
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER PUNJAB

   

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon

# 5/5051, Shakti Nagar (Khandwala)

Chehrata, Amritsar.




Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Gram Panchayat,

Chawinda Khurd

Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.



Respondent.





CC No. 549/2006






ORDER

Present: None is present on behalf of the Complainant and


     the Respondent.


     A Telephone message was received from Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon, complainant that he is waiting in Circuit House, Amritsar on 5-3-2007.  He requested on telephone that the case may be fixed for hearing on 9th April, 2007 at Amritsar.  Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar may direct the District Development & Pancyayat Officer, Amritsar to be present on 9-3-2007 in Circuit House, Amritsar for attending the proceedings of the case as the Sarpanch of village Chawinda Khurd has not been attending the proceedings on 7-11-2006, 4-12-2006, 23-1-2007 and 5-3-2007.  On the last date of hearing i.e. 23-1-2007 the P.I.O. was directed through Director, Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, Chandigarh to submit an affidavit explaining why the demand of the complainant for imposing penalty should be not accepted.  Now  District Development & Pancyayat Officer, Amritsar make it sure that the Sarpanch of village Chawinda Khurd is present in the Circuit House, Amritsar  on 9-3-2007 at 11.00 A.M.



Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties and Deputy Commissioner and Director Rural Development & Panchayat Officer, Amritsar.


Chandigarh



(Er. Surinder Singh )

5-3-2007



State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

   

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Jatinder Vig,Government Contractor,
# HM 126, Phase: 4, SAS Nagar, Mohali.

---Complainant.
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Punjab Irrigation Department,

Hydel Building, Sector:18, Chandigarh.


---Respondent.





CC No.512/2006





ORDER

Present:
Shri S.S.Vig, SDO(Retired) on behalf of the complainant.
Shri M.L. Garg, PIO –cum-Executive Engineer, Sagrao  Construction Division, SYL, Sector:22, Chandigarh and Shri N.S. Anand, SDO-cum- Assistant PIO on behalf of the Appellate Authority. S.E. Conctruction Circle-I, SYL, Irrigation Department-cum-Respondent.


Case AC-402 of 2006 was decided by Shri R.K. Gupta, State Information Commissioner on 4.9.2006. The respondent states that the complainant had filed many cases for seeking information from the Department through State Information Commission.  Respondent further  pleads that in all the cases the information demanded by the complainant is more or less the same. He wants that the cases be clubbed and the complainant be directed to have inspection of the record/documents in the office of the PIO on any working day. The complainant will supply the list of documents to the PIO within a week’s time i.e. by 12th March,2007 so that the respondent could arrange record for inspection from his office or from other offices if it is not available with his office and the dates for inspection of record/documents are fixed as 28th, 29th and 30th March,2007 and the respondent will supply information/documents according to his original application filed in the Commission. With the mutual consent of the Respondent and the Complainant all the cases are clubbed. The respondent will file an affidavit in respect of  any information ,which is not available in the record of the office.


Case is fixed for confirmation of compliance for 12.4.2007. 


Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh:




(Er. Surinder Singh)
Dated:5.3.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

   

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Hari Dutt,






---Complainant.

Director,

 OPBK Constructions Pvt. Ltd.,

G-6 & 7, Vikram Tower, 16 Rajindra Place,

New Delhi-110008.






Vs

Public Information Officer,



…….
Respondent

O/o Managing Director, 

Punjab Small Industries and Export Corporation Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.












CC No. 850/2006





ORDER

Present:
Shri Hari Dutt, complainant in person.

Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO and Shri H.S.; Matharoo, XEN, PSIEC on behalf of respondent.



The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant through letter No.2724 dated 2.3.2007. A copy is placed on record file and one copy  is also handed over to the complainant in my presence.

2.

The complainant states that he wants to study the information supplied by the respondent and requests  that some more time for this purpose may be allowed. 



3.

The complainant further states that in spite of repeated reminders,  information has been delayed and as per Section 20 of the  R.T.I. Ac t the PIO be held responsible and some penalty be imposed;  and he may be compensated for the determent suffered by him under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act,2005.
4.

