TATE 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.


Shri Prem Nath, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Gursewak Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent makes a submission of a Report of the inquiry  conducted  by Shri Harbilas, Registrar, Education Department, office of D.P.I. Punjab alongwith statements of the witnesses  i.e. officers/officials. A copy of the Inquiry Report along with enclosures is  handed over to the Complainant today in the court in my presence.

3.

The Respondent further states that the information has been collected from all the PIOs of the offices of District Educations Officers after calling a meeting at the level of D.P.I. Punjab and consolidated information, running into 53 pages including one page of covering letter, has been prepared after the meeting. One copy of this consolidated information is handed over to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. The Complainant pleads 
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that he may be given some time to study the information supplied to him today. Accordingly, a period of 15 days is given to the Complainant to study the information and submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO.

4.

The Complainant pleads that since the  information has been delayed, necessary  action for imposing penalty may  be taken against the concerned D.P.I. for the late supply of information.  The Respondent states that Smt. Harcharanjit Kaur was the D.P.I.(S) at the time of filing of his application for information  by the Complainant.

5.

 It is accordingly directed under Section 18(3)(a) of the RTI Act, 2005  that Smt. Harcharanjit Kaur, D.P.I.(E.E.), the then D.P.I.(SE) ,  will  attend the proceedings in person  in the instant case on the next date of hearing alongwith written submission explaining as to why action be not taken against her for imposing penalty as the letter of the Complainant  for information dated 28.7.2006 was received in her office by her personal staff on 31.7.2006 but the same was not forwarded to the concerned Section for supplying information. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 8.7.2008.

7.

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

       Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       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

CC No.860 /2008

Present:
Shri Major Lal, Complainant, in person.

Shri Bakhshish Singh, Registrar and Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior        Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the information has been sent to the Complainant through registered post on 6.6.2008. The Complainant states that he has not received the information of 6.6.2008; one photo-copy has been handed over to the Complainant in my presence in the Court today.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri A.K. Garg,

# 3290, Sector: 44-D, 

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Bureau of Public Enterprises, Punjab,

(Directorate of Disinvestment, Finance Department),

SCO No. 53-55, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.861/2008

Present:
Shri A.K. Garg, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Section Officer and Shri Rattan Chand, Section Officer,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information,  running into 19 sheets including one sheet of covering letter,  has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 9/42/08-FD(Disinvestment)/3329, dated 27.5.2008. The Complainant states that the information relating to Sr. No. 1 & 2 has been received by him but the information relating to Sr. No. 3 & 4 is still awaited. 

2.

The Respondent states that vide Sr. No. 3 & 4 Complainant wants information regarding recruitment made by PSUs, if any,  in violation of Punjab Government instructions. The Respondent further states that no such recruitment has been made by the PSUs.

3.

It is accordingly directed that the PIO will submit  an affidavit, 
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before the next date of hearing,  to the effect that no such recruitment has been made by the PSUs including PSIEC in violation of the Punjab Government instructions,  banning the filling up of vacant posts.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.7.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chaman Lal Goyal,

# 2123, Sector: 27-C, Chandigarh.



           Complainant







Vs

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

Department of Home, Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector: 9, Chandigarh.






Respondent
CC No.516 /2008

Present:
Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, Complainant in person.
Smt. Balkesh, Superintendent-cum-APIO,  Shri Gurmukh Singh, Senior Assistant O/o Principal Secretary Home, Shri D.K.Sidhu, Chief Probation Officer-cum-APIO,  Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant, Shri Sandeep Kumar , Record Keeper O/o Director General of Prisons, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 27.5.2008 Shri D.K. Sidhu, Chief Probation Officer-cum-APIO, makes a submission of the

 written statement  of Shri Mohinder Singh Panchhi, resident of H. No. 1805, Phase-7, Mohali stating  that the representation dated 14.12.1995 has not been received by him on 18.12.1995.

2.

On the basis of statement of Shri M.S.Panchhi,  Commission cannot arrive at the conclusion whether the signatures on the office copy of the Complainant  are of Shri M.S. Panchhi or Shri J.C. Singla. Therefore it needs to be verified from the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh to know the truth. 
3.

 It is accordingly directed that Shri D.K. Sidhu, Chief Probation 
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Officer-cum-APIO will  submit pages from the files  containing the signatures and initials of Shri M.S. Panchhi and Shri J.C. Singla to the Commission Office by 3.00 P.M. today.  The Complainant has submitted original office copy of the representation dated 14.12.1995, which has been duly received by Shri M. S. Panchhi or Shri J.C. Singla.  Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission will send the pages of the files alongwith office copy of the Complainant  to Director Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh for verification of hand writing of Shri M.S. Panchhi and Shri J.C. Singla.

4.

So far as other information is concerned, the Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.7.2008.

6.

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






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner



As per the directions given in the morning, the APIO submits 9(Nine) sheets including  one page of covering letter,  consisting of pages from the files containing signatures