STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parveen Kumar,

# 431/15, Sadar Bazaar,

C/o P.K.Foram Agency, Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

District Industries Centre, Moga.





 Respondent

CC No.927/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Pardeep Kumar, DSP-cum-APIO and Shri Surinder Kumar, Head Constable, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide his Fax message dated 20.8.2008 intimated that he is unable to attend the proceedings of the Court today due to hard of hearing and he has been advised by the Doctor to take rest.

2.

The case was last heard on 10.7.2008 when it was directed that the complete information relating to date  17.4.2008 be sent through registered post to the Complainant.Shri Pardeep Kumar, DSP-cum-APIO states that the information relating to six number applications has since been supplied and he further pleads that the case may be closed. He further states that the Complainant has filed a civil suit in the Court of District Session Judge, Gurdaspur and all the relevant papers are attached with the challans filed by the Police in the Court. He can get any record from the Court relating to the instant cases.

3.

As the Complainant is not present for the second time and the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

H.No.539/112/3, Street-1-E, 

New Vishnu Puri-New Shivpuri road,

Ludhiana.








    Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Mandi Officer,

Grain Market behind Arora Palace Theatre, 

Civil Road, Ludhiana.






 Respondent

AC No.285 /2008

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal(Advocate), Complainant, in person.
Shri Rajpal Singh, SPIO-cum-District Mandi Officer, Shri S.P.Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent, Shri Narinder Pal Singh, Secretary Market Committee, Ludhina, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant filed an application with the SPIO on 12.2.2008 and asked information on five points relating to the allotment of plots in the Sabzi Mandi newly developed by Punjab Mandi Board, G.T.Road, Near Salem Tabri, Ludhiana. The Ld. Counsel on behalf of the Respondent states that  some information running into 430(Four hundred& thirty) sheets has been supplied to the Appellant on 14.3.2008 and payment of Rs.860/- towards the charges has been paid in cash to the SPIO at Ludhiana.

2.

The Appellant states that he has received incomplete information and he has filed observations/comments on the information received by him to the SPIO on 4.3.2008 including the shortcomings. The Ld Counsel  on behalf of the Respondent states that more information running into 75 (Seventy-five)   

Pages/sheets has been supplied which has been received by the Appellant on 
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11.4.2008 relating to the instant case. The Appellant states that the information 

eceived by him on 11.4.2008 relates to some other case. The Ld Counsel further states that the information supplied on 11.4.2008 also relates to the same case. The Appellant will clarify on the next date of hearing whether the information supplied on 11.4.2008 relates to the instant case or not. 

3.

Today, the Respondent supplies more  information running into 15 (Fifteen) sheets, including three sheets of covering letter, to  the Appellant in the Court today and one copy is placed on the record of the instant  file. The Appellant will go through the information supplied to him and he will give his comments/observations, if any, on the information supplied to him within a week  with a copy to the Commission.

4.

On the mutual consent of both the parties, the appellant will inspect the record in the office of Secretary Market Committee, Ludhiana on 11th September at 1100 hrs   and 12th September at 1100 hrs and the SPIO will make available all the 72(seventy two) files relating to the allotment of plots in Sabzi Mandi newly developed by Punjab Mandi Board on G.T.Road, Near Salem Tabri, Ludhiana alongwith the dealing staff. The Appellant is allowed to take the assistance of 2/3 persons  for the  inspection of the record.

5.

It is directed that after identification of the record, the SPIO will supply the information there and then duly authenticated by the competent authority. It is also directed that as the information has been delayed, the same will be supplied free of cost. 

6.

The Appellant states that as the information has been delayed, suitable action may be taken under Section 19 and 20 of the RTI Act.

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23-09-2008.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs Jasvir Kaur,daughter of Sh.Giran Singh,

Village: Kharak Singh Wala, PO: Ghumman Kalan,

Tehsil & District: Mansa.






Complainant







Vs

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

Sector: 8, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.1351 /2008

Present:
Shri Gurjit Singh on behalf of her wife Mrs Jasvir Kaur,        , Complainant.
Shri Mohinder Singh, Senior Assistant, SSS Board, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that his wife  applied for Art and Craft Teacher in the  Freedom Fighter Category. The Respondent states that no separate select  list for Freedom Fighter Category is available in the record. The Complainant states that he wants to inspect the record. 
2.

On  the mutual consent of both the parties, the Complainant is directed to inspect the record in the office of the PIO and both the parties will report for further proceedings in the matter after 12.30 P.M.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner
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3.

