STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gursharan Singh,

# 3002, Sector: 47-D, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1155 /2008

Present:
Shri Gursharan Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri D.P.Singh Baidwan, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri J.S.Randhawa, PIO-cum-Dy General Manager, Shri R.K.Gupta, APIO-cum-Estate Officer, Shri Sarwan Kumar, Senior Assistant,Shri Jagjiwan Singh, AO and Shri Yash Pal, Senior Assistant   , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 26.3.2008 and asked for the information on two points. The information relating to Sr.No.1 has been provided along with the letter No.LAC-03/Ropar/6623-C, dated 10.9.2003. The information relating to Sr.No.2 has been provided partially. 

2.

The PIO states that the Department of Land Acquisition be made party to supply the information as the action as per the order of the Additional District Session Judge, Ropar is to be taken by the Land Acquisition Collector. It is directed that the PIO of the office of Land Acquisition Collector will attend the
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 proceedings in person on the next date of hearing along with the photo-copies of the noting of the file, after the judgment is delivered by the Additional District Session Judge, Ropar on 21.1.2000.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.08.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the PIO of the Land Acquisition Collector, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prithipal Singh,

EL-650, Industrial Area,

Phase-9, Mohali.







Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1049/2008

Present:
Shri Prithipal Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri R.S. Bal, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri J.S.Randhawa, PIO-cum-Dy General Manager, Shri R.K.Gupta, APIO-cum-Estate Officer, Shri Sarwan Kumar, Senior Assistant,Shri Jagjiwan Singh, AO and Shri Yash Pal, Senior Assistant   , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The request for information submitted to the PIO, PSIEC, Chandigarh on 13.12.2007, asking for information for paras ‘a’ to ‘e’. The PIO PSIEC vide his letter dated PSIEC/RTI/1090, dated 22.4.2008, informed the Complainant that the information demanded relates to Punjab Infotech and requested the Complainant to get the same from the concerned Organisation.

3.

The PIO Infotech supplied the information to the Complainant vide his letter No.PICTC/Admn/2007/5199, dated 22/26.11.2007. The Complainant filed first Appeal to the Managing Director Punjab Infotech, Limited, Chandigarh on 15.5.2008. The First Appellate Authority, Punjab, Infotech has issued speaking order vide letter No.PICTC/Admn/2008/2531, dated 2.7.2008 in which the Appellate Authority has stated that as para ‘e’ is concerned, the information

                             Cont…P/2
CC No.1049/2008 


  -2-

may be available with M/s PSIEC. The PIO on behalf of the Respondent states in the Court today that the information will be supplied to the Complainant relating to para ‘e’ within a period of 15 days.

4.

The Complaint No.1049/2008 be treated as second Appeal as the Appellant has already filed a first Appeal to the First Appellate Authority, i.e. Managing Director Infotech, Punjab, Chandigarh. The Registrar may assign a new Number as Appeal in the instant case.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12-08-2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar.









Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 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 Rajiv Tandon ,Complainant, in-person and Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri J.S.Randhawa, PIO-cum-Dy General Manager, Shri R.K.Gupta, APIO-cum-Estate Officer, Shri S.K.Gupta, Esate Officer, Shri Sarwan Kumar, Senior Assistant,Shri Jagjiwan Singh, AO and Shri Yash Pal, Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The additional information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No.PSIEC/RTI/4321, dated 3.7.2008 in which detailed reply relating to Point No.5 has been supplied along with the cancellation order of Plot C-168 by the then Chief Engineer Shri J.S.Sodhi, dated 6.10.1982 along with noting sheets.

3.

The Complainant states that he has inspected the file and there is no letter available in the File vide which the then allottee Shri Piara Singh has written to the Estate Officer for the restoration of Plot in his favour. It is also clarified by the Department that the letter dated 21.11.1989 is the only decision in the File No.C-168 Phase-V F.P.Ludhiana in which the Department has decided
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to allot Plot No.C-168 Phase V Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana  in favour of M/s Shakti Roller Flour Mill, with the condition that the allottee will submit the documents within 60 days from the date of issue of letter dated 21.11.1989. The Complainant further states that as per conditions mentioned in the letter dated 21.11.1989; he has filed the civil Suit in the lower Court at Ludhiana which was decided in favour of the Complainant. Accordingly, the Department went to the appeal with the District Session Judge, Ludhiana. The case was decided in favour of the Corporation. Accordingly, the Complainant has filed an appeal in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court which is pending after admission. The Complainant also states that he has deposited Rs.1.00 lakh on 28.4.1989 and, subsequently Rs.4.82 lakh on 4.11.1989 as per the directions of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

4.

