STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

# 1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No.1792 /2008

Present:
Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan, Complainant, in person.
Shri Kesar Singh Legal Advisor-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 11.11.2008 when it was observed that the concerned information required by the Complainant is the clarification i.e. whether in Rule 13 under Rule of Procedure it is written that the concerned advice sought by the Government in disciplinary action case of dismissal , the file will not be shown to other Members. 

2.

The Complainant states that  Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Advisor on behalf of PIO of PPSC Patiala made a statement  that “ In Rule 13 it is provided that when the concerned Member puts up the file to the Chairman concerning the advice sought by the Government in disciplinary action case of dismissal , the 
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file will not be shown to the other Members” and on the basis of this statement Hon’ble Information Commissioner Shri P. K. Verma had decided CC-2077 of 2007 observing that “ it is evident from the rule itself that the advice will  only be decided between the concerned member and the Chairman, and will therefore be considered to be the advice of the Commission, and there is no other order or notification to this effect”. The Complainant states that the Rule 13 of the Rule of Procedure reads as  under:-

“The concerned Member shall put the files concerned to his/her Department to the Chairman and such files shall not be circulated among other Members, only the case relates to an important policy matter in which case, the Chairman will circulate to other Members.”

3.

Now in this connection, the Complainant prays  that he may kindly be supplied an attested copy of the said Rule 13 of the Rule of Procedure which depicts/qualifies/highlights the order of the State Information Commissioner attributed to the statement of Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Advisor on behalf of PIO of PPSC i.e. “ That in Rule 13 it is provided that when the concerned Member puts up the file to the Chairman concerning the advice sought by the Government in a disciplinary action case of dismissal, the file will not be shown to other Members”…..”the advice will only be decided between the concerned Member and the Chairman, and will therefore be considered to be the advice of the Commission.”
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4.

However, Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Advisor on behalf of the Respondent states that he had not made any such statement in the court of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Shri P. K. Verma on 1.2.2008 when CC-2077 of 2007 was disposed of.

5.

Now to finalise  the instant case, it is directed that Miss. Gurpreet Sapra, PCS, Secretary to PPSC will appear in person to clarify whether there is any other Rule  or Notification except the Rule 13 of the Rule of Procedure available in PPSC. She is being directed to appear before the Commission in the instant case under Section 18(3) and (e) of the RTI Act, 2005 to give her statement. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing  and recording the statement of Miss. Gurpreet Sapra, Secretary of PPSC, Patiala on 11.12.2008. The PIO will also appear in person for giving his statement.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                     
Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  04. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

CC:  
Ms.  Gurpreet Sapra, Secretary of Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sita Ram,

# 746, Street No.7,

Guru Nanak Nagar, Patiala.





    Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Water Supply & Sanitation,

Mechanical Division, Patiala.





 Respondent

AC No.379/2008

Present:
Shri Sita Ram, Appellant, in person.
Shri A.P.Gelan,XEN Mechanical-cum-APIO and Shri Vinod Kumar, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

 Shri A.P.Gelan,XEN Mechanical-cum-APIO, O/o W/S & Sanitation Division, Patiala, makes a written submission which is taken on record file and one copy is handed over to the Appellant in the Court today in my presence. He states that the case file of Shri Sita Ram, Appellant had been submitted to  Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court at Chandigarh where RSA 1701 of 2000 is admitted and pending.

2.

The Respondent pleads that as and when the file is returned, the requisite information will be supplied to the Appellant and he further pleads that the case may be disposed of and the Appellant may be directed to approach the Department as and when the file is received back from the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court which is tagged with the RSA 1701 of 2000.
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3.

As assured by the APIO to the Commission today in the Court, the requisite information will be supplied after the receipt of the file from the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

            Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

# 1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,Patiala.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No.1791/2008

Present:
Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan, Complainant, in person.
Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Advisor-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Kesar Singh, LA-cum-APIO, PSSC Patiala on behalf of the Respondent gives in writing that the information asked for by the Complainant is not available in the file received from the Secretary Information and Public Relations.  The written submission is taken on the case file and one photo copy is handed over to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. 

2.

