STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kartar Singh,

Mochi Bazar, Dr. Ambedkar Market,

Pani Wali Tanky, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.




Respondent

CC No.728/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Kartar Singh,  Complainant ,  in person.


None is present  on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

Shri H. S. Deol, District Revenue Officer visited the office of the Commission  on 3.10.2007 and requested that a fresh date be given because of his commitment in the office at Amritsar on 4.10. 2007  

2.

After the last date of hearing i.e. 11.9.2007 a letter No. R/T/I/296, dated 6.9.2007 from PIO-cum-District Revenue Officer, Amritsar was received on 13.9.2007 wherein the office of Deputy Commissioner Amritsar has brought out that there is no such Inquiry Report submitted by Assistant Commissioner Grievances.

3.

During today’s proceedings the Complainant brings out that he had 

been summoned by Shri Naranjan Singh , Chairman, Punjab Scheduled Caste Commission and was advised to bring all relevant documents justifying their claim. Also he states that the inquiry was held by the Assistant Commissioner 
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Amritsar and the Inquiry Report was submitted by him to the Government for further disposal.  The Complainant produces some letters written by Deputy Commissioner Amritsar to the Complainant and one letter from Member Secretary, Punjab State Commission for Scheduled Castes addressed to the Deputy Commissioner Amritsar, which shows that some inquiry has been conducted by the Deputy Commissioner Office.   Copies of these letters are taken on record. 

4.

In view of the foregoing, we direct the Complainant to hand over photo copies of two letters dated 17.1.2006 and 28.4.2006 and submit the aspects brought out by him during today’s proceedings to Shri H.S.Deol, District Revenue Officer at the earliest. District Revenue Officer Amritsar will be personally present on the next date of hearing with a copy of the Inquiry Report as has been brought out by the Complainant.

5.

To come up on 6.11.2007.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Satwinder Singh,

S/o Shri Kaka Singh,

Ward No. 12, H.No. 18, Kurali, District:  Mohali.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Revenue Officer, Ropar.




Respondent

CC No. 748/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Satwinder Singh, Complainant ,  in person.


Shri Yadav Rai Singh, Steno, office of Deputy Commissioner Ropar,   on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The Respondent submits a copy of the Inquiry Report conducted by Additional Deputy Commissioner, Ropar, which is taken on record and a copy is handed over to the Complainant.

3.

It is directed that the PIO will submit Action Taken Report by the Competent Authority on the Inquiry Report submitted by Additional Deputy Commissioner, Ropar. He will be personally present on the next date of hearing  alongwith  Action Taken Report and an affidavit to the effect that the requisite information is not available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.

4.

The Complainant produces a copy of the Nishandehi of the land which is handed over to the Respondent for taking further necessary action. It  is also directed that District Revenue Officer, Ropar will bring Latha of  Village Kurali and ensure the presence of concerned Patwari and Kanungo on the next date of hearing.

5.

To come up on 6.11.2007.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 













Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdish Ram Garg,

O/O Executive Engineer Projects,

Irrigation Department, 

SCO No. 162-163, Sector: 37-C, Chandigarh.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Planning-3,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.




Respondent

CC No.462/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri  Rajinder Singh, Law Officer,   on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

This case was last heard on 3.5.2007, 17.7.2007 and 28.8.2007. The Complainant did not appear on 3.5.2007 and 28.8.2007 but he appeared on 17.7.2007. The Respondent points out that there is a provision for revaluation of answer sheets by depositing prescribed fee of Rs. 50/- per paper within 30 days from the declaration of the result. He further states that the Complainant has not applied for revaluation of papers within stipulated period as per the Regulation/Circular No. 36/88 of PSEB,  Patiala. 

2.

Keeping in view the arguments put forth by the Respondent and continuous absence of the Complainant showing his disinterest in pursuing the case, we dispose of the case.



3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Pushpinder Singh,

# 339, Bhardwaj Market,

Sangeet Cinema Road,Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(EE), Ludhiana.




Respondent

CC No.736/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Ranjit Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent states that the information as per the original request of the Complainant has been delivered to him. He further states that the Complainant has demanded some additional information . On the last date of hearing we have already ordered that any request by the Appellant for additional information be treated as new application. Therefore, it is directed that the Complainant may be informed by the Respondent that for seeking additional information he should file fresh application in the prescribed form 'A' along with requisite fee.


2.

Therefore, the   case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-










Surinder Singh









State  Information Commissioner










Sd/-

Chandigarh






Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007




State Information Commissioner



Shri Pushpinder Singh, Complainant and Shri Jasmeet Singh on behalf of the Complainant arrive Commission's office at about 1.30 P.M. after the hearing of the case is over.  The Complainant submits that the information supplied is not complete and totally illegible. He further submits that he has not demanded any additional information. 



Accordingly we direct the Respondent to provide the Complainant with legible authenticated copies. The Complainant will visit the office of the Respondent PIO on any working day and obtain the same.










