              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Navjeet Singh

s/o Sh. Karam Singh,

VPO Manochahal Kalan

Tehsil Tarn Taran, Distt. Amritsar.









..Complainant.






V/s

Public Information Officer,

Director/Planning-III,

PSEB, The Mall,Patiala









..Respondent.

CC No. 522 of 2006



None is present on behalf of the Complainant and Respondent.

ORDER:


The Complaint  dated 8th  Sept. 2006 by Shri Navjeet Singh was received in the Commission office on 13-9-2006.  The Complainant says that he made a request to the Director/Planning-III, PSEB, Patiala to supply him information under the RTI Act 2005.



P.I.O., Respondent Director/Planning-III, PSEB, Patiala has delivered the information and sent it through registered letter vide his office Memo. No. 13101/AP-356/20 dated 30-10-2006 to his address.



The Complainant not being present, it suggests that he is satisfied with the information delivered to him.  The Complainant is free to attend the proceedings on 4-12-2006 if he is not satisfied with the information delivered to him by the P.I.O. – Director/Planning-III, PSEB, Patiala.
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To come up for further proceedings/confirmation on 4-12-2006.



Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh.




(Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated 07-11-2006



  State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohan Lal s/o

Late Sh. Gulzari Lal

Village Bhinder Khurd,

P.O.Bhinder Kalan,

Tehsil & distt. Moga.









…..Complainant.

Versus
Public Information Officer,

Child Development & Project Officer,

Chuga Basti, Dharamkot & Others.









…Respondents.

CC No. 459 of 2006


       Present Shri Mohan Lal, Complainant in person and Shri Hirdayjit Singh Deol, Distt. Revenue Officer, Moga on behalf of P.I.O. – Respondent.



A complaint dated 02-09-2006 received in the Commission Office on 11-09-2006 from Shri Mohal Lal.  The Complainant in his complaint has asked the Deputy Commissioner, Moga to conduct an enquiry for the illegal appointment which was done in the Anganwari Centre in the village Bhinder Khurd, P.O. Bhinder Kalan by the Child Development & Project Officer, Dharamkot and the comments of Deputy Commissioner, Moga on the enquiry report conducted by the SDM, Moga.



The   Respondent  –  Distt.   Revenue  Officer,   Moga submitted that  the original application of the complainant dated 4-7-2005 is not available in the office.  On the other hand the Complainant visited the 
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Deputy Commissioner, Moga office on 13-12-2005 and submitted his application alongwith requisite fee.



The Complainant will visit office of  D.R.O., Moga on 8th Nov. 2006 at 11.00 A.M. alongwith original complaint and requisite fee and the required information will be delivered to him by the Respondent.



To come up on 4-12-2006 for compliance.  Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.





    ( Er. Surinder Singh )

Dated 7-11-2006

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER





STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ganesh Parshad Aggarwal

Partner of Firm

M/s Jagdish Prashad Aggarwal & Sons

R/o # 729, sunder Bagh Colony,

Gurdaspur.









…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Panchayat Samiti Punjab,

SCO No. 112-113, Sec-17C,

Chandigarh.









…Respondent.

CC No. 540 of 2006



Present: None is present on behalf of the Complainant and P.I.O. Respondent.

ORDER:

         A complaint received in the Commission office on 26-6-2006.  The Complainant in the complaint has demanded information from the Director, Panchayat Samiti, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The certified copy of Zila Prishad, Gurdaspur sale, lease and other alienation property and places, Rules 1954 amended in the year 1984 and other certified copies etc. etc.



The Department of Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb. has delivered the requisite information  to  the  complainant vide probable
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 Memo. No. 9/63/05/BAC2/5298 dated 17-10-2006 with a copy to the Commission.  It suggests that the Complainant is satisfied with the information delivered to him.  As none is present on behalf of the Complainant and the Respondent, are given one more chance.



The case is fixed for further hearing on 4-12-2006.  Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



     
(Er.Surinder Singhn)

Dated: 07-11-2006

  
     State Information Commissioner
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ganesh Parshad Aggarwal

Partner of Firm

M/s Jagdish Prashad Aggarwal & Sons

R/o # 729, sunder Bagh Colony,

Gurdaspur.









