STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

H.No. 60/35 P/330, Street No. 8, 

Maha Singh Nagar, Daba Lohara Road,

 P.O. Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana – 141014.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-

Executive Engineer, Sewerage Board,

Division No. 2, Opposite Old Courts,

Near Punjab Vigilance Office, Lludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 1754/2008

Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that he had been made to go  from one officer to another to get his  application for information under the RTI Act, 2005, dated 24.6.2008, marked.  He further states that his application was finally received  in Division No. 2 on the directions of Shri Gupta,  the then Executive Engineer, Water Supply & Sewerage Board, Division No. 2, Ludhiana.
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2.

The brief history of this case, as stated by the Complainant, is that in the Zone, about which he has demanded the information, sewerage water  mixed with the drinking water as a result of which  an epidemic broke out   and 

the public had to suffer a lot.  He further states that he  met Shri Dalip Kumar, present XEN, a number of times,  to get the information, which has been demanded in the public interest, but to no avail.   On getting no response from the PIO, he filed  present complainant with the Commission on 8.8.2008.

 3.

He pleads that suitable action be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information in time and compensation be given to him for the detriment suffered by him. 

4.

It is accordingly directed that Shri Dalip Kumar, PIO-cum-XEN, Sewerage Board, Division No. 2, Ludhiana will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed on him for not supplying the requisite information to the Complainant in time and compensation be not given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him. 

5.

The Commission has taken a very serious of the fact, stated  by the Complainant, that for submitting his application for information, he had been put to a lot of harassment by the staff of the office of Executive Engineer,  Sewerage Board, Ludhiana. Therefore, Principal Secretary, Water Supply  & Sanitation may
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 issue necessary directions/instructions to the field  staff so that such incidents of harassment of the Complainants/Appellants do not recur, while  submitting their applications for information under the RTI Act, 2005

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.10.2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Principal Secretary, Water Supply and Sanitation, Punjab,  Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

     Sd/-                               



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

8.

Shri Ravi Kumar, SDE, Sewerage Board , Division No. 2, Ludhiana reaches the office of the Commission, after the hearing in the instant case is over. He states that he has brought the requisite information for handing over the same to the Complainant. He is directed to send the requisite information to the Complainant by registered post.

9.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 23.10.2008. 


Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

H.No. 60/35 P/330, Street No. 8, 

Maha Singh Nagar, Daba Lohara Road,

 P.O. Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana – 141014.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Pollution Control Board,

 Regional Office- III, Municipal Corporation Building,

Block-C, Gill Road,  Lludhiana.





 Respondent

CC No. 1753/2008

Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that he was asked by the PIO vide his  letter No. 1649, dated 2.6.2008 to collect the information personally on any working day from 9.00 A.M. to 5.00 P.M. and this letter was received by him on 13.6.2008. He further states that after receiving this letter on 13.6.2008, he visited the office of Environmental Engineer a number of times  and finally the  information was handed over to him on 27-6-2008 or 28-6-2008.

2.

He further states that he is not satisfied with the information
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 provided to him and he informed the Environmental Engineer that the information provided to him is incomplete. He also states he  visited the office of the PIO a number of times but complete information has not been provided to him so far. He pleads that suitable action may be taken against the PIO.

3.

It is directed that the PIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith an affidavit explaining reasons as to why complete information has not been supplied to the Complainant so far. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.10.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Mrs. Paramjit Kaur, Deputy Director,

O/o Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training, Punjab,

Plot No. 1, Sector: 36, Chandigarh.




Apppellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training Punjab,

Plot No. 1, Sector: 36, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 345 & 358 /2008

Present:
Shri   Vikram Bali, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Sham Goyal, Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Smt. Kanwaljit Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Ld. Counsel for the Appellant states that the information, except the information in respect of two officers namely Smt. Sangeeta Goyal, Deputy Director and Shri Rajiv Puri, Coordinator, has been received by the Appellant vide Memo. No. 295, dated 27.5.2008. He requests that the information regarding these two officers may also be supplied.  The PIO-cum-Deputy Director states that the information, being asked for,  belongs to thirty party and therefore  cannot be supplied. 
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3.

It is observed that since the ACRs of 12 other officers have already been supplied by the PIO to the Appellant, there should  also be no  problem in supplying the ACRs of these two officers. The PIO states that the ACRs of these two officers are  with the Government and assures the Commission that the ACRs of these two officers will be supplied to the Appellant as and when these are received back from the Government and pleads that both  the cases may be closed.  

4.

Accordingly, both the cases  are disposed of with the directions that the PIO will supply the duly authenticated photo copies  of the ACRs of the above-said two officers to the Appellant within a period of one month and the Appellant will be free to approach the Commission again in case these are not received by her within one month.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

               Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt.  Surjit Kaur,

Through Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

# 196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,

District: Hoshiarpur.







