STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri P. S. Braria, Assistant Controller,

Office of General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Indusrial Area,

Phase-1, Chandigarh.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Treasury & Accounts, Punjab,

SCO 
No. 110-111, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 


 Respondent

CC No. 814 /2008

Present:
Shri P.S. Braria, Complainant, in person.

Shri Hans Raj, Superintendent; and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Treasury and Accounts, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide his application dated 12.1.2008 has requested for following information from the PIO:

“(1)
Why no increment granted under ACP Scheme after completion of 9 years of service in a Cadre in the same post i.e. A.C.(F&A) w.e.f. 3.6.2007 for which I have written number of letter/reminders.

(2)
Why ACP is not being granted”

2.

The Respondent vide his letter dated 9.6.2008 make a submission of the decision taken by the Central Information Commission in file No.

Contd…..p/2

CC No. 814 /2008


-2-

 CIC/AT/A/2006/00045 dated 21.4.2006,  on the basis of which he pleads that the Complainant cannot ask  questions  with prefixes, such as, why, what,  when and whether,  meaning thereby that asking questions does not come in the ambit of ‘information ‘ and  is not covered under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005.

3.

The PIO further states that the case of the Complainant for granting ACP after 9 years of service has already been dealt with in the Department of Finance and has been forwarded to the Department of Personnel during the month of April, 2008 for advice whether Complainant is eligible for ACP step-up after 9 years of service as he has not been cleared for promotion to the post of DCF by the DPC on the basis of less Bench Marks.    It is directed that the PIO will make efforts to get the advice from the Personnel Department at the earliest by pursuing the case at the personnel level and by sending reminders etc. The PIO assures that necessary action will be taken as per the advice of the Personnel Department as soon as it is  received  in the Department of Finance. 

4.

On the request of the Complainant, it is directed that noting portion of the file, where representation of the Complainant has been dealt with, be supplied to the Complainant,  as and when the file from the Personnel Department is received back with advice.

5.

The PIO pleads that since the case of the Complainant for granting ACP has been sent to the Personnel Department   for advice , the instant case may be closed. 
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6.

Accordingly, the case is closed/disposed of. However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again if the noting portion of the file, as mentioned above, is not supplied to him, after the file is received back from the Personnel Department and necessary action is not taken as per the advice of the Personnel Department.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. A.D.S.Anandpuri,

# 2481, Sector-65, Mohali.






     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-

Revenue Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.




Respondent

AC No.84 /2007
Present:
Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri, Appellant in person.

Shri Harsimran Singh, Tehsildar Anandpur Sahib, Shri Gurinder Singh, S.D.O.-cum-APIO,  Ropar and Shri Yadav Rai Singh, Steno,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Tehsildar Anandpur Sahib-cum-APIO states that demarcation has been done on 20.5.2008 in the presence of villagers; Shri Arvind Pal Singh, SDM, Anandpur Sahib;  Shri Varinder Pal Singh,  Executive Engineer, WMI Ropar;  Shri Surinder Pal Singh ,Assistant Engineer; Shri Jaswinder Singh, Ziledar and  Shri Tarlochan Singh, Canal Patwari. A copy of the demarcation, running into 2 (two) pages, is handed over to the Appellant in the court in my presence today. Shri Gurinder Singh, SDO-cum-APIO, hands over written statement of Shri Varinder Pal Singh, XEN, WMI, Ropar to the Appellant and one copy is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record.

2.

Tehsildar-cum-APIO pleads that since the requisite information along with written statement of Executive Engineer, WMI, Ropar has been supplied to the Appellant, the case may be closed. 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and XEN, WMI Division, Ropar. 





           Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajiv Tandon,

54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 737/2008

Present:
Shri  G. S. Sikka, Advocate and Shri K. K. Tandon, on behalf of the        Complainant.

Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer and Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The demand letter dated 8.3.2008 of the Complainant  is discussed in detail. Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer states that part information has already been supplied to the Complainant and the remaining information will be supplied after taking approval of the competent authority. 

3.

It is accordingly directed that the remaining information relating to Sr. No. 1 to 10, as discussed in the court today, be supplied to the Complainant within a period of one month on the payment of necessary charges for the information.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17-7-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




           Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh,

35, Green Field, Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 795 /2008

Present:
Shri  G.S. Sikka, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri Sarwan Kumar, Senior Assistant and Shri Vinod Bhatti, Junio Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that part information has already been supplied to the Complainant. It is accordingly directed that the remaining information, as available on record, be supplied to the Complainant within a period of one month.