In this view  of the matter,  the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30-A, Ram Gali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Government,

Punjab, Irrigation & Power Department,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.453/2008

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sucha Singh,Under Secretary-cum-APIO, Shri Gurdial Singh, Senior Assistant,IP-II Branch and Shri Gurlal Singh, Senior Assistant,O/o Principal Secretary Irrigation & Power and Shri Kamlesh Kumar, Supdt GPF Branch and Shri Nirmal Singh,Senior Assistant, O/o Chief Engineer Irrigation, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant has asked information, vide letter dated 4th Februarhy, 2008 on ten points as per the Annexure. Point-wise arguments were made and all the ten points were read out by the Commissioner and the APIO is directed to supply information as available and as per the record with the Department with a covering letter duly indexed, paged and addressed to the 
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Complainant with a copy to the Commission on the next date of hearing. 

3.

Shri Gurlal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent

 states that the list provided on 22.9.2008 will be amended by including the 

names of ten Officers (belonging to Scheduled Caste Category) who were working/retired before the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 03-02-2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt.Seema Rani,W/o 

Shri Varinder Kumar,

# 2882/8, Cinema Road, Sirhind-140 406,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Department of School Education,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.2156/2008
Present:
 None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Mrs.Indu Mishra, Additional Secretary School Education-cum-PIO, Shri Ramesh Kumar Verma, Superintendent, Shri Gurpreet Singh, Shri Jagtar Singh and Shri Santokh Singh, Senior Assistants, office of  DPI(SE),  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Smt. Seema Rani vide her application  dated 12.8.2008 submitted  to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Education, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh, demanded information on two points. She attached a BPL certificate issued to her husband Shri Varinder Kumar in which her name has been entered as Ponam Dhiman Alias Seema Rani showing that she holds the status of Below Poverty Line and on the basis of this certificate she has stated in her application that application fee is not applicable to her. 

2.

On getting no response from the PIO she filed a complaint with the State Information Commission on 12.9.2008. Accordingly,  Hearing Notice was issued and the case was fixed for hearing on 11.11.2008.
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3.

On 11.11.2008 none was present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent PIO. Therefore, while giving one more opportunity to both the parties, case was adjourned and fixed for today i.e. 4.12.2008.

4.

Mrs. Indu Mishra, Additional Secretary(SE)-cum-PIO states that Smt. Seema Rani and her husband Shri Varinder Kumar has filed dozens of applications for getting same type of information from different public authorities. The main issue relates to  her termination  from the post of pre-primary teacher from a school namely Rana Munshi Ram Sarvhitkari Vidya Mandir, Sirhind, which is totally a private school. No grant is given by the Government to this school and hence it is not a public authority. 

5.

It is observed that she has filed multiple and separate complaints with the Appellate Authority and second appeals with the State Information Commission as well as complaints with  the Central Information Commission and State Information Commission regarding the same matter. More-over, she has never appeared in any of her case fixed for hearing  before different Benches of the State Information Commission.  Keeping in view her BPL status, I held a court in a case filed by her at Fatehgarh Sahib, her native town, but again she never turned up  to attend the proceedings. On her behalf Shri Varinder Kumar, her husband and one Shri Jaswant Singh appeared. The case was disposed  of after hearing all the parties. 
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6.

The PIO states that in CC-646/2007 Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj has disposed of similar type of complaints filed by Smt. Seema Rani and her husband Shri Varinder Kumar. She further states  that in CC-646/2007 Hon’ble Commissioner had directed the Registrar of the Punjab State Information Commission that no Complaint/Appeal made by Smt. Seema Rani Alias Poonam or her husband Shri Varinder Kumar,  who had separately started making complaints on the same subject, be entertained unless a specific affidavit is filed that no such Complainant/Appeal has earlier been made on the same subject to the Commission or has been disposed of or is pending before any bench of the Commission on the identical subject concerning her termination directly or indirectly. 

7.

In the instant case, the PIO states that the information has been sent to the Complainant vide endorsement No. PSEB-PIO/2008/386 dated 23.7.2008. She pleads  that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant and the Complainant has not attended the second consecutive hearing, in the instant case,  the case may be closed. 

8.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamal Anand,

S/o Shri Om Parkash Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House, Sangrur.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Vatavaran Bhawan, Nabha Road, Patiala.



 Respondent

CC No. 2142/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer, PPCB, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 17.11.2008 when it was directed that the Complainant will collect the information on any working day from the office of Member Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board between 11.00 AM to 4.00 PM and the case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 4.12.2008.

2.

Shri Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer on behalf of the Respondent states that the Complainant has deposited Rs.280/-(Rupees two hundred eighty only) and collected the information. He has not attended proceedings on 17.11.2008 as well as today. 
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3.

