STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sunil Kumar Khosla, Senior Auditor,

Rural Development & Panchayats Department,

Punjab, SCO No.  112-113, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, SCO No. 112-113, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC No.472/2008

Present:
Shri Sunil Kumar Khosla, Appellant,  in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The PIO-cum-Under Secretary, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, has intimated the Commission vide letter No. 18/5/08-1 RDE-4/4333 dated 10.12.2008 that requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant. He has enclosed a letter from the Appellant addressed to APIO stating that he has received the requisite information. 

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:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Gupta, Press Reporter,

Cabin No. 10, First Floor,

SCO No. 94-95, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, 

Punjab Financial Corporation,

SCO No. 95-98(Bank Square), Sector:17-B, 

Chandigarh. 








 Respondent

CC No. 2349/2008

Present:
Shri  Rajinder Gupta, Complainant, in person.


Shri  D. P. Soni, AGM-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that information relating to some points as per demand of the Complainant has been supplied and some information relating to  third party has been refused under Section 8(1)(d) and (e) of RTI Act, 2005.

2.

The Complainant states that no doubt he has received some information but he is not satisfied and he will submit his observations/comments on the information supplied to him within 15 days. He further states that the information, which has been refused, does not relate to third party as the evaluation of the property, taken over by the Punjab Financial Corporation, has been got done from private evaluators  and thus the property has  become the property of the Government  i.e. P. F. C.
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3.

While accepting  the plea put forth by the Complainant, it is directed that the PIO will supply the complete information demanded by the Complainant. The PIO pleads that the case may be adjourned for at least one month as the information demanded is lengthy. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 22.1.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri S. S. Jakhu,

# 315, Sector: 2, Panchklula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Collector-cum-Deputy Commissioner,

District Administrative Complex, 

S. A. S. Nagar, Mohali.






 Respondent

CC No. 2373 /2008

Present:
Shri S. S. Jakhu, Complainant, in person.

Shri Ramesh Chand Garg, D.R.O.-cum-APIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the court today in my presence.  The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 

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:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri S. S. Jakhu,

# 315, Sector: 2, Panchklula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Financial Commissioner and 

Secretary to Government, Punjab, 

Department of Forest & Wild Life Preservation,

7th Floor, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No. 2374 /2008

Present:
Shri S. S. Jakhu, Complainant, in person.

Shri Gurbaksh Sihgh, Superintendent.-cum-APIO, office of Financial Commissioner Forest and Wild Life Preservation, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that the information demanded vide  application dated 11.9.2008 cannot be supplied for the time being as  the concerned files are lying in the office of Chief Minister, Punjab. He assures that as and when the files are received back, the requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant. He further states that he has given in writing to this effect to the Complainant. 

2.

As regards information demanded vide application dated 21.9.2008, the APIO states that the information on Points No. 1, 2 and 4 has been supplied to the Complainant  but the information on points 3 and 5 is not 

Contd……p/2

CC No. 2374/2008



-2-
available in the record of  the Department regarding which he has made a written submission to the Commission today. 

3.

So far as the information demanded vide application 21.9.2008 is concerned, the matter stands disposed of but regarding information demanded vide application dated 11.9.2008, it is directed that the requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant as and when the concerned files are received back from the office of the Chief Minister, Punjab. 



4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.  However, the Complainant can approach the Commission against in case the remaining information is not supplied to him by 29.1.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Lachhman Singh,

H. No. 58, Street No. 9,

Malhotra Colony, Ropar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Soil Conservation Division,

SCF No. 17, First Floor, Phase-V, Mohali.



 Respondent

CC No. 2257/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Naresh Mahajan, D.F.O.-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant direct by the office of Principal Chief 
Conservator of Forest as per the demand of the Complainant. He further states that  the Complainant is not present today, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied . He pleads that the case may be closed. 

2.

Since the Complainant is not present during second consecutive hearing, he might have received the information and is satisfied.
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3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

         The Complainant reaches the office of the Commission, after the hearing in the instant case is over. He has been informed that since the information has been sent  to him by the Respondent,  the case has been disposed of. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri M. P. S. Sandhu, Advocate,

# 5848, Street No. 9, 

Sunder Nagri, Abohar,

District: Abohar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Council for Citrus and Agro Juicing I  Punjab,

SCO No. 358-59, Sector: 34, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2398/2008

Present:
Shri   M. P. S. Sandhu,  Complainant,  in person.