The respondent states that the information has been delayed by the Chief Engineer Office of the PSIEC and in spite of the requests made by the PIO, no officer has been deputed to attend  the Court proceedings today. The Chief Engineer, PSIEC, PIO-cum-Respondent will file an affidavit  to explain as to  why penalty should not be imposed on him and compensation should not be given to the complainant for the delay caused in the supplying the information, on the next date of hearing.
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5.

Since the information has been delayed as per RTI Act to the complainant, the same needs to be supplied free of cost now;  and hence fee deposited by the complainant be returned to him.

6.

PIO-cum-Chief Engineer is hereby directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing.

7.

Case is fixed for confirmation of compliance for 19.3.2007.
8.               Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007.


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

   

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri G.S.Sodhi. 

# 839, Vikas Kunj, Vikas Puri,

New Delhi-18.






---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Engineer in Chief, West Zone, 

Punjab State Electricity Board,Bathinda.


---Respondent.





CC No.724/2006





ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.

Shri Baldev Singh, Superintendent  of the office of Chief Engineer, West Zone, PSEB, Bathinda on behalf of the PIO-cum-Respondent.


This case was last heard on 8.1.2007 and was fixed for today for confirmation of the  compliance of the orders. Complainant was not present on the last date of hearing also i.e. 8.1.2007.

2. 2.                The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant through letter No.1752 dated 30.1.2007 and a copy of the same is placed on record in  the Commission today.

3. 3.                 Undersigned feels that the complainant might be satisfied with the information supplied by the Department.  Therefore, the case is disposed of accordingly.

4. Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007.


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

   

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Gurbaksh Singh,

S/o Shri Darshan Singh, 

1-162, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.



---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Ludhiana Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana. 







---Respondent.





CC No.748/2006





ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant.


S. Amarjit Singh, PIO and S. Pritam Singh, APIO



Case was last heard on 30.1.2007 and on the request of the Law Officer present on behalf of the respondent, the case was adjourned and fixed for today i.e. 5.3.2007. Shri Amarjit Singh, PIO-cum-Assistant Trust Engineer submits the information to the Commission today. Since the complainant has not attended the Court today, PIO will send the information to the complainant through registered letter.
2.

Since the complainant could not attend  proceedings to-day, one more chance is given to him to confirm his satisfaction regarding the information supplied by the respondent.

3.                Case is fixed for 5.4.2007.

4.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh:



       (Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007.    

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

   

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sham Kumar Kohli,

# 85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.






---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer-um-

Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.






---Respondent.





CC No.756/2006





ORDER

Present:
Shri Sham Kumar Kohli, complainant in person.



Shri Amarjit Singh, PIO and Shri Pritam Singh, APIO


Case was last heard on 30.1.2007 and was adjourned to 5.3.2007 on the request of the complainant. The respondent states that the  information has been supplied  to the complainant through letter No.864 dated 29.1.2007 with a copy placed on record in  the Commission. The respondent further states that the information demanded is 30 years old and it is not possible for the Department to supply the full information
2.  2.
         I have gone through the files of the Department and it is directed that the office of PIO will bring the original Hand Receipt Book and Cash Book pertaining to the period as demanded by the complainant. 

3. 3                The complainant states that the orders were passed by the Chairman on 21.10.1975 for depositing one-fourth  cost of the plot amounting to Rs. 28575/- through cheque  instead of cash or demand draft. He further states that Shri Shiv Singh, the then Chairman had passed the orders on my application submitted to him. The complainant further states that the information supplied through letter dated 29.1.2007 is bogus and incomplete. He wants that the information be supplied to him as per his original demand.
4.

Case is fixed for 5.4.2007.
5.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007.


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Shiv Narain

S/o Shri Mahi Ram,

Resident of Khanpur, Tehsil:Fazilka,

District: Ferozepur.




---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Fazilka.






---Respondent.





CC No.715/2006





ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.


Shri Tejinder Pal Singh,Superintendent on behalf of PIO.



The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant through letter No. 1498 dated 19.2.2007 and the same has been received by the complainant on 23.2.2007. The respondent further states that the  connection to the complainant will be released as and when his turn matures.
2.

Since the complainant has not attended proceedings today , it is  felt that the complainant might be satisfied with the information supplied to him by the Department.

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of  accordingly.

4. 4.
Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007.


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sarwan Singh, 

Director Base Bank, Ward No.9,

Hoshiarpur.






