STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bir Inder Singh,

# 30, Sector: 33-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer (North),

Water Supply and Sanitation, Punjab, Patiala.



Respondent

CC No.1181/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Bir Inder Singh, Complainant ,  in person.


Dr. Usha Dhingra, Civil Surgeon Patiala, and Shri Gurbachan Singh, Registrar of the office of Chief Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on  20.9.2007 we had directed the following:-

(a)
The exact status of the information sought by the Complainant which has been  pending for the 
past 15 months  be brought out through an affidavit by the Respondent i.e. PIO of the office of Chief Engineer Water Supply and Sanitation ,Patiala and PIO of the office of  Civil Surgeon Patiala  explaining reasons for this inordinate delay in supplying the information. 

(b)
PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon Patiala will also submit an affidavit explaining reasons for his 
absence from today's proceedings.

(c)
Both the PIOs will explain reasons through affidavits  as to why compensation not be given to the  Complainant for the detriment being suffered by him for the past 15 months.

2.

Accordingly, the Civil Surgeon-cum-PIO submitted an affidavit to the Commission on 27.9.2007 explaining the reasons for inordinate delay in getting the bills cleared. During today’s proceedings it has been  informed that
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 the medical bills  have been cleared and a cheque amounting to Rs. 10,000/-as full and final payment of the pending medical bill has been handed over to the Complainant in our presence.

2.

Since the information stands fully provided to the Complainant, the case is disposed of.  However, we direct the Respondent to take cognizance  of incompetence of the dealing clerk, who had delayed the processing of a number of such cases for 15 months. Departmental disciplinary action, as deemed necessary, may be taken against the defaulting official.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Civil Surgeon Patiala 










Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sita Ram,

# 744/1, Street No. 7, 

Guru Nanak Nagar, Patiala.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Water Supply and Sanitation,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.1426/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Sita Ram, Complainant ,  in person.


Shri Gurbachan Singh, Registrar of the office of Chief Engineer,      on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The Respondent hands over the requisite document, as demanded   by the Complainant, to him in our presence.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.S. Rahi Advocate,

H.No. 767-A, Sector: 7-B, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  The President,

Shiromani Gurdwara Prabandhak Committee,

Teja Singh Samundari Hall, Amritsar.




Respondent

CC No.1007/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Hirdey Pal Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the  Complainant.


Ms. Sarpreet Kaur,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on  6.9.2007 we had directed the Complainant to submit his observations/comments on the information supplied to him by 15.9.2007. We had also directed the Respondent to come prepared with a  written response. The Counsel for the Complainant submits that the Complainant had gone abroad and therefore the observations could not be submitted earlier.  He submits the observations to the Commission and a copy to the Respondent in our presence. During course of proceedings today, the Counsel for the Complainant brings out salient aspects of his  certain observations submitted by him. The Counsel for the Respondent seeks a period of one month to prepare her response to the observations of the Complainant. 

2.

Accordingly, this case will come up on 27.11.2007, wherein the Respondent will bring written response to the observations submitted by the Complainant during today’s proceedings. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bansi Lal Sharma,

# T-2/155, R.S.D. Colony,

Shahpur Kandi Township, 

District: Gurdaspur.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division,

 R.S.D., Shahpur Kandi Township.




Respondent

CC No.875/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Bansi Lal Sharma,  Complainant ,  in person.


 Shri I. S. Jarial, XEN-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on  20.9.2007 we had directed the following:-



The Respondent PIO Shri I.S.Jarial will be  personally present  during the next date of hearing. He  will also submit an affidavit:

(i) Explaining reasons of his absence during today's proceedings.

(ii)
Showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed under the provisions of Section 20 of the R.T.I. Act for the delay in supplying information to the Complainant.

(ii) Showing cause as to why compensation not be paid to the                                Complainant for the detriment  suffered.

2.

During today’s proceedings the PIO-Respondent submits an affidavit as was directed by us on the last date of hearing. It is also brought out 
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that all available information with the Respondent has been handed over to the Complainant. He submits an affidavit to this effect also. The Complainant brings out certain anomalies being adopted in procedure vis-à-vis laid down government instructions. The Respondent states that necessary cognizance of his observations has been taken and a system is being worked out to follow laid down procedure. However, the information as was available for the happenings in the past has been handed over to the Complainant. 