…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division,

PWD B&R Branch,

Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Pathankot, Distt.Gurdaspur.









…Respondent.

CC No. 539 of 2006



Present: Nine is present on behalf of the Complainant and Shri Harjot   Singh,  SDE/Provisional  Sub  Division ,  Gurdaspur   on   behalf 

of the P.I.O., Respondent.

ORDER:


A complaint dated 25-9-2006 received in the Commission office on 26-9-2006.  The Complainant has asked the information from the Executive Engineer/Construction Division, PWD B&R Branch, near Kali 

Mata Mandir, Pathankot for the certified copies of the information in  connection with the application under Section 4 & 5 of Public Premises
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Eviction & Unauthorized Occupants Act, 1971.



The Respondent submits that the information stands delivered to the Complainant on 20th October, 2006.



It suggests that the Complainant is satisfied with the information delivered to him by the Respondent

                    The case is disposed of accordingly.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh
  


      (Er.Surinder Singh )

Dated 07-11-2006


    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Babu Ram,

H.No. 341, Ram Nagar Basti,

Near Railway Station, Sangrur.










…Complainant.






V/s
Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Sangrur.










..Respondent.

CC No. 450 of 2006



Present: None is present on behalf of the Complainant and Sri Jiwan Bansal, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Sangrur present on behalf of P.I.O. Respondent.

ORDER:     



A Complaint dated 4-9-2007 by Shri Sukhpal Singh was received in the Commission office on 8-9-2006.  The Complainant states that the Executive Officer/Improvement Trust, Sangrur, with malafide and in connivance with the subsequent transferee is refusing to provide any information to the Complainant under the Right to Information Act.  The Respondent – Executive Officer, Sangrur has informed the Commission vide his letter No. 1343 dated 15-9-2006 with a copy to Complainant that if the Complainant wants any information then he should submit the requisite fees 
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@ Rs. 100/- per page as per Resolution No. 140 dated 14-6-2006 passed by the Impovement Trust, Sangrur.  Complainant objects to the rates approved by the Improvement Trust,Sangrur and ready to pay the fees as per Govt. Notification dated 17-7-2006.


      
The Respondent vide his letter No. 1326 dated 12-9-2006 written to the Complainant that the plot was transferred in the name of Smt. Sushma Rani vide of Shri Manoj Kumar r/o Sangrur as per the written consent to the complainant.  The Respondent further submitted that the information demand will be delivered to him if he deposits the requisite fee as per the revised Notification No. 2/47/97/-1/IAR/554 dated 17-7-2006 by the Punjab govt.  Respondent states that the Improvement Trust has agreed to charge the fee as approved by the Punjab Govt.                          Notification dated 17-7-2006.



The  Complainant if wants the information he should inspect the o/o P.I.O. Executive Officer/Improvement Trust,Sangrur.



To come up for further proceedings on 4-12-2006.



Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh
  


      (Er.Surinder Singh )

Dated 07-11-2006


    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Om Parkash Aggarwal,

M/s Jiwa Ram Om Parkash,

Main Bazari, Kharar,

Distt.Ropar.









…..Complainant.

V/s
Public Information Officeer,

O/o D.P.I. (Secondary Education)

Punjab, Chandigarh.









…Respondent.

CC No. 515 of 2006


Present Shri Om Parkash Aggarwal, Complainant in person and Shri Sandeep Tiwari, Sectional Officer and Mrs. Rakesh, Junior Assistant o/o D.E.O. (Secondary Education) on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER:


A complaint dated 18-9-2006 was received in the Commission office on 20-9-2006.  The Complainant has demand the copy of 16 Members Committee last approved by the D.P.I.,, Pb., alongwith other record of Arya Kanya Vidayala, Kharar.



The Respondent submitted that the information demanded by the Complainant has been delivered by the D.P.I. (Secondary Education), Punjab, Chandigarh on 22-9-2006.  The Complainant is not satisfide with the information delivered to him as it has not been authenticated by the concerned officer and other record relating to the Arya Kanya Vidayala, Kharar.
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The Respondent submitted that due to bifurcation and formation of new district SAS Nagar Mohali all the record relating to the Kharar Tehsil including the school referred in the complaint has been transferred to the D.E.O. (Secondary Education), Mohali.  He further requested that P.I.O., D.E.O. Mohali be directed to delvier the requisite information to the Complainant.