Sd/-










Surinder Singh









State  Information Commissioner










Sd/-

Chandigarh






Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri 
Bhupinder Singh Sekhon,

S/0 Shri Lachhman Singh,

# 7/A, B.R.S. Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Special Secretary Freedom Fighters
,

Political-III Branch, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector:9, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No. 813/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  Gian Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent and Shri Harjit Singh, Senior Assistant, Political-III Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant through Speed Post vide letter No. 12/72/206-8P3/701 dated 29.8.2007. Since the Complainant is absent today, it is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.



2.

Therefore the  case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.












Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri D.V.Kohli,

# 368, Sector: 38-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,


Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.1368/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri D.V.Kohli, Complainant ,  in person.


Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case pertains to information being sought regarding various documents pertaining to Accounts Branch of PSIEC. The Complainant filed a request for 4 Items of information on 4.7.2007. On getting no response from the Respondent he filed a complaint with the Commission on 1.8.2007.

2.

The Respondent had informed the Complainant that the information being sought was not available/traceable in the record of Accounts Wing of this Corporation. It is noticed that there is no date specified in the affidavit nor has it been authenticated by appropriate authority. Also we are dismayed to notice that an affidavit had been rendered only from a part of the Organisation of the Respondent i.e. Accounts Wing and not from PSIEC.

3.

During today's proceedings the Complainant makes a written 
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submission alongwith photo copy of an order dated 9.12.2005 bearing signatures of the Managing Director and General Manager( Personnel). He pleads that if the documents was available with the Respondent as late as 9.12.2005 then on what basis  the Respondent states that the documents is not traceable/available.  He also highlights that  the order dated 30.11.1981/14.12.1981 (Annexure P-12 to the Writ) was quashed with a liberty to the Corporation to decide the matter afresh after giving opportunity of hearing. He amplifies that a decision was taken ex-parte without giving him  an opportunity to explain his side of things as per the directions given by the Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. A copy of the written submission is handed over to the Respondent with the following directions:-

(a)
Information as sought by the Complainant will be provided to the Complainant by 25.10.2007 after locating the relevant documents.

(b)
If documents are not available then an affidavit duly signed by the Managing Director , PSIEC and 
duly authenticated will be submitted on the next date of hearing
 personally by the Managing Director.


4.

To come up on 6.11.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.













Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Baljit Kaur,

# 432, Sector: 56, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.744/2007

ORDER

Present:
Ms. Baljit Kaur,  Complainant ,  in person and Shri Shamsher Singh on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  Kulwant Singh, APIO-Superintendent and Sh. Rajinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that the complete information has not been supplied to her. The Respondent states that the information regarding Items No. 2-3 of her original letters dated 19.7.2006 and 25.7.2006, copies of which are handed over to the Respondent in our presence, will be submitted to the Complainant alongwith a copy of the noting sheets relating to the instant case within a period of two weeks but not later than 20.10.2007.

3.

The PIO will submit a fresh affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed for delay in the supply of information and as to why the compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by her by 20.10.2007. It is also directed that the PIO will be present in person on the next date of hearing. 

4.

To come up on 6.11.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.













Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P. K. Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,  Pathankot.



Appellant








Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Circle, Patiala.


Respondent

AC No.248/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri M.R.Singla, PIO-cum-XEN,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

The case relates to the provision of information regarding works undertaken by he Respondent during the period 1.1.1006 to 31.12.2006. The request was made on 30.3.2007 and information on 5 Items was sought. Specified performa was furnished for seeking information regarding Sr. No. 4 & 5 of the original request.  Getting no response from the Respondent,  the Appellant filed an appeal with the Appellate Authority on 5.5.2007. He has not been supplied any information so far. During today’s  proceedings the Respondent brings out that vide letter No. 3037 dated 8.5.2007 the Appellant was asked  to deposit the requisite fee for seeking information running into 33580 pages @ Rs. 10/-  per page and Rs. 50/-  as application fee.

2.

 During today’s proceedings the Appellant brings out that the fee being sought is contrary to the Rules framed  under RTI Act and subsequent instructions dated 17.7.2006.  More-over, he states that the information sought does  not run into number of pages as has been quoted by the Respondent. On the question regarding rationale for forwarding a copy of Annexure ‘A to the Appellate Authority on the day of filing request for information, the Appellant is unable to justify.
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3.

The Respondent explained the details  regarding number of pages but  it was apparent that the figure 33580 quoted by the Respondent seemed to be  an exaggerated  number. We therefore direct the Respondent to work out the exact number of pages containing requisite information and exact amount  of fee to be levied. This may be done at the earliest but not later than 20.10.2007 and intimated to the Appellant. The Appellant will deposit the fee by 1.11.2007 and then the information will be provided to the Appellant within a period of one month. 

4.

To come up on 22.11.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,
Personnel Division, R.S.Dam,
Shahpur Kandi, District:  Gurdaspur.




Respondent

AC No.201/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.


Shri I. S. Jarial, XEN-cum-PIO and Shri Ravinder Kumar, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The Appellant states that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,
Personnel Division, R.S.Dam,
Shahpur Kandi, District:  Gurdaspur.




