STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chaman Lal Goyal,

# 2123, Sector 27-C, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

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

Department of Home, Punjab Mini Sectt,

Sector: 9, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No. 516 /2008

Present:
Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, Complainant, in person.
Smt Balkesh, Supdt-cum-APIO and Shri Gurmukh Singh, Senior Assistant (Govt side) and Shri D.K.Sidhu, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO and Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant, Office of D.G.P.(Prison),Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent/PIO states that as per the order passed by Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Shri P.K.Verma, in case No.CC-714/2006, the copies of ACRs and noting of the concerned Government Files in 
which the ACRs are dealt with, cannot be supplied since these are confidential by definition. The Complainant states that he has submitted along with the complaint the order passed by the full Bench comprising Shri Rajan Kashyap, Chief Information Commissioner, Shri R.K.Gupta, State Information 
Commissioner and Shri Surinder Singh, State Information Commissioner in AC No.67/2006 in which the order was passed as below :-
“We, therefore, direct the Respondent to deliver to the Appellant the         information demanded, i.e. the copies of his ACRs for the period 01.04.2000 to 31.03.2006 within a period of 15 days.”
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Accordingly, the complaint of the Complainant dated 18.11.2007 was discussed in detail. From the perusal of the complaint, it is directed that the PIO, office of the Home Secretary and PIO of the office of the Inspector General of Police(Prisons), Punjab, will supply the information as per the demand of the Complainant dated 18.11.2007 as available in record duly authenticated by the competent authority to the Complainant within a period of fifteen days, i.e. 9.5.2008 with a copy to the Commission.

3.

The Complainant will go through the information supplied to him and will submit his observations/comments, if any, on the information within a further period of one week, i.e. 16th May, 2008 to both the PIOs with a copy to the Commission for record.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.05.2008.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the Principal Secretary Home, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.K.Tandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 1168 & 1055 /2007
Present:
Shri K.K.Tandon, Complainant, in person and Shri S.S.Panag,


Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri Jagjiwan Singh, A.O, Office of PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent on behalf of the Government states that a period of one month may be given to them to file necessary affidavit and supply information available on record. 

2.
 
The request of the APIO on behalf of the Respondent is accepted and the case is fixed for further hearing on 13.05.2008.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30 A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretay to Govt, Punjab,

Irrigation & Power Department,

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.453 /2007
Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO, Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Supdt-cum-APIO and Shri Baljinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide No.17/37/08-2;gq-3/6374, dated 11.4.2008 which has been received by the Complainant who confirms. 
2.

The Complainant makes written submission/observations on the information supplied to him, a copy of which has been handed over by the Joint Secretary Irrigation with a copy to the Commission. The APIO-cum-Joint Secretary will go through the observations/comments made by the Complainant and will come up with observations/comments, if any with a copy to the Complainant within a period of 15 days, i.e. 9th May, 2008.
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.05.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





  Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sita Ram,

# 744, Street No.7,

Guru Nanak Nagar, Patiala.





    Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer Mechanical,

Water Supply & Sanitation Division,

Nabha Road, Patiala.






 Respondent

AC No. 112 /2008

Present:
Shri Sita Ram, Complainant, in person.
Shri A.P.Garg,SDO-cum-APIO and Shri Gurdeep Singh,Assistant Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The main objection of the Complainant is that his pay has not been fixed properly and he has not been given the proper scale after the approval of the first Pay Commission, i.e. 1.2.1968.
3.

 It is directed that the XEN Water Supply and Sanitation, Mechanical Division, Patiala will give a hearing to the Complainant and will decide his case of Pay Fixation immediately. On the next date of hearing, XEN –cum-PIO will attend to the proceedings in person along with the necessary information as per demand of the Complainant.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 3.6.2008.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Patiala.








Respondent

CC No. 462 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Baljit Singh, Ado-cum-APIO and Shri Rakesh Goyal,Senior Assisant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 4th April, 2008 pleads that he has received the information/reply on 21st March, 2008 from the Member Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala. He further states that however, there is some delay but at last, he has received reply from the concerned authority. He did not want to pursue his case further.
2.

The Respondent pleads that since the information stands supplied and the Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him, 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: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Singh,

Village:Sekhupura, District Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

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

Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.418/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Som Singh,Supdt-cum-APIO and Shiv Sharan Dass,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Notice sent to the Complainant issued from the Office of Commission, has been received back with the remarks ‘Returned due to incomplete address. Moreover, the Complainant filed a complaint to the Director of Industries and Commerce, Punjab, Chandigarh, vide his application dated 18.12.2008 which is yet to come. Moreover, the complaint has not been signed by the Complainant. The Respondent stated that they have written two letters to the Complainant to deposit the necessary fee towards the application fee and other charges of the information. 
2.

