STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarwan Singh,

# C-48, Model Town, 

Village: Mundi Kharar, P.O. Landra,

District: Mohali.







Complainant







Vs

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

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1251/2008

Present:
Shri  Sarwan Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Jaspal Singh, APIO, Shri Jaswant Rai, Senior Assistant and Smt. Bhupinder Kaur, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that the PIO has not supplied him the information demanded by him vide letter dated 2.5.2008 though the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has directed to release enhanced  cost of the land acquired  by the Department . He further states that  payment has been made to the other party whereas his payment has been withheld.

3.

 The Respondent states that  payment has not been made to the Complainant as  there are  some differences in the calculations as per Punjab  
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And Haryana High Court Judgement. The Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has not agreed to enhancement in severance charges and loss of business charges.  He further states that the payment to the Complainant will be made after getting approval from the competent authority. 

4.

The Complainant further states that he wants to know, when payment has been made to the other allottee . The Respondent states that payment has been made to the other allottee vide Cheque No. 861145 dated 21.11.2007.  The Complainant pleads  that since he has received  the requisite information and is satisfied, 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: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Major Singh Bhullar,

# 3149, Sector: 28-D, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Pensions Punjab,

SCO: 192-193, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Mini Secretariat, Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No.1225 & 1219/2008

Present:
Shri   Major Singh Bhullar,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Ram Kishan, Superintendent –cum-APIO, Shri Harbhajan Singh, Senior Assistant, Directorate of Pension ;  Shri Om Parkash Aneja, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Shri Gurmel Singh, Superintendent, office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In two cases CC-1225/2008 and CC-1219/2008,  same information has been demanded by the Complainant from the Directorate of Pension and from the office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) Patiala. Therefore, these two cases are clubbed.

2.

The APIO of the office of Directorate of Pension states that the information demanded by the Complainant i.e. Minutes of the Meeting dated 22.4.1991, is not available on record. He is of the opinion   that the officer who 
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convened  the meeting might have  not recorded the minutes. He further states that the representations sent to the Directorate of Pension by the Complainant have been dealt with and the Chief Engineer office as well as the Complainant have been apprised of the outcome. 

3.

The APIO of the office of Chief Engineer states that detailed reply, as per the demand of the Complainant,  has been sent to the Complainant by the office of Secretary,  PWD(B&R),Punjab vide Memo. No. 2/111/05-B&R(2)/2094 dated 2.6.2008. A copy of the Memo. running into three sheets, sent to the Complainant,  is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence.

4.

The Complainant states that he has some documents which can prove that the file relating to instant case is available in the record of the Department of Public Works (B&R). Accordingly,  the Complainant is directed to bring the said documents on the next date of hearing. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.8.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 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, Punjab, Patiala.




 Respondent

CC No.1174/2008

Present:
Shri Bishan Dass Bagha, Complainant, in person.
Shri Kuldip Kapur, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The representative of the PIO states that the information running into 108 (One hundred eight) sheets has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo No.29458, dated 30.7.2008. One copy of the information supplied is placed in the office file of the Commission. 

3.

The Complainant states that he has received the information, but still the information is incomplete regarding  which he has given his observations in writing on 4.8.2008 to the PIO. The representative,  on behalf of the PIO,  states that the information relating to the period mentioned in the letter of the Complainant dated 4.8.2008 will be supplied within a week’s time.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of the order on 02-09-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh,

#3051, Sector: 23-D,Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Drainage Division, Hoshiarpur.





 Respondent

CC No.1288 /2008

Present:
Shri Darshan Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Rajinderpal Singh Brar, EE-cum-PIO and Shri Jagdish Kumar Aryan, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Darshan Singh, Complainant states that he has not filed the  complaint with the Commission. He further states that he addressed his letter to the Superintending Engineer, Drainage Circle, Jalandhar with a copy to the Punjab State Information Commission. 

2.

The Executive Engineer-cum- PIO states that the information is being supplied to the Complainant. 

3.

The case, being premature, is dismissed.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh,

# 310-B, Ranjit Avenue, 

Amritsar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Animal Husbandry,

Dairy Development & Fisheries,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1177 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt Kamlesh Kumari, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Smt. Santosh Kumari and Smt. Amrit Varsha , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the Complainant has already received information in different cases filed by him with the Commission from time to time. She further pleads that moreover the information regarding Agenda Items,  in which his name has been considered, has been supplied to him. She further pleads that application of the Complainant dated 15.4.2008 along with the application fee has not been received in the office of Secretary Animal Husbandry, Dairy Development and Fisheries, Punjab. She further states that the Department came to know about the case from the Notice of Hearing  from the Punjab State Information Commission.

2.

As 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 11-09-2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardool Singh,

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

Vikas Nagar, PO: Rayon &

S ilk Mills, Amritsar.







     Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.253 /2008

Present:
Shri Sardool Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri Gurmukh Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jaspal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-APIO, Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant and Mrs.Manjit Kaur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that a similar case CC No.1003/2007 has been decided by the same Bench and disposed of on 20.9.2007. The information has since been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant states that no doubt, the information has been received by him in the Case CC No.1003/2007 on 20.9.2007, but some information has been denied. He further pleads that the information relating to Shri Surjit Singh  son of Shri Bir Singh, be supplied and a copy of the seniority list prepared by the Department,  in which the name of the Complainant appears, be supplied. 
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3.

The Complainant further states that the order of regularization of service of Shri Surjit Singh, semi-skilled Operator may also be supplied. The Complainant further pleads that the certificate , which has not been recognized 

by the Department may also be shown to him.

4.