Respondent

AC No.245/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.


Shri I. S. Jarial, XEN-cum-PIO and Shri Ravinder Kumar, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The Appellant states that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,
Personnel Division, R.S.Dam,
Shahpur Kandi, District:  Gurdaspur.




Respondent

AC No.246/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.


Shri I. S. Jarial, XEN-cum-PIO and Shri Ravinder Kumar, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The Appellant states that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








       Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,
Personnel Division, R.S.Dam,
Shahpur Kandi, District:  Gurdaspur.




Respondent

AC No.247/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.


Shri I. S. Jarial, XEN-cum-PIO and Shri Ravinder Kumar, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The Appellant states that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 

.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jaswinder Singh,

22, Flowerdale Colony,

Barewal Road, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

Water Supply and Sanitation,

RWS Division, Hoshiarpur.






Respondent
CC No.1106/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Jaswinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Amarjit Singh, SDO,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 28.8.2007 we had directed that the Complainant will go over the information supplied to him and submit his observations/comments to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission by 15.9.2007. We also directed the Respondent to submit an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him and compensation not be given to the Complainant for the delay in providing the information and the detriment suffered by him. PIO was directed to be present with the affidavit for hearing today.

3.

We are dismayed to notice that the PIO is not present. However, the Respondent brings out that the PIO has been injured. He submits two affidavits to the Commission which are taken on record. He also supplies information to the Complainant based on the observations made by him running
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 into 187 pages. We therefore direct the following:-

(a)
The Complainant will go over the information supplied to him now and submit his observations by 15.10.2007 to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission.  

(b)
The PIO will be personally present on the next date of hearing and will submit an affidavit showing cause as to why only a part of information was provided to the Complainant earlier  and now additional information is being provided. PIO will also explain as to why authenticated photo copies of information have not been supplied to the Complainant.

(c)
Once again the PIO will submit an affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing the information and as to why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him..

4.

To come up on 6.11.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Arun Kumar Malhotra,

MIG18, Urban Estates, Phase-1,

PHB Colony, Jalandhar.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Bist Doab Division, Jalandhar.





Respondent

CC No.1119/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Ashok Kumar, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

The case pertains to the information being sought relating to service book and attested copies of income tax returns from  1997 to 2005 of Shri Kharaiti Lal. The request was made by the Complainant on 24.5.2007 and on getting no response,  he filed a complaint with the Commission.  We have received a letter from the Complainant that he is unable to attend hearing today and will be available after 28th October,2007.

2.

The Respondent states that this information being sought by the Complainant is of third party and also personal information disclosure has no relevance with any public activity. It would also cause unwarranted invasion of privacy of the individual about whom the information is being sought. On the next date of hearing, the Complainant will come prepared to argue as to why the information being sought by him be provided to him contrary to the provisions of Section 8(7) of the RTI Act,2005.

3.

To come up on 6.11.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Dwarka Dass Bawa, President,

District Consumer Protection Council,

Vishawkarma Chowk, Gill Road, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer, PSEB,

Unit-II, Haibowal, Ludhiana.





Respondent

CC No. 1115 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Dwarka Dass Bawa, Complainant ,  in person.


None is present on  behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

The case was last heard on 28.8.2007 and the Respondent was not present. One more opportunity was given to the Respondent to provide the information to the Complainant. The Complainant states that a part of the information has been received i.e. M.E .Report.  Since the Respondent is not present today, the Chief Engineer, Punjab State Electricity Board, Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana is asked to direct the SDO Unit-II, Haibowal, Ludhiana to be present on the next date of hearing and submit an affidavit  as to why penalty not be imposed on him for not supplying the information to the Complainant  and for not attending the proceedings of the Commission.

2.

To come up on 6.11.2007.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Chief Engineer, Punjab State Electricity Board, Ferozepur Road,  Ludhiana. 









Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Bakshi Ram,

Ravi Cottage, # G-2/772,

Street No. 6, Mohalla Nanak Nagar,

Near New Sabzi Mandi,Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Chief Engineer,

 Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





Respondent
CC No.1186/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Bakshi Ram,  Complainant ,  in person.


Shri H.S.Jogi, Senior XEN and Mrs. Indu Kansal, Divisional Superintendent ,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent explains in detail the exact status of the bills pertaining  to the Complainant. He also states that clarification sought by him on various aspects has been received from the Competent Authority. He further states that the Complainant will accordingly be paid as per directions received from the Competent Authority. Accordingly, we direct the Respondent to send a detailed letter to the Complainant giving rationale of various aspects covered in the claim of the individual and the amount that is due to him at the earliest but not later than 15th of November, 2007. 

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Manjit Singh Nagi,

# 2207, Phase-2,

Urban Estate, Dugri Road, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Public Works Department, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.1167/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh Nagi, Complainant ,  in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard the Complainant. 

2.

Since the information stands provided to him, the case is disposed of. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 04.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