2.

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Roopratinder Singh,

S/o Late Shri Balkar Singh,

# 88, Rani Ka Bagh, Amritsar.





Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division No. 1,

Ram Tirath Road, Amritsar.





Respondent

CC No.1475/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Charanjit Singh Bhatia, S.D.O.-cum-APIO and Shri Jasbir Singh,Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The  Respondent states that the information as demanded by the Complainant has been sent to him vide Memo. No. 1084 /M dated 25.7.2007. He further submits vide letter No. 1968 dated 8.10.2007 that a cheque of  Rs. 24292/- has been delivered to the Complainant on 8.10.2007 which has been duly received by his mother Smt. Paramjit Kaur. Since the Complainant is not present today, it indicates that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied.



2.

Accordingly, the  case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jagmohan Singh, Editor,

Taja Masale-Punjabi Weekly Newspaper,

Opposite Channan Devi School,

G.T.Road, Salem Tabri, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate(East), Ludhiana.



Respondent

CC No.795/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Jagmohan Singh, Complainant ,  in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 20.9.2007 we had directed the PIO of the office of SDM(East) Ludhiana to provide information to the Complainant. We are dismayed to notice that neither the information has been provided to the complainant nor is the Respondent present for today's proceedings. The Complainant also states that he had visited the office of the respondent yesterday to seek information, if it was available, prior to today's proceedings.

2

We therefore direct the following:-

(a)
The Respondent PIO will be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information .

(b)
 He will also submit an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and as to why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.

(c)
 He will also explain through an affidavit reasons of his absence from today's proceedings.


3.

To come up on 6.11.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana, who will ensure the presence of Respondent PIO on the next date of hearing.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Er. Jarnail Singh Dhillon, President,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology

Teachers Association, Dabwali Road, Bathinda.


Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director,
Technical Education & Industrial Training,

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




Respondent

AC No.168/2007

ORDER

Present:
Dr. Sanjiv Aggarwal, on behalf of the Appellant.


Ms. Sangeeta Goyal, Deputy Director-cum-PIO.

1.

The case pertains to seeking specific  information in respect of Dr. Savina Bansal and Er. Manjit Bansal,  who have  been  granted permission to pursue Ph.D. Degree  course.

2.

Heard both the parties. A part of the information as was available with the Respondent, running into 18 pages,  has been provided to the Appellant.  The Respondent states that remaining information is to be collected from other offices. Therefore it is directed that PIO will get the requisite  information from the office of the Principal or  any other public authority and provide to the Appellant under intimation to the Commission.

3.

To come up on 6.11.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh Saggu,

T-4/17, Ranjit Sagar Dam Project Staff Colony,

Shahpur Kandi Township, District: Gurdaspur.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,



Personnel Division, R.S.D., Shahpur Kandi Township.


Respondent

CC No.1407/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Narinder Singh Saggu, Complainant ,  in person.


Shri  I.S. Jarial, XEN-cum-PIO,   on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant filed a request for information pertaining to various roads under R.S.D. Project on 29.1.2007 and on getting inadequate response he filed a complaint with the Commission on 13.8.2007. Apart from specific documents the Complainant wanted certain works being undertaken at R.S.D. Project videographed.  He had sought 8 Items of information. 

2.

During today's proceedings the Respondent brings out that information running into 203 pages was handed over to the Complainant on 8.10.2007. The Complainant however submits his observations on the information supplied to him. He states that the works have not been videographed when they were in progress and therefore the total exercise has become unfruitful. The Respondent PIO has no specific  response to this. More-over, the moments/events as were demanded by the Complainant cannot be recaptured now. We therefore direct that Shri S.K. Sharma, PIO-cum-XEN, RSD Shahpur Kandi will be personally present on the next date of hearing and will 
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 submit an affidavit on the following points apart from providing written response to the observations made by the Complainant:-

(a)
As to when videographed films as was demanded by the Complainant was handed over to him.

(b)
As to why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered.