     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Consumer Disputes Redressal Forum,

Hoshiarpur.








 Respondent

AC No. 376/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri P. P. S. Mann, Superintendent-cum-PIO,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO makes a written submission, which is taken on record. He pleads that since  similar cases have already been heard and disposed of by this Hon’ble court,  the instant case may also be disposed of  on the same ground as the same type  of information is being asked time and again.

2.

Since none is present  on behalf of the Appellant, one more opportunity is given to the Appellant to pursue her case.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.11.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Dilbagh Singh,

Through Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

# 196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,

District: Hoshiarpur.







     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Consumer Disputes Redressal Forum,

Hoshiarpur.








 Respondent

AC No. 375/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri P. P. S. Mann, Superintendent-cum-PIO,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO makes a written submission, which is taken on record. He pleads that since  similar cases have already been heard and disposed of by this Hon’ble court,  the instant case may also be disposed of  on the same ground as the same type  of information is being asked time and again.

2.

Since none is present  on behalf of the Appellant, one more opportunity is given to the Appellant to pursue his case.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.11.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





            Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.  K. Tyagi, 

Through Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

# 196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,  District: Hoshiarpur.


     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Consumer Disputes Redressal Forum,  Amritsar.

 Respondent

AC No. 370/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Shiv Kumar,  Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO makes a written submission, which is taken on record. He states that the information was supplied to the Appellant. Having feeling dissatisfied with the information supplied to him, the Appellant filed First Appeal with the Appellate Authority and the orders were issued by the Appellate Authority and  conveyed to the Appellant.   He pleads that since  similar cases have already been heard and disposed of by this Hon’ble court,  the instant case may also be disposed of  on the same ground as the same type  of information is being asked time and again.

2.

Since none is present on behalf of the Appellant, one more opportunity is given to the Appellant to pursue his case.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.11.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





               Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO 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, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO,  Shri Boota Singh, Manager Personnel and Shri Om Pal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 2.9.2008, the APIO submits an affidavit dated 6.102008 from the PIO, which is taken on record and a copy of which is handed over to the Appellant. The APIO states that  the inquiry is being remitted to the Inquiry Officer and the record now available with the Presenting Officer is also being sent to the Inquiry Officer.

3.

The Counsel for the Appellant states that the information regarding point No. 1 & 2  has been delayed for 135 days and therefore, the penalty  be imposed upon the PIO. The PIO has explained in his affidavit that the information 
could not be supplied earlier due to non-deposit of charges of Rs. 25/- by the 
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Appellant.   The APIO states that after the orders of the Commission on 2.9.2008 that the information be supplied free of cost, the same  has been supplied forthwith. The APIO further pleads that penalty may not be imposed upon the PIO as the information has been supplied to the Appellant as per  the orders of the Commission  from time to time. 

4.

The Ld. Counsel for the Appellant submits an affidavit stating interalia that due to mental tension and agony,  the Appellant has suffered a lot and requests that a compensation of Rs. 10,000/-(Ten thousand only) may be awarded to the Appellant.

5.

While accepting the plea of the PIO, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. However, compensation of Rs. 2500/-(Two thousand five hundred only) is awarded to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him and the Public Authority is ordered to pay the compensation to the Appellant  by Bank Draft within a period of one month.

6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of the compliance of orders on 17.11.2008 at 10.00 A.M. in the Chamber (SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh).  

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Principal Secretary, Industries and Commerce,  Punjab, Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Raj Kumar,S/o Shri Bal Krishan,

# Chaunda, Tehsil: Malerkotla, District: Sangrur.


Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1749/2008

Present:
Shri Raj Kumar, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant filed an application with  the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Irrigation,  on 8.4.2008 along with an Indian Postal Order No. 63-E 785418 dated 8.4.2008  of the denomination of  Rs. 10/- as fee,  to seek action taken report against Shri Ashok Kumar, J.E.   He states that he made a representation to the Principal Secretary Irrigation on 27.2.2008 and requested to take action against Shri Ashok Kumar, J.E., who had withdrawn money from  his Bank Account by forged  signatures.

2.

 Today he submits a copy of the Inquiry Report from the Chief Engineer/Vigilance and Quality Control, Department of Irrigation, Punjab,
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 Chandigarh and other documents to prove that  Shri Ashok Kumar, JE has made a fraud with him and he pleads that Action Taken Report against Shri Ashok Kumar, J.E. may be supplied to him by the PIO,   as per his demand. 

3.

Since  none is present today on behalf of the Respondent, it is directed that the  PIO of the office of  Principal Secretary Irrigation  will appear in person,  along with the requisite information, on the next date of hearing. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27-11-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar S/o Shri Girdhari Lal,

VPO:  Babri Nangal, Tehsil & District:  Gurdaspur.


     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, Personnel Division,

RSD-Project, Shahpurkandi, Distt. Gurdaspur.



 Respondent

AC No.350 /2008

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Mohan Kant, APIO-cum-Assistant Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Appellant filed an application  with the PIO on 5.5.2008 and asked for some specific information.  On getting no information from the PIO, he filed an Appeal with the Superintending Engineer RSD-cum-Appellate Authority on 6.6.2008. Again on getting no response from the S.E., the First Appellate Authority, he filed Second Appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission on 11.7.2008.

3.

The Respondent on behalf of the PIO states that information, running into five sheets, has been sent to the Appellant vide Memo No.2478-81,

 Contd……p/2

AC No.350 /2008


   -2-

dated 6.10.2008 with a copy to the Commission. The Appellant states that he has received information but he is not satisfied with the information as it is 

incomplete. He submits a rejoinder to the information supplied to him vide letter

dated 6.10.2008, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to  the Respondent in the Court today . 

4.

It is directed that the PIO will supply the information as per original demand of the Appellant dated 5.5.2008 vis-à-vis the rejoinder handed over to the Respondent today,  by 17th November, 2008 with a copy to the Commission.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27-11-2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt. Krishna Devi,

Wd/o Shri Parkash Singh,

Ward No.8, Near Naiyanwala 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.
Shri Prem Sain Garg, XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 7.8.2008, when it was directed that  the PIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today, along with duplicate copy of the Service Book and Report of the Inquiry conducted regarding  the loss of Service Book of Late Shri Parkash Singh.

2.

Accordingly, the PIO is present today .  He submits duplicate copy of the Service Book of Late Shri Parkash Singh,  duly authenticated, which  is handed over to the  Complainant,  in  the Court today,  in my presence. 

3.

The PIO-cum-Executive Engineer states that the inquiry has been conducted and necessary action will be taken against the defaulters in due 
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course  as per  Rules.  The PIO further states that  all  the pensionary benefits of the deceased have been given to the family and one member of the family has been given employment in the Department. He pleads that since the entire   information has been supplied to the Complainant, 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:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Shameer Singh S/o Shri Atma Singh,

Village:  Jalalpur Sathiala, PO: Baba Bakala,

District: Amritsar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Amritsar-1.





 Respondent

CC No.1760 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Sandeep Kumar, Superintendent and Shri Amarjeet Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent on behalf of the PIO states that Shri Shameer Singh, Complainant,  has been asked by the General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Amritsar-1, vide letter No.126 ECC, dated 8.4.2008 to supply some details i.e. Conductor number, father’s name  etc.  of Shri Kashmir Singh,  about whom he has asked information but no response from the Complainant has been received. He further states that without proper identification of Shri Kashmir Singh, it is impossible to supply the requisite information to the Complainant.

2.

The  Complainant is not present today and the notice of hearing sent to him has been received back with the remarks that “No person of this 
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name is residing in the Village”. The Respondent states that they too  tried their level best to contact the Complainant to know the details of Shri Kashmir Singh but all  in vain. Therefore, he pleads that the case may be disposed of.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurvinder Singh S/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

VPO:  Mehma Sarja, District: Bathinda-151201



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager,

District Industry Centre, ITI Chowk,Bathinda.



 Respondent

CC No.1766 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Ram Singh, General Manager-cum-PIO and Shri Jarnail Singh, Functional Manager-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that the Complainant has also asked for the same information in another case.  He further states that the requisite information, asked for by the Complainant in the instant case, has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 2632, dated 16.9.2008. He submits a copy of this letter, which is taken on record.  Vide this letter the Complainant has been informed that  P.M.R.Y. Scheme,  under which the Complainant  applied for loan, has ceased to be in existence and a new Scheme “Prime Minister Employment Generation Programme” is under consideration of the Punjab Government  for implementation.  It has been further stated in the letter that as and when guidelines for the implementation of this new scheme are received from the Government, the Complainant   will be informed accordingly. 

2.

Since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohinder Kumar Seth,

M/s Rashmi Detergent Chemical Works,

E-78, Focal Point, Phase-IV, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17A,Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1770/2008

Present:
Shri Mohinder Kumar Seth, Complainant, in person.
Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer, Shri Dalbara Singh, DGM Accounts, Shri Raja Ram Naidu, Senior Assistant, Shri R.K.Jindal, Accounts Officer dealing with the case, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Some information has been supplied to the Complainant running into 64(Sixty-four) sheets including covering letter. It is seen from the information supplied that the information has not been duly authenticated by the Competent Authority. It is directed that, in future, information to be supplied to the Appellant/Complainant, should be duly authenticated by the competent authority.