Shri Pardeep Sharma. L.O. on behalf of the Respondent further states that since the information stands supplied and the Complainant is not present on the consecutive two hearings, and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case may be closed.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma,

C/o S.R.Sharma & Associates,

Opposite Old Sabzi Mandi, Near

G.T.Road, Amritsar- 143001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar of Firms & Societies,

Room No.12, 3rd Floor, 17 Bays Building,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.1715/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant (Dealing with RTI),                     on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.
        
Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent states that the information running into 101(One hundred one) pages (starting from 1 to 101) has been sent to the Complainant vide Memo No.2237, dated 3.12.2008.

2.

As the Complainant is not present, one more chance is given to him to pursue his case.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15-01-2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

& 50/30A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Personnel Department,

6th Floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.,Chandigarh.



 Respondent

MR-67/2008

In CC Nos.742, 747. 900 & 901 of 2007.

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ramesh Kumar,Supdt(Grade-1)PP1 and Shri Ashok KumarGrade-II)PP-II,on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information as per the observations made by the Complainant has been supplied to him, vide letter No.15132, dated 3.12.2008 with a copy to the Commission. The Complainant has also made a submission of the letter addressed to Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Personnel, Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Department of Welfare and the Chairman, Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala by the Member Secretary, Punjab State Commission for Scheduledd Castes for taking up the case for the implementation of the 85th  Constitutional Amendment.
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3.

The Representative on behalf of the Respondent states that the instructions have been issued as per the Hon’ble Supreme Court Order, now again, the instructions will be issued as per the Order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court dated 19.10.2006 after getting approval from the Cabinet.

4.

Keeping in view the statement made by the Respondent on the earlier hearings and today’s hearing, the case is disposed of. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjeet Singh,

# 720, Sector: 43-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1931/2008

Present:
Shri Amarjeet Singh, XEN(Retd), Complainant, in person.
Shri J. S. Bhatia, Chief Engineer, Shri R. K. Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO and Shri Om Pal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 18.11.2008 when Shri J. S. Bhatia, Chief Engineer, was directed to appear in person under Section 18(3)(a) of the RTI Act, 2005  to  give his statement. 

2.

Accordingly, Shri J. S. Bhatia, Chief Engineer, appears before the Commission and submits that the comments on Point No. 2 have already been given and the comments on Points 3 and 4 will be given in a week’s time

3.

The APIO states that after receiving the comments from the Chief Engineer, the case will be put up  to the competent authority for appropriate orders. 

4.

Shri J. S. Bhatia, Chief Engineer, is exempted from personal appearance during future proceedings in the instant case. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.1.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Inder Singh,

HIG – 1404, Model Town, Phase-1, Bathinda.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Financial Corporation,

SCO No. 95-98, Bank Square, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
CC No.1869/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.



Shri D. P. Soni, A.G.M.-cum-PIO, Punjab Financial Corporation, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 17.11.2008, when the PIO was directed to supply the requisite information  to the Complainant as per his  demand, and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.

2.

Shri D. P. Soni, PIO, states that the requisite  information had been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. PFC/PIO/2008, dated 25.11.2008. He further states that the Complainant had made some observations/comments on the information supplied to him vide his letter dated 28.11.2008 and the compliance of his observations had also been made on 2.12.2008 by supplying him information running into ten sheets. He pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant as per his original application vis-à-vis his subsequent rejoinder, the case may be closed. 

3.

The Complainant is not present which shows that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 

4.

Therefore,  the  case is  disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Subhash Chander, Director

G&A Garments Private Limited,

B-2888, Near Lekh Raj Pettiwala,

Sunder Nagar, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director P.S.I.E.C.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2016 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO and  Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A telephonic message has been received from Shri G. S. Sikka, Counsel for the Complainant that he is unable to attend the proceedings today as Stamp Act of Counsels is to be passed today and requested for adjournment of the case for 29.12.2008.

2.

The Respondent states that  as per the directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. 6.11.2008, the Complainant was to furnish his observation/comments on the information supplied to him but that has not been done so far. 

3.

On the request of the Counsel for the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 15.1.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Padamkant Dwivedi,

# B-125, Sector: 14, Chandigarh.





    Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

PSTC Lining Division No.1,

Faridkot.