 Both the parties report at 3.00 P.M. The Complainant states that he has inspected the record but the information required by him is not available in the record. The Respondent states that no separate select list for Freedom Fighter Category was prepared. Only one consolidated list was prepared as the recruitment was done within a short period of 13 days(Thirteen days). 

4.

It is accordingly directed that the PIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing and will submit an affidavit in this regard.


5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.9.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurvinder Singh S/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

VPO: Mehma Sarja, District: Bathinda.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

District Industries Centre, 

Near ITI Chowk,Bathinda.






 Respondent

CC No. 1371/2008

Present:
Shri Gurvinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ram Singh, General Manager-cum-PIO and Shri Jarnail Singh, Function Manager-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The GM-cum-PIO, DIC, Bathinda states that the Project report sent by Shri Gurvinder Singh on 10th March, 2008 is not properly drafted and in the District Industry Centre, there is no criteria to certify the proposal for getting loan sanctioned from the Banks.  The Complainant has been informed vide letter No.1572 dated 19.5.2008, which reads  as under :-



“T[go’es ft;a/ d/ ;pX ftu nkg BPz fbfynk iKdk j? fe ghHn?wHnkoHtkJhH ;ehw pzd j’  u[eh j? ns/ ;oeko tSb ’A BthA ;ehw  gqXkB wzsoh fJzwgbkJhw/?aN iBNo/;aB  gq’rokw ftuko nXhB j? fe j’Ad ftZu nkT[
D tkbh j?. id’A th BthA ;ehw pko/ e’Jh rkJhvbkJhBia gqkgs j’ iKdh nK jB sK nkg B{z ;{fus eo fdZsk ikt/rk.”
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3.

The PIO states that Shri Gurvinder Singh, Complainant is not falling under the category of B.P.L. The certificate issued by the Department is only to 

provide ‘Atta & Dal’ Scheme whose annual income is upto Rs.30,000/-. The PIO further makes submission of the report from the BDPO, Bathinda that Shri Gurvinder Singh, son of Shri Gurdev Singh, resident of Mehma Sarja is not included in the BPL Survey made for the BPL beneficiaries

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dhanna Singh,

Village: 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 Dilpreet Singh, SDO-cum-APIO and Shri Dharam Chand, UDC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the  speaking order has been passed by the competent authority and has been delivered to the Complainant through registered post vide letter No.13620, dated 22.7.2008. The Complainant states that he has received the speaking order.

3.

The Complainant states that after eight years the Department has issued speaking order which might have been issued when he had submitted his representation to the competent authority for sanction of 23 years Proficiency Step-up. He pleads that as the Department has harassed him and unnecessarily delayed the information, suitable action be taken under the RTI Act. He states 
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that penalty be imposed for not supplying the information in time and compensation be granted to him for the determent suffered by him. 

4.

It is directed that the PIO will appear in person on the next date of

hearing along with the affidavit explaining reasons as to why the penalty be not

imposed and compensation be not given to the Complainant for the determent suffered by him. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16-09-2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J. L. Nanda,

Director, Druckgrafen India Limited,

SCO No. 174, 2nd Floor, Sector:38-C, Chandigarh.


Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog  Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.291/2008

Present:
Shri  J.L.Nanda, Appellant, in person.
Shri Sanjay Ahuja, Deputy General Manager-cum-PIO, PSIDC  and Shri L.K.Singla, Assistant General Manager, PSIDC                    , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant filed an application for information with the PIO  of the office of PSIDC on 8.4.2008. On receiving no response, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 13.5.2008.  Again, on getting no response from the First Appellate Authority, he filed appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission, being the Second Appellate Authority,  on 22.6.2008. 

2.

The Respondent states that the information running into 866 (Eight hundred sixty six) sheets on the payment of Rs. 1732/-(One thousand seven hundred and thirty two only) has been supplied to the Appellant. The Appellant states that the information, supplied to him, has not been authenticated by the competent authority and also the information is incomplete. The Respondent agrees to authenticate the information already supplied. 
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3.