The Complainant pleads that he may be compensated for determent suffered by him in getting the information. The PIO/APIO has explained in detail that the information as per the demand and subsequent demand by the Complainant has been supplied, after making best efforts by the Department. 

5.

I am satisfied with the explanation made by the PIO/APIO, no compensation is allowed and the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagsir Singh,S/o Shri Dalbara Singh,

VPO: Jhanduke, Tehsil Sardulgarh,

District: Mansa.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar Irrigation, Hydel Building,

Near Panchayat Bhawan, Sector:18, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.1061/2008

Present:
Shri Jagsir Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti,Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Labh Singh Longia, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the perusal of the case file, it is seen that there are two applications filed with different PIOs for different type of information. One application dated 15.4.2008 relates to the Chief Technical Examiner Mechanical and Vigilance Officer, Irrigation, Punjab, Patiala. This application was returned back to Shri Jagsir Singh, son of Shri Dalbara Singh, Complainant by the Chief Technical Examiner Mechanical and Vigilance Officer, Irrigation, Punjab, Patiala Now, the same application returned by the CTE & VO is handed over to the representative of the PIO along with the Indian Postal Order to supply the information in the instant case to the Complainant.



Another application dated 7.3.2008; the Complainant has demanded the action taken report/enquiry report which has been completed by

the Inquiry Officer during the year 2005. The representative of the PIO states that
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this information is also to be supplied by the Chief Technical Examiner Mechanical and Vigilance Officer, Irrigation, Punjab, Patiala. 

2.
 
The Complainant states that the information demanded in these two applications is same; therefore, both these applications may be clubbed. It is directed that the PIO, office of the Chief Engineer Irrigation, Punjab will get the information collected from the Chief Technical Examiner Mechanical and Vigilance Officer, Irrigation, Punjab, Patiala at personal level and supply to the Complainant within a period of one month.

3.

it is directed that both the applications filed by the Complainant are clubbed and will be heard in the instant case No.CC-1061/2008.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05-08-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Raj Kaila,

# 196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,

District: Hoshiarpur.







     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Consumer Disputes

Redressal Forum, Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

AC No.239 /2008

Presen
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Shri Shiv Kumar, Supdt-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Supdt-cum-APIO states that the Appellant has filed similar cases for the same information, which has been dismissed by the Commission. He further pleads that the Appellant has asked for comments on the judicial orders passed by the Chairman, District Consumer Disputes Redressal Forum, Gurdaspur. He states that information available on the record of the case file has already supplied to the Appellant. He further pleads that the case may be disposed of.

4.

Since the similar cases have been dismissed by this Hon’ble Commission, the instant case is also disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmej Singh,

33, Labh Nagar, Ram Tirath Road,

PO: Khalsa College, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division No.1,

PWD B&R Branch, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC No.1035 & 1213 /2008

Present:
Shri Gurmej Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Darshan Skingh SDE-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Darshan Singh, SDE-cum-APIO states that the information as per the demand of the Complainant stands supplied vide letter No.136 dated 19.6.2008 alongwith layout Plan of alignment of Taran Tarn Bye Pass.  The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information. Only the layout plan issued by the Kanungo/Patwari has been supplied, whereas he has demanded the original layout of Tarn Taran Bye-Pass and  changed alignment of TaranTar Bye Pass. SDE states that the information relating to the year 1981, moreover, the estimates and other planning has been done by the Chief Engineer Highway at Head Office, Patiala. Accordingly, the information regarding change of Alignment of Tarn Taran Bye Pass will be got from the Chief Engineer, National Highway Head Office, Patiala.

3.

It is directed that PIO of the office of the Chief Engineer National Highway Head Office, Patiala will attend the proceedings on the next date of
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hearing and will supply the information as per the demand of the Complaint dated 1.4.2008. The Executive Engineer Central Works Division, PWD & B&R Branch, Amritsar will transfer the application to the PIO of the office of the Chief Engineer National Highway Head Office, Patiala. The XEN Central Works Division No.1, PWD & B&R Branch, Amritsar will also attend in person the next date of hearing.

