STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri,

# 2481, Sector:65, Moahli.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Joint Director, State Vigilance Bureau,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






Respondent

AC No.85 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Er.  A.D.S. Anandpuri   , Appellant ,  in person.


Shri  Anil Kumar,  DSP Vigilance Bureau and Shri Gurbachan Singh, Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard  both  the  parties.

2.

 The Respondent is directed to supply the appointment letters of Shri R.K. Garg, XEN with the State Vigilance Bureau, Punjab. It is further directed that list of works on which the technical advice was given by Shri R.K. Garg during 2003-2004 will be supplied to the Commission within a period of 2 months. 


3.

To come up on  15.11.2007.
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: 20.9.2007



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri,

# 2481, Sector:65, Moahli.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Joint Director, State Vigilance Bureau,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.







Respondent

AC No.86/2007

ORDER

Present:
Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri, Appellant ,  in person.


Shri Surinder Kumar, XEN Vigilance Bureau and Shri Gurbachan Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on  23.8.2007 we had directed that the Appellant will go over the documents provided to him by the Respondent and submit his observations /comments to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission by  5.9.2007. Accordingly, the Appellant vide his letter No. PSACC/07/665-66, dated 5.9.2007 submitted his observations to the Respondent with a copy to the commission.

2.

During today's proceedings it is observed that a part of the information provided had not been authenticated and a part remaining yet to be supplied. Accordingly, we direct that :-

(a)
Balance information yet to be supplied and available  with the Respondent be supplied to the Appellant at the earliest but not later than 5.10.2007.

(b)
Documents required to be authenticated be authenticated at the earliest.

(c)
An affidavit be rendered in respect of the information that has been sought by the Appellant and not available on record justifying its non-availability.

3.

To come up on  15.11.2007.
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: 20.9.2007




State Information Commission

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,

P.S.I.E.C., Udyog Bhawan,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






Respondent
CC No.1055/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri S.S. Panag, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  Jagdish Chand, APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 23.8.2007 we had directed that the Complainant will visit the office of PIO at 1100  hours on 27.8.2007 to inspect the documents related to the information sought by him. However, during today's proceedings it is brought out that the Complainant could not visit the office of the PIO on the appointed day. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant on his request and we direct that he will visit the office of the PIO on 4.10.2007 at 1100 hours. The Respondent is directed to make available all necessary documents for inspection.


2.

To come up on  25.10.2007.
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: 20.9.2007



      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, Distt. Gurdaspur.



Respondent

CC No.875/2007

ORDER

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


Shri Chander Kant, Assistant Engineer, Assistant Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 23.8.2007 wherein  none was present on behalf of the Respondent, we had directed the PIO to be personally present  during today's proceedings.  We had also directed the PIO to submit an affidavit explaining  as to why penalty not be imposed for  non-supply of information in time and why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.

2.

During today's proceedings we are dismayed to notice that the Respondent PIO is not present. More-over, no affidavits, as were required to be submitted, are available with the person representing  PIO-Respondent. However, faxed copies of certain letters dated 18/19-9-2007(without annexures)
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 are brought before us, which are taken on record, wherein it has been brought out that a part of the information has been sent to the Complainant. We, therefore, given an opportunity to the Complainant to go over this information which he is likely to receive in near future and submit his observations to the Respondent by 30.9.2007. We also direct the following:-

(a)
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.

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

3.

The Respondent PIO will also bring information/comments on the observations to be submitted by the Complainant by 30.9.2007.

4.

To come up on  09.10.2007.
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: 20.9.2007



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 Secretary Power,

Mini Secretariat  Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent
CC No. 901, 747 & 742 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Sham Lal Saini, Complainant,  in person.


Shri Rajinder singh, Law Officer, PSEB, Patiala,  Shri Hari Raj, Under Secretary Coordination-cum-APIO, Shri A.D.Bhandari, Under Secretary General-cum-APIO, Shri Ram Kishan, Superintendent Reservation Cell, Shri Harcharan Singh, Superintendent Grade-II, P.P.-II Branch, Shri Bakshish Singh, Superintendent Grade-II, Power Branch, Shri Nahar Singh, Senior Assistant, Reservation Cell , Shri Nachhattar Singh, Senior Assistant, P.P.-1 Branch and Shri Gurdip Singh, Senior Assistant, PSEB, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard all the parties.

2.

