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

 


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

‘Kalhlon Villa’ Opp. Tel. Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian – Bet,

Ludhiana -141008.





…..…… Appellant 





          Vs

(i)  Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o  Council for Citrus & Agri Juicing in Pb.,

SCO: 358-359, Sector-34 A,

Chandigarh. 
(ii) First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Council for Citrus & Agri-Juicing in Pb.,

SCO: 358-359, Sector-34 A, 
Chandigarh. 






…..…… Respondents

AC - 933 of 2009

                  

           ORDER
Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, PIO – cum – AGM Organic Council of Punjab, Chandigarh, Sh. Vijay Kumar Sharma, Assistant Manager – cum – APIO, Organic Council of Punjab, Chandigarh and Sh. A.S.Dhillon, Manager – cum – APIO, Organic Council of Punjab, Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to seeking information with respect to Jallowal Nursery Council, Hoshiarpur.  Initial request containing four items was filed on 15.7.2009.  The appellant filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 25.8.2009 and on not getting a response, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 18.11.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the respondent had sought fee amounting to Rs. 3000/- for providing information vide his letter No. 3767 dated 17.9.2009 as the information as per the respondent was expected to be over 1500 pages.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to make a written submission explaining reasons of denial of information/requisitioning of fee by 31.12.2009.  A copy be sent to the Complainant for submission of his comments by 10.01.2010.
4.

Adjourned to 19.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.
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5.

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

Chandigarh


 


      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Er. P.S. Virdi, Chairman,

Co-ordination Committee Against P.Gs.

Residential Area, Mohali,

# 2249, Phase-X, Mohali. 





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, 

Mohali. 







.…… Respondent





  AC – 174 of 2009

 




ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Balwinder Singh, Counsel for the Respondent; Sh. H.S.Sodhi, SE – cum – PIO, GMADA, Mohali; Sh. Surinder Mahajan, Assistant Estate Officer – cum – APIO, GMADA, Mohali and Sh. Nalin Mahajan, SO, Accounts, O/o GMADA, Mohali.

1.

The case came up for compliance of order issued on 18.11.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent submits a copy of the Challan confirming that the amount of penalty amounting to Rs. 10,000/- has been deposited in the Treasury on 9.12.2009.

3.

A representation dated 03.12.2009 from the PIO Respondent has been received which is taken on record.  Since there is no provision of any review/re-consideration/recall of any order in the RTI Act, 2005, the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh Sikry,

367, New Jawahar Nagar,

Jalandhar.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Local Government Department, Pb.,

Juneja Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh. 






…… Respondent

 



    CC – 2577 of 2009







ORDER

Present:
Sh. Bakhshish Singh on behalf of Sh. Mohinder Singh Sikry, Complainant.

Sh. Shinder Singh, Superintendent, General Branch, O/o Director of Local Govt., Pb. and Sh. Bhajan Singh, Superintendent – cum – PIO, Establishment Br., O/o Director, Local Govt., Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 08.12.2009, the respondent PIO had been directed to submit an affidavit stating non-availability of any additional information available on record as had been directed on 10.11.2009.  He had also been directed to submit an affidavit explaining reasons for the delay in providing information and non-compliance of orders of the Commission issued on 10.11.2009 and 25.11.2009.  He was also to explain reasons as to why penalty under Section 20(1) not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why disciplinary proceedings not be recommended under provisions of Section 20(2) against him for non-compliance of orders of the Commission and why  compensation not be awarded to the complainant for the detriment being suffered.  These affidavits were to be submitted by 20.12.2009.  PIO Respondent was to be personally present.
2.

 During the proceedings today, it is observed that the PIO is not present. The Complainant present states that he has received no additional information.
3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent Smt. Kavita Mohan Singh Chauhan, PIO – cum – Additional Secretary, Local Govt., Pb., Chandigarh, is directed to implement orders issued on 8.12.2009.  She is given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She may taken note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal 
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hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte.
4.

To come up on 31.12.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties, 
Sh. C. Roul, IAS, Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Local Government, Pb. Mini Secretariat, Sector – 9, Chandigarh for ensuring the presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing and Smt. Kavita Mohan Singh Chauhan, IAS, Additional Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Local Govt., Room No. 308, 3rd Floor, Pb. Mini Secretariat, Sector – 9, Chandigarh, for taking cognizance of this case. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


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

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

Ward No. 8, Faryad Street,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




…… Respondent





  AC – 589 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

1.