4.

The Complainant has also filed a case CC No.1213/2008 which has been fixed for further hearing on 7.8.2008. Accordingly, this case is allowed to be clubbed with the instant case, i.e. CC No.1035/2008.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12-08-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the PIO of the Chief Engineer, PWD & B&R Branch, Patiala. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balkar Singh,

# 94-Band Gate Shiv Chowk,

Sirsa, Haryana.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary,

Punjab Water Supply & Sanitation Deptt.

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1128 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Sat Parkash Sharma, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri N.D.Sharma (Sectt.side) and Shri Kuldip Kapur,Supdt-cum-APIO, O/o CE Water Supply & Sanitation, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO of the office of Principal Secretary Public Health & Sanitation states that the information stands supplied by the office of the Chief Engineer Public Health vide No.1894 dated 13.5.2008 running into three sheets. However, the representative from the Govt. of Punjab Water Supply & Sanitation has prepared the information running into 50 (Fifty) pages to be supplied to the Complainant, in the Court today. 

2.

As the Complainant is not present, who has already written to the Commission that he may be available after 31st July, 2008. Accordingly, it is directed that information running into 50 sheets may be sent to the address of Shri Balkar Singh, Complainant and he may be directed to deposit Rs.100/- towards the charges of the information plus postal charges. The Representative of  the PIO makes a submission of one copy of the information which is taken on

Cont…P/2

CC No.1128 /2008



-2-

the record of the case file.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21-08-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mangat Ram,

H.No. B-15/200, Old MC Road, 

Sunam, District: Sangrur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Consumer Disputes

Redressal Commission,

SCO: 3009-10, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1060 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Neeraj Khullar, Jujnior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant filed an application with the State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission, Chandigarh vide his complaint dated 10.4.2007 and he has demanded information on 7 (Seven) points. The Respondent states that the Complainant was informed through letter No.SCDRC/SA8/07/3629, dated 26.4.2007 to deposit Rs.31/- towards the cost of the information including postal charges. The Respondent further states that a similar case was decided by Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Shri P.K.Verma in CC No.1558/2007 on 27.11.2007. However, the Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant on 16.8.2007 and 13.11.2007. 

2.

On the perusal of the file, the Complainant has filed a complaint against the PIO of the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, SCO No.84-85, Sector:17C, Chandigarh on 1.4.2008. The case as per the application dated 10.4.2008 which is addressed to the PIO of the Chairman, Punjab State
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Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission, Chandigarh, has been disposed of by the Hon’ble Commissioner Shri P.K.Verma on 27.11.2007 in case CC No.1558/2007.

3.

The Registrar may send the application dated 1.4.2008 to the PIO, Punjab State Information Commission.

4.

Since the case CC No.1558/2007 already stands disposed of by the Hon’ble Commissioner Shri P.K.Verma, the case CC No.1060/2008 may be amended accordingly. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Lal,

C/o Pal Radio Service,

Gamri Road, Dirba, Distt. Sangrur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer, Irrigation Branch,

Hydel Building,near Panchayat Bhawan,

Sector: 18, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.1021 /2008

Present:
Shri Amrit Lal,Complainant, in person.
Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Supdt-cum-APIO and Shri Tarlochan Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 20.2.2008 has demanded information about his G.P.Fund Account No.IRR-Rev.00511 (Amrit Lal, Ziledar, Ladbanzara). He has asked information on six points. Most of the information stands supplied on 6.6.2008. The Complainant states that the information is incomplete. The APIO states that the missing credits have been traced out from the A.G.Office. The APIO states that he may be given some time to clear the GP Fund Account for making payments, as some clarification to to be sought from the XEN, Division, Patiala, Irrigation Branch.

3.

The Complainant states that the payments of G.P.Fund were made in two installments. The second installment has been paid after a period of three years. He pleads that action be taken against the official/officer who has
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delayed the payments of G.P.Fund. The APIO states that the remaining missing credits will be paid to the Complainant in due course of time. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 28-08-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amit Jain,

# 344-A, Aggar Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.918 /2008

Present:
Shri Amit Jain, Complainant-in- person and Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri R.K.Gupta, APIO-cum-Estate Officer,Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Sarwan Kumar, Senior Assistant,Shri Jagjiwan Singh, AO and Shri Yash Pal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.6.2008 when it was directed that the Complainant will give particular Plot Number in the Industrial Focal Point, Phase-V, Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana which has been allotted/transferred as per the directions of the Court. The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant states that the PIO may file an affidavit to the effect that no such plot has been allotted in the Industrial Focal Point. 