---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Panchayat, Mahilpur,

District: Hoshiarpur.




 …….
Respondent.





CC No.761/2006





ORDER

Present:
Shri Paramjit Singh S/o Shri Sarwan Singh, Director Base Bank, Hoshiapur, complainant and Shri Ashish Chopra on behalf of Shri Paramjit Singh.


Shri Harinder Kumar Arora, Advocate on behalf of PIO, Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat, Mahilpur, District: Hoshiarpur.


         The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant through letter No.1443, dated 24.11.2006. The respondent  also submits an affidavit today in this regard. The complainant states that the information supplied in incomplete and not as per his original demand. The complainant states that the information demanded by him is of particular nature. The respondent states that the complete information will be supplied para-wise as per the demand of the complainant. The complainant further states that the information has been delayed intentionally by the Department and therefore he may compensated for the determent suffered by him. The PIO is hereby directed to charge the fee as per revised Notification dated 17.7.2006 i.e.  @ Rs. 2/- per copy and application fee of Rs.10/-. The PIO will refund the cost of the documents/information charged in excess. It is further directed that the PIO will supply the information in detail i.e. the grant received  and expenditure incurred on different works.
2,

Case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of the orders
 for 5.4.2007.


5. 3.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated: 5th March,2007.
     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. H.K. Tiwari
HJ – 116, H/B Colony,

B.R.S. Nagar, Ludhiana.




---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar, Punjab Agricultural

University, Ludhiana.




 …….
Respondent.





CC No.867/2006





ORDER

Present:
Dr. H.K. Tiwari, complainant in person.


Shri Narinder Singh, APIO 


         The respondent states that the information demanded by the complainant is covered under Section 8(1)(i) which reads as under:-

“Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act, there shall be no obligation to give any citizen---

(i) cabinet papers including records of deliberations of the Council of Ministers, Secretaries and other officers:

    

 Provided that the decisions of Council of Ministers, the reasons therefore, and the material on the basis of which the decisions were taken shall be made public after the decision has been taken, and the matter is complete, or over:

   

  Provided further that those matters which come under the exemptions specified in this section shall not be disclosed.”
2.

The respondent states that the item was submitted to the Board of Management in its 227th meeting  held on 11.12.2006 for
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 consideration and the Board of Management has deferred the item on the request of Dr. H.K. Tiwari on  5.12.2006. He further submits that the agenda item has been created by the University, and therefore it cannot be supplied to the complainant. 
3.

In view of the nature of agenda item and the Sections of the RTI Act narrated above, I do not see any harm in supplying the agenda item to the complainant, and therefore it is directed that the agenda item of the Board of management held on 11.12.2006 be supplied to the complainant.

4.

Case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders for 5.4.2007.
5.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5.3.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONPUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Balwant Singh Mastharoo,J.E.(Retd.) 

Guru Angad Dev Nagar,

P.O. 13, Basant Avenue, Near Nishan Sahib,

Dugri, Ludhiana.





---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman, Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Patiala.





 …….
Respondent.





CC No.870/2006





ORDER

Present:
Shri  Inderjit Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Kulwant Rai, Sr. Assistant on behalf of PIO.



The complainant has requested for adjournment. The respondent states that the complainant has been informed through letter No.130, dated 3.1.2007; No.13397 dated 8.11.2006; No.14401 dated 13.12.2006 and No. 1656 dated 5.2.2007 to submit proper performa  alongwith requisite fee. The respondent further states that information is ready with him and he will supply the  information as and  when the complainant deposits the requisite fee. The complainant submits the requisite fee alongwith the cost of the documents today  in my presence. Information running into 2 pages is supplied to the complainant there and then. The complainant will go through the information and will inform the Commission in writing whether the information is as per his original demand or not. 
2.

Case is fixed for 
 19.3.2007 for confirmation.


6. 3.
Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated: 5th March,2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Gulshan Rehal,

# 108, Sector 28-A,

Chandigarh..




      

---Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Special Secretary Irrigation,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, 

Sector:9,Chandigarh.




 …….
Respondent.





AC No.113/2006





ORDER

Present:
Shri  Gursham Rehal, Appellant in person.

None is present on behalf of Respondent.



This case was last heard on 8.1.2007and the Appellate Authority and P.I.O. attended the proceedings on behalf of Respondent. 
2.