On 17.11.2009, Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation for the detriment suffered by the appellant in obtaining information was reserved.

2.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to property in Ward No.8.  Initial request was made on 08.10.2007 and on not being satisfied with the response provided by the Respondent vide letter No.289 dated 25.06.2008, the Appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 20.11.2008.

3.

The requisite information has been provided piece-meal vide letter No.533 dated 27.08.2007, No. 289 dated 25.06.2008, MCA_09/25 dated 16.07.2009, MCA-09/62 dated 22.09.2009 and MCA-09/71 dated 05.10.2009.

4. 

 The information was completely provided after a period of 24 months.  Since there was a delay, the respondent Public Authority as no PIO had been appointed was directed to submit an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be awarded to the appellant. 

5. 

Accordingly, the Respondent submitted an affidavit dated 10.11.2009.  A copy was provided to the appellant who submitted his comments on 25.11.2009.

6.  

The respondent Sh. Surjit Singh, Executive Engineer, Nagar Council Amloh states that:-
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(a) He took over the present appointment on 12.10.2009.

(b) Information pertained to the period 1985.  The record was held in the office of Judicial Magistrate, Senior Division, Amloh.  Information could be provided only after it was obtained from the said office.  A number of letters were sent with the request for the requisite documents. There were some cases pending in the office of Judicial Magistrate, Amloh. 

(c ) The previous PIO had been posted out without relief and he has no authority to appoint a PIO. 

7. 

In response, the appellant has mainly stated that a part of information has not been provided on the pretext that it was not held on record.  The stance of the respondent has been vacillating resulting in a delay. 

8. 

I have carefully examined documents placed on record.  I am of the view that information as held on record stands provided.  For non-availability of a part of information on record the respondent has submitted an affidavit, a copy of which has been provided to the appellant. 

9. 

The respondent has been providing information from time to time as was being made available.  It is apparent there was a judicial process in progress simultaneously. 

10. 

In view of the foregoing, this is not a fit case for imposing any penalty or for awarding any compensation to the appellant. 

11. 

The case is disposed of and closed. 

12. 

Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     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 – 141 001.






…… Complainant





          
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Organic Council of Punjab,

SCO No. 358 -359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





…… Respondent

                   CC – 1832 of 2009

      

ORDER
Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, PIO – cum – AGM Organic Council of Punjab, Chandigarh, Sh. Vijay Kumar Sharma, Assistant Manager – cum – APIO, Organic Council of Punjab, Chandigarh and Sh. A.S.Dhillon, Manager – cum – APIO, Organic Council of Punjab, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 17.11.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide detailed information as had been demanded by the complainant by 5.12.2009.  The complainant was to submit his observations by 15.12.2009.
2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the respondent provided information through his letters dated 7.12.2009 and 10.12.2009 (which contained a CD).  In response, the complainant submitted his observations through his letter dated 15.12.2009.  The respondent states that he has received observations on 18.12.2009 and requests for an additional period of three weeks to provide the requisite deficient information.  The observations as brought out in the complainant’s letter were discussed.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to provide deficient information and response to the observations submitted by the complainant by 11.01.2010 with a copy to the Commission.  The information will be sent by registered post free of cost.

4.

Adjourned to 19.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     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 – 141 001.






…… Complainant





          
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Viticulture Council of Punjab,

SCO No. 358 -359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





…… Respondent

                   CC – 1833 of 2009

      

ORDER
Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, PIO – cum – AGM Organic Council of Punjab, Chandigarh, Sh. Vijay Kumar Sharma, Assistant Manager – cum – APIO, Organic Council of Punjab, Chandigarh and Sh. A.S.Dhillon, Manager – cum – APIO, Organic Council of Punjab, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 17.11.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide detailed information as had been demanded by the complainant by 5.12.2009.  The complainant was to submit his observations by 15.12.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the respondent provided information through his letters dated 5.12.2009 and 7.12.2009 (which contained a CD).  In response, the complainant submitted his observations through his letter dated 15.12.2009.  The respondent states that he has received observations on 18.12.2009 and requests for an additional period of three weeks to provide the requisite deficient information.  The observations as brought out in the complainant’s letter were discussed.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to provide deficient information and response to the observations submitted by the complainant by 11.01.2010 with a copy to the Commission.  The information will be sent by registered post free of cost.

