STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manjeet Singh Pasricha,

# 5682, Sector: 38 (West),

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 2135/2008

Present:
Shri  Manjeet Singh Pasricha, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Ravi Katoch, Senior Assistant and Shri Jatinder Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of Secretary, PWD(B&R), Punjab,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that some information relates to the office of Chief Architect Punjab and some information relates to  the office of Principal Secretary, PWD(B&R). He pleads that the case may be adjourned for a month as he has to collect the requisite information from different public authorities. He assures the Commission that the requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of one month. 

2.

Therefore, case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 16.12.2008.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties





 Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sosheel Kumar Soni,

H. No. 468, Sector: 9,

Ambala City.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Panchayati Raj, Public Works Circle,

SCO No. 2929-30, Sector: 22-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 2232/2008

Present:
Shri Sosheel Kumar Soni, Complainant, in person.

Shri Harbhajan Singh, S.E.-cum-PIO, Shri Prem Sijgh, Superintendent and Shri Pushap Pal, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant has asked information on 103 points vide his application dated 24.5.2008. The application is hand-written and not legible. The Complainant is directed to supply a legible photo copy of the complaint. He states that original application is with the PIO. Thus the PIO is  directed to supply a legible photo copy of the application of  the Complainant to the Commission today. 

3.

The PIO states that the information is voluminous and it will divert 
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the resources of the Department to prepare  the information. He further states that the Complainant may be directed to  inspect the record to identify specific information required by him so that the same could be supplied to him without any further delay. The PIO states that point-wise reply running  into four sheets alongwith 21 pages of documents  has been sent to the Complainant vide Memo. No. PR/Estt.-2/08/7393 dated 12.11.2008. The Complainant states that he has received the information on 15.11.2008 and he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him.  The PIO further states that Department of Rural Development  and Panchayati Raj(RDE-4 Branch) has already supplied information running into 64 pages including four sheets of covering letter vide Memo. No. 5903 dated 26.9.2007  but the Complainant has not sent any observations/comments on the information supplied to him.  The PIO informs the Commission that the Complainant has demanded identical information vide his application dated 24.5.2008 in the instant case. The Complainant states that he has been approaching the Department from time to time to get a copy  of the order mentioned in the information supplied to him at Sr. No. 36. 

4.

It is directed that the PIO will supply  a copy of the order mentioned at Sr. No. 36 in the reply sent by the Government to the Complainant.  It is  also directed that the Complainant will visit  the office of the PIO on 11.12.2008 at 11.00 A.M. in the new premises SCO No. 237, Sector: 40-B, Chandigarh   to 
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inspect the record and identify the documents required by him.  The 

PIO is directed to make all the arrangements for inspection in the office room of Shri Ashok Kumar Chopra, APIO-cum-SDE Electrical,  where dealing Assistant should also be present with the record. 

5.

The Complainant states that since the information has been delayed, the same may be supplied free of cost. It is accordingly directed that the information be supplied free of cost but the charges for inspection will be paid by the Complainant as per the provision of the RTI Act, 2005.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.01.2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Mrs.Monica,

W/o Shri Rajeev Tandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





     Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.294/2008
Present:
Shri G.S.Sikka,Advocate on behalf of the Appellant.     
Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO and Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO states that response to the observations/comments made by the Appellant will be supplied in a week’s time. The APIO further states that the information relating to Sr.No.4 has been sent on 4.11.2008,  which has been received by the Appellant.

3.

The Advocate on behalf of the Appellant states that part information has been supplied to the Appellant and further pleads that correct and complete information may be supplied.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29-12-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri J.K.Sharma, S/o

Shri C.L.Sharma,

# 200, Jamalpur Colony, Ludhiana.




    Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.326 /2008

Present:
Shri G.S.Sikka,Advocate on behalf of the Appellant.     
Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO and Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 7.10.2008, when a compensation of Rs. 2500/-(Two thousand five hundred only) was awarded to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him.

2.

The APIO states that the orders have been complied with and compensation money of Rs.2500/- (Rupees two thousand and five hundred only) has been sent to the Appellant through Bank Draft No.710689, dated 3.11.2008, drawn on Punjab National Bank, Chandigarh.

3.

Since the orders have been complied with, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Panna Lal Chawla,

S/o Shri Mehar Chand Chawla,

# 1305, Namak Mandi, Amritsar-143 001.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

District Industries Centre, Amritsar.