On the mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that the Appellant will inspect the record in the office of Shri Sanjay Ahuja, PIO, on 27.8.2008 at 11.00 A.M. to identify the remaining information required by him. The PIO will make necessary arrangements for the inspection and after due identification by the Appellant, will hand over the requisite information, duly authenticated, to the Appellant there and then on the payment of necessary charges.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance on 16.9.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarvinder Singh,

160-B, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 1194 /2008
Present:
Shri Tarvinder Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  R. K. Goyal, APIO  and  Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer , PSIEC,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Counsel for the Complainant states that most of the  information has been supplied by the Respondent and he is satisfied. Now, he wants only clarification regarding Sr. No. 5. The Respondent states that the  Building Plans are not approved by the PSIEC. The Plans are submitted by the allottees as per the zoning line. If there is any deficiency in the Plans then only the correspondence is made  with the Allottees to get it rectified,  otherwise the Plans are considered as approved and placed in the record. The Counsel for the Complainant states that this clarification may be provided  in writing. The Respondent is accordingly directed to provide this clarification in writing to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance  on  11.9.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kewal Krishan,

54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 292/2008

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

Shri R. K. Goyal, APIO and Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant had filed application for information on 9 points with the PIO on 01.04.2008. On receiving no response from the PIO, he filed First Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 5.5.2008. It is noted with concern that the First Appellate Authority did not bother to take any action as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. On receiving no response even from the First Appellate Authority, he filed second Appeal with the Punjab State Information on 30.5.2008.

2.

Heard both the parties.

3.

The information demanded by the Appellant, vide his application  dated 1.4.2008 , on 9 points has been discussed and argued in the court today. The information regarding  Sr. No. 4, 6, 7 and 9 stands supplied to the Appellant and he is satisfied. 
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4.

Regarding Sr. No. 1, 2 and 3,  the Respondent states that there was no policy for transfer of plots during the period 1980-1985. The Counsel for the Appellant pleads that PIO may be directed to file an affidavit in this regard. 

5.

Regarding Sr. No. 5 and 8, the Respondent states that since  the information asked for is very lengthy, therefore,  two  months time may  be given to prepare and supply  the same to the Appellant.
6.

It is accordingly directed that the PIO will submit an affidavit regarding Sr. No. 1, 2 and 3 that there was no policy for transfer of plots during the period 1980-1985. It is also directed that the information regarding Sr. No. 5 and 8 be supplied to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 



7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.10.2008.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Monika, 

Wife of Shri Rajeev Tandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Appelllant







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, APIO and Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, PSIEC,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant had filed application for information on 7 points  with the PIO on 24.4.2008 .  On receiving no response from the PIO, he filed First Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 31.5.2008. It is noted with concern that the First Appellate Authority did not bother to take any action as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. On receiving no response even from  the First Appellate Authority, he filed second Appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission on 1.7.2008.

2.

The application for information on 7 points, filed by the Appellant, has been discussed and argued in the court today. The information running into 
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7(Seven) sheets regarding Sr. No. 1, 2, 3, 5, 6 and 7 is handed over to the Counsel for the Appellant in the  court today in my presence. 

3.

Regarding Sr. No. 4,  it  is directed that the information will be 

supplied to the Appellant by the Respondent within a period of two months.  It is also directed that the Counsel for the Appellant will go through the information supplied to him today and will submits his observations/comments, if any, to the Respondent within a period of one month with a copy to the Commission.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.10.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs Rajni, W/o Shri Sandeep Mahajan,

C/o Puran General Store,

Ishwar Nagar, Dalhoji Road,

Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Social Security & Women &

Child Development Department, Punjab,

SCO: 102-103, Sector-34, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1374 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Mrs.Shakuntala, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Mrs. Shakuntala, Superintendent-cum-APIO states that the Complainant has been informed vide this office letter No.1558, dated 6.6.2008 to ask for specific information as the information demanded by her, is very lengthy.

2.

 It is directed that the Complainant will inform the PIO about the specific information relating to the selection of Anganwadi workers/Supervisors etc. It is also directed that the Complainant will visit the office of the PIO, Director Social Security and Women & Child Development, Punjab, Chandigarh on any

working day from 10.00 AM to 4.00 PM from 1st September, 2008 to 5th 
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September, 2008 and identify the information required by her. The PIO/ APIO will

supply the same duly authenticated to the Complainant there and then.

3.

As the Complainant is not present today, one more chance is given to her to pursue her case.
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 23-09-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 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 to Govt., Punjab,

Department of Water Supply & Sanitation,

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1128 /2008

Present:
Shri Balkar Skingh,Complainant, in person.
Shri K.S.Kapur, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri N.D.Sharma, Senior Assistant (Sectt.side) on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant has made a submission of his observations/comments on the information supplied to him. The PIO will go through the observations/comments and will supply information as per the observations/comments made by the Complainant within a period of 15 days.

3.