Since the Complainant could not be informed due to incomplete address given by the Complainant. Moreover, he has sent the unsigned letter dated 18.12.2008 which is yet to come. The Respondent states that the Complainant can collect the information on any working day from the office of PIO, Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab, Sector-17, Chandigarh.
3.

There is no need to linger on the case; the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








 Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parminder Singh

Steno to Secretary, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.528 /2008
Present:
Shri Parminder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO,Shri Boota Singh, Manager(Personnel) and Shri Ram Ratan, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Necessary information as per the demand of the Complainant dated 23.1.2008 has been supplied, the copies of which have been taken on Commission File. The Respondent states that since the information stands provided, 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: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nitin Pratap Singh,

9- Bank Colony, Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

Patiala.
CC No. 529 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Amrik Singh, Law Officer and Shri D.K.Singh, Environmental Engineer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The Law Officer on behalf of the Respondent states that the Complainant has filed the complaint with the PIO, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala on 29.2.2008 which has been received in the Punjab Pollution Control Board on 3.3.2008. The Complainant has filed a complaint with Chief Information Commissioner, PSIC on 6.3.2008 without availing the stipulated period prescribed under RTI Act, i.e. Thirty days.
2.

The Respondent states that the information as per the demand of the Complainant has since been supplied on 4.4.2008 through registered post duly authenticated by the competent authority to the Complainant. The Complainant has filed a premature complaint with the Commission. Moreover, the information stands supplied, the PIO pleads that the case may be closed.
3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ved Raj Bhagat,

# 105, Gurjit Nagar,Jalandhar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training,

Plot No.1, Sector: 36A, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.2000 /2007
Present:
None is present on behalf of Complainant.
Shri Amrik Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO and Shri Sanjiv Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was heard on 8.1.2008, 26.2.2008 and 25.3.2008 in which interim order was passed and sent to both the parties.

2.

On 26.2.2008, on mutual consent of both the parties, it was directed that the Complainant will inspect/identify the documents/information required by him and the PIO/Respondent will supply the requisite documents after identification to the Complainant duly authenticated on the spot. Accordingly, the Complainant states that he has visited the office of Director Technical Education and Industrial Training on 26.2.2008 from 12.00 Noon to 4.30 PM, but the required documents were not provided.

3.

On the other hand, the PIO stated that the record/documents were shown to the Complainant as per the original demand by the dealing Senior Assistant. The Complainant could not identify any documents; rather he used un-parliamentary language and mis-behaved with the official of the Department. The PIO further stated that the information/documents as per the original demand of the Complainant has been sent through registered post vide letter No.6444T,
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dated 18.3.2008 running into five pages.
3.

On 25.3.2008, the Complainant has not attended the proceedings and the PIO pleads that the information stands supplied to the Complainant through registered letter dated 18.3.2008.

4.

Today, the Complainant is not present, but he has sent a letter dated 12.4.2008 which has been received in the Commission Office on 22.4.2008 in which he has again pleaded that due to Chronic Allergic Bronchial Asthma & Prostate Gland problem, he may not be able to attend the proceedings. The Respondent states that as per the demand of the Complainant the information including the noting portion of the File as on record and is available with the Department has since been supplied and further pleads that the case may be closed.
5.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






    Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN Central Works Division,

PWD (B&R) Branch, Pathankot.





Respondent

AC No.103 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.





Shri Dalbir Singh, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that he has received the letter dated 8.2.2008 from the Appellant in which the he has given his observations/comments on the information supplied to him vide his letter dated 18.01.2008.
2.

The Respondent states that the information as per the observations/ comments made by the Appellant on 18.1.2008 has been sent to him through speed post vide No.78/417/SO/ dated 28.3.2008. The Respondent states that the information stands supplied and the Appellant may be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case may be closed.
3.

The Respondent further states that a similar case AC No.202/2007 has been disposed of by the Hon’ble Information Commissioner Shri P.K.Verma on 20.03.2008.

4.
 
This is the first hearing of the Appeal; one more chance is given to the Appellant to attend the proceedings. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 3.6.2008.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.

                          
 Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN (Personnel) Division,

RSD, Shahpur Kandi, Distt. Gurdaspur.




Respondent

AC No.104 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Chander Kant, Assistant Engineer-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information is ready and the Appellant has been informed to deposit the necessary fee.
2.

Since the Appellant is not present, one more chance is given.
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 03.06.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