4.

Adjourned to 19.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Tara Chand,

Nagar Councilor,

S/o Sh.Sarban Ram

Raja Basti, Ward No. 1,

Goniana Mandi, Distt. Bathinda.




…… Complainant





          Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  The Director,

Local Govt. Department, Pb.,

Juneja Building, Sector – 17,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent




  CC – 3247 of 2009
& CC – 3250 of2009


             

 


                          ORDER

Present:
Sh. Tara Chand, Complainant in person.

Sh. Shinder Singh, Superintendent, General Branch, O/o Director of Local Govt., Pb.; Sh. Bhajan Singh, Superintendent – cum – PIO, Establishment Br., O/o Director, Local Govt., Pb., Chandigarh and Sh. Mohinder Kumar Bhatti, Senior Assistant, LG – III Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 08.12.2009, the Respondent PIO had been directed :-

(a)  To provide the requisite information to the complainant at the earliest but not later than 15.12.2009.

(b) The PIO respondent was to make a written submission explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings held on 26.11.2009 and 8.12.2009.

(c) 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, by 20.12.2009.

2.

With the mutual consent, this case is now clubbed with CC – 3250 of 2009 since the subject matter is the same and the response is required both from the Directorate of Local Govt., Punjab and office of the Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb., Department of Local Govt., Chandigarh.
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3.

During the proceedings today, the respondent provides a copy of Memo. No. 3401 dated 17.12.2009.  The complainant confirms having received the same.  The respondent states that the case will be progressed based on the directions of the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Local Government, as has been brought out in the said letter.  He assures that the complainant will be informed shortly of the progress/directions of the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, in this case.

4.

To come up for compliance of order on 31.12.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Smt. Surjit Kaur,

W/o Sh. Partap Singh,

Vill. Dulchi Majra, P.O. Boor Majra,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Roopnagar.





.……… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Roopnagar.                                                                           ….…… Respondent




CC –3341 of 2009

                                                       ORDER

Present:   
Smt. Surjit Kaur, Complainant in person alongwith her brother 
Sh. Tarlochan Singh.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 3.12.2009, the BDPO, Roopnagar, had been directed to provide the requisite information as had been demanded by the complainant vide her original request at the earliest but not later than 15.12.2009.  The BDPO, Roopnagar was to be personally present along with a copy of the information required by the complainant.

2.

The BDPO, Respondent is not present.  He is once again directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant at the earliest but not later than 30.12.2009.  On the next date of hearing, the respondent PIO will be personally present along with a copy of the information sent to the complainant.

3.

To come up on 31.12.2009 at 2.00 PM. wherein the BDPO, Roopnagar, will be personally present.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar, for ensuring the presence of BDPO, Roopnagar, on the next date of hearing. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. M.S.Rathi,

Sukhdev Niwas, Gali No. 4,

Madhuban Colony,

Canal Road – Barani,

Distt. Baghpat ( U.P.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab State Seeds Corporation,

SCO No. 835 – 836, Sector – 22 A,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC - 3358 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. R.K.Saxena, Superintendent – cum – APIO O/o Punjab Seeds Corporation, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 3.12.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide authenticated copies of the documents demanded by the complainant by registered post free of cost by 16.12.2009 with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the requisite information has been sent vide Respondent’s letter No. 3451 dated 16/17.12.2009 by registered post.  An opportunity is given to the complainant to submit his observations, if any, to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission.

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 31.12.2009 at 2.00 PM wherein the PIO (General Manager – cum – PIO) will be personally present.
4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Kesar Singh,

Present Sarpanch,

S/o S. Bhajan Singh, R/o Vill. Fatehgarh Niwan,

Tehsil Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Amloh.







…… Respondent





  CC - 3496 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Kesar Singh, Complainant along with his son Sh. Jaspal Singh.