 Respondent

CC No.2215 /2008

Present:
Shri Panna Lal Chawla, Complainant, in person.
Shri Varinder Singh Walia, APIO-cum-Project Manager, DIC, Amritsar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO-cum-Project Manager, District Industries Centre, Amritsar hands over information running into 24(Twenty-four) sheets including two sheets of covering letter to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence.

3.

The Complainant states that he wants to study the information supplied to him today.  Accordingly, it is directed that the Complainant will go through the information and will submit his response/observations, if any, to the
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 PIO/APIO within a period of fifteen days, i.e. by 2nd December, 2008. The PIO/APIO will send response  to the observations/comments made by the Complainant as per his original demand by 15.12.2008.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17-12-2008 at 1200 hrs at Ravi Sadan Guest House, Shahpur Kandi, near Pathankot.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms Kanwaljeet Kaur,

D/o Shri Kulwant Singh,

# 53/167, Gali No.2, 

Ujjagar Nagar, Batala,

District: Gurdaspur.






           Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Subordinate Services Selection Board,

SCO No.156-160, Sector: 8-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2230/2008

Present:
Shri Kulwant Singh on behalf of his Daughter Ms Kanwaljeet Kaur,               

 Complainant, in person.
Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent -cum-PIO and Shri Mohinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that some information has been supplied to the Complainant and the Complainant has been requested to deposit the charges towards the cost of the information yet  to be supplied. 

3.

The Complainant states that she had filed an application with the PIO on 20.8.2008 for information and she has not received any intimation  about the charges to be deposited with the PIO.

Cont…P/2

CC No.2230/2008


  -2-

4.

The PIO states that on 6.11.2008, the Complainant has been requested to deposit Rs.250/-(Two hundred fifty only). Since the information has not been supplied within stipulated period, therefore it is directed that the information will be supplied free of cost.

5.

On the mutual consent of the parties, Shri Kulwant Singh, on behalf

his daughter will visit the office of the Superintendent-cum-PIO today at 2.30 PM. The PIO will collect all  the information in his office from the dealing Assistants and Shri Kulwant Singh will inspect the record in the office room of the PIO and will identify the documents required by him.  The Superintendent-cum-PIO will supply the requisite information/documents duly authenticated to Shri Kulwant Singh,  on the spot,  free of cost.

6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of  orders on 02-12-2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagpal Singh,S/o Shri Major Singh,

VPO: Fatta Maloka, Tehsil: Sardulgarh,

District: Mansa.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Subordinate Services Selection Board,

SCO No.156-160, Sector: 8-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2139/2008

Present:
Shri Jagpal Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent -cum-PIO and Shri Mohan Lal Grover, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Superintendent-cum- PIO  states that the information regarding  250 candidates of General Category, who had been  interviewed for the post of MPHW,  has been sent to Shri Jagpal Singh, Complainant vide Memo No.5/42-08CA-1/120 on 14.8.2008. The Complainant states that he has received the information, but his name is not in the list whereas he had also appeared in the interview held on 15.5.2001. 

3.

The Respondent states that the total information is ready with them and  if the Complainant agrees to pay the fee,  the information can  be supplied 
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to him even today.   Accordingly, it is directed that the information regarding all the  candidates of all categories be supplied to the Complainant today,  for which the Complainant will deposit the necessary charges and after supplying the information to the Complainant,   the PIO will confirm to the Commission office  on  Telephone that the information has been supplied. 

4.

Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO has confirmed on telephone that the information running into 146(One hundred forty-six) sheets has been supplied to the Complainant after obtaining the requisite fee. The Complainant also confirms  that he has given in writing that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads  that the case may be closed.

5.

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

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Joginder Singh Lehal,









H. No. 2509, Sector: 35-C, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Forest Officer,
Patiala Division, Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No. 2316/2008

Present:
Shri  Joginder Singh Lehal, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Karamjit Singh Jatana, Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO, Patiala , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the information, running into 62(Sixty two) sheets including one sheet of covering letter, has been supplied to the Complainant  vide letter No. 5008 dated 8.10.2008. The Complainant states that he has received the information. He submits his rejoinder dated 17.11.2008 to the Commission and one copy is handed over to the PIO. It is directed that the PIO will go through the observations/comments submitted by the Complainant today and will submit his response, if any, to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission before 30.11.2008.

3.