On the last date of hearing on 31.7.2007 we had directed that  the PIOs of Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab, Punjab State Electricity Board and Personnel Department will submit affidavits regarding exact supply of requisite information to the Complainant. PIO of PSEB has submitted an affidavit dated 5.9.2007. Representative of the Personnel Department submits a letter stating  that orders  of the Commission dated  31.7.2007 have not been received by the Department but he has  managed to procure a copy of the same  from the Irrigation and Power  Department. He further submits that there are no clear orders of the Commission for submitting the affidavits. Accordingly, after hearing both sides it is directed that PIOs of  all the four Departments( Chief Secretary’s Office, Personnel Department, Punjab State Electricity Board and Welfare Department)  will submit affidavits indicating the exact  status of the ;implementation  of the 85th Amendment and  action taken on the representations received in this connection  from other Departments after the issue of instructions dated 17.11.2005.  The affidavits will be submitted by  5.10.2007.


3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25.10.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, PIOs of Chief Secretary to Government Punjab, Punjab State Electricity  Board, Patiala, Personnel Department and Welfare Department.









Sd/-










Surinder Singh









State  Information Commissioner









Sd/

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jatinder Vig,

# HM-126, Phase-4, Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

SYL Construction Circle, Sagarao Division,

SCO No. 1088-89, Sector: 22, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.953/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Swinder Singh Whig on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Varinder Singh Sra, XEN and Shri Nareshjeet Singh Anand, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant had sought a copy of  advance progress report for LOC funds from the Respondent on 17.4.2007.  He appealed to the Commission on 24.5.2007 that the information being provided by the Respondent was insufficient.

2.

During today's proceedings, both the parties give their version of the instant case and on the basis of their arguments  we direct that the PIO of the  Respondent will render an affidavit stating that the requisite document   i.e.  an advance progress report for LOC funds, as demanded by the Complainant, does not exist on record. The affidavit will be submitted to the Commission with a copy to the Complainant by 30.9.2007.

3.

To come up on  25.10.2007.
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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

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 & Sanitation, Punjab, Patiala.



Respondent

CC No.1181/2007

ORDER

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


Shri  Gurbachan Singh, Registrar of Chief Engineer office, Shri Som Nath Ragho, Superintendent and Shri Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant of the office of Civil Surgeon Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 7.8.2007 we had directed that the PIO-Respondent and PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon Patiala will be personally present during today's proceedings to explain the status of the bill.

2.

During today's proceedings the Respondent brings out that  the bill was kept pending in the office of Civil Surgeon Patiala for a period of 13 months and thereafter put up on 18.6.2007 and forwarded to Director Health Services Punjab for approval.  So far, there is no response nor  any reminder has  been sent.  We are also dismayed to notice that the PIO of Civil Surgeon Patiala is not present today and the officials representing him are not in full picture of the case.
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 We therefore direct 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.

3.

The affidavits will be submitted by 30.9.2007 and  on the next date of hearing PIOs of both the Departments will be personally present with the exact status of the information demanded by the Complainant.


4.

To come up on  09.10.2007.
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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase-7, Mohali






Compainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.




Respondent

CC No.778/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Harminder Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri  S.S.Bains, DSP,City-1, Mohali, Shri Jaspal Singh, ASI and Shri Yadav Rai Singh, Steno/office of D.C.Ropar, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 23.8.2007, the Respondent had requested for additional time to supply information as demanded by the respondent. During today's proceedings the respondent hands over information runing into 11 pages to the Complainant in our presence. 

2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of as far as D.C. Mohali is concerned.

3.

As regards information required from D.C.Ropar is concerned, the Complainant states that this is yet to be supplied. Accordingly, we direct that the information pertaining to D.C. Ropar relating to point No. 5 of his original application dated 26..9.2006 be provided to him at the earliest .


4.

To come up on  25.10.2007.
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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh,

S/o Shri Maha Singh,

V.P.O. Killianwali(Dhaani),

District:  Muktsar.







Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar.



Respondent

CC No.788/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Rajinder Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri Mohit Arora on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present on behalf of  the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 7.8.2007 we had directed that information relating to Points 1-3 be supplied. The Complainant states that information relating to  Points 2 and 3 has been received by him but information relating to Point No. 1 has not been supplied yet. .Information supplied by the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar vide letter No. 123 dated 2.8.2007 is available in Commission's file running into 12 pages is handed over to the Complainant. A part of the information , still required to be provided, is held by Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot.  Accordingly PIO of the office of D.C. Faridkot is directed to provide balance information as demanded by the Complainant at Sr. No. 2  of his original application dated 3.3.2007. 