3.

On the mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that the Complainant will visit the office of Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer on 16.10.2008 at 1200 hrs on 3rd Floor, Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17A, Chandigarh to inspect/identify the required record.  Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer will 
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make the record available for inspection and the Complainant will inspect/identify the record in the presence of the Staff and  the APIO. The APIO will supply the information, identified by the Complainant after inspection, duly authenticated to the Complainant on the spot. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17-11-2008 at 1200 hrs.  in the Chamber( SCO No.32-33-34, Sector: 17C, Chandigarh).
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


     Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa,  Opposite  Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian-Bet, District Ludhiana-141008.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar Societies & Firms, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, 3rd Floor, Sector:17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No. 953 /2008

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant, in person.
Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant and Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 11.9.2008, when it was directed that the Complainant will contact Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant on any working day between 15.9.2008 to 19.9.2008 from 11.00 AM to 1.00 PM to inspect the file and identify the required documents.

2.

The Complainant states that he received the order dated 11.9.2008 on 23.9.2008 and  could not inspect the record. The Complainant further states that he has made a written reference to the PIO vide letter dated 24.9.2008 and has asked for the information relating to the instant case. The Respondent, on behalf of the PIO, states that the letter dated 24.9.2008 addressed to the PIO,
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 has not been received by him.   One copy of the letter dated 24.9.2008 is handed over to the Respondent to supply information as per demand of the 

Complainant.  The Complainant further states that PIO may give in writing that the information available on the record of the  instant case has been supplied and nothing has been left,  on the next date of hearing.

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation compliance of orders on 17-11-2008 at 1100 hrs in the Chamber( SCO No.32-33-34, Sector: 17C, Chandigarh). 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

 Kahlon Villa Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian-Bet, DistrictL Ludhiana-141008.



Complainant







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.
Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant,O/o Director Industries & Commerce and Shri Gurmeet Singh, Senior Assistant, O/o Principal Secretary Industry, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Gurmeet Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the PIO, office of the Principal Secretary Industries & Commerce, Punjab,  hands over the information running into 11(Eleven) sheets including covering letter to the Appellant. The Appellant requests  that some time may be given to him to study the information supplied to him today.

2.

Accordingly, the request of the Appellant is accepted and the case is fixed for further hearing on 17-11-2008 at 11.30 AM in the Chamber(SCO No.32-33-34, Sector: 17C, Chandigarh).

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


                  Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office,

 Goniana Road, Bathinda.






Complainant







Vs

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

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1757 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

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

ORDER

1.

Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent,  makes a written submission from the APIO of the office of  Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab,  which is taken on record file of the instant case. 

2.

Mrs. Parminder Kaur pleads that as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the information/documents available on record, can only  be supplied but  the Complainant has required information which is not readily available and that  will have to be created. She further pleads that It will divert the resources of the Department. She further states that the Complainant is a news
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 paper correspondent and his motive is to utilize the information for publication of news items and none else.

3.

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

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27-11-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








   Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma,

C/o S. R. Sharma & Associates,

Opposite  Old Sabzi Mandi, Near

G.T.Road, Amritsar- 143001





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar of Firms & Societies,

Room No.12, 3rd Floor, 

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17,Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1715/2008

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma, Complainant, in person.
Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Mrs.Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that the Department has asked him to seek specific information. He further states that he has already demanded specific information relating to five months, i.e. 1.1.2008 to 31.5.2008.

3.


The Complainant makes a written submission running into three sheets with a copy to the Respondent, which is taken on record file of the instant case.

4.

The Respondent states that due to shortage of time, the information 
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cannot be prepared as per his demand in a particular Performa.  He further

 pleads that if information is to be supplied in the Performa, supplied by the     

Complainant, at least a period of three months be given to the Department to prepare the information.

5.

As the information is to be prepared in a particular Performa and there is only official working  in the office of Registrar of  Firms & Societies,  for this purpose, a period of  two months is given to prepare  the information in the Performa supplied by the Complainant vide his letter dated  4.6.2008. 

6.

The Complainant pleads that the action be taken against the PIO/Department for not supplying the information and not making the relevant information about the Department available in the Web Site as per Section 4(1) of the RTI Act., 2005. The Respondent states that the information about the PIOs and Public Authority is available on the website of the Department and, moreover, a Board has been placed in front of the office in the staircase containing the name of the PIO along with location and Telephone Number. 

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04-12-2008.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                  Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  07.10. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