2.

The Respondent states that the information, if available on the record, will be supplied to the Complainant or he will file an affidavit that no such plot has been allotted to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of the orders on 12-08-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sudarshan Puri,

Krishna Medical Hall,

Dhobi Ghat, near DMC Hospital,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.886 /2008

Present:
Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant
Shri R.K.Gupta, APIO-cum-Estate Officer,Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Sarwan Kumar, Senior Assistant,Shri Jagjiwan Singh, AO and Shri Yash Pal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.                    

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The case was last heard on 10.6.2008 when it was directed that the Complainant will go through the information supplied to him and submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO. Accordingly, the Complainant has submitted his observations/comments on 24.6.2008 with the PIO, PSIEC. The PIO states that additional information, running into one sheet, as per the observations, has been supplied to the Complainant in the Court today. 

3.

The Complainant further states that the cost of the acquisition of land, development charges and other charges of Mukatsar has not been supplied. The APIO states that the land at Mukatsar has been transferred from the concerned Gram Panchayat. He will verify from the record whether some
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compensation has been given to the Gram Panchayat. The APIO further states that the most of the information stands supplied except one for which clarification remains to be made will be supplied on the next date of hearing.
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 12-08-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 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-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 801/2008

Present:
Shri Kuldip Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Shri G.S.Randhawa, PIO-cum-Dy General Manager, Shri R.K.Gupta, APIO-cum-Estate Officer,Shri Kaushal Aggarwal, Shri Sarwan Kumar, Senior Assistant,Shri Jagjiwan Singh, AO and Shri Yash Pal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information stands supplied. The Complainant pleads that in case of Plot No.392, Focal Point Amritsar (Expansion), it has been decided not to charge interest/penal interest on due amount of the said Plot  with effect from 21.4.1995 onward till the vacation of the stay orders on the disputed land covering plot No.392.

3.

The PIO/ PSIEC, Shri J.S.Randhawa also appeared in person along with affidavit and explained in detail that the information has not been delayed. He further states that the letter dated 6.5.2008 has not been received by the Complainant and the information has been sent on 4.6.2008 in which letter
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dated  6.5.2008 has also been enclosed. 

4.

I am of the view that no penalty may be imposed and no compensation be made to the Complainant. However, it is directed that keeping in view the statements made by the Complainant today in the Court, PSIEC will look into the case whether in Plot  Nos 392 and 391, the interest/ penal interest has been waived of and whether the stay order was granted for the three Plots, namely, 390-A, 391 and 392.  The Department will bring the File Number PSIEC/EW/EO of Shri Jaswinder Singh, S/o Shri Amar Singh, R/o #2636, Chowk Karori, Amritsar relating to Plot No.392 for inspection in the Court. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12-08-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dhanna Singh,S/o Shri Gurdial Singh,

VPO: Haveli Kalan, W.No.5,

Haveli Kalan Road, Ropar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, PSEB, Ropar.



 Respondent

CC No.1039 /2008
Present:
Shri Dhanna Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ashwani Kumar, Senior XEN-cum-APIO and Shri Dharam Chand, UDC,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that the representation of Shri Dhanna Singh, dated 25.1.2008 has been referred to higher authorities for sanction as per the PSEB Rules. The case has been referred back with some observations. The observations have been attended and the case has been sent to the higher authorities for sanction. The Complainant pleads that the correspondence made between the Engineer-in-Chief (South), Patiala and the Deputy Chief Engineer (Operation) Circle, PSEB Ropar and the Executive Engineer PSEB Ropar be supplied to him. The APIO on behalf of the Respondent states that the correspondence made between, office of Engineer-in-Chief (South), Dy Chief Engineer, Ropar and the Executive Engineer, Ropar will be supplied to the Complainant within a week’s time. The APIO further states that the case may be adjourned as the case has been sent to the Engineer-in-Chief (South) DS Patiala for sanction. The request of the APIO has been accepted. 

3.