Sh. Hari Chand, Panchayat Secretary, O/o BDPO, Amloh.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request for information was filed on 8.10.2009.  The respondent demanded fee from the complainant which was deposited in the Treasury on 7.11.2009.  The complainant deposited the fee and informed through his letter dated 12.11.2009.  The complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 10.11.2009 since he had not received the requisite information.
2.

During the proceedings today, the complainant states that information provided has not been authenticated and there is deficiency of 12 pages.  Accordingly, the information was authenticated in my presence and handed over to the complainant.  Also with the mutual consent, the respondent agrees to provide the deficient information (running into 12 pages) by 23.12.2009 to the complainant.  

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: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Pawanjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill. Raipur Rayian,

Tehsil Khamano, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Khamano.







…… Respondent





  CC - 3497 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Pawanjit Singh, Complainant in person.



Smt. Rajinder Kaur, Superintendent O/o BDPO, Khamano.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request was filed on 18.9.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 17.11.2009.
2.

During the proceedings today, the information is provided to the complainant.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Deepak Khosla,

Ramgarhia Gurdwara Road,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab Kesri Group,

A Hind Samachar Group of

Publications, Civil Lines,

Jalandhar – 144 001.





…… Respondent





  CC - 3554 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Deepak Khosla, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding a news item published in a newspaper.  Initial request was sent on 4.11.2009 and on receiving a response from the respondent that the respondent was not covered under the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 10.11.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the contents of 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005, were explained to the complainant.  The Complainant agrees that the respondent is not covered under the RTI Act, the case is disposed of and closed.
3.

IPOs No. 374054 and 374055 amounting to Rs. 20/- sent by the complainant are returned to him.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ram Kumar,

H.No. HM 219,

Phase-2, SAS Nagar,

Mohali. 






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council,

Sector-68, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali. 






…… Respondent





CC – 3561 of 2009


        ORDER
Present: 
Sh. H.P.Sharma on behalf of Sh. Ram Kumar, Complainant. 

Sh. Ashok Patharia, Accountant-cum-PIO O/o Municipal Council, SAS Nagar, Mohali. 

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 30.11.2009, the Respondent/PIO had been directed to submit an affidavit explaining reasons for the delay in providing information and  showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information by 07.12.2009.  He was also given an opportunity to make a verbal submission.  He was given an opportunity under Section 20 (1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He was to take note that in case he did not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it was to be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the PIO Respondent submitted an affidavit dated 4.12.2009.  A copy is provided to the Complainant.
3.

Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information is reserved.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’ Opp. Tel. Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian – Bet,

Ludhiana -141008.





…..…… Complainant 





          

Vs

Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o The Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana. 






…..…… Respondent

           CC – 2997 of 2009

                   ORDER
Present:
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant in person.
Dr. Pradeep Sharma, APIO – cum – Medical Officer (Dental), Civil Hospital, Ludhiana.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 14.12.2009, the respondent was directed to provide the requisite information as directed on 7.12.2009 and response to the complainant’s letter dated 13.12.2009, by 20.12.2009.   

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the information as had been directed on 7.12.2009, has been sent through  registered letter No. 3843 dated 18.12.2009.  A copy of the same is taken on record. 
3. 

The respondent states that he will provide response to the information sought vide letter of the complainant dated 13.12.2009, by 23.12.2009.

4.

Order regarding provision of information as demanded vide Complainant’s letter dated 13.12.2009 is reserved.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

District Commander (Retd.),

H. No. 201 – 204/100, Block – J,

B.R.S.  Nagar, Ludhiana.




…..…… Appellant 





          

Vs

(i)  Public Information Officer, Development, 

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

Department of Home Affairs & Justice, 

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

(ii)  First Appellate Authority,

O/o  The Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb.,
Department of Home Affairs & Justice,
Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.



…..…… Respondents
           AC – 938 of 2009

                   ORDER
Present:
Sh. D.S.Grewal, Appellant in person.

Sh. Chaman Lal, Superintendent, Home I Br. and Sh. Amar Chand, Senior Assistant, Home – I Br., Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to a service matter.  Initial request was sent on 19.1.2009.  The appellant approached the First Appellate Authority on 11.4.2009 and the Commission on 5.9.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent states that the information has been sent vide letter No. 4198 dated 21.12.2009.  Since the appellant has not received the same, a copy of that letter has been provided to him in my presence.  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: 22.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