Shri Karan Vir Singh Jawndah, Counsel and Shri Vijay Sharma, Assistant Manager , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent states that they have not received application for information and the reminder dated 20.10.2008 sent by the Complainant. They have come to know about this case from the Hearing Notice sent by the State Information Commission. The Complainant states that the letters sent by him have been duly received in the office of the Respondent and he shows receipts as a proof. 

2.

Ld. Counsel states that information could not be supplied in time as they want clarification from the Complainant as to whether he wants information 
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about his own land or about the entire land taken on lease by the Respondent. The Complainant clarifies that he wants information   about the whole land taken on lease by the Respondent from different land holders/owners.  Ld. Counsel for the Respondent requests that since the information demanded is lengthy, some time may be given to prepare the information and supply it to the Complainant. 

3.

It is directed that the information be prepared and supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.1.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satish Kumar, 

S/o Late Shri Karam Chand,

H. No. 88, Baba  Deep Singh Colony,

Rajpura, District: Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Water Resources Management &

Development Corporation Limited,

Sector: 26, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.2326/2008

Present:
Shri  Satish Kumar,Complainant, in person.

Shri  Surinder Singh Bhatia, XEN Establishment-cum-PIO and  Shri R. C. Verma, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the requisite information, running into 51( Fifty one)  pages has been supplied to the Complainant  and he is satisfied. The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  11. 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. 1792/2008

Present:
Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan, Complainant, in person.

Smt. Gurpreet  Sapra, Secretary, PPSC and Shri Dev Chand, Superintendent-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last of hearing, Mrs. Gurpreet Sapra, PCS, Secretary, Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala,  appears in person, and makes her statement that at the time  when the  case of Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan was dealt with in the Punjab Public Service Commission,  only Chairman alongwith concerned Member of the PPSC were competent to take decision and no other Notification/Rule  was in existence.  However, an amendment was made during 2004 to the effect that the matter  will be  taken up for decision by the Punjab Public Service Commission as a whole i.e. Chairman and all Members of PPSC.  She further states that when the decision in the case of Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan was taken, the Department of Public Relations
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 was with the then Chairman of PPSC and the decision might have been taken by the Chairman himself being the Chairman as well as the sponsoring Member of the Department. 

2.

The Complainant pleads that decision/Rule, if any,  may be supplied to him i.e. Sponsoring Member and the Chairman are  competent to take decision.  The Secretary, PPSC, replies  that Order or Rule, if any, available in the record of PPSC, will be supplied to the Complainant otherwise PIO of the office of PPSC will submit an affidavit to the effect that  no such order or Rule is available with the PPSC. 

3.

 Secretary, PPSC is exempted from personal appearance during future proceedings in the instant case. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.1.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

      Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswant Singh, 

H. No. 3477, Sector: 37-D, 

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation,

Division No. 1, Mohali.






 Respondent

CC No.2401/2008

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri  K. K. Gupta, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri K. K. Gupta, SDO-cum-APIO,  hands over information running into 23(Twenty three) sheets, including one sheet of covering letter,  to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. The APIO states that information regarding Point No. 5 could not be supplied as this point did not come to his notice. However, he assures that the information regarding this point will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of fifteen days. 

2.

The Complainant states that time may  be given to him to study the information supplied to him and requests that the case may be adjourned for one month. 
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3.

Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant, will go through the information supplied to him and will send his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO under intimation to the Commission and the PIO will send the information regarding Point No. 5 alongwith response to the observations/comments,   to be submitted by the Complainant,  before the next date of hearing. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.1.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Kumar, Lambardar,

House No. 356, Village: Rampur Saini,

P.O. Partap Nagar, Tehsil: Nangal,

District: Ropar.







Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-A, 

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

M. R.-116/2008
      IN CC No1642/2007

Present:
Shri  Ashok Kumar, Complainant, in person.

Shri  R. K. Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that the inquiry is to be conducted by the Principal Secretary Industries and Commerce, Punjab, as per the orders of the Commission dated 26.2.2008.  He further states that the Complainant may be directed to obtain the information about the Departmental/Vigilance inquiry from the Government  i.e. Principal Secretary, Industries & Commerce, Punjab. 

3.