 Respondent

AC No.302 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 6.11.2008, when the PIO was directed to pay compensation of Rs. 1500/-(One thousand five hundred only) to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders. 

2.

Both the parties are not present which shows that the orders of the Commission have been complied with.  

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harbans Singh, S/o Shri Gujjar Singh,

# Street No.5, SAS Nagar, Abohar Road,

Muktsar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN PWD B&R) Muktsar.





 Respondent

CC No.2032/2008

Present:
Shri Harbans Skingh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Jasjinder Singh, Junior Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that the information has been supplied to him and he is satisfied. He pleads that the case may be closed. 

2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

        SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harbans Singh, S/o Shri Gujjar Singh,

# Street No.5, SAS Nagar, Abohar Road,

Muktsar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN,  PWD ( B&R) Faridkot.





 Respondent

CC No.2033/2008

Present:
Shri Harbans Skingh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Jasjinder Singh, Junior Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jasjinder Singh, J. E. , who appears in CC-2032/2008,  states that Superintendent of Construction Circle Faridkot was informed by him that the instant case CC-2033/2008 was heard on 6.11.2008 and the information available with the Commission was supplied to the Complainant. 

2.

The Complainant states that the information supplied by the Respondent through the Commission is not correct and he is not satisfied with the information. He submits his observations/comments to the Commission  on the information supplied to him one copy is handed over to Shri Jasjinder Singh, J. E., office of XEN, Construction Division Muktsar  for handing over the same to Shri Daljit Singh, XEN, Construction Division, Muktsar. 
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3.

The Complainant states that he had filed  application for information with S. E., Construction Circle Faridkot, who wrote letters to the XENs, Construction Divisions, Muktsar and Faridkot to supply information. He further states that the total information demanded by him, is available with Construction Division, Muktsar.

4.

Therefore, it is directed that the information available with Construction Division, Muktsar be supplied to the Complainant immediately. It is also directed that Shri Daljeet Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, Construction Division, Muktsar will appear in person, alongwith requisite information, on the next date of hearing. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.12.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kewal Krishan,

54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 292/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.    

Shri R. K. Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer and Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 21.10.2008, when it was directed that the information relating to  Points 5 and 8 be supplied to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 

2.

The APIO states that the information relating to Points 5 and 8 is ready with him for supply to the Complainant.  As the Complainant is not present, it is directed that the information be sent to the Appellant by Registered Post.  The APIO pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

3.

The Appellant vide his letter dated 27.11.2004(wrongly written) 
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addressed to the PIO with a copy to the State Information Commissioner, 

received in the Commission office on 28.11.2008 has pleaded that since the information  has been supplied late by 240 days, reasons for delay may be communicated. He has also pleaded that the reasons for not giving him hearing by Appellate Authority may also be communicated to him.  In this connection, the Respondent states that there was frequent change of officers in the Department due to which First Appeal could not be decided. He further states that process for supplying  the information was initiated from 4.4.2008 and as and when it was made available by different Sections of the Department, the same was immediately supplied to the Appellant. 

4.

I am convinced with the plea put forth by the Respondent . However, the Respondent is advised to be more careful in future in handling RTI cases for immediate supply of information to the Complainant/Appellant. 

5.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 04.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.K.Tandon,S/o Shri R. B. Tandon,

# 54-B,  Moti Nagar,  Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1581/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO, Shri Dalbara Singh, DGM-cum-APIO, Shri K. S. Parmar, S.O. Accounts and Shri Chuni Lal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri G. S. Sikka,  Counsel for the Complainant vide his letter dated 1.12.2008 has requested the Commission to adjourn the case and fix for 24.12.2008 or 29.12.2008 as the Complainant has undergone a major surgery in Apollo Hospital, Ludhiana  and is unable to attend the Court on 4.12.2008 i.e. today.  

2.

The APIO states that as per the directions on the last date of hearing and the assurance given by the Ld. Counsel to pay the cost of photo copies of the documents to be supplied, the Complainant has been  intimated vide letter No. PSIC/RIT/9660-61, dated 14.11.2008 to deposit  Rs. 10,000/-(Ten
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 thousand) as advance towards the cost of documents running into approximately 9500 pages. 

3.

It is directed that the Complainant will deposit Rs. 10,000/-(Ten thousand) as advance towards the charges of the documents to be supplied . It is also made clear that if the Complainant does not deposit the necessary charges by 26.12.2008, no information will be supplied. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.1.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
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