dated 26.10.2009.  The respondent submits a copy of letter wherein the complainant has confirmed having received information. 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: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


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

S/o S. Gurdit Singh, 

Vill. Rupana, 

Tehsil & Distt. Muktsar. 
  



…...…… Complainant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Muktsar.  


 



…………..Respondent 

 CC – 2807 of 2009
      ORDER 

Present:   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Smt. Paramjeet Kaur, BDPO, Muktsar. 

1. 
The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request containing five items was filed on 06.07.2009 and not receiving a response the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 15.09.2009.

2.  
During the proceedings, today, the respondent present states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide his letter No. 1504 dated 26.10.2009.  The respondent submits a copy of letter wherein the complainant has confirmed having received information. 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: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


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

S/o Sh. Chand Singh, 

R/o Bhaini Bagha, 

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa. 
  



…...…… Complainant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mansa. 


 



…………..Respondent 

 


CC – 2806 of 2009
       ORDER 

Present:   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Sh. Harpreet Singh, Cashier and Sh. Vijay Kumar, Panchayat Secretary O/o BDPO, Mansa. 
1.  
The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request was filed on 22.05.2009 and not receiving a response the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 14.09.2009.

2.  
During the proceedings, today, the respondent submits copies of letters dated 04.08.2009 and 02.09.2009.  The respondent states that detailed information has been provided (especially regarding utilization of Rs.20,000/- allotted) through BDPO.  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: 29.10.2009




     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, 

Suptd. Director Institutional Finance Banking, Pb.,

Finance Department, 

SCO No; 53-55, 2nd Floor,

Sector- 17 D, Chandigarh. 
  



…...…… Complainant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Morinda.


 



…………..Respondent 

 CC – 2804 of 2009
        ORDER 

Present:   
None on behalf of the complainant or respondent. 

1. 
The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request containing five items was filed on 22.07.2009 and on not being satisfied the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 29.09.2009.

2.  
During the proceedings, today, it is discerned from the letters received from the complainant and the respondent that the information has been provided to the complainant.  Since the information stands supplied the case is disposed of and closed. 

3. 

  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

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

 


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

S/o Sh. Hardev Singh,

Member Atma Scheme,

Vill. Randhawa,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.  



…...…… Complainant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Khera, Fatehgarh Sahib. 
 



…………..Respondent 

 CC – 2801 of 2009

ORDER 

Present:   
Sh. Jit Singh, complainant in person. 

Smt. Parminder Kaur, BDPO, Khera, Fatehgarh Sahib. 
1.  
The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request was filed on 07.07.2009 and on not receiving a response the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 14.09.2009.

2.  
During the proceedings, today, the information is provided to the complainant free of cost under provisions of Section 7 (6) running into 16 pages.  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: 29.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