The Complainant is satisfied with the plea of the APIO and agrees to obtain  the information from the concerned Public Authority i.e. Principal Secretary, Industries & Commerce, Punjab by filing a fresh application with the PIO of the concerned Public Authority. 

4.

Therefore,  the case is closed.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





                  
Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagat Singh, 

H. No. B-3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk Post Office,

Opposite Sanatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur-146001.







Complainant







Vs

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

Department of Public Works, (B&R-3 Branch),

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 2247/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Sohan Lal Gupta, Executive Engineer, office of Chief Engineer (I.P.); Shri Gagan Anand, Chief  Legal Advisor-cum-PIO, Smt. Shalini Munjal, Senior Manager-cum-APIO and Shri Navrattan Singh Sidhu, Deputy Manager Legal, office of PIDB, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Vide my order dated 26.11.2008, I had issued the following directions:-

“ Therefore, it is directed under Section 18(3)(a)(e) of the RTI Act, 2005 that Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer, I.P. and Shri A.S.Miglani, Additional Managing Director, PIDB will appear in person on the next date of hearing to give their oral or written evidence in the instant case as to why the share of the toll tax 
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collected is not deposited with the Government Treasury being the share of the State as Rs. 49 crores has been spent on the said Road from the State Exchequer. It  is also directed that the PIO will 

appear alongwith Agreement approved by the competent authority,

 and other relevant papers regarding payment of Toll Tax on Hoshiarpur – Chandigarh Road.”

2.

Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer(IP) has sent a request through his 

authorized representative that another date be given to him for his personal appearance as he is unable to attend today’s hearing on account of an urgent meeting with Secretary, PWD(B&R). 

3.

Shri Gagan Anand, Chief Legal Advisor-cum-APIO has placed on record the written objections sent by  Shri A. S. Miglani, Additional Managing Director, PIDB,  wherein he has sought withdrawal of the directions of the Commission  regarding his personal appearance.    

4.

Shri Sohan Lal Gupta, Executive Engineer, who is present in the Court today on behalf of the Respondent and the Chief Engineer(IP) has been asked to supply one copy of the information to the Commission alongwith agreement signed by the Firm and the other relevant record  i.e. approval of the Empowered Committee, approval of the Council of Minister,  survey conducted by PCU(Passenger Car Unit) on Ropar Balachaur Dasuya road , a copy of the Report of Consultancy Agency and the norms of Government of India for giving 
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 subsidy to the Entrepreneurs,  where  the road is not viable to recover the cost under BOT Scheme. 

5.

Adjourned to 3.2.2009 for the personal appearance of Shri Daljit

 Singh, C.E.(IP) and for consideration of the objections filed by Shri Miglani.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

            
Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  11. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer(IP), SCO No. 341-342, Sector:34- 

                     A, Chandigarh. 

2.
Shri A. S. Miglani, Additional Managing Director, P.I.D.B., SCO No. 89-90, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Malwinder Singh,

# 3-Ranjit Bagh, Near

State College of Education, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No.2091/2008
Present:
Shri Malwinder Singh,Complainant, in person.


Shri Vishal Sayal, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Vishal Sayal, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent makes  a written submission of Shri M. M. Syal, PIO-cum-Municipal Town Planner. In his written statement, Shri M.M.Sayal, MTP states that as per the order of the Hon’ble Commission dated 27.11.2008,  the Commissioner, M. C.  Patiala has directed the Additional Commissioner, M. C. Patiala to conduct an  enquiry as to why action to stop construction and to demolish the violations, has not been taken by the competent Authority. 

2.

Shri M.. M. Syal,  in his written statement, further  states that he is unable to attend the proceedings before the Hon’ble Commission on 11.12.2008 as he has to attend a marriage ceremony  of  one of his close relatives and requests that   the case may be adjourned to some other date.
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3.

The Complainant pleads that as per the noting placed on record on the last date of hearing,  no notice has been issued by the MTP to stop the construction work of House No.2, Ranjit Bagh, Patiala.  He further states that the

Respondent has given the misleading information and action be taken against the defaulters/PIO as per the RTI Act.

4.

The PIO is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith an affidavit to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in supplying the information and reasons as to why the Complainant  be not given compensation for the detriment suffered by him. 

5.