(c)
As to why penalty not be imposed on him for not providing proper videographed   films as was demanded by the Complainant. 

3.

The Respondent states that a part of the information is available with FA-cum-CAO. Therefore, it is directed that he will also be present on the next date of hearing with the information to be supplied to the Complainant.


4.

To come up on 6.11.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh Saggu,

T-4/17, Ranjit Sagar Dam Project Staff Colony,

Shahpur Kandi Township, District: Gurdaspur.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division, R.S.D., Shahpur Kandi Township.


Respondent

CC No.1408/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Narinder Singh Saggu, Complainant ,  in person.


Shri  I.S. Jarial, XEN-cum-PIO,   on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case pertains to seeking of information pertaining to extending contract of the Cable Net-Work in the Township of Shahpur Kandi and Ucha Khara Colony at Dam site. The request was made by the Complainant for information on 29.1.2007 and on getting inadequate response from the Respondent he filed a complainant with the Commission on 13.8.2007.

2.

During today's proceedings the Respondent brings out that the information running into 2234 pages has been handed over to the 
Complainant. The Complainant, however, states that a part of the information supplied to him does not meet his requirement. He submits his observations,  on the information supplied to him,  in writing to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission.

3.

We therefore direct the Respondent-PIO Shri S.K. Sharma, RSD Township Shahpur Kandi to be present on the next date of hearing with the requisite information as has been demanded by the Complainant.

4.

To come up on 6.11.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Shri S.K. Sharma, XEN-cum-PIO, R.S.D., Shahpur Kandi Township.























Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner










Sd/-

Chandigarh






Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Santosh Rana,

Widow of Late Shri Dharam Singh Rana,

H.No. 1529, PSIEC Employees Cooperative 

House Building 1st Society Ltd., Sector:51-B,Chandigarh.

Complainant







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

Udyog Bhawan, sector:17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.725/2007

ORDER

Present:
Smt. Santosh Rana, Complainant ,  in person.


Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO and Shri Boota Singh, Manager, Admn. and Shri Ram Rattan, Dealing Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 11.9.2007 the Complainant was not present and  we had observed that the information as was demanded by the Complainant had been provided to the Complainant and we had reserved the judgement for the penalty to be imposed on the PIO-Respondent for inordinate delay in supplying the information   and compensation to be awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by her. However, we received a communication dated 31.8.2007 from the Complainant after the proceedings on the last date of hearing in which she had  brought out a number of observations on the information supplied to her. In order to take cognizance of her requirement we had recalled the case.

2.

During today's proceedings it is noticed that the request of the 
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Complainant for  various documents had been received in the office of the Respondent on 31.8.2007 but this part was not highlighted during the proceedings on 11.9.2007.  She was supplied information on 1.10.2007 and there were still deficiencies. 

3.

During today's proceedings both the parties have been made to sit together to finalise the requirement of documents that was still pending to be supplied to the Complainant. Accordingly, it is now confirmed that all the documents which were demanded by the Complainant have been handed over to her and the information as has been demanded including the exact status of her case for reinstatement has been provided. However, the case , regarding imposition of penalty for inordinate delay in supplying the information and compensation to be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by her, is reserved. The Respondent also brings out that  vide letter dated 5.10.2007 the Complainant had been informed that she is free to collect any information that is still required. 

4.

This case is disposed of but is reserved for imposition of penalty and grant of compensation, if any.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.













Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ishar Singh Walia,

B-36/366, Vikas Nagar, Sunet Road, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 1453/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Ishar Singh Walia, Complainant ,  in person.


Dr.  Darshan Singh, Joint Director, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.  The requisite information as per the demand of the Complainant running into 9 pages has been delivered to the complainant. The Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him but he states that his pay for the month of May,1986 has not been paid to him and his pay as per Third Pay Commission's recommendations has not been fixed with effect from 1.1.1986 by the Department. The Respondent has assured the Commission that necessary sanction will be got issued from the Competent Authority for the release of pay for the month of May,1986 and his salary will be got fixed as per the recommendations of the Third Pay Commission with effect from 1.1.1986. 



2.