As per the original complaint filed by Shri Om Parkash his P.I.O., D.P.I.(Secondary Education) Pb. Chandigarh the P.I.O. o/o D.P.I. (Secondary Education), Punjab, Chandigarh will supply the requisite information to the Complainant by 30-11-2006.



To come up for confirmation on 4-12-2006.



Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties i.e. Complainant and D.P.I. (Secondary Education ) Pb. Chandigarh.

Chandigarh
  


      (Er.Surinder Singh )

Dated 07-11-2006


    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ravinder Kumar Singal,

R/o Jiwan Ashram,

Thali Mohalla,

Ferozepur City






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Punjab Irrigation Deptt.

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







..Respondent.

CC No. 538 of 2006

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the Complainant and Shri Sunil Bhatia, PCS, Administrative Officer, Irrigation Deptt. Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of Public Information Officer – Respondent.



A complaint dated 23rd Sept. 2006 from Shri Raviner Kumar Sehgal was received in the Commission office on 25-9-2006.



The Complainant in his application dated 23-9-2006 has requested the Principal Secretary/Irrigation Punjab, Chandigarh to forward his two different applications dated 4-9-2006 and 12-9-2006 to its P.I.O. under rule-6(3) of RTI Act 2005.



The Respondent has specifically desired to deliver the information of his whole service record provided the complainant visits his office and inspect the record, he wants to be supplied.



The Complainant is hereby directed to visit the office of the 
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Respondent P.I.O. – Registrar, Irrigation Deptt. Punjab, Sector-18, Chandigarh on 5th December, 2006 at 10.00 A.M. sharp.  I appreciate that the department is ready to deliver the requisite information demanded by the Complainant.  So one more change is given to him and if fails to do so the case will be disposed of ex-parte.



To come up for confirmation of compliance on 11-12-2006.  Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh
  


      (Er.Surinder Singh )

Dated 07-11-2006


    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon,

H.NO. 5/5001, Shakti Nagar (Khandwala)

Chehrata, Amritsar.










..Complainant.

V/s

Public Information Officer,

O/o Gram Panchayat,

Chamunda Khurd,

Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.










..Respondent.

CC NO. 549 OF 2006



Present Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon, complainant and none is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



A  complaint dated 23-9-2006 received in the office of Commission on 28-9-2006.  In the Complaint lthe Complainant has demanded the information from the Sarpanch of village Chamunda Khurd, Tehsil Ajnala, distt. Amritsar to verify the caste certificate of Shri Bhupinder Singh s/o Sh. Sadha Singh ( Theeraywaley).  The Complainant further submitted that the Sarpanch has refused to deliver the information.



As the Respondent has not attended the proceedings today and hence one more chance is hereby given to deliver the information to the 
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Complainant.



The case is fixed for proceedings on 4-12-2006.  Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



   (Er. Surinder Singh )



Dated 07-11-2006

                State Information Commissioner








                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Vidya Sagar

S/o Shri. Kasturi, Lal

Lomsh Bhawan, 101-D, Kitchlu Nagar

Ludhiana.









…Appellant

V/s
Public Information Officer,

O/O Punjab Agriculture University

Ludhiana.









…Respondent.





AC No. 04/2006 

 ORDER:



Present: Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant in person and Dr. Narinder Pal Singh, Asstt. Public Information Officer, Shri O.P.Badyal, A.A.O., Shri Sham Lal, Sr. Asstt. and Shri Jatinder Rao, Clerk on behalf of the P.I.O., Respondent.



A complaint dated 26-11-2005 regarding non-disclosure of information received in the Commission office.  The case was heard on     22-12-2005, 16-1-2006, 24-04-2006,15-6-2006, 24-8-2006, 24-10-2006 and 7-11-2006.