On the request of the PIO, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 06-01-2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 11.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Malwinder Singh,

# 3-Ranjit Bagh, Near

State College of Education,Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No.2092/2008
Present:
Shri Malwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Vishal Sayal, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Vishal Sayal, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent makes  a written submission of Shri M. M. Syal, PIO-cum-Municipal Town Planner. In his written statement, Shri M.M.Sayal, MTP states that as per the order of the Hon’ble Commission dated 27.11.2008,  the Commissioner, M. C.  Patiala has directed the Additional Commissioner, M. C. Patiala to conduct an  enquiry as to why action to stop construction and to demolish the violations, has not been taken by the competent Authority. 

2.

Shri M.. M. Syal,  in his written statement, further  states that he is unable to attend the proceedings before the Hon’ble Commission on 11.12.2008

as he has to attend a marriage ceremony  of  one of his close relatives and requests that   the case may be adjourned to some other date.
3.

The Commission has taken a serious view of the fact that on the 
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last date of hearing, Shri Ashok Vij, who appeared in person in the instant case,  did not supply an authenticated  copy of the zoning of plot alongwith the DPC of Plot No. 2, Ranjit Bagh, Patiala to the Complainant,  which he had brought with him, despite the directions issued by  the undersigned. 

4.

It is directed that the PIO will supply the information as per the demand of the Complainant dated 27.5.2008 and as per the directions given by 

the Commission during the last date of hearing along with the copy of the ‘C’ Form of Plot No.2-Ranjit Bagh, Patiala.

5.

The PIO is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith an affidavit to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in supplying the information and reasons as to why the Complainant  be not given compensation for the detriment suffered by him. 

6.

From the perusal of information supplied to the Complainant on the last date of hearing, it is seen that the Number of the House is written as ‘3’ which belongs to the Complainant. In this regard, the PIO will make clarification on the next date of hearing.

7.

On the request of the PIO, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 06-01-2009.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 11.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surjit Singh,S/o Shri Pritam Singh,

# 4343A/B-34, Gali No.8,Durgapuri,

Haibowal Kalaln,Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, W/S & Sewerage Boafrd,

Plot No.1-B, Sector: 27-A, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.2362/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri S.D.Garg, XEN-cum-APIO and Shri Umesh Jain, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri S.D.Garg, XEN-cum-APIO states that the information,  running into three sheets has beena supplied to the Complainant, vide Memo No.  29496 dated 6.11.2008 along with the letter of the Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh, dated 23.10.2003.

2.

The APIO pleads  that as the Complainant is not present, he might have received the information and might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, therefore, the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 11.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parminder Singh,S/o Pritam Singh,

# 305, Padhian Street, Dhuri Gate,

Sangrur-148 001







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO No.74-76, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2380/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Avinash Chander,Assistant Store & Technical Officer-cum-APIO and Shri Pawan Sood, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo No.PWC/RTI/7874, dated 27.11.2008, through registered post, running into two sheets including the covering letter with a copy to the Commission.

2.

The APIO further states that the Complainant is not present today, he might have received the information and might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case may be closed.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 11.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagat Singh,

# B-3/MCH/235, Near

Bahadurpur Chowk,

PO: Sanatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur- 146001.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer (IP),

PWD (B&R Branch), Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC No.2332/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri S.L.Gupta, XEN on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information as per the demand of the Complainant vide application  dated 1.8.2007 will be supplied in due course. He further pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for a period of two months.

2.

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

3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 03-02-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 11.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira.

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

Gill Road Chapter,

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN,Provinical Division, PWD B&R Branch,

Near Police Station, Nawanshahar.




 Respondent

CC No.2334 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Ram Lal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ram Lal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the PIO states that the information has been sent to the Complainant through registered letter vide Memo No.3837, dated 3.12.2008, running into three sheets. 

2.

The Respondent states that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant, he might have received the information and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case may be closed.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 11.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ram Pal,S/o Shri Raunki Ram,

Gali No.13/3, Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Near Green Marriage Palace, Bathinda.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

(1)
O/o Registrar, Irrigation Department, Punjab &

(2)
O/o Addl.Director Controller(GP Fund Branch),

Irrigation Department, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2408/2008

Present:
Shri Ram Pal Complainant, in person.
Shri Kamlesh Kumar,Supdt-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that Shri Ram Pal, Silt Observer was transferred from the Thein Dam to the office of Canal Lining Circle, Bathinda. Final GPF Account of the Complainant received in the O/o Chief Engineer Irrigation Works, Punjab, Chandigarh was  transferred to the O/o SE, Canal Lining Circle, Bathinda vide No.7943/15 GPF, dated 11.9.2007 along with the G.P.Fund Statement for year 1999-2000. GPF deductions are being made regularly, but GPF Account has not been transferred from Thein Dam before joining Canal Lining Circle, Bathinda. 
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3.

