011STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh,

22, Flowerdale Colony,

Barewal Road, Ludhiana.   





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

RWS Division, Hoshiarpur.






Respondent


CC No. 1106 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Soma Chumber, XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 26.2.2008 and was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders issued on 26.2.2008. As per the orders of the Commission, the PIO-cum-XEN submits original RECEIPT CHALLAN for Rs. 25000/-(Twenty five thousand only) thus complying with the orders of the Commission. 

2.

Since the information stands provided and the orders of the Commission stands complied with, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri O.P.Gulati,

# 1024/1, Sector: 39-B, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No.779 /2007
Present:
Shri O. P. Gulati, Complainant, in person.


Smt. Harcharanjit Kaur Brar, D.P.I.(EE), Shri Prem Nath, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Gursewak Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(S),  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Smt. Harcharanjit Kaur Brar, D.P.I.(EE) appears in person and submits her explanation. In her explanation she states that as DPI(SE) she had to attend so many visitors daily because of this office being largest Organization of Education Department and there is no complaint except the present one during that period. She further states that an Inquiry has been conducted in this regard and the Inquiry Report has been supplied to the Complainant. She has assured the Commission that in future necessary instructions will be issued to the personal staff that the letters received be sent to the concerned Branches through Peon Book and signatures be taken on the Peon Book in token of receipt. The Complainant requests for a copy of the explanation submitted by the DPI (EE).  A copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant. The Complainant pleads that he may be allowed to submit his observations/comments on the explanation
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 submitted by the DPI(EE). He is directed to submit his observations/comments within a period of 15 days with a copy to Smt. Harcharanjit Kaur Brar , DPI(EE). 

2.

The APIO states that he has brought all the record and the Complainant can inspect/identify the requisite record. The Complainant is directed to inspect/identify the record outside the court room and the case is adjourned to 11.30 A.M.

3.

At 11.30 A.M. the APIO states that the information required by the Complainant relate to Services-1 Branch and Establishment-1 Branch. The Complainant states that he wants copies of office orders issued in respect of officers/officials posted with the Secretary Education, Punjab. It is directed that the APIO will bring to the notice of the DPI (SE) that the requisite information is available in Services-1 Branch and Establishment-1 Branch.  DPI (SE) will issue instructions to the Service-1 Branch and Establishment-1 Branch to supply the requisite information to the PIO/APIO. The PIO will supply the information received from both the branches to the Complainant before the next date of hearing .

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.7.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Sector¨17, Chandigarh and D.P.I.(EE) Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 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,

# 50/30-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 Harchand Singh, Superintendent Grade-II, Personnel Department  and Shri  Sital Singh, Senior Assistant, Welfare Department,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Representative of the Welfare Department hands over information running into 326 sheets, excluding covering letter, to the Complainant in the court in my presence today. The Complainant states that he wants to study the information supplied to him and he will send his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission, within a period of 15 days. 

2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant may be directed to deposit the necessary fee for the information supplied to him. The Complainant states that since the information has been delayed, the same may be supplied free of cost. Accordingly, it is directed that the information be supplied free of cost to the Complainant by the Welfare Department. 
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3.

Shri Harchand Singh, Superintendent Grade-II of the Personnel Department states that since the application of the Complainant has been transferred to the concerned Public Authority i.e. Welfare Department, Personnel Department may be exempted from personal appearance in the instant case during further proceedings.  Accordingly, it is directed that since the application has been transferred by the Personnel Department to the Welfare Department and the Welfare Department has supplied the information to the Complainant today, the Department of Personnel is exempted from personal appearance in the instant case during further proceedings. 



4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05.08.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the office of Secretary Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 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.     



 Respondent

CC No.453 /2008

*

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Shyam Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO and Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Joint Secretary-cum-APIO hands over information running into 30(Thirty ) sheets to the Complainant. The Complainant states that after studying the information supplied to him today, he will send his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission within a period of 15 days. 

3.

It is directed that Joint Secretary-cum-APIO and the Complainant will send their written submissions regarding the arguments held today, before the next date of hearing. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05.08.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwinder Singh,

H.No. B-III/253, Mohalla Fattu Ka,

Jhandanwala Road, Barnala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Construction Circle, PWD (B&R), Punjab,

SCO: 110-111, 2nd Floor,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.532/2008

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

Shri Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant ,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

As  per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 3.6.2008, the Respondent submits an affidavit from the PIO stating that the entire information available on record has been supplied to the Complainant vide office letter No. 7481 dated 28.05.2008 and nothing has been left out. He pleads that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

2.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbaksh Singh,

# 10162, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC No.584 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Improvement Trust Ludhiana,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that as per the direction given on the last date of hearing on 3.6.2008, Shri Gurbaksh Singh, Complainant, has not visited the office of the PIO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana to inspect/identify the requisite record. The Respondent further states that the Complainant does not appear to be interested in getting the information as he has not attended the proceedings of the Commission in the instant case on 13.5.2008, 3.6.2008 and today. The Respondent further states that the information, as available on record, has since been supplied to the Complainant. 

2.

From the above noted facts it appears that the Complainant is not interested in pursuing the case any more and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
 







Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naveen Jairth, Advocate,

District Courts, Hoshiarpur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

(Regional Office), Phagwara Road,

Hoshiarpur.








Respondent

CC No. 676/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Kulraj Rai, Law Officer, Zonal Office, Jalandhar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent pleads that since the Complainant is again not present today, the case may be adjourned to some other date.

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and 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: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Surinder Singh Kaler,

Defence Avenue, Near Petrol Pump,

Pathankot Road, Sujanpur, District: Gurdaspur – 145023.

Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar, Irrigation Department Punjab,

Hydel Building, Sector: 18-B, Chandigarh.

       
           Respondent

CC No. 1873/2007

Present:
Shri Surinder Singh Kaler, Complainant, in person.

Shri D.K. Nijhawan, XEN-cum-PIO, Shri Jaswinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Karampal Rana, Senior Assistant,   on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 6.5.2008, the PIO is present today. He states that the information, running into 14 sheets excluding covering letter, relating to Para (A), (E), (F), (G) has also been supplied to the Complainant today. The PIO further states that the Complainant wants more information relating to date of eligibility date of joining and regarding XENs promoted from the posts of SDOs. He further states that the Complainant may be directed to supply the Performa in which he wants information relating to Para (A).

2.

The Complainant states that the information supplied to him today has not been authenticated by the competent authority. He further states that he
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 will submit his observations/comments, if any,  after studying the information supplied to him today within a period of 15 days. 
3.

It is accordingly directed that the information supplied to the Complainant today will be authenticated by the competent authority and the Complainant will provide Performa to the PIO in which he wants information regarding Para (A), within a week’s time.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.08.2008

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

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







Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.

Respondent

AC No. 159/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent requests that this very case now registered as AC-159/2008 has already been disposed of by the Commission on 3.7.2008, as AC-78/2008.

2.

On the perusal of the case file it is noticed that the Appellant had submitted the appeal  in duplicate but the office of the Commission has registered  two separate cases bearing No. AC-78/2008 and AC-159/2008 treating each copy as a separate Appeal.

3.

Since the Case (AC No. 78/2008) has been disposed of on 3.7.2008, no further action in the matter is required in the instant case. Therefore, the registration of this appeal as AC-159/2008 be cancelled.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh.

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

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







Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 160/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent requests that this very case now registered as AC-160/2008 has already been disposed of by the Commission on 3.7.2008, as AC-80/2008.

2.

On the perusal of the case file it is noticed that the Appellant had submitted the appeal in duplicate but the office of the Commission has registered two separate cases bearing No. AC-80/2008 and AC-160/2008 treating each copy as a separate Appeal.

3.

Since the Case (AC No. 80/2008) has been disposed of on 3.7.2008, no further action in the matter is required in the instant case. Therefore, the registration of this appeal as AC-160/2008 be cancelled.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy  Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh.

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

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. 155/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Satinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 29.5.2008 when the PIO was directed to send a copy of the written submission by the PIO to the Commission, to the Appellant by registered post. The Respondent states that a copy of the written submission has been sent to the Appellant by registered post.

 2.

The Respondent requests that this very case now registered as AC-155/2008 has already been disposed of by the Commission on 3.7.2008, as AC-76/2008.
3.

On the perusal of the case file it is noticed that the Appellant had submitted the appeal in duplicate but the office of the Commission has registered two separate cases bearing No. AC-76/2008 and AC-155/2008 treating each copy as a separate Appeal
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4.

Since the Case (AC No. 76/2008) has been disposed of on 3.7.2008, no further action in the matter is required in the instant case. Therefore, the registration of this appeal as AC-155/2008 be cancelled.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy  Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

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







Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 154/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent requests that this very case now registered as AC-154/2008 has already been disposed of by the Commission on 3.7.2008, as AC-74/2008.

2.

On the perusal of the case file it is noticed that the Appellant had submitted the appeal in duplicate but the office of the Commission has registered  two separate cases bearing No. AC-74/2008 and AC-154/2008 treating each copy as a separate Appeal.

3.

Since the Case (AC No. 74/2008) has been disposed of on 3.7.2008, no further action in the matter is required in the instant case. Therefore, the registration of this appeal as AC-154/2008 be cancelled.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh.

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

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







Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 157/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent requests that this very case now registered as AC-157/2008 has already been disposed of by the Commission on 3.7.2008, as AC-79/2008.

2.

On the perusal of the case file it is noticed that the Appellant had submitted the appeal in duplicate but the office of the Commission has registered  two separate cases bearing No. AC-79/2008 and AC-157/2008 treating each copy as a separate Appeal.

3.

Since the Case (AC No. 79/2008) has been disposed of on 3.7.2008, no further action in the matter is required in the instant case. Therefore, the registration of this appeal as AC-157/2008 be cancelled.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy  Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh.









Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

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







Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 156/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent requests that this very case now registered as AC-156/2008 has already been disposed of by the Commission on 3.7.2008, as AC-84/2008.

2.

On the perusal of the case file it is noticed that the Appellant had submitted the appeal in duplicate but the office of the Commission has registered two separate cases bearing No. AC-84/2008 and AC-156/2008 treating each copy as a separate Appeal.

3.

Since the Case (AC No. 84/2008) has been disposed of on 3.7.2008, no further action in the matter is required in the instant case. Therefore, the registration of this appeal as AC-156/2008 be cancelled.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy  Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh.

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

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







Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 158/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent requests that this very case now registered as AC-158/2008 has already been disposed of by the Commission on 3.7.2008, as AC-75/2008.

2.

On the perusal of the case file it is noticed that the Appellant had submitted the appeal in duplicate but the office of the Commission has registered  two separate cases bearing No. AC-75/2008 and AC-158/2008 treating each copy as a separate Appeal.

3.

Since the Case (AC No. 75/2008) has been disposed of on 3.7.2008, no further action in the matter is required in the instant case. Therefore, the registration of this appeal as AC-158/2008 be cancelled.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy  Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh.

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 08. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