Accordingly, the case is  disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Singh Dhillon,

S/o Sh. Chanan Singh Dhillon,

61, Ranjit Pura, G.T.Road Opposite Japani Mill,

Chheharta, Amritsar.






Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. XEN, T.L.S.C. Division, PSEB,

Shakti Sadan, G.T.Road Jalandhar.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Engineer-in-Chief, T/L Design,

Dte. Transmission, B-2, Shakti Vihar, PSEB,Patiala.

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.D.O., PSEB, T.L.S.C., Mall Mandi,

G.T.Road, Amritsar.







Respondents

AC No. 228/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Davinder Singh Dhillon, the  Appellant, in person. 

Shri  R.P.Bector, Director Transmission Design Patiala, Shri Surinder Pal, Senior XEN, TLSC Jalandhar and Shri Gurpreet Singh Virk, SDO, TLSC, Amritsar, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 6.9.2007 the Appellant had been directed to submit his observations on the information supplied to him so far by 20.9.2007 with a copy to the Commission.  The observations had been sent by the Appellant  vide his letter dated 14.9.2007 which have been taken on record. 

2.

The Respondent during today's proceedings brings out the exact status of the case and submits an affidavit as was required as per our directions 
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on the last date of hearing. A copy of this is handed over to the Appellant. We therefore direct the Respondent to hand over a copy of the letter addressed to Director Public relations of the office of PSEB for publication of advertisement in the newspapers to the Appellant at the earliest but not later than15.10.2007. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.  So far as the imposition of penalty on the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and grant of compensation to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him is concerned, judgement  is Reserved.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ramesh Sethi,

S/o Shri Jattu Ram,

5, Adarsh Nagar, Fazilka-152123.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,


SCONo. 2009-10, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

AC No.262/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Shri M.L. Sharma, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case pertains to certain observations made by the Appellant on the Consumer Protection Act,1986. He filed a request containing 17 Items on 1.5.2007 but on getting inadequate response he filed an Appeal with the Appellate Authority which  was turned down on 6.6.2007.   Then he filed an Appeal with the Commission on 21.8.2007. The Appellant  is not present today. We have gone over the merits of each and every point of his request. The Respondent  also makes a written submission running into 3 pages  which is taken on record.   We are fully  satisfied with the response of the Respondent. 


2.

The Appeal is therefore dismissed.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner










Sd/-

Chandigarh






Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007




State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Singh,

S/o Shri Hansa Singh,

Village : Chugh Lal Singh,

Post Office: Bhaike Bodla, 

Tehsil: Fazilka, District: Ferozepur.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions(EE),

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No. 801/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Sukhchain Singh, Complainant ,  in person.


 Smt. Harcharanjit Kaur Brar, DPI(EE), Ms. Baswinder Kaur, DEO(EE)-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on  6.9.2007 we had directed that DPI(EE_),Punjab, PIO of the office of DEO(EE) Ferozepur and Tehsildar Fazilka will be present to inform the exact status of the case and explain the reasons for this inordinate delay in responding to the Complainant/issue of proper certificate.

2.

During today’s proceedings, both DPI(EE) Punjab and PIO of the office of DEO(EE) Ferozepur  bring out that outcome of the case depends on the certificate rendered by Tehsildar Fazilka. Unfortunately, despite clear instructions, Tehsildar Fazilka is not present. Unless a proper certificate is rendered by the same officer, the outcome of   the case remains unclear.  We therefore direct that on the next date of hearing Tehsildar Fazilka will be present 

Contd……p/2

CC-801/2007


-2-

in person to explain the stance for this inordinate delay in the supply of information. He will explain through an affidavit reasons of his absence  from today’s proceedings and also explain reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in the supply of information. 

3.

To come up on 6.11.2007. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, Teshsildar Fazilka and Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur. Deputy Commissioner Ferozepur will ensure the presence of  Tehsildar Fazilka on the next date of hearing with the requisite information. 










Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harjit Singh,

B-19, 4/1, Fatehgarh Road, 

Near Nirmal Ashram Gurdwara, Hoshiarpur.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Environmental Engineer((J),

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Head Office, Patiala.






Respondent

CC No.1446 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Harjit Singh, Complainant ,  in person.