 It is also directed that the noting portion of the promotion as SDO of Shri Dayal Singh and Shri B.D.Gupta may also be supplied to him within a period of 15 days.
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4.

The Complainant states that he has already deposited information charges with the Secretary Public Health. It is also directed that information be supplied free of cost to the Complainant.

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 04-09-2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

             Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ayub Ali, General Secretary,

U.P.Youth Congress,

Camp Office: Ashfaq Nagar, Eman Zai,

Shahjahanpura- 242001 (U.P.)





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Industries Centre,

Amritsar.








 Respondent

CC No.1320 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Barinder Singh Walia, Project Manager-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that the information relating to the instant case has been sent through registered post vide Memo No.7399, dated 12.8.2008. 

2.

The Respondent further states that the applicant has not mentioned date and time of information required by him. He further pleads that the office has not denied to supply the information as there are 30,000 Units registered as S.S.I in the District Amritsar and without the date and particular period of registration or without the registration Number; it is difficult to trace the record/file. However, he pleads that after making serious efforts, the relevant record has been traced out and accordingly the information has been supplied.

3.

The Respondent further pleads that since the information stands supplied, the case may be closed.
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4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



       Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

6.

After hearing is over and the case was disposed of. The Complainant Shri Ayub Ali came to the Office SCO No.32-33-34, Sector-17C, Chandigarh at 3.00 PM and he states that due to late arrival of the Train by six hours, he could not attend today’s proceedings. Moreover, one photo-copy of the information running into two sheets of the Respondent has been handed over to the Complainant.

7.

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






Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar,S/o Shri Satpal Singh,

VPO: Mamoon, Tehsil: Pathankot,

District: Gurdaspur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Engineer,

Punjab State Tubewell Corporation,

Dhangu Road, Near State Bank of India,
Pathankot.


 Respondent

CC No.1350 /2008

Present:
Shri Ranbir Singh Pathania, Advocate on behalf of Shri Ashok Kumar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Varinder Kumar, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that being a Corporation, no Account is operative in the District Treasury. Therefore, the Complainant may be directed to deposit the application fee in cash with the PIO/APIO. It is directed that the Tube well Corporation is having no account in the Treasury; the Complainant will deposit the application fee in cash. Accordingly, the Complainant has deposited Rs.10/- with the APIO today in the Court for which receipt will be issued by the competent authority.

3.

The APIO on behalf of the Respondent has placed on record a copy showing the detail of the villages/Zamindars whose land has been irrigated from one Tube well for which the information has been demanded by the Complainant. Learned Counsel for the Complainant states that the list of the
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beneficiaries be given in writing along with the names and Khasra numbers of the land and the area along with the size of the moga/outlet. The Respondent states that the information will be supplied by 4th September, 2008.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 04-09-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Kirpal Singh Gill,

# 2, Vikas Vihar, Civil Lines, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Industries & Commerce,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.1941 /2008

Present:
Er. Kirpal Singh Gill, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jaspal Singh,Deputy Director-cum-APIO, Shri Sanjay Krishna Ahuja,Dy General Manager PSIDC-cum-APIO, Shri S.K.Singla,Asstt.General Manager, PSIEC and Mrs.Bhupinder Kaur, dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Judgment in the case was pronounced in the open Court on 5th August, 2008 and in addition to personal appearance, the PIO was also directed to show cause why the penalty under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed upon him for his failure to supply the information demanded by the Complainant.

2.

The PIO on behalf of the Respondent-office of the PSIDC has made a submission of the affidavit dated 22.7.2008 stating that no noting is available after 16th October, 1995 on the specific issue (note of MSI dated 16th August, 1995). A copy of the affidavit has been handed over to Shri Kirpal Singh Gill, Complainant in my presence in the Court today. Since the information as available on the record of the PSIEC and PSIDC, has been supplied to the Complainant and I am satisfied with the information supplied to him by the representatives of the PSIDC and PSIEC and there is no plea to penalize the PIO.
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3.

Shri Kirpal Singh Gill, Complainant makes a written submission  and requests for compensation of Rs.1.00 lakh for the determent suffered by him in attending the Court several times to get the information, and he has been traveling by his own Car, hiring the Driver to drive the Car etc. The APIO, office of the PSIEC states that he was busy in the domestic affairs as he had to take her mother to Hospital daily that is why he could not supply information in time. Keeping in view the explanation made by Shri Ahuja, APIO, no compensation is required to be given to the Complainant.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nachattar Singh,S/o S.Kartar Singh,

VPO: Utalan (U[NkbK),

Tehsil Samrala, District: Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Industries & Commerce,

17 Bays Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1392/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jaspal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-APIO, Mrs. Mohinder Kaur, Superintendent and Shiv Sharan Dass, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information running into 60 (Sixty) sheets has been supplied to the Complainant through registered post and necessary fee of Rs.120/- has been deposited with the concerned PIO. 