On 16-1-2006 the Commission ordered that since the matter is pending before the Appellate Authority who is empowered to hear appeal under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.  No further action by the Commission is required on the complaint referred by the appellant – Shri Vidya Sagar.  However, the Complainant is entitled to prefer further appeal to the Commission in case he is not satisfied by the order made by the Appellate Authority.

              The Appellant in his appeal impugns the order dated 14-2-2006 made by the Registrar, P.A.U., Ludhiana as an Appellant Authority under RTI Act 2005 and the case was fixed for hearing on 24-4-2006.  The 
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AC No.04/06 

Registrar, P.A.U., Ludhiana had delivered some information to the appellant, and some was denied with the remarks that “can not be supplied to you as the same are required in the University”.



In the order dated 24-4-2006 the Commission wanted to know the action, if any, has been initiated against the person (s) responsible for loss of record and the Commission has ordered that the information available will be delivered to the Appellant and which is not available an affidavit to the effect that no such information is available in the University be submitted, the case was fixed for 15-6-2006.  On 15-6-2006 the Respondent was not present and the case was adjourned for 24-8-2006 and ordered that 

the Respondent must be present on the next date of hearing.

  On 24-8-2006 Asstt. Public Information Officer, Dr. Narinder Pal Singh stated before the Commission that whatever information is available with the Respondent will be supplied and the Appellant is advised to visit the o/o the Respondent on any convenient date.  8th Sept., 2006 was fixed, which was conveyed to both the parties to inspect the records in the University and the Appellant will identify the documents which are required by him and these will be delivered to him on the spot after payment of prescribed fee and it was also reiterated that the order dated 28-8-2006 applies only to the original request for information on 34 points.  In case any additional information is demanded, this would be considered as a fresh application to be decided on merits by the Public Information Officer.  The case was fixed for hearing on 24th Oct. 2006.



On 24th Oct. 2006 the Respondent Dr. Narinder Pal Singh stated that the information relating to 34 points as demanded by the Appellant had been delivered to the Appellant. Affidavit by the P.I.O. - Shri A.C. Rana, Comptroller, P.A.U. was submitted to the effect that documents listed at Sr. No. 4,6,9,10,12,18,19,20 and 28 are not available in the office.  The Commission ordered to supply the remaining part of application to the Appellant by 7-11-2006, the next date of hearing.



The case was heard by the Commission on 7-11-2006 at 12.15 
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AC No. 04/2006:

P.M. and para-wise reply on all his queries were argued. The Respondent has submitted written reply to the 34 points, the information relating to each para were delivered to him in my presence and signatures were taken in lieu of receipt of the information. An affidavit was also submitted by the Respondent relating to the paras where the information is not available with the University.



The Parawise arguments are recorded on 7-11-2006 in the Commission as below:-

Para No.1.  Information relating to Para No.1,  the joining report of Shri Vidya Sagar in the office of Comptroller, P.A.U., Ludhiana was delivered to him in my present but the Appellant insists that the joining report submitted to the Senior Architect be delivered to him.  Asstt. P.I.O. has stated that no such joining report is available in the office of Senior Architect or in the University.  The Appellant insists for the original copy of the joining report to be shown to him as the copy delivered to him is not readable.  Dr. Narinder Pal Singh, Asst.. P.I.O. has agreed to show to the Commission the original joining report to the Commission on the next date of hearing.

Para No.2: Information relating to Para No.2, copy of the affidavit relating to Para No.2 dated  23-8-2006 received by the Appellant in my presence.

Para No.3: Information relating to Para No. 3, authenticated copy of the GPF A/c No. 5000 was delivered to the Appellant in my presence.









Para No.4: Information relating to Para No.4, affidavit to this effect dated         6-11-2006 has been delivered to the Appellant in my presence.

Para No.5: Information relating to Para No.5, copy of enquiry report by Shri Tarlochan Singh Sandhu, Estate Officer-cum-Inquiry Officer, PAU, Ludhiana was delivered to the Appellant but Shri Vidya Sagagar stated that his statement taken during the enquiry be supplied. The Respondent        stated    that    he    simply  intimated  his   statement    verbally. No    written
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AC No. 04/2006

statement was received during the enquiry report.  Appellant has agreed to show the written statement submitted to the Inquiry Officer on the next date of hearing.