Shri Avtar Singh, AEE, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case pertains to seeking information regarding air pollution in the area of Hoshiarpur. The original request was made on 28.3.2007 and a complaint with the Commission was filed on 15.8.2007. During today's proceedings,  on mutual consent ,  we direct  the Complainant to visit the office of the Respondent at 10.00 A.M. on 15.10.2007. He is free to inspect the relevant documents  and obtain  copies  of the required documents and the Respondent will make the necessary arrangements for the same. 


2.

The case is accordingly disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 09.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Malkiat Singh,

# 365, Street No. 11,

Basti Gobind Garh, Moga.






Complainant







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


Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh.





Respondent
CC No.1134/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Malkiat Singh, Complainant ,  in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case was last heard on 27.9.2007 wherein we had directed that PIO of the DPI(S) will appear in person alongwith reasons for the absence from the court proceedings on the next date of hearing i.e. today. We are dismayed to notice that inspite of clear directions given on the last date of hearing PIO of the DPI(S) is not present today. The Complainant states that he has not received any information and requests that penalty be imposed on the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and he be given compensation for the detriment being suffered by him.

2.

Accordingly, we direct that PIO will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing and submit an affidavit giving reasons for his absence on 27.9.207 and 9.10.2007 and the reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in the supply of the requisite information to the Complainant and why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.



3.

To come up on 15.11.2007.



4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties  and Principal Secretary Education (S),Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh to ensure the presence of PIO on the next date of hearing i.e. 15.11.2007.
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State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri K.K.Vashisht, S.E.(Retd.),

# 1735, Phase: 3 B 2, Mohali-160059.




Appellant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat Punjab,Sector:9, Chandigarh.



Respondent

AC No.227/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri K.K.Vashisht, Appellant, in person.


Shri Harchand Singh,Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Harchand Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent states that the information running into 300 pages has been delivered to the Appellant on 
different dates i.e.  25.1.2007, 1.3.2007, 19.5.2007,  25.5.2007 and 12.6.2007. The Respondent further states that the information,  as is available in his office,  has been provided to him and he has asked Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) Patiala  on 10.9.2007 to provide him the balance information as some of his files are in the office of the Chief Engineer which they require to pursue  four   Civil Suits pending in the lower Courts at Chandigarh. 

3.

The Complainant states that he has visited the office of the  Chief Engineer to get the information but he has been told by the officials there that no file of the Secretary’s  office was available. He further states that  that his personal  files have been knowingly misplaced by   Shri R.S.Sodhi, Superintendent and Shri Ram Sarup, Jindal, Senior Assistant of Secretariat Branch to harass him, against  whom he has filed a complaint No. CC-316/2006 with the Commission. He submits a letter dated 27.4.2005 from the Department of Personnel in which it has been stated that  copies of his personal record have been handed over to Shri Mohinder Singh, IAS, the then Secretary, PWD(B&R). This letter is taken on record. He  also submits that he has asked the same record, which was handed over to Shri Mohinder Singh but now the office says that it is not available. He has also given the number of concerned   files regarding
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 enhancement case of Jeeva Arian  Bridge on Ferozepur Fazilka Road and Repair of National Highway damaged from the floods in District Jalandhar.

4.

On the last date of hearing on 6.9.2007 we had directed the PIO to be personally present on the next date of hearing i.e. today and submit an affidavit showing cause:-

(i)
As to why penalty not be imposed under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act,2005 for non supply of information.
(ii)
Why the Appellant not be compensated for the detriment suffered.

            (iii)       For  his absence from today's proceedings.


and the information be supplied by 20.9.2007.

5.

We are dismayed to notice that inspite of clear directions, the PIO is not present for  the proceedings today. The Commission has taken a very  serious view . Accordingly,  we direct that PIO of the office of Secretary, PWD(B&R) will be present in person on the next date of hearing  and will submit an affidavit giving reasons for his absence. Requisite information will be supplied to the Appellant at the earliest and if no more  information is available on record then an affidavit will be submitted by the PIO that the information as  has been demanded by the Appellant is not available on record.

 6.

To come up on   6.11.2007.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Secretary, PWD(B&R),Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh to ensure the presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing.
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