 The appellant states before the Commission today that no information has been supplied to him. Directions were issued to PIO to supply  the  information to the appellant immediately. 
3.

Next hearing for final arguments and compliance of orders is fixed for 19.3.2007.
4.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Mohinder Singh,

Q.No.  T-1/99, Jugial Colony,

Shahpurkandi Township,

Tehsil Pathankot,District: Gurdaspur.
      

---Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Engineer, 

RSD, Irrigation Works Punjab,

Gurdaspur.






 …….
Respondent.





AC No.100/2006





ORDER
Present:
Shri  Mohinder Singh,Appellant  in person.

Shri Ashok Vardhan, J.E. and Shri Chander Kant, A.E. on behalf of Respondent.

         The appellant submits his reply to the information supplied by the PIO to him.  The respondent states the requisite  information has been sought from  the offices of Shri S.P.Kajal,XEN, RSDC O/o Chief Engineer and Shri Devinder Singh,XEN, Township Division, RSD, Shahpur Kandi Township, which is still awaited. The respondent states that reminders have been issued to the Executiv e Engineers to supply the information. The appellant requests that  Shri S.P.Kajal and Shri Devinder Singh, XENs be directed to attend  Court’s proceedings on the next date of hearting. They may also be directed to supply the information immediately.
2.

Principal Secretary Irrigation may direct the Chief Engineer, RSD to supply the information to the appellant immediately.  He should also ensure that PIO alongwith other XENs attend further proceedings of the Court on the next date of hearing.
3.

The appellant states that action may be taken  under Section 20 of RTI Act . He further states that penalty be imposed on PIO for not supplying the information in time and he may also be compensated for the determent suffered by him. 

4.         
  It is directed that PIO will  submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to explain as to why  penalty should  not be imposed on him and compensation should not be given to the appellant for not supplying the information to him.

5.

Next hearing is fixed for 12.4.2007.

                                                                                                                                  6.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties and also a copy to Principal Secretary Irrigation.
Chandigarh



       (Er. Surinder Singh )
Dated:5th March,2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONPUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagjiwan Kumar,

352/A, Aggar Nagar,

Ludhiana.
      





---Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Irrigation Department,

Hydel Building, Sector:18-A, 

Chandigarh.





 …….
Respondent.





AC No.154/2006





ORDER

Present:
Shri  Jagjiwan Kumar, Appellant in person.


None is present on behalf of Respondent.



Case was last heard on 30.1.2007 when the appellant was directed to visit the office of Registrar-cum-PIO on 20.2.2007 at 11.00 A.M. to obtain the requisite information. The appellant states that he visited the office of the Registrar-cum-PIO on 22.2.2007 under prior intimation to PIO.  He further states that no information has been supplied to him. He further submits that suitable action under the RTI Act be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information to him.
2.

One more chance is given to the PIO to supply the requisite information to the Appellant immediately. It is directed that PIO will attend further proceedings of the Court in person and he will submit an affidavit to explain as to why penalty should not be imposed on him under the RTI Act.
3.

Next hearing is fixed for 12.4.2007.

4.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties







Sd/-
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March, 2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Pankaj Garg,

17-A/31, Subhash Nagar,

Dhuri-148024.
      





---Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Irrigation Department,

Hydel Building, Sector:18-A, 

Chandigarh.





 …….
Respondent.





AC No.155/2006





ORDER

Present:
Shri  Pankaj Garg, Appellant in person.


None is present on behalf of Respondent.



Case was last heard on 30.1.2007 when the appellant was directed to visit the office of Registrar-cum-PIO on 20.2.2007 at 11.00 A.M. to obtain the requisite information. The appellant states that he visited the office of the Registrar-cum-PIO on 22.2.2007 under prior intimation to PIO.  He further states that no information has been supplied to him. He further submits that suitable action under the RTI Act be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information to him.

2.

One more chance is given to the PIO to supply the requisite information to the Appellant immediately. It is directed that PIO will attend further proceedings of the Court in person and he will submit an affidavit to explain as to why penalty should not be imposed on him under the RTI Act.

3.

Next hearing is fixed for 12.4.2007.

4.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties

Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bachittar Singh,

# 3, Kacha Threeke Road,

THREEKE, Distt. Ludhiana.




---Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

 Aggar Nagar Division(Special)

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ludhiana.







Respondent.





AC No.159/2006





ORDER

Present:
Shri  Amrit Pal Singh on behalf of Shri Bachittar Singh, Appellant.


Shri Amrik Singh , J.E., PSEB,  on behalf of PIO, Mr. Satish Kumar Gupta, XEN



It is strange to note that in spite of clear directions given by the Commission on  the last date of hearing i.e. 30.1.2007  that PIO will attend  the further proceedings of the Commission in person on 5.3.2007,  he is not present today. Taking a serious note of this, Principal Secretary Power may  take strict disciplinary action against Shri Satish Kumar Gupta,PIO-cum-XEN, D.S.Division Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana for not attending the proceedings of the Commission and for not supplying the information to the Appellant.
2.

The Respondent hands over the information to the Appellant today in the Court. The Appellant pleads that he will examine the information supplied and will respond on the next date of hearing.
3.

 It is directed that PIO will submit his explanation in the form of an Affidavit for not attending the proceedings  in person today, and for not supplying the information to the Appellant  within 2 weeks,  as per the directions given on the last hearing.  
4.

Next hearing is fixed for 12.4.2007.

5.                  Copies of the orders be sent to both the Parties and to the Principal Secretary, Power.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ashwani Kumar Kukkar,
Phase-I, Civil Lines,

Fazilka.






---Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary(School Education),
Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.





……Respondent.





AC No.95/2006





ORDER

Present:
None  is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Harbans Singh Sandhu, PIO, office of DPI Secondary, Shri Vishal Shingari, J.A. and Ms. Kulbir Kaur, Dealing Assistant.
         PIO states that the requisite  information has been supplied to the Appellant but no response has been received from the Appellant, which is still awaited. 

2.

As the Appellant  has not attended the proceedings of the Commission today, case is adjourned to 12.4.2007.

3.

Copies of the orders be sent to both the Parties.
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amarjit Singh Laukha,

# 2017/1, Sector:45-C,

Chandigarh.






---Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

State Transport of Punjab,

Chandigarh.





……Respondent.





CC No.741/2006





ORDER

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



Giving a last chance to the Appellant, hearing is fixed for 12.4.2007.

           Copies of the orders be sent to both the Parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER PUNJAB

S.CO. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gaurav Gupta,

S/o Shri R.L. Guptas,

640, Aggasr Nagar,Ludhiana.



---Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,  Director,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.







……Respondent.





CC No.846 & 869/2006





ORDER

Present:
Shri Amit Gupta on behalf of Shri Gaurav Gupta.

Shri V.K. Gupta, Deputy Chief Engineer, PIO and Shri H.R. Garg, Additional SE  on behalf of Respondent.



With the consent of the Complainant the Case No. CC-869/2006 is clubbed with the instant case i.e. CC-846/2006,  as the information demanded in both the cases is the same but has been demanded from two different authorities. The Respondent agrees to supply the requisite  information to the Complainant within a week’s time, after original letter dated 6.10.2006 of the Complainant is supplied to him.  The Complainant supplies a copy of the original application dated 6.10.2006  to the Respondent in my presence. 
2.

Case is  fixed for further proceedings for 5.4.2007.

3.
          Copies of the orders be sent to both the Parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated:5th March,2007


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB


S.CO. NO. 32-34 SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

Distt. General Secretary,

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

1521/1, Street No.33, Preet Nagar,

Ner Shimla Puri,

Ludhiana.







……Appellant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.






……Resopondent.





AC No. 120 of 2006





        ORDER


Present: Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant in person.

None is present on behalf of the          Respondent – PIO.



The case was last heard on 8-1-2007.

2.                 On  8-1-2007 directions were given to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure the presence of PIO in person for hearing.  Copy of the orders dated 8-1-2007 was sent to Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Principal Secretary to Local Govt. Punjab for directing the PIO to supply the information within a period of two weeks. 