It is also directed that the PIO will bring the original record of the 
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trees standing on Kms. 19-20 on Kharar-Banur road, on the next date of hearing alongwith dealing staff starting from Guard. , who have dealt with this case for issuing No Objection Certificate.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.12.2008 at 11.00 A. M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Ramnik Shergill,

D/o Shri Joginder Singh Lehal,









H. No. 2509, Sector: 35-C, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Forest Officer,
Patiala Division, Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No. 2317/2008

Present:
Shri  Joginder Singh Lehal, on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri  Karamjit Singh Jatana, Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO, Patiala , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that the information, contained in one sheet,  has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 4874 dated 3.10.2008. Shri Joginder Singh Lehal, appearing on behalf of the Complainant, states that the information has been received by the Complainant. He submits observations/comments on the information supplied to the Complainant and one copy is handed over to the PIO. 

2.

It is directed that the PIO will go through the observations/comments submitted by the Complainant and will send his response to the Complainant by 30.11.2008 with a copy to the Commission. 
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3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.12.2008 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa,  Opposite  Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian-Bet, District Ludhiana-141008.



Complainant







Vs

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

17 Bays Building, 3rd Floor, Sector:17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No. 953 /2008

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant, in person.
Shri Bakhshish Singh, Registrar of Firms and Societies and Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the information,  as per the orders of the Commission dated 7.10.2008,  has been supplied to the Complainant and pleads that the case may be disposed of. 

2.

The Complainant states that he has received the information as per his demand and pleads 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:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa,  Opposite  Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian-Bet, District Ludhiana-141008.



Appellant







Vs

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

Department of Industries & Commerce,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 317/2008
Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Appellant, in person.
Shri Gurmit Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary Industries & Commerce and  Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of Director Industries , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant states that detail of funds deposited with the PCA by Punjab Alkalies and Chemicals Ltd. has been supplied  to him. Detail of Rs. 30 lac given by Punjab Tractors Ltd. Mohali  and detail  of  Rs. 22.25 lac given by  Punjab Wireless System Mohali has not been given.  Detail of only  Rs. 10/- lac in respect of Punjab Commuinication Limited Mohali  has been given. He further states that he has demanded the detail of funds in respect of 12 Companies/Corporations. He requests that detail of funds in respect of remaining Companies may also be supplied including correspondence made between officers concerned. 
2.

Shri Gurmit Singh, Senior Assistant, who appears on behalf of the PIO, states that the Appellant may be directed to inspect the record of the Corporation on any working day. The Appellant states that he does not want to inspect the record. He pleads that the PIO may be directed to supply the 

requisite information as per his demand. 

3.

Shri Gurmit Singh states that the PIOs of the Corporations may be
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 directed to appear in person alongwith information on the next date of hearing. He further states that a copy of the Appellant’s application has already been sent to the PIOs of Director,  Industries & Commerce, Punjab;  Punjab State Industrial Development Corporation  and PSIEC vide Memo. No. 347-349 dated 17.3.2008.

4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIOs of the Directorate/Corporations stated above, will attend the proceedings in person, alongwith information, on the next date of hearing. The PIOs of some other subsidiary Companies under the control of above-said Directorate/Corporations may also be directed to attend the proceedings in the instant case on the next date of hearing. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.1.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, Director Industries & Commerce, 17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh  and all  PIOs of Corporations.










  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

CC:

1. PIO, P. S. I. D.C. , Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.

2. PIO, PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

3. PIO, Punjab Financial Corporation, SCO: 95-98, Bank Square, Sector:17- 

           B, Chandigarh.

4. PIO, Punjab Information & Communication Technology Corporation,   

           Udyog  Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.

5. PIO, Punjab Khadi &  Gram Udyog, SCO 2429-30, Sector: 22-C, 

                               Chandigarh.

6. PIO, Puntex and Leathra, 17 Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh. 

7. PIO, Punjab Alkalies and Chemical Ltd(PSIDC)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sunil Inder Singh,

HIG – 1404, Model Town, 

Phase-1, Bathinda.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Financial Corporation,

SCO No. 95-98, Bank Square, 

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1869/2008
Present:
Shri Sunil Inder Singh, Complainant, in person. 


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

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing on 21.10.2008, Shri D. P. Soni, AGM-cum-PIO, Punjab Financial Corporation brought  to the notice of the Commission that a similar case AC-310/2007 has been heard and decided by Shri P. K. Verma, SIC and requested that the instant case may also be decided on the same lines. 