It is directed that the PIO will pursue the case with the competent
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authority to get the sanction as per the representation of the Complainant.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21-08-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 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 Vijay Tandon and Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the                   Complainant.
Shri R.K.Gupta, APIO-cum-Estate Officer,Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Sarwan Kumar, Senior Assistant,Shri Jagjiwan Singh, AO and Shri Yash Pal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.             

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 12.6.2008 in which it was directed that the Complainant will visit the office of PIO on 24.6.2008 at 1100 hrs for inspection of files/documents and the PIO will provide the documents on the  spot. The Complainant states that he has inspected the files on 24.6.2008 and he has made submission on 27.6.2008 about the information identified by him during inspection. 

2.

As per the observations/comments made by the Complainant, the information running into 31 pages including one covering letter is handed over to the Complainant today in the Court. During arguments, the Complainant was directed to go through the information and the case was again heard in which the Complainant states that he has received the information and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. However, he made some observations on the
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information supplied to him. The Complainant makes a written submission to the PIO and to the Commission.

3.

The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant further pleads that the compensation be given to him, as he has attended the proceedings in the Commission for the last one year. The decision for the compensation will be taken on the next date of hearing. The PIO will submit an affidavit why compensation may not be given to the Complainant.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12-08-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 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:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri R.K.Gupta, APIO-cum-Estate Officer,Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Sarwan Kumar, Senior Assistant,Shri Jagjiwan Singh, AO and Shri Yash Pal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.         

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 12.6.2008 when the case was fixed for compliance of confirmation of orders.

2.

The APIO on behalf of the Respondent states that information running into four sheets is ready for handing over to the Complainant today in the Court. As the complainant is not present, it is directed that the information may be sent to the Complainant through registered post. One copy of the information is placed on the case file for record.

3.

 Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him.

4.
The case is fixed for further hearing on 24.07.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



                      
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yashpal Singh Pathania,

A-3, Staff Colony, Govt. Polytechnic College

For Girls, Majitha Road, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Department of Technical Education &

Industrial Training, Sector: 36, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1056 /2008

Present:
Shri Yashpal Singh Pathania, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jagdeep Singh, ADC(R)-cum-APIO, Mrs Parveen Kaur, Deputy Director and Ms Kamaljeet Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that he has filed application for information to the PIO, office of the Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab on 13.12.2007 and asked information on seven points. The PIO vide his letter No.39, dated 10.1.2008 intimated the Complainant to deposit Rs.148/- as information charges. The Complainant states that he has deposited an IPO worth Rs.150/-as required by the PIO on 3rd February, 2008. The PIO states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo No.131, dated 14th Feb., 2008.

3.

The Complainant states that though the information supplied is incomplete and unspecific about various points raised in his application dated 13.12.2007. The Complainant further states that he has sent a reminder to the PIO on 15.5.2008 stating that the information supplied to him is incomplete and
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unspecific. He filed complaint with the Commissioner on 17.5.2008 as the Department has failed to supply the complete and specific information as per the demand of the Complainant.

4.

The APIO states that the information as per the demand of the Complainant dated 13.12.2007 has been supplied. The Complainant further states that the information is incomplete and unspecific on various points. He pleads that his request for information dated 13.12.2007 be argued accordingly. The Form ‘A’ of his application dated 13.12.2007 was argued parawise in the presence of the representative of the Respondent.

5.

It is directed that the personal file of Shri Yashpal Singh Pathania, Senior Lecturer/Complainant be put up to the Commission for inspection starting from the requisition of the posts sent to the PPSC for appointment as Senior Lecturer, Architect. 
The Complainant pleads that since the information has been delayed, penalty may be imposed on the PIO and the compensation be given to him for the determent suffered by him. 

6.

It is directed that the PIO, office of the Director Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh will appear in person along with the Affidavit as to why the penalty be not imposed and compensation be not given to the Complainant for the determent suffered by him. It is also directed that the personal file along with the relevant file relating to the recruitment of Senior Lecturer Architect for Government College, Jalandhar be brought on the next date of hearing.


7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12-08-2008.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarbjit 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



This case came up for hearing before the Bench on 17.7.2008 and adjourned to 24.7.2008. Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant appeared after the hearing in the case is over. He pleaded that the case may be fixed on 12.8.2008. Accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing on 12.08.2008 instead of 24.07.2008. 









        Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 17. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