3            The appellant has filed the application for demand of information on 7-8-2006 alongwith first application dated 21-7-2006
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addressed to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

4.        Joint Commissioner-cum- PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana sent the information to the appellant through letter No. 442/JC/RTI/D dated 20.11.2006 ( photo copy of the letter is placed on the file).  The appellant states that the information supplied through letter dated 20-11-2006 is incomplete and false.  He further pleads that specific information was asked about six points  through his application dated 7-8-2006.  The appellant pleads for penalty and compensation as the information has been delayed intentionally by the PIO – Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

5. In these circumstances, we call upon the PIO to submit an affidavit to show cause why he should not be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.  This affidavit be submitted within a period of three weeks.  At the same the information question must be delivered to the appellant within a period of three weeks.

6     To come up for further proceedings for consideration of action against the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.  The Respondent – PIO is directed to ensure that the information is delivered to the appellant in the three weeks.

7.          To come up for further hearing on 24-5-2007.

8.    Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.



(Er. Surinder Singh)
Dated: 5-3-2007

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB


S.CO. NO. 32-34 SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

Distt. General Secretary,

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

1521/1, Street No.33, Preet Nagar,

New Shimla Puri,

Ludhiana.







……Appellant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.






……Resopondent.





AC No. 119 of 2006





        ORDER


Present: Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant in person.

None is present on behalf of the          Respondent – PIO.



The appellant has filed the application for the demand of information on 1-8-2006 and 12-7-2006  The appellant has filed an appeal under Section 19(3) of RTI Act 2005 in the Commission on 23-10-2006.  The appellant states that he has filed the appeal before the appellate authority on 22-9-2006.  The first appellate authority has not decided the case and hence the appellant has filed the appeal in the Commission. Joint Commissioner-cum- PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana sent the information to the appellant through letter No. 643/JC/RTI/D dated 28.02.2007 ( photo copy of the letter is placed on the file ).  The appellant states that the information supplied through letter dated 28-2-2007 is incomplete and false.  He further pleads that specific information was asked about three number points  
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through his application dated 1-8-2006, delivered to the Municipal Corporation office by hand and got receipt on 7-8-2007.  The appellant pleads for penalty and compensation as the information has been delayed intentionally by the PIO – Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

2.
The appellant states that the PIO Municipal Corporation Ludhiana vide letter No. 643-JC/RTI/D dated 28-2-2007 informed him that for laying the sewerage in Gali No. 31,32, 33, 34 and main road of Preet Nagar, Ludiana, the Punjab Govt. or the Central Govt,. have not given any grant-in-aid to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  The appellant states that he is not satisfied with this information.  He wants that the information as per his original demand be supplied.

3. In these circumstances, we call upon the PIO to submit an affidavit to show cause why he should not be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.  Affidavit be submitted within a period of three weeks and at the same the information in question must be delivered to the appellant within a period of 3 weeks.

4. To come up for further proceedings for consideration of action against the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.  The Respondent – PIO is directed to ensure that the information is delivered to the appellant in the three weeks.

5.   To come up on 24-5-2007.


CONTD.
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6. Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.



(Er. Surinder Singh)
Dated: 5-3-2007

       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB


S.CO. NO. 32-34 SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

Distt. General Secretary,

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

1521/1, Street No.33, Preet Nagar,

New Shimla Puri,

Ludhiana.







……Appellant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.






……Resopondent.





AC No. 121 of 2006





        ORDER


Present: Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant in person.

None is present on behalf of the          Respondent – PIO.

    
         The appellant has filed the application for the demand of information on 1-8-2006 and 12-7-2006  The appellant has filed an appeal under Section 19 (3) of RTI Act 2005 in the Commission on 23-10-2006.  The appellant states that he has filed the appeal before the appellate authority on 22-9-2006.  The first appellant authority has not decided the case and hence the appellant has filed the appeal in the Commission.   He further pleads that specific information was asked  through his application dated 1-8-2006,  got received in the office of Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on     7-8-2006 by hand.  The appellant pleads for penalty and compensation as the information has been delayed intentionally by the PIO – Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
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3      In these circumstances, we call upon the PIO to submit an affidavit to show cause why he should not be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.  Affidavit be submitted within a period of three weeks and at the same, the information must be delivered to the appellant within a period of three weeks.

4.  To come up for further proceedings for consideration of action against the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.  The Respondent – PIO is directed to ensure that the information is delivered to the appellant in the three weeks.

5.      To come up on 24-5-2007.

6    Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Er. Surinder Singh






       State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh.


Dated:05-03-2007