Para No. 6: Information relating to Para No. 6, the  respondent has submitted affidavit that there is no such application available as per record.  No enquiry was ordered by His Excellency Hon`ble Governor of Punjab-cum- Chancellor, P.A.U., Luhiana.  The Respondent has been directed to supply a copy of the complaint dated 13-1-1982, if any, marked by His Excellency, Governor of Punjab/Vice Chancellor/ anybody else.

Para No. 7:  Information relating to Para No. 7, the Appellant submits that his application dated 12-3-1992 addressed to Shri Surinder Nath the then Hon`ble Governor of Punjab regarding non-payment of salary for the period 1-8-1991 to 28-2-1992 be delivered to me.  The Respondent has delivered the certified copy of the application to the appellant in my presence and the remaining information will be brought to the Commission office on the next date of hearing alongwith original record and the P.I.O. Shri P.P. Gill, ADC-cum-P.I.O., PAU, Ludhiana should attend the next hearing.

Para No.8:      Information relating to Para No. 8, delivered to the Appellant in my presence.

Para No.9&10: Information relating to Para No. 9 & 10, Asstt. P.I.O. submitted that information is not available in the record,  an affidavit to this effect dated 6-11-2006 was submitted.

Para No.11:  Information relating to Para No.11, affidavit to the effect that no such Show Cause Notice/charge-sheet was served/issued to the Appellant –Shri Vidya Sagar will be submitted by the P.I.O.

Para No.12:  Information relating to Para No.12, an affidavit to the effect that the Peon Book was not available in the record will be submitted by the 

P.I.O.
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AC No. 04/2006:

Para No.13:  Information relating to Para No. 13, the Respondent has submitted an affidavit  to the effect that no enquiry was conducted and simply order dated 22-3-1994 was passed without enquiry.

Para No.14:   Information relating to Para No. 14, as submitted by the Respondent, only five increments starting from 1994 to 1999 have been stopped by the University.  Order   for stoppage of 5 increments has been delivered to the Appellant in my presence.

Para No.15:     Information relating to Para No. 15, documents delivered by the Respondent to the Appellant in my presence.

Para No.16:     Information relating to Para No. 16, respondent will submit an affidavit that no such interest was given to the Appellant – Shri Vidya Sagar from 13-2-1998 till the actual payment of arrear to him.

Para No.17& 18:Information relating to Para No. 17&18, respondent submitted that the subsistence allowance not paid to the Appellant due to non-furnishing of the Non-employment certificate by the Appellant.  Department is ready to pay the subsistence allowance of suspension period if the Appellant submits his non-employment certificate to the P.A.U. authorities.

Para No. 19:   Information relating to Para No. 19, the Appellant states that the joining report was submitted to the Comptroller, P.A.U., Ludhiana and to the Senior Architect, P.A.U., Ludhiana also.  The copy was shown to me but it is strange to state that the Comptroller, P.A.U. Ludhiana has not forwarded the same to the concerned officer for marking his presence and taking further necessary action. 

Para No.20   Information relating to Para No. 20, the Respondent states that no such order of Vice Chancellor, P.A.U., Ludhiana is available in the record for withholding the salary of the Appellant for the period from 3-7-1998 to 31-1-1999.  The Respondent also states that Para No. 18, 19 and 20 have been incorporated in the affidavit dated 6-11-2006 submitted to the 
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AC No. 04/2006:

Commission.

Para No. 21: Information relating to Para No. 21, the Respondent delivered the information to the Appellant in my presence.

 Para No.22:  Information relating to Para No. 22, the Respondent has delivered the copies of the Dak Register relating to CPF, Pension Branch and Pay Branch, in my presence.  The Dak Register of two branches i.e. Accounts and Budget branch will be supplied by the Respondent to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

Para No.23: Information relating to Para No. 23, the Respondent has delivered copy of  Dak Register in my presence to the Appellant.

:Para No. 24&25: Information relating to Para No. 24&25, the Respondent delivered affidavit relating to the Para No.24&25 to the Appellant in my presence. 