On mutual consent of both the parties, the Complainant is directed to visit the office of PIO today at 2.30 PM to  inspect/identify  the record and after inspection/identification, PIO will supply the requisite information, duly authenticated, to the Complainant, on the spot. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28-08-2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmej Singh,

# 33, Labh Nagar, Ram Tirath Road,

PO: Khalsa College, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Div.No.1, 

PWD & B&R Branch, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC No.1213 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.         
ORDER

1.

A similar case: CC No.1035/2008 filed by the  Complainant has been fixed for hearing on 12.08.2008. Therefore, both the cases are clubbed and will be heard on 12.8.2008.

2.

Accordingly, both the cases are  fixed for further  hearing on 12-08-2008.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt.Krishna Devi,

Wd/o Shri Parkash Singh,

Ward No.8, Near Nayyanwala

 Mandir, Mansa.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, Mansa.




 Respondent

CC No.1259/2008

Present:
Smt.Krishna Devi, Complainant, in person &



Dr.K.K.Jindal on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri J.S.Gill, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Dr.  K.K.Jindal on behalf of the Complainant states that the copy of the Service Book has not been supplied in spite of many representations made by Smt.Krishna Devi, wife of Late Shri Parkash Singh, Jeep Driver. The APIO on behalf of the Respondent states that the retiral benefits including employment of her son has been cleared by the Department as per Punjab Govt. rules/policy. The Accountant General, Punjab has sanctioned pension and other retiral benefits.

2.

It is directed that the Department will conduct an enquiry for the loss of Service Book of Shri Parkash Singh, Jeep Driver and will prepare a
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 duplicate Service Book on the basis of available record with the SDO, XEN & Superintending Engineer of the Department. The Respondent states that the efforts will be made to prepare the duplicate Service Book of the deceased official from the record available with the Offices  for which at least two months be given.

3.

The Complainant states that since she has been harassed by the Department, necessary action as per the  RTI Act may be taken  against the PIO.  It is directed that the PIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing along with the duplicate copy of the Service Book and report of the enquiry conducted for the loss of Service Book.

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shiv Dayal Singh,

Vill: Niwan Dhakala,

PO: District Social Security Officer,

Gurdaspur.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Social Security Officer,

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC No.1235 /2008

Present:
Shri Amarjeet Singh Lauhka,  on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Sarup Singh Pannu, District Social Security Officer , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The District Social Security Officer on behalf of the PIO states that the information running into 5 (Five) sheets have been sent through registered post. He further states that the registered letter has been received back with the remarks “ refused”.  The District Social Security Officer, Gurdaspur hands over the letter containing information as per demand of the Complainant to the representative of the Complainant in my presence in the Court today.

2.

The representative of the Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be closed. 

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri B. B. Aggarwal, 

18, Green View Colony,

Rajbaha Road, Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No. 1191/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.    

             , 
Shri Gurdip Singh, SDO-cum-APIO, Shri Om Parkash Aneja, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Shri Gurmel Singh, Superintendent, office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant sent an Indian Postal Order bearing No. 55E 439191 of  Rs. 10/- as application fee with his original application to the Commission. As no fee is charged by the State Information Commission and the Complainant is not present today,  the Indian Postal Order of Rs. 10/- is given to the Respondent to hand over the same to the Complainant.  It is directed that due receipt be  taken from the Complainant and same be sent to the Commission for record.  
2.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 22.7.2008, received in the Commission’s office on 6.8.2008 has intimated that the case has been settled 
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amicably and due payment has been made to him. He has requested that the case may be treated as settled/withdrawn. 

3.

The Respondent states that necessary information as per the demand of the Complainant has been supplied to him and pleads 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: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er.  Kirpal Singh Gill,

# 2, Vikas Vihar, Civil Lines,

Patiala.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No.1942/2008

Present:
Shri Kirpal Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Balwinder Singh, Advocate and Shri Rajesh Chaudhary, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 24.7.2008,  when it was directed that the PIO will bring a Bank Draft of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) in favour of the Complainant as compensation and a copy of Notification on the basis of which calculations for imposing penalty for non-construction of the building upto 31.7.1998 have been made. 

2.

The Respondent–PIO hands over  a copy of the Notification dated 8.4.1997 alongwith a Bank Draft No. 369280 dated 5.8.2008 for Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only)  drawn on Bank of Rajasthan, Patiala to the Complainant. One copy of the Notification and photo copy of the Bank Draft are submitted to the Commission, which are taken on record. 
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3.

A review application filed by the PIO on 23.7.2008 has been attached in the instant file, which may be sent to the Chief Information Commissioner for necessary action.

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the  Deputy Registrar, PSIC for putting up the review application to the CIC for appropriate orders. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarvinder Singh,

160-B, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 1194 /2008

Present:
Shri Tarvinder Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  R. K. Goyal, APIO, Shri Darshan Kumar, Section Officer and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant submits a written submission, which is  taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent. 

3.

It is directed that the information, as per demand of the Complainant and on the basis of detailed arguments held today in the Court,   will be supplied to the Complainant within 15 days. 

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance  on  21.8.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balvir Singh Saini,

# 349, Street No. 3, 

Dashmesh Nagar, Dagana Road,

Hoshiarpur.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Technical Education and 

Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector: 36, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
CC No. 1286/2008
Present:
Shri  Balvir Singh Saini, Complainant, in person.

Shri   Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-SPIO and Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that he wants coloured photo copies  of the information supplied to him and he is ready to bear the cost of the same. The SPIO states that coloured photo copies of the ACRs of the Complainant for the years 2001-2002, 2003-2004 and 2004-2005 will be supplied to the Complainant today and pleads that the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner



After the hearing is over, the SPIO reports at 11.30 A.M. that coloured photo copies of the ACRs have been supplied to the Complainant and due receipt has been taken from him.



Therefore, the case is disposed of. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 07. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

