STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO 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:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Rajpal Singh, SPIO-cum-District Mandi Officer  Ludhiana, Shri Gurcharan Singh, Mandi Supervisor Ludhiana and  Shri S.P.Garg, Advocate,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last hard on 21.8.2008, when it was directed that the Appellant will visit the office of Secretary, Market Committee, Ludhiana  on 11.9.2008 and 12.9.2008 to inspect the record and identify the information required by him. 

2.

The SPIO states that the Appellant visited the office of Secretary, Market Committee, Ludhiana on 11.9.2008 and after inspection of the record identified the desired documents. He further states that the requisite information running into 1339(One thousand three hundred and thirty nine) pages was 
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supplied to the Appellant and he received the same on 19.9.2008. The SPIO 

submits a copy of the receipt taken from the Appellant. 

3.

The Appellant vide his letter dated 21.9.2008 has intimated the Commission that he visited  the office of the Respondent on 11.9.2008 and identified the desired documents after inspecting the record. He has further stated that  he is,  by  and large, satisfied with  the information supplied by the Respondent and has requested that the case may be treated as 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:  23. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO 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 R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 11.9.2008, when it was directed that Shri J. S. Randhawa, Deputy General Manager-cum-PIO will file an affidavit on the basis of written statement submitted by Shri Gurdip Singh, Estate Officer-IV,  before the next date of hearing  i.e. today. 

2.

Accordingly, the APIO submits an affidavit dated 22.9.2008 from Shri J.S. Randhawa. Original copy of the affidavit is handed over to the Complainant and a photo copy is taken on the record file of the Commission. The APIO pleads that since the requisite information stands supplied to the Complainant, 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:  23. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri N.S. Gill,

President Consumer Protection & 

Grievances Redressal Forum,

K.No. 831, Phase: 3-B-1(Sector:60), Mohali.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman, 

Punjab Pollution Control Board, Mohali.




 Respondent

CC No. 1457/2008

Present:
Shri Surinderjit Singh Jaspal,   on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Ramji Dass, A.E.E. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Surinderjit Singh Jaspal, who appears on behalf of Shri N. S. Gill, the Complainant, states that the requisite information has been supplied to him by the Respondent and he is satisfied. 

2.

Shri Ramjit Dass, A.E.E., pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, 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:  23. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harcharan Singh,

SCF No. 1, Urban Estate-I, Jalandhar City.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

Central Works Division, PWD(B&R), Pathankot.


 Respondent

CC No. 1510/2008
Present:
Shri Harcharan Singh,  Complainant, in person and Shri Surinder Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  D. S. Sahi,  Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Central Works Division, PWD(B&R), Pathankot,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 4.9.2008, when it was directed that Shri D. S. Sahi, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Central Works Division, PWD(B&R), Pathankot, will appear in person, on the next date of hearing i.e. today, alongwith an affidavit to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant.

2.

Accordingly, Shri D.S. Sahi, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO appears in person today and submits an affidavit, which is taken on record and one copy of which is handed over to the Complainant. He states that the information, being asked for by the Complainant, is not available in his office and he has stated this fact in the affidavit submitted today.  

3.

I am satisfied with the explanation put forth by the Respondent-PIO for the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant  and,  therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. 

4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.
                    

                    Surinder Singh

Dated:  23. 09. 2008

        

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO 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.
Smt. Surinder Kataria, Deputy Director-cum-PIO, Shri Jagtar Singh, APIO and  Shri Vimal  Dev, Senior Assistant, office of DPI(SE),  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 21.8.2008, when it was directed that the order dated 5.8.2008 of the Commission, in the instant case, be implemented forthwith and the review petition , filed by the Respondent against the order dated 5.8.2008,  was ordered to be sent to C.I.C.  for  appropriate orders and the case was fixed for confirmation of compliance for today.

2.

The C.I.C. has sent the review petition filed by the Respondent back to me  for taking further necessary action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.

3.

Since there is no provision under the RTI Act, 2005 to review the 
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orders passed by the Commission,  the Review Petition filed by the Respondent is, therefore, dismissed and Respondent-PIO is directed to implement the orders dated 5.8.2008 forthwith. 

4.

Smt. Surinder Kataria, Deputy Director-cum-PIO, Aided Schools, makes a submission of an affidavit dated 22.9.2008, which is taken on record. 

5.

The case is fixed for 6.11.2008 for the  confirmation of compliance of orders dated 5.8.2008.

 6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                     
Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.                                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  23. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Ritu Kamal,

D/o Shri Avinash Kumar,

52, GTB Nagar, Near Rest House &

 Telephone Exchange, Khanna, District: Ludhiana.