Para No. 26:    Information relating to Para No. 26, the Respondent has delivered the copies of the Dak Register relating to CPF, Pension Branch and Pay Branch, in my presence.  The Dak Register of two branches i.e. Accounts and Budget branch will be supplied by the Respondent to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

Para No. 27:      Information relating to Para No. 27,the Respondent delivered the information to the Appellant in my presence.

     Para No. 28&29:   Information relating to Para No. 28&29,the Respondent delivered the affidavit dated 6-11-2006 to the appellant in my presence.

 Para No.30:         Information relating to Para No. 30, the Respondent delivered copy of enquiry report to the Appellant in my presence and the Respondent also assured to supply the complete documents of the enquiry report to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

Para No. 31:  Information relating to Para No. 31, the Respondent has delivered the documents in 40 pages in my presence. 
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AC No. 04/2006:

Para No. 32:  The information relating to Para No. 32, the Respondent has delivered the documents in 514 pages to the Appellant in my presence. 

Para No. 33:   Information relating to Para No. 33, the Respondent states that only 60 applications/affidavits are available in the University which have been delivered to the Appellant in my presence  and the Appellant is satisfied with the information relating to Para No.33 .  The Respondent further states that other copies are not available with the University and affidavit will be submitted on the next date of hearing.

Para No.34:.Information relating to Para No. 34, the respondent has delivered the information in 5 pages in my presence. to the Appellant in my presence.  The appellant further submits that the orders of Shri J.B. Goyal, if available, in the record will be given to the Appellant otherwise affidavit to this effect will be supplied.

Para No.34(B): Information relating to Para No. 34(B) the  Respondents states that the information relating to Sub Para (v) of 34 (B) will be delivered on the next date of hearing.  



The Respondent further states that the Appellant has inspected 

all the files lying in the office of the Registrar, P.A.U., and three files lying with the office of Comptroller, P.A.U. Ludhiana.  After thorough inspection of the record by the appellant the documents in 3333 (instead of 3856 pages as mentioned in the affidavit)  from the files maintained in the office of the Registrar (File No.1 Pages-675, File No.2, Pages-696, File No.3 Pages-304).  Similarly, files of the Comptrollers (Total No. of pages-1658), and the documents had already been supplied to the applicant vide Memo. No. ADC-CUM- PIO/6304-07 dated 17.10.2006.

                   On the demand of the Appellant for the inspection of  the record again, the following time, date and place has been fixed for inspection of Appellant`s personal file in the different branches of the office of:- 

               i)    in the office of Registrar  on 4-12-2006 at 10.00 A.M.


    ii)    in the office of Comptroller on 5-12-2006 at 10.00 A.M.
              iii)   in the office of Senior Architect on 6.12.2006 at 10.00 A.M.
              iv)   in the office of Executive Engineer (Civil) on 7-12-2006 at      



 10.00 A.M.
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AC No. 04/2006:

Para No.34©:  Information relalting to Para No. 34©, the  Respondent states that the Appellant has already deposited the  requisite fee with the P.A.U. University.  



 If any additional fee is to be charged the decision will be taken on   the next date of hearing by the Commission after hearing both the parties.

Para No. 34(D):  The information relating to Para No. 34(D), the Respondent has delivered the information to the Appellant in my presence.



The Respondent further assured that the information which has not been delivered today i.e. 7-11-2006 will be supplied by the next date of hearing otherwise an affidavit to the effect that no information is available in the record of the University.  The Appellant is mostly satisfied with the information delivered to him by the Asst .P.I.O. of  University.   Today, total documents in 920 pages were delivered to the Appellant in my presence relating to the above paras.

                   On the next date of hearing the P.I.O. should present himself alongwith record  which is to be delivered to the Appellant.  This being the oldest case before the Commission,  the Commission wants to decide the case on the next hearing. Vice Chancellor, P.A.U., Ludhiana should order an enquiry into the loss of the record and fix the responsibility for the delay of delivering the record to the Appellant by the official/officer. 

         The copies of the orders be sent to both the parties and also to the Vice Chancellor, P.A.U., Ludhiana.



Next date of hearing is fixed for 19-12-2006  

CHANDIGARH
     


(ER. SURINDER SINGH)

DATED 07-11-2006       

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSER

