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,

(Behind N.M. Jain Senior Secondary School),

Bharat Nagar Chowk, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Welfare Department, 

Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector¨9, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No. 2455/2007

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Sital Singh, Senior Assistant, Welfare Department,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 5.8.2008, when it was directed that the PIO will supply the remaining information i.e. names of Advocates engaged by the Department to represent the State in the case regarding 85th Amendment in the Constitution of India in the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. The Respondent makes a submission of a letter dated 1.9.2008 addressed to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission containing the names of the Advocates and the fees paid to them to defend the said case in the Supreme Court of India. 

2.

The Complainant states that he has perused the information 
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contained in the above mentioned letter and he is satisfied. 

3.

The Complainant further states that Secretary to Government of Punjab, Welfare Department (Reservation Cell) may also be made party in M.R.-67/2008(in CC-742, 747, 900, 901 of 2007) fixed for today. It is observed that the Complainant can put forth his arguments for making Secretary Welfare as party in M.R.-67/2008 during the hearing of that case.

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 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,

# 50/30A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Government,

 Punjab, Irrigation & Power Department, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.    



 Respondent

CC No. 453 /2008

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Gurdip Singh, Superintendent, Irrigation Personnel-3 Branch; Shri Prem Singh, Superintendent, Irrigation Personnel-2 Branch; Shri Gurlal Singh, Senior Assistant, Irrigation Personnel-2 Branch;   Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti ,Superintendent-cum-APIO, Chief Engineer Office; Shri Gurmit Singh, Superintendent, Chief Engineer Office and Shri Karan Pal Singh, Senior Assistant, Chief Engineer Office,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 5.8.2008, when it was directed that the Complainant will visit the office of PIO/APIO to identify the documents required by him after the inspection of the record, before the next date of hearing i.e. today. The Complainant states that he could not visit the office of PIO/APIO to  inspect the record as he was busy in som`e domestic affairs. He further states that he   does not want to inspect the record now.  

2.

The Respondent hands over information running into five sheets 
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including two sheets of covering letter to the Complainant and one copy is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. The Complainant states that he wants to study the information supplied to him today and will send his observations/comments to the PIO within a period of 10 days. 

3.

It is accordingly directed that the Complainant will send his observations/comments, on the information supplied to him today , to the PIO by 12.9.2008 with a copy to the Commission. The PIO will, in turn, send his response to the Complainant by 22.9.2008 with a copy to the Commission. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25.9.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Chief Engineer Irrigation, Punjab,  Sector:18,  Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Padamkant Dwivedi,

H.Nl. B-125, Sector: 14, 

Chandigarh.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Punjab State Tubewell Corporation,

Lining Division No. 1, Faridkot.





 Respondent

AC No. 302/2008

Present:
Shri   Padamkant  Dwivedi,  Appellant,   in person.


Shri Ashok Chand, S.D.E., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant filed an application with the PIO of the office of Divisional Engineer, Punjab State Tubewell Corporation, Lining Division No. 1, Ferozepur on 3.10.2007 vide which he demanded information on five points. Divisional Engineer supplied the information to the Appellant  regarding all the five points vide his letter No. 1744/PSTC/FZR, dated 13.11.2007.  

2.

The Appellant was not satisfied with the information supplied to him . He filed First Appeal with the Appellate Authority on 18.3.2008. Having received no response from the First Appellate Authority, he filed an application for information with the Managing Director, PSTC on 23.1.2008, who directed the Divisional Engineer-cum-PIO, PSTC Lining Division No. 1, Ferozepur to supply 

Contd…..p/2

AC No. 302/2008



-2-

the information as per the demand of the Appellant.  Having received no information from the PIO, First Appellate Authority and even from Managing Director, he filed second Appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission on 25.6.2008.

3.

The Respondent states that the information running into two sheets has been sent to the Appellant by registered post vide Memo. N. 2213/PWRM & DC/FZR dated 29.8.2008. The Appellant states that he has received the information on 1.9.2008 and is satisfied. He pleads that since the information has been deliberately delayed, action be taken against the PIO as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty. Accordingly, it is directed that the shri A.K. Jain, XEN,  PWRM & DC, Ferozepur-cum-PIO,  will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith an affidavit to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him  for the delay in supplying the information.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25.9.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

# Kahlon Villa, Opp. Tehsil Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian-Bet, District: Ludhiana.




     Appellant







Vs

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

Department of Industries  & Commerce,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.317 /2008

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jaspal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-APIO, office of Director Industries & Commerce, Shri Gurmeet Singh, Senior Assistant, O/o Principal Secretary Industries & Commerce  and Mrs. Parminder  Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of Director Industries & Commerce on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant has filed a complaint with the PIO, office of Secretary Industry & Commerce, Punjab, Chandigarh on 18.2.2008 and he has demanded information on eight points. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed first Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 14.5.2008. After getting no response from the PIO of the First Appellate Authority, he filed appeal with the Commission on 14.7.2008.

2.

The Additional Secretary-cum-PIO informed the Commission vide Memo No.10/10/2008-AS-6/1089, dated 18.8.2008 with a copy to the Appellant that some information /documents has been sent to Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,Appellant vide Memo Nos.519, dated 15.4.2008, 647, dated 16.5.2008 and 699 dated 29.5.2008. The Appellant states that he has received some information relating to points 1, 2 and 3, but the remaining information relating to 
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4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 is still pending with the Department to be supplied. The Appellant makes a submission of one sheet to the Commission and states that he has received information as such from the four Departments, namely:- 

S.No.
Name of Industry

            Date of payment
        Amount
1.
Punjab Tractors Ltd., Phase IV,
 9.9.93 to 1.11.96
       30.00 lac

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

2.
Punjab Communications Ltd.
25.1.93 to 12.12.94
      20.50 lac


C-135, Phase-VIII, SAS Nagar,


Mohali.

3.
Punjab Alkalis and Chemical 
1993-94

      10.00 lac


Ltd.


4.
Punjab Wireless System, B-53,
21.5.93 to Jan. 1997      22.25 lac


Phase-VI, SAS Nagar, Mohali



     --------------










       82.75 lac










     --------------

3.

He further states that the following Firms have made payment to the Punjab Cricket Association for Souvenir and they have executed some work for PCA also. The information from the following Government Public Undertakings may be supplied :-

a. Punjab National Fertilizer & Chemicals Ltd.

b. Punjab Khadi and Village Industries.

c. Financial Corporation, Punjab.

d. Punjab Alkalies & Chemicals Ltd.

e. Punwire

f. Punjab State Electronics Development and Production Corporation.

g. Punjab Small Industries & Export Corporation ( Also did work)

h. Goindwal Industrial and Investment Corporation. (Also did work)

i. Electronic System Punjab Ltd. (Also did work)

j. Punjab State Leather Development Corp. Ltd (Also did work)

k. Punjab Tractor Mohali ( Also did work)
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l. Punjab State Handloom & Textile Development Corp.(Also did work).

4.

The Representative of the PIO states that the information/
Files are lying with Court of Hon’ble Special Judicial Magistrate of C.B.I. Punjab at Patiala. They have produced the receipts of the record of the different Departments/Firms which has been handed over to the Court of Special Judicial Magistrate, Patiala.  The authenticated receipts be supplied to the Appellant for his record.

5.

It is directed that the PIO, office of the Secretary Industry & Commerce will collect the information from the Firms mentioned in the letter of Punjab Government dated 15.4.2008 and as per para 3 above of the order and as per the information made available by the Appellant today to the PIO of the Department and to the Commission.

6.

The PIO will collect the information from the Departments mentioned in the letter and will supply the same to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07-10-2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties  and Director Industries & Commerce, 17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J.K.Sharma, S/o

Shri C.L.Sharma,

# 200, Jamalpur Colony, Ludhiana.




     Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.326 /2008

Present:
Shri J.K.Sharma, Complainant, in person and Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri R.K.Goyal, Estate Officer-cum-APIO, Shri Boota Singh Gill,Manager(Personnel) and Shri Om Pal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant filed a complaint to the PIO, office of the Managing Director, PSIEC, Sector: 17, Chandigarh on 16.4.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed first Appeal with the First Appellate Authority of the office of Managing Director PSIEC on 17.5.2008. The Appellate Authority has not taken any steps to dispose of the case and to supply the information. Then he filed an appeal with the Commission on 17.6.2008.

2.

The APIO states that interim reply has been sent to the Appellant vide No.PSIEC/RTI/1976, dated 14.5.2008 through registered post. The Appellant states that he has not received any information before 17.5.2008 and that is why he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority. He further states that in the interim reply, the Department has written that “It is intimated that the matter with regard to the departmental enquiry conducted by Shri Manmohan
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Hurria, IAS (Retd) against Shri J.K.Sharma, SDE (Retd) is under consideration and the final decision of the Competent Authority is awaited/under process. He is requested that the applicant may be informed accordingly.”

3.

The complaint of the Appellant dated 16.4.2008 is discussed in detail in the Court today, it is seen that the information relating to points 1 and 2 has been supplied to the Appellant vide Memo No.PSIEC/RTI/6960-61 dated 29.8.2008 running into 16 (Sixteen) sheets.

4.

The APIO states that the information relating to point 3 cannot be supplied as it is a Question, for which, the Department is not in position to supply information. He further states that since the information stands supplied, the case may be disposed of.

5.

The Advocate on behalf of the Appellant states that the information has been supplied late by five months and the penalty be imposed on the PIO for delayed information. 

6.

It is directed that the PIO will submit an affidavit that why the penalty be not imposed on him for the delayed information on the next date of hearing. The APIO states that while interim reply was supplied to him, the Appellant was asked to deposit Rs.25/-(Twentry five) towards the registration and postal charges. The Advocate on behalf of the Appellant states that he has received information only on 29.8.2008. 

7.

As the information has been delayed, accordingly it is directed that the Appellant will not pay any charges for late supply of information and information will be supplied free of cost.  

8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07-10-2008.

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J.K.Sharma, S/o

Shri C.L.Sharma,

# 200, Jamalpur Colony, Ludhiana.




     Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.327 /2008

Present:
Shri J.K.Sharma, Complainant, in person and Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri R.K.Goyal, Estate Officer-cum-APIO, Shri Boota Singh Gill,Manager(Personnel) and Shri Om Pal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant filed a complaint to the PIO, office of the Managing Director, PSIEC, Sector: 17, Chandigarh on 20.11.2007. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed first Appeal with the First Appellate Authority of the office of Managing Director PSIEC on 14.5.2008. The Appellate Authority has not taken any steps to dispose of the case and to supply the information. Then he filed an appeal with the Commission on 17.6.2008.

2.

The APIO states that interim reply has been sent to the Appellant vide No.PSIEC/RTI/1976, dated 14.5.2008 through registered post. The Appellant states that he has not received any information before 17.5.2008 and that is why he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority. He further states that in the interim reply, the Department has written that “It is intimated that the matter with regard to the departmental enquiry conducted by Shri Manmohan
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Hurria, IAS (Retd) against Shri J.K.Sharma, SDE (Retd) is under consideration and the final decision of the Competent Authority is awaited/under process. He is requested that the applicant may be informed accordingly”.

3.

The information as demanded by the Appellant on 20.11.2007 has been supplied on 19.12.2007. The remaining information relating to Point No.5 is supplied in the Court today in my presence. 

4.

 The APIO states that since the information relating to points 1 to 5 has been supplied, 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: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Bishan Dass Bagha,

# 86, GRD Nagar, PO: Model Town, 

Jalandhar City.






           Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer, Water Supply &

Sanitation Department, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No.1174 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri K.S.Kapur, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 7.8.2008 when it was directed that the information relating to observations dated 4.8.2008, made by the Complainant to be supplied within a week’s time. The APIO states that the remaining information as per demand of the Complainant, has since been supplied vide Memo No.31102, dated 11.8.2008 and again the remaining information as per his demand stands supplied vide Memo No.34012, dated 27.8.2008 through speed post.

2.

The case was fixed for today confirmation of order dated 7.8.2008. The APIO states that since the information has been supplied as per the demand of the complaint, the case may be disposed of.

3.

The Complainant is not present today. Since the information has been supplied to the Complainant in full by the Department/PIO and he might be satisfied with the information supplied, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurvinder Singh,S/o

Shri Gurdev Singh,

VPO: Mehma Surja, Distt. Bathinda.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Power,Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1466 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Vikas Sharma,Senior XEN Tech. Bathinda Circle-cum-APIO,Shri Dev Raj, Senior Assistant and Shri Naresh Kumar Jindal, Revenue Accountant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Vikas Sharma, Sr XEN Tech. Bathinda Circle states that we have received a letter from the office of Hon’ble Chief Minister along with the application of the Complainant. He further states that he has been informed through registered letter by the SDO, Guniana Sub Division vide Memo No.1997-98, dated 30.7.2008 to attend the office of SDO, PSEB Guniana to give the information regarding deposit of security etc. on any working day. 

2.

He further states that Complainant has not visited the office of SDO PSEB Guniana, nor he has visited the office of Executive Engineer Bhai Bhagte Ka, District Bathinda to give the information about his application and deposit of security etc. He further states that more than one month has passed; the Complainant has not visited the office of PSEB. Shri Naresh Kumar Jindal, Revenue Accountant who appears in the case, states that the Complainant has
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been contacted on Mobile Phone and through landline Telephone. He told on Phone that he has not filed any application in the office for Tube well connection; he has filed application in the office of Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab.

3.

The Respondent states that there is no information available on record, the case may be closed.

4.

Since the Complainant is not present today, moreover he has filed application with the office of Hon’ble Chief Minister; the same has been transferred to the concerned Authority. The concerned Authority has given in writing that no application is pending in their office and in spite of his calling to the office; he has not attended the office for giving any information/documents to be submitted for Tube-well connection.

5.