2.

Accordingly, case No. AC-310/2007 has been procured from the office of Shri P. K. Verma, SIC. On the perusal of this case it is noticed that this case is totally different from the instant case.

3.

Therefore, it is directed that information demanded by the Complainant be supplied as per his demand within a period of 15 days.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 

04.12.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Kumar,

B-10, Civil Lines, Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Financial Corporation,

SCO No. 95-98, Bank Square,

Sector: 17-B, Chandigarh-16—17.




 Respondent

CC No. 2109 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


Shri D. P. Soni, AGM-cum-PIO, Punjab Financial Corporation, Chandigarh,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that the requisite information, running into 75(Seventy five) sheets,  has been sent to the Complainant vide Memo. No. PFC/PIO/08/13919, dated 8.10.2008. He pleads  that the absence of the Complainant shows that he has received the information and is satisfied 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:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vibhu Bansal,

S/o Shri Naresh Kumar Bansal,

Resident of Near Subhash Park,

Samana, District: Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala.



 Respondent

CC No.2121 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri  Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer and Shri D. K. Singla, APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer, states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant in three parts, 13(thirteen) sheets have been supplied vide letter No. 4508, dated 26.9.2008, two sheets have been supplied vide letter No. 39883 dated 31.10.2008 and  29(Twenty nine) sheets have been supplied vide letter No. 39746 dated 31.10.2008. He pleads that the absence of the Complainant  shows that he has received the information and is satisfied 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:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kamal Anand,

S/o Shri Om Parkash Anand,

C/o People for Transparency ,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House, Sangrur.




Complainant







Vs

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

Vatavaran Bhawan, Nabha Road, Patiala.


 Respondent

CC No. 2142/2008

Present:
None is present  on behalf of the Complainant. 


Shri Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer and Shri D. K. Singla, APIO,                     on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer, states that the Complainant was informed vide letter  No. 27732 dated 17.7.2008 to deposit Rs. 53192/- towards the cost of documents running into 26595 sheets. He was also asked to visit  the office of Member Secretary, Punjab Polluton Control Board, Patiala on any working day by giving prior intimation on Mobile No. 98788-44400, to inspect/identify the requisite information.  He further states that the Complainant visited the  Regional office of Patiala and Sangrur on 6.10.2008 and 7.10.2008 respectively. After inspection of the record on 7.10.2008, he gave in writing to
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curtail the information  and asked the information afresh w.e.f. 1.4.2008 pertaining to Regional office Patiala, Sangrur and Hoshiarpur.  He further states that the requisite information has been prepared  and the Complainant has been asked  on 6.11.2008 to deposit Rs. 280/- so that the information  could be supplied to him. He further states that the Complainant can collect the information personally on any working day from the office of Member Secretary-cum-PIO, Punjab Pollution Control Board after depositing Rs. 280/-. 

2.

Therefore, the Complainant is directed to collect the information from the office of Member Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala on any working day between 11.00 A.M. and 4.00 P.M. after depositing the necessary charges.

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 04.12.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner
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Shri Mohinder Kumar Seth,

M/s Rashmi Detergent Chemical Works,

E-78, Focal Point, Phase-IV, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17A,Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1770/2008

Present:
Shri Mohinder Kumar Seth, Complainant, in person and Shri G. S. Sikka, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer, Shri Dalbara Singh, DGM Accounts, Shri Jaspal Singh, Section Officer,  Shri Raja Ram Naidu, Senior Assistant, and Shri Chuni Lal, dealing  Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 7.10.2008 when it was directed that the Complainant will visit the office of APIO on 16.10.2008 at 1200 hours to inspect the record. Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that they visited the office of the APIO on 16.10.008 but could not inspect the record as it was not ready for inspection. However, the APIO states that the Complainant came late and that is why the record not be inspected. The APIO states that  the information running into 16(Sixteen) sheets has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. PSIEC/9575 dated 12.11.2008, which has been received by the Complainant.
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2.

  Ld. Counsel for the Complainant submits his observations/comments on the information supplied to the Complainant and one copy is handed over to the APIO. 

3.

The APIO states that the information running into 103 pages is ready with the Department to hand over to the Complainant. The information is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence. 

4.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that he will go through the information supplied today and will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO within a period of 15 days, with a copy to the Commission. 



5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.12.2008 at 11.30 A.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  17.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