2.

The Respondent further states that since the information stands supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed.

3.

The Complainant is not present today. He might be satisfied with the information supplied to him. Accordingly, the case is closed.
4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner
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6.

After hearing is over and the case was disposed of. The Complainant Shri Nachattar Singh telephonically pleads that he could not attend today’s proceedings of the Court as he has received the notice on 21st August, 2008 at 1.00 PM. He pleads that one more opportunity may be given to him to pursue his case. 

7.

Accordingly one more chance is given to him and the case is fixed for further hearing on 23.09.2008.










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 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 and Severage Board,

Sector: 26, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1336 /2008
Present:
Shri M.S.Lall, Complainant, in person.
Shri S.D.Garg, XEN-cum-APIO, Shri Madan Gopal, Superintendent and Shri J.S.Bhattal, XEN, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No.PWSSB-2008/W 1998, dated 17.1.2008. 

3.

The Complainant states that the information supplied vide letter dated 17.1.2008 relates to one complaint. He pleads that he has made more than ten  complaints for which he has mentioned specific number and date. The PIO is directed to supply the action taken report  on the complaints filed by Shri M.S.Lall, Complainant,  from time to time, which has been  received in the office of Managing Director PWSSB.  The  information be supplied within a period of 15 days.  

4.

The case is fixed for compliance of confirmation of orders on  

04-09-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash Aggarwal,

M/s Jiwa Ram Om Parkash,

Main Bazar, Kharar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Public Instructions(S),

Punjab, SCO No.31, Sector-17E, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.515 /2006

Present:
Shri Om Parkash Aggarwal, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jagtar Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Vimal Dev, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was fixed for today for compliance of the order dated 5th August, 2008.

2.

The Respondent, on behalf of the PIO,  makes a  written submission for review of orders dated 5.8.2008,  vide which penalty of Rs.10,000/-(Ten thousand only)  was imposed upon  the PIO  as his personal liability, which is to be deposited in the Government Treasury after deducting the same  from the salary of the PIO and a  compensation of Rs.5000/-(Five thousand only)  was awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by  him, which is to be paid by the Department  i.e. D.P.I.(S).

3.

The Complainant states that the Department may certify that no Committee of the said School has been approved by the DPI(Schools) Punjab.
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4.

It is accordingly directed that on the next date of hearing, the PIO will file an affidavit that no Committee of “the Arya Kanya Vidhalaya, Kharar” has been approved by the D.P.I.(S). 

5.

The Secretary to Government Punjab, Department of  School Education, may  ensure  that penalty of Rs.10,000/-( Rupees Ten thousand) imposed upon the S. Darshan Singh, Assistant Director-cum-PIO,  is   deposited in the Government  Treasury under the relevant Head after deducting the same from the salary of S. Darshan Singh, Assistant Director-cum-PIO,  for the months  of September, 2008  and October, 2008 in two equal instalments  of  Rs. 5000/- each. 

6.

It is also directed that compensation of Rs.5000/-(Rupees Five thousand) is   paid by the Department  to Shri Om Parkash Aggarwal , the Complainant,  through Demand Draft , within a period of fifteen days.

7.

Written submission made by the Respondent,   for the review of the orders dated 5.8.2008, is sent to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh,  to put up to the worthy C.I.C. for appropriate orders.

8.

The case is fixed for confirmation of order on 23-09-2008.

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Secretary to Government Punjab, Department of  School Education, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.











Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Law Officer,

# 123, North Avenue,

Bhadson Road, Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

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

Vatavaran Bhawan, Nabha Road,Patiala.



 Respondent

CC No.1326 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Joginder Pal, Assistant Personnel Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The representative of the PIO states that information relating to the instant case has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No.A/PF/2008/ 15118 dated 11.4.2008.

2.

The Respondent further states that as per demand of the Complainant that whether the post of Legal Adviser is still in existence or not in the Department or with the Appellate Authority. The Respondent states that the post of Legal Advisor has since been abolished by the Government/Board. The information relating to this point has been sent to the Complainant vide Endst. No. 31327, dated 19.8.2008.

3.

The Complainant is not present in the Court today. He might have received the information and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him.

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 21. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