Complainant







Vs

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

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1413/2008

Present:
Ms. Ritu Kamal, Complainant, in person.

Shri R.L. Bagga, Deputy Director-cum-APIO, Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Shiv Sharan Dass, Senior Assistant, Directorate of Industries, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information stands supplied to the Complainant by the Respondent-PIO and the Complainant is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                     
Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.
                                        Surinder Singh

Dated:  23. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vinod Garg, Director Impex Ltd. 

684, Industrial Area-B, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Financial Corporation,

SCO: 95-98, Bank Square,

Sector: 170B, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.1508 /2008

Present:
Shri Sandeep Wadhwan, Advocate and Shri Dinesh Jethi, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri D.P.Soni, Assistant General Manager-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant makes a written submission on the rejoinder submitted by the PIO, on the last date of hearing on 4.9.2008. He further pleads that the information relating to the  condoned period and the interest charged for the delayed period from different parties may be intimated.  

3.

Shri D. P. Soni, Assistant General Manager-cum-PIO, states that since the information is to be collected from all the Districts of the State  and is to 
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be consolidated, two months time be granted to prepare and supply the information to the Complainant. Accordingly, two months time is given  with the directions that the information be prepared  as per the arguments held today during court proceedings and supplied to the Complainant within a period of two months, with a copy to the Commission.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 27.11.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.                                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  23. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO 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 his wife Mrs Jasvir Kaur,  Complainant.
Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO and Shri Mohinder Singh, Senior Assistant, SSS Board, Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 21.8.2008, when it was directed that 

the PIO will appear in person alongwith an affidavit authenticating  that no separate selection list for Freedom Fighter Category was prepared and only one consolidated list was prepared. 

2.

Accordingly, Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO appears in person and submits an affidavit dated 22.9.2008, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Complainant.  He states that Shri Gurjit Singh, husband of Smt. Jasvir Kaur visited his office on 21.8.2008 and inspected the 
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record. He further states that the requisite information, available on record, was handed over to the Complainant. He reiterates that no separate selection list for Freedom Fighter Category was prepared and only one consolidated list was prepared as the recruitment was made  within a short period of 13(thirteen) days. He further pleads that since the requisite information, available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be disposed of. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.                                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  23. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO 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.

The APIO states that the Complainant did not visit the office of PIO to inspect/identify the requisite information, as per the directions of the Commission given on the last date of hearing on 21.8.2008. 

2.

The Complainant is not present for the second consecutive hearing. Therefore, she does not seem to be interested in seeking information any more. The Respondent pleads that since the Complainant has not attended any proceeding of the Commission, in the instant case, 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:  23. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri A. K. Garg,

# 2233, Sector: 48-C, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

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

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1663/2008

Present:
Shri  A. K. Garg, Complainant, in person.

  Shri R. K. Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer, PSIEC;  Shri Varinder Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary Industries;  and Shri Shiv Sharan Dass, Senior Assistant, office of Director Industrues,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO  states that the case has been put up to Secretary Industries for taking necessary action regarding Vigilance Inquiry.  He pleads that since the Secretary Industries is away on official tour to New Delhi, the case may be adjourned for one week.

2.

On the request of the APIO, the case is fixed for further hearing on 21.10.2008.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.                                               Surinder Singh

Dated:  23. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO 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:
Shri Nachhattar Singh, Complainant, in person. 
Shri R. L. Bagga, APIO-cum-Deputy Director Industries, Smt. Savita Rani, Senior Assistant and Shri  Shiv Sharan Dass, Senior Assistant, office of Director Industries, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant and the Complainant has deposited necessary charges amounting to Rs. 120/-(One hundred twenty only) with the PIO  for the information supplied to him. 

3.

The Complainant states that the information supplied to him is  incomplete and he wants to inspect the personal file starting from 20.1.1998, the date when he filed appeal with the Department against the orders of his premature retirement. 
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4.

Shri R. L. Bagga, APIO-cum-Deputy Director states that the Complainant can inspect the record today itself. Accordingly, it is directed that the Complainant will visit the office of the PIO at 11.30 A.M. today to inspect the record and identify the information required by him and the PIO will supply the identified information, duly authenticated,   after the inspection of the record to the Complainant on the spot. The hearing will be resumed at 2.00 P.M. in the Chamber.

5.

At 2.00 P.M. Smt. Savita Rani and Shri Shiv Sharan Dass, Senior Assistants, report in the Chamber and submit  a copy of the information, supplied to the Complainant after the inspection of the record with due receipt taken from the Complainant, which is taken on record.  The Respondent pleads that since the requisite  information has been  supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.                                                      Surinder Singh

Dated:  23. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

