STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H.B. Malhotra,

Kothi No. 569, Phase: 2, Mohali.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 418/2007
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Jagdish  Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri Darshan Kumar, Section Officer and shri R. K. Goyal, Senior Law Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

A letter dated 14.2.2008 has been received from the Appellant vide which he has requested that his appeal dated 12.12.2007 may please be decided in his absence on merits and the decision thereof be conveyed to him as he is not in a position to appear before the Commission being an infirm person of 85 years and victim of paralyses. 

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information running into 2 pages including one page of covering letter has been sent to the Appellant vide letter No. PSIEC/RTI/15824 dated 13.2.2008 by registered post. Since the Appellant has demanded information on nine points vide his application dated 26.7.2007, it is directed that the PIO will supply parawise   detailed information to the Appellant within 15 days with a copy to the Commission.

 

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 25.3.2008. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri J.K.Sharma,

S/o Shri C.L.Sharma,

# 200, Jamalpur Colony, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No. 1520 /2007

Present:
Shri J.K.Sharma, Complainant, in person and Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate Counsel for the Complainant.


Shri J.S.Randhawa, DGM-cum-PIO, Shri Jagdish Chand,Manager-cum-APIO, Shri Boota Singh Gill, Manager(Personnel) and Shri Om Pal Singh, Dealing Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard.

2.

The PIO along with the Staff is present for today’s proceedings alongwith requisite files for inspection by the Complainant. As per demand of the Complainant, the files were shown to Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate for the Complainant who has verified from the pages brought by him one by one and he has verified the record which was shown to him during the proceedings. Almost all the relevant record which was asked for by the Advocate for the Complainant to verify, has been got verified by the PIO.

3.

The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant makes a written submission, a copy of which has been given to the PIO. As per directions given 

on the last date of hearing, the PIO has submitted an affidavit dated 13.2.08, a
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 photo- copy of which has been given to the Complainant. It is directed that the 
status report in respect of Shri C. M. Sharma, the then XEN, now Superintending Engineer and Shri Ram Parkash, J.E. be given to the Complainant within a period of 15 days.

4.

The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant has demanded compensation of Rs.6000/- for the detriment suffered by him for visiting the Commission office twice.  Accordingly, a compensation of Rs.700/- is ordered to be paid  to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him through a Demand Draft before the next date of hearing.

5.

The case is fixed for for confirmation of compliance of  orders on 25.03.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                     Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  J. K.  Sharma, 

H.M. 200, Jamalpur Colony,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

P.S.I. E. C., Udyog  Bhawan,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No. 2363 /2007

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

Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum- APIO and Shri Balbir Singh, XEN Horticulture, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that the information running into 10 pages including one page of covering letter has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. PSIEC/RTI/14656-58, dated 21/22-1-2008. The Complainant states that he has received the requisite information and has paid the necessary charges to the APIO today. He further states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and requests that 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: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh,

310-B, Ranjit  Avenue, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Animal Husbandry, 

Dairy Development and Fisheries, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 2430/2007

Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh Lauhka on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Kamlesh Kumari, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Inderjit Singh, Joint Director, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information stands supplied to the Complainant and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. The Complainant requests that 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: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri M. S. Lall,

# 131, Model Gram, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board,

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




Respondent

CC No.  2415/2007

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



Shri  J. S. Bhatia, XEN-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant has informed the Commission vide his letter dated 18.12.2007 that the information  regarding Para A(Sr. No. 2) has not been supplied to him so far. He further states that  rest of the information has been provided to him and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him so far. The APIO states that Shri Raghbir  Modgill, who has filed a Civil Writ Petition in the Lower Court at Kharar has given in writing that he is withdrawing  the case and therefore there is no need to file defence reply in the Civil Writ Petition. He further requests that since the complete information has been provided to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

2.

It is directed that a copy of the undertaking given by Shri Modgill be provided to the Complainant.  

 

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: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Sarup Sharma,

S/o Shri Prabhu Ram,

Village: Jhampur, Tehsil & Distt: Mohali.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o S. D. M.,

Phase-1, Mohali.







Respondent

CC No.2315/2007

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Jaspal Singh, Naib Tehsildar Mohali and Shri Ashok Kumar, Reader, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that no Committee has been constituted by the S.D.M. Mohali to look after Guga Mari Shrine of Village Jhampur and therefore no record is available in the office of S.D.M. Mohali. He further states that S.S.P. Mohali has intimated that a Civil Writ Petition No. 45352/M/2007 is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and next date of hearing is 28.2.2008.  

 

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: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Sarup Sharma,

S/o Shri Prabhu Ram,

Village: Jhampur, Tehsil & Distt: Mohali.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Additional Registrar-cum-General Manager,

District Industry Centre, Phase-6, Mohali.



Respondent

CC No.2314/2007

Present:
Shri Jagmohan Sarup Sharma, Complainant, in person.

Shri Bhinder Singh, Additional Registrar and Shri Kulbir Singh, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that the Respondent has not provided him action taken report on his application   dated 1.10.2007 as per Sections 12(d) and 13 of Registration of Societies Act, 1860. The Respondent assures that requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant within 15 days. 

 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25.3.2008. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                      Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Kumar Garg,

Principal, Arya High School,

Rampura Phul, Tehsil: Phul,

District: Bathinda.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o The Registrar,

Firms and Societies, Punjab,

Near Post Office, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No. 2377/2007

Present:
Shri Rajinder Kumar Garg, Complainant,  in person.



Shri Bakhshish  Singh, Registrar,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent makes a written submission dated 13.2.2008 in which he has stated that the Complainant submitted a photo copy of his letter dated 25.10.2007 on 28.12.2007 but did not deposit any application fee, that is why they have not taken any action  on this application due to non deposit of application fee.  He further states that the Complainant has now submitted  an application on 22.1.2008 alongwith prescribed fee,  which is being processed separately and he  has assured  to supply the requisite information to the Complainant.  

 

3.

Therefore, the instant case is dismissed. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                      Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Major Lal S/o Sh. Sohan Lal,

# 2179, Street No. 4, New Kuldeep Nagar,

Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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

Near Post Office, Sector:17, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.  2308 /2007

Present:
Shri Major Lal, Complainant,  in person.



Shri Bakhshish Singh, Registrar,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent submits a letter dated 13.2.2008 in which he has stated that the letter of the Complainant dated 10.10.2007 for seeking information  has not been received in his office nor necessary fee of Rs. 10/- has been deposited by the Complainant.  He states that in the absence of prescribed application and necessary fees, the requisite information cannot be supplied to the Complainant. He further states that he has come to attend the proceedings of the Commission today on the basis of Hearing Notice issued by the Commission.  He assures that the requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant today itself if the Complainant submits his complaint with necessary fee. 

 

2.

Therefore, the instant case is dismissed. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                           Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

Lomesh Bhawan,

101-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registar,

Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.



Respondent

AC No.433/2007

Present:
Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant, in person.

Shri Narinder Pal Singh, PIO and Shri Sarabjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The judgement is reserved. 

 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                          Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

Lomesh Bhawan,

101-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registar,

Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.



Respondent

AC No.420/2007

Present:
Shri Vidya Sagar, Appellant, in person.

Shri Narinder Pal Singh, PIO and Shri Sarabjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent submits a copy of the information to the Commission. It is directed that one copy of the information duly authenticated be handed over to the Appellant after the proceedings in the instant case  and the Appellant will go over the information and will submit his response on the next date of hearing. The Respondent reports that the Appellant has refused to accept the information. 

 

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.2.2008. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                    Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Madan Lal,S/o Shri Nand Lal,

Street No.16,Goushala Road,

Abohar-1, Distt.Ferozepur.






Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Engineer,

PSTC Lining Division No.1,Canal Colony,

Ferozepur.








Respondent
CC No. 2456/2007

Present:
Shri Madan Lal, Complainant,  in person.



Shri  Kishore Chand, S.D.E., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the record asked for by the Complainant is very old and more-over, some of the record had been washed away in flood during 1988. The Complainant states that the Department had produced record in the Labour Court Bathinda in a separate case where  some of the Vouchers relating to the year 1988 were submitted in the Labour Court. Therefore, it is directed that the PIO will be present in person on the next date of hearing and will submit an affidavit explaining the reasons for not supplying the requisite Vouchers to the Complainant  as per his demand. 

 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25.3.2008. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                      Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shamsher Singh Sohal,

# 430, Mota Singh Nagar,

Cool Road, Jalandhar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Industries, Punjab,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.  2454/2007
Present:
Shri Love Kumar on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri   Ravinder Singh, Legal Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent pleads for adjournment of the case stating that the Complainant will appear in person on the next date of hearing and will give the detail of the Share-holders regarding payment of compensation for the land acquired for Focal Point/New Focal Point Amritsar out of the land of Jumla Mushtarka Malkan Khewat in Village:  Vallah, Tehsil and District: Amritsar. The Respondent states that total amount of Rs. 18,84,589/- is lying with LAC Industries as compensation for Village Vallah.  

 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25.3.2008. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.





                   Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 14.02.2008



  State Information Commissioner