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on

 17-07-2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Singh,

# 3587, Gali No. 1,

Guru Ram Dass Nagar,

Sultanwind Road, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.801/2008

Present:
Shri Kuldip Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri J.R. Syal, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO and Shri Rajinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Advocate on behalf of the Complainant states that application for seeking information was filed with the concerned PIO on 29.2.2008 which was  duly received in the office of Deputy Manager-cum-PIO on 29.2.2008. The Respondent states that Part information was supplied on 6.5.2008 but the Advocate on behalf of the Complainant denies it stating that this letter dated 6.5.2008 was received alongwith another letter dated 4.6.2008. The Advocate pleads that since the information has been delayed for 90 days, necessary action be taken for imposing penalty upon the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.
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2.

It is accordingly directed that the PIO will attend the proceeding in person on the next date of hearing alongwith  an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed on him for the delay in the supply of requisite information and also  as to why compensation be not given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him for supplying him incomplete and inadequate information time and again. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




           Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

# 101-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No. 183/2008

Present:
Shri Vidya Sagar,Appellant, in person.

Shri Ramesh Chander, APIO and Shri Saudagar Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission, running into 14 sheets including one page of covering letter, vide Memo. No. PIO/RTI/2008/10650-51,  dated 3.6.2008, one copy of which is handed over to the Appellant in the court in my presence  today. 

2.

The Appellant states that the information, handed over today,  has not been authenticated. It is directed that the information will be authenticated by the PIO/APIO or any competent authority. It is also directed that the Appellant will go through this information and will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO within 15 days with a copy to the Commission.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

# 101-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No. 184/2008

Present:
Shri Vidya Sagar,Appellant, in person.

Shri Ramesh Chander, APIO and Shri Saudagar Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission, running into 17 sheets including one page of covering letter, vide Memo. No. PIO/RTI/2008/10644-45,  dated 3.6.2008, one copy of which is handed over to the Appellant in the court in my presence  today. 

2.

The Appellant states that the information, handed over today,  has not been authenticated. It is directed that the information will be authenticated by the PIO/APIO or any competent authority. It is also directed that the Appellant will go through this information and will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO within 15 days with a copy to the Commission.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                               Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

# 101-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No. 185/2008

Present:
Shri Vidya Sagar,Appellant, in person.

Shri Ramesh Chander, APIO and Shri Saudagar Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission, running into 19 sheets including one page of covering letter, vide Memo. No. PIO/RTI/2008/10646-47,  dated 3.6.2008, one copy of which is handed over to the Appellant in the court in my presence  today. 

2.

The Appellant states that the information, handed over today,  has not been authenticated. It is directed that the information will be authenticated by the PIO/APIO or any competent authority. It is also directed that the Appellant will go through this information and will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO within 15 days with a copy to the Commission.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

             
        Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

# 101-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No. 186/2008

Present:
Shri Vidya Sagar,Appellant, in person.

Shri Ramesh Chander, APIO and Shri Saudagar Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission, running into 14 sheets including one page of covering letter, vide Memo. No. PIO/RTI/2008/10648-49,   dated 3.6.2008, one copy of which is handed over to the Appellant in the court in my presence  today. 

2.

The Appellant states that the information, handed over today,  has not been authenticated. It is directed that the information will be authenticated by the PIO/APIO or any competent authority. It is also directed that the Appellant will go through this information and will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO within 15 days with a copy to the Commission.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Maghar Singh,

H.No. 224, Power Colony No. 2,

Near Shakti Vihar, Patiala.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Manager,

Punjab Agro Industries Corporation Ltd.,

Sangrur.








 Respondent

AC No. 188/2008

Present:
Shri Maghar Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri  V.K.Sharma, Senior District Manager, Punjab Agro , Sangrur and Shri Hamir Singh, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant states that he filed a complaint with the PIO on 15.11.2007. The Respondent states that the information, as per the demand of the Appellant, running into 13 sheets including one sheet of covering letter, was supplied to him on 19.1.2008 vide letter No. PAICS/08/3398 dated 19.1.2008. The Appellant states he had received the information but was not satisfied. Therefore, he filed an appeal on 12.2.2008 before the Managing Director, Punjab Agro Industries Corporation, Plot No. 2, Sector: 28, Chandigarh, being First Appellate Authority.  

2.

It is observed that the Managing Director, being the First Appellate Authority, should have decided the case as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, 
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by giving personal hearing to  the Appellant but  instead, the PIO of the office of Managing Director  sent the appeal of the Appellant to the District Manager, PAFC, Sangrur vide letter No. PAFC/FG/2008/36788-89, dated 13.3.2008 with the following remarks:-

“Please find enclosed herewith a copy of appeal filed by Shri Maghar Singh S/o Shri Jangir Singh, R/o House No. 224, Power Colony No. 2, Near Shakti Vihar, Patiala. The applicant has complained that the proper information has not been provided to him. You are advised to personally look into the matter and provide complete information to the applicant  under intimation to the undersigned.”