Since the Complainant is not present today. Moreover, there is no information to be supplied to the Complainant, the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri O.P.Sethi,

H.No.B-IV 777, Mal Singh Street,

Mohalla Malkana, Fazilika-152123




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Land Acquisition Officer,

Drainage Circle, Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No.1486 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Rajesh Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant has informed the Commission vide his letter No. Nil, dated Nil, which was received in the Commission Office on 22nd August, 2008, in which he has stated that he has received information from L.A.O. Patiala vide their letter No.600, dated 25.7.2008 and from SDO Fazilika Drainage vide their letter No.320-11G-RTI, dated 4.8.2008. He further states that he is thankful to the Commission from the core of his heart that with the intervention of the Commission, he has received the information.

2.

The Respondent/PIO states that the information as per the demand of the Complainant has since been supplied to him and he further pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

As the Complainant informs the Commission that he has received the information and grateful to the Commission, accordingly, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30-A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Personnel, Punjab,

6th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



Respondent






MR-67/2008

In CC No.742, 747, 900 & 901  of 2007

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

Shri Dharminder Pal, Joint Secretary Personnel, Shri Ramesh Kumar, Superintendent Grade-I, and Shri Harchand Singh, Superintendent Grade-II, Personnel Department, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Dharminder Pal, Joint Secretary Personnel, states that the Complainant has asked for implementation of 85th Amendment of the Constitution  by the Punjab Government.  He has asked questions about the implementation, which is not the information as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and the Government cannot commit  as to when it will be implemented. He further states that the process for implementation of 85th Amendment as per the decision of the Supreme Court of India on 19.10.2006 is under the 
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In CC No.742, 747, 900 & 901  of 2007

consideration of the Gover                        nment of Punjab and as and when a  final decision will be taken by the competent authority, the same  will be intimated to all the Departments. 

3.

The Complainant states that the Department has misquoted the facts  and given contradictory statements  during the proceedings of the case, which is being heard from 10.7.2007. He further states that necessary action may be taken against the Department for mis-quoting the facts and giving contradictory statements.  He pleads that Welfare Department may also be made a party in this case. 

4.

It is, accordingly, directed that the Complainant will make a submission of his statement along with information/documents supplied by the Department to him,  where the Department has mis-quoted the facts and given contradictory statements within 15 days. He will also put up his arguments in support of making the Welfare Department a party in this case, on the next date of hearing.  

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25.9.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 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:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Ramji Dass, S.D.O. and Shri Lavneet Dubey, S.D.O., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent vide Memo. No.MOH/2008/3374 dated 21.8.2008 to the Complainant by registered post. He submits one copy in the Court today, which is taken on record. 

2.

Since the Complainant is not present today, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.9.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 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.

Smt. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the application dated 5.5.2008 for information, sent by the Complainant has not been received in the office of Director Industries, Punjab. She further states since it has been addressed to the District Registrar, Firms and Societies, Chandigarh, it might have reached in the office of Chandigarh Administration. She requests that a photo copy of the application as well as of the complaint filed with the Punjab State Information Commission may be provided so that the requisite information could be supplied to the Complainant at the earliest. 

2.

Accordingly, photo copies of the original application and the complaint filed with the Commission are handed over to the Respondent.
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.9.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Major Lal

# 2179, Street No.4, New Kuldeep Nagar,

Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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

17 Basys Building,Sector 17, Chandigarh.



Respondent

MR-66/2008 

in CC No.860 /2008

Present:
Shri Major Lal, Complainant, in person.

Shri Jaspal Singh, APIO, Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior        Assistant and Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the Complainant had filed a case CC No. 2308/2007 to seek the same information, as has been asked for in the instant case CC-860/2008, which was decided on 14.2.2008. He again  filed an application with the Director Industries and Commerce for seeking the same information on 17.3.2008 and consequently filed a complaint with the Punjab State Information Commission on 24.4.2008. The Respondent sent the information to the Complainant on 6.6.2008 by registered post but during the proceedings on 10.6.2008  the Complainant stated that he had not received the information sent by the Respondent. One copy of the information was handed over to the Complainant in the Court in my presence. 
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2.

Now vide letter dated 10.7.2008 the Complainant has again approached the Commission to intimate that the information supplied to him during proceedings on 10.6.2008 was not authenticated and the name of the Parbandhak Committee registered vide Certificate No. 1217 dated 03.01.1996 has not been mentioned therein. The APIO states that the original information duly authenticated has been sent to the Complainant by registered post. The Complainant states that he has not received this information till date. 

3.

Now it is directed that the same information, in original, be supplied to the Complainant. The APIO assures the Commission that the original information duly authenticated will be supplied to the Complainant today and requests that the case may be closed.                             

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