Now, it is directed that the PIO, office of the Chief Engineer, 

Irrigation Works, Punjab, Chandigarh will get full information relating to instant case from concerned Public Authorities including Thein Dam within a period of one month and the GP Fund Account of the Complainant be completed after getting requisite information from other Public Authorities, where he has worked. 

The information be supplied within a period of one month.

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: 11.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh,S/o Shri Sardar Singh,

# 1155/1, Katra Baghian, Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Medical College,

Amritsar.








 Respondent

CC No.2407/2008

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




ORDER

1.

A telephonic message is received from Shri Ashwani Kumar, Clerk in the morning on 11.12.2008 that the concerned officials are out of station due to meeting and are unable to attend the hearing today, i.e. 11.12.2008  and  requested for adjournment of the hearing.

2.

As none is present on behalf of both the parties, one more chance is given to them.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 11.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sunil Thakral,S/o Shri S.K.Thakral,

# 5-M-24, Jawahar Nagar,

Sri Ganga Nagar (Rajasthan)- 335 001.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN Irrigation,

Abohar Canal Colony, Abohar.





 Respondent

CC No.2059/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Gurdeep Singh, Deputy Collector and Shri Kewal Krishan, Assessment Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Gurdeep Singh, Deputy Collector on behalf of the Respondent states that information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo No.3365/16-ERT, dated 14.11.2008 through registered post.

2.

The case is fixed for today for compliance of confirmation of orders dated 11.11.2008.

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the Complainant is not present, he might have received the information and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case is disposed of.

4.

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



Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 11.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jatinder Vig, Govt. Contractor,

# HM- 126, Phase-IV, Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Sagrao Contruction Division SYL,

SCO: 1088-89, Sector:22-B,Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.2151/2008
Present:
Shri Swinder Singh Whig, SDO (Retd) on behalf of the Complainant, Shri Jatinder  Vig.
Shri H. S. Jawanda, XEN, Sagrao Construction Division, SYL Chandigarh, and Shri Aslo Dev, Senior Assistant, Patiala Ki Rao Construction Division, Chandigarh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information running into 12 (Twelve) Sheets, including two sheets of covering letter, is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today and one copy is placed on case file of the Commission. 

3.

The Complainant states that he wants to study the information supplied to him today and requests that some time may be given to him for the same.  Accordingly, it is directed that the Complainant will give in writing his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO on the information supplied to him today within a period of fifteen days.

4.

Shri H.S.Jawanda, APIO-cum-XEN Sagrao Construction Division

States that the information demanded in the instant case relates to the office of 

Patiala Ki Rao Construction  Division, SYL and therefore he has transferred  the
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 application of the Complainant to XEN, Patiala Ki Rao Construction  Division,

 SYL,  Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh,  under Section 5(4) of the RTI Act, 2005,  for supplying the requisite information to the Complainant. It is made clear that an application is transferred from one Public Authority to another under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. Shri Jawanda further states that the requisite information is available with the XEN, Patiala Ki Rao Construction Division, SYL, Chandigarh.
5.

Shri H. S. Jawanda, XEN, states that a similar case AC-40/2006 has already been disposed of by Hon’ble Commissioner Shri R. K. Gupta on 4.9.2006 and requests that the instant case may also be closed on the same lines. The Complainant states that the instant case is totally different from AC-40/2006. 

6.

Since the information demanded in the instant case relates to Patiala Ki Rao Const. Division, SYL Canal Project, Punjab, Chandigarh, Shri Rachhpal Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, of this Division is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant as per the observations/comments, to be submitted by him , within a period of fifteen days. He is also directed to attend the future  proceedings in the instant case. 

7.

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

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and  Shri Rachhpal Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, Patiala Ki Rao Construction  Division, SYL,  Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh,
                 

                                 Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.
                                     Surinder Singh

Dated: 11.12. 2008

                       State Information Commissioner