2.

To come up on  13.11.2007.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot.









Sd/-










Surinder Singh









State  Information Commissioner










Sd/-

Chandigarh





   
 Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 20.9.2007




State Information Commissioner



Shri Harish Chander, Senior Assistant, office of Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar arrives Commission's office after the case had been heard. He has brought information that had been demanded by the Complainant. We direct him to send this information to the Complainant by registered post at the earliest and confirm to the Commission.










Sd/-










Surinder Singh









State  Information Commissioner










Sd/-

Chandigarh






Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 20.9.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri N.K.Sayal,

Sayal Street, Sirhind.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o
Deputy Commissioner, 

Fatehgarh Sahib.







Respondent
CC No.790/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  N.K.Sayal, Complainant,  in person.


Shri  K.B.S. Mann, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 7.8.2007 we had directed the Respondent to go over the observations made by the Complainant and submit his response by 31.8.207 in accordance with Para 4 of Complainant's original letter dated 31.8.2007. The Respondent did forward his response vide letter dated 31.8.2007. However, during today's proceedings the Complainant brings out that response is insufficient and vague. It does not bring out anything specific to the requirement. We therefore direct the Respondent to  be specific in his response and support the information being provided by documentary evidence available or alternatively render an affidavit stating non existence of part of information in the record. This affidavit will be submitted by 5.10.2007 by PIO Respondent.


2.

To come up on  06.11.2007.
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: 20.9.2007



      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.

It is observed that our order dated 7.8.2007 has been addressed to Sub Divisional Magistrate (West) Ludhiana instead of Sub Divisional Magistrate (East) Ludhiana .  Therefore it is presumed that the order may not have been received in the office of Sub Divisional Magistrate(East) Ludhiana and that is why none is present on behalf of the Respondent. Therefore, one more opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide necessary information as sought by the Complainant.


2.

To come up on  09.10.2007.
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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ajay Kumar,

S/o Shri Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony, Maur Mandi,

District Bathinda.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda.



Respondent

CC No.793/2007

     ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  Harmel Singh, Junior Assistant, Municipal Committee Maur Mandi, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant both by registered post as well as through special messenger. He submits a copy of the covering letter  wherein the Complainant has acknowledged having received the information. Since the Complainant  is not present, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided to him.


2.

Therefore, 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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri V.K.Goswami,

# 1269, Sector:22-B, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.1269 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  V.K. Goswami, Complainant, in person.


Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case pertains to information being sought relating to 4 Items. The original application was made on 21.3.2007. A part of the information has been supplied on 7.9.2007. During  today's proceedings it is observed that only a specific document relating to payment made to SAIL based on debit note No. 60043 dated 12.3.1993 has not been provided. The Respondent requests for additional time of 2 months due to non-availability of General Manager(Finance) who is on leave Ex-India. The Respondent however assures that the requisite information, if available, will be provided otherwise an affidavit regarding its non-availability will be submitted.


2.

To come up on  06.11.2007.
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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Balraj  Kalra,

Street No. 6, Lajpat Nagar,

Kot Kapura, District: Faridkot.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.1267/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Balraj Kalra, Complainant,  in person.


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

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

On the basis of arguments of both the sides we have come to the conclusion that while auctioning the plot the Punjab Financial Corporation has perhaps  not got full information about the payment due against the said plot from the PSIEC and that no information was given to the bidder at the time of auction. We direct that the PIO  of the PFC will attend further proceedings to assist us  in this case and PIO of the PSIEC will transfer the complete case file to the PFC by 30.9.2007  for the similar response.


3.

To come up on  13.11.2007.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and PIO of the Punjab Financial Corporation Sector 17, Chandigarh. 








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Anand Kumar Garg,







# 3290, Sector: 44-D, Chandigarh.




Complainant









Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.1249/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri    Jagdish Chand, APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post vide letter No. PSIEC/RTI/(Regd.)/9312-13, dated 17.9.2007. Since the Complainant is not present, it is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

2.