    Sd/-







Public Information Officer








12.3.2008

Ultimately, having received no response from the Appellate Authority, the Appellant filed Second Appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission.

3.

Now, it is directed that the PIO of the office of Managing Director, Punjab Agro Industries Corporation, Chandigarh will file an affidavit on the next date of hearing that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the Appellant and nothing has been concealed so that the case could be decided on the next date of hearing.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 03.07.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the office of Managing Director, Punjab Agro Industries Corporation, Plot No. 2, Sector: 28, Chandigarh.











Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Major Singh Sekhon,

# 4608, Street No.5,

SAS Nagar, Abohar Road, Muktsar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, PWD (B&R),

Muktsar Circle, Muktsar.






Respondent

CC No. 609 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf  of the Complainant.

Shri Amarjit Singh Sidhu, SDE-cum APIO  and Shri Varinderjit Pal, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 22.5.2008, the PIO was to appear in person today. The Respondent submits a letter No. 1739, dated 10.6.2008  from the  Executive Engineer-cum-PIO , PWD(B&R) Muktsar Circle, Muktsar, in which he has submitted that he is unable to attend the proceedings today as  he has been appointed as Returning Officer for Panchayat Elections as per the orders issued by the Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar on 9..6.2008, a copy of which has   also been enclosed, which is taken on record. 

2.

The APIO states that the information is ready and the Complainant can personally collect it after depositing necessary charges. It is directed that the
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 Complainant be informed to collect the information after depositing necessary charges of the information/documents. It is also directed that the Complainant can collect the information from the office of Executive Engineer, Construction Division, PWD (B&R), Muktsar, at Muktsar on any working day after depositing the necessary charges. The Respondent states that since the information is ready and the Complainant can collect it after depositing the necessary charges, 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: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Rakhra,

308/II/Sector: 1,

Naya Nangal, District: Ropar.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.820/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO and Shri Dev Raj, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that a communication bearing No. PSIEC/Estate/19369 dated 17.11.2004, issued to the Complainant due to oversight inter-alia demanding the dues to be remitted by the allottee by 5.10.2004, has been withdrawn by the Department. vide Memo. No. PSIEC/RTI/3040 dated 5.6.2008,  addressed to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission. He further states that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

2.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

4.

  After the hearing in the instant case is over, the Complainant                                                                                                                                                     
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reaches the Court Room at 12.00 Noon to plead that he may be heard. Accordingly, the request of the Complainant is accepted. 

5.

The Complainant states that the Commission may direct the PIO to issue  him No Dues Certificate from today. The Respondent states that non-construction fee of Rs. 4850/- is pending against the Complainant, which is to be paid by the Complainant, before No Dues Certificate is issued to him.  It is made clear that this Court is not meant for settling non-construction fee, penalties or such other issues.  This Court is to get the information supplied to the Complainant, as available on the record of the Department. 

6.

Since the requisite information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant by the Respondent, the case is disposed of.









        Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.K.Tandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.




  Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17, Chandigarh.



    Respondent

CC No.1168 & 1055 /2007

Present:
Shri K.K.Tandon, Complainant, in person and Shri Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Jagjiwan Singh, Accounts Officer(Estate) and Shri Chaman Lal, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant makes a written submission requesting that he wants to inspect files regarding following plots:


(a)
Plot No. C-108,  Phase-V


(b)
Plot No. C-185  & 186 of Phase-V


(c)
Plot No. C-168, Phase-V


(d)
Plot allotted to Employees State Insurance Corporation for hospital.


(e)
Plot allotted to Shivalik Loha Mill.

It is directed that the Respondent will get the above-noted files inspected by the Complainant and after inspection; case will be heard at 12.30 P.M.                           2.
At 12.30 P.M. the Advocate states that during today’s inspection only one-
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tenth of the one file could be inspected. He requests for more time for the inspection of remaining files. 

3.

On mutual consent of both the parties, the inspection of the remaining files is fixed for 24.6.2008 at 1100 hours in the office of PIO. Necessary fee for inspection of files will be charged by the PIO. After inspection of files, the Complainant will identify the documents to be supplied and the PIO will provide the documents on the spot, which do not relate to third party and for the third party information, arguments will be held on the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17.7.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12.06.2008.

            
      State Information Commissioner

`