Therefore, 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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Lashker Singh,

C/o Zimidara Property Advisors,

Opposite Anand Palace, Bhoglan Road,

Rajpura Town, District: Patiala.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Industries, Punjab,

17, Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.1276/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Lashker Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri Kamaldeep  Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Ravinder Singh, Legal Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that some information has been supplied to the Complainant and any other specific information relating to the Complainant can be supplied.  It is directed that the information relating to acquisition of land of Shri Lashker Singh, Shri Gurdip Singh and Shri Gurchaman Singh, three brothers,  be given alongwith cost of land  and infrastructure , if any, by 10.10.2007. It is also directed that total amount  received from SAIL for the acquisition of land at Rajpuira be intimated alongwith overall  payment made to the land owners and the balance amount in the account of the Collector.  The

 Complainant states that he wants full detail of the land which has been taken over from the land owners alongwith detail of infrastructure and the money deducted @ 25%. The Respondent states that this is a third party information which cannot be given. It is directed that the Respondent will submit arguments in detail on the basis of which  the information being third party cannot be supplied under rule 8 of the RTI Act,2005. 

3.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 13.11.2007.

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: 20.9.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sardul Singh,

# 53-D, Gali No. 6-D, 

Near Ram Rattan Bambi, 

Post Office:   R & S Mills, Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

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

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.1003/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Sardul Singh, Complainant ,  in person and Shri Gurmukh Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri H. S. Pannu, Deputy Director(Admn.), Department of Industries , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent provides remaining information to the Complainant today. It is directed that the Respondent will not charge any fee from the Complainant for  today's information as the same has been much delayed . 


3.

Since the information stands provided, 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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri N.K.Dhiman,

C/o 1260/17,  HUDA,

JAGADHRI(Haryana)






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Hosiery & Knitwear Development Corporation,

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.1268/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  S.P. Singh, General Manager, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant had sought information relating to 9 points on 10.4.2007 and again on 14.06.2007.  On getting in-sufficient response from the Respondent,  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 16.7.2007. During today's proceedings, the Complainant  is not present. However, the Respondent brings out that information, as had been demanded by the Complainant, has been supplied to him vide letter dated 12.9.2007.  It is presumed that the Complainant has received the information and he is satisfied. The Respondent has given detailed documents  as had been demanded by the Complainant and he also  submits a photo copy of the judgement in Civil Writ Petition No. 16390 of 2002, which is taken on record. 


2.

Since the information stands supplied, 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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai,

C/o Ameliorating India,

205-B, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana-2.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.805/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


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

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant by Deputy Director, State Transport, Punjab vide letter No. CA-2/21131, dated 31.8.2007. He submits a photo copy of the same to the Commission, which is taken on record. The Complainant has not attended the proceedings of the Commission twice, i.e. on 7.8.2007 and today. It appears that he is not interested in pursuing the requirement of information. 


2.

Therefore, 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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kidar Nath,

# 22, Block-B, 

Defence Enclave, Patiala Road, Zirakpur.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Education(Schools),

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.804 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Kidar Nath, Complainant,  in person.

Shri Amarjit Singh Walia,Superintendent of the Secretariat Branch and Smt. Tarinder Kaur, Superintendent, office of D.P.I., on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 7.8.2007 we had directed that the Complainant will submit his observations by 20.8.2007 on the information provided to him and the Respondent will submit an affidavit showing cause as to why Complainant not be compensated for the detriment suffered by him and why penalty not be imposed on the PIO for delay in the supply of information. During today's proceedings the Complainant submits his observations in writing to the Commission with a copy to the Respondent. The Respondent also submits an affidavit, as per the directions of the Commission on the last date of hearing, which is taken on record. It is directed that the Respondent will go over the observations   made  by  the   Complainant   and   will   forward his comments/observations and will also supply the balance information to the Complainant by 5.10.2007. If any part of the information is not available on record then the PIO-Respondent will submit an affidavit justifying non-availability of the same. The Commission has been informed that the PIO is on leave and that is why he is not present today.


2.

To come up on  23.10.2007.
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: 20.9.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Manjit Singh Khalsa,

S/o Shri Sohan Singh,

VPO: Ladhana Jhikka, 

Tehsil: Banga, District: Nawan Shahar.




Complainant







Vs

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

SCO No. 95-97, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.797/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri   R.T. Saini, Superintendent and Shri Jit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter dated 17.9.2007 by registered post.  Since the Complainant is not present today, it is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.


2.

Since the information stands provided, 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: 20.9.2007



State Information Commissioner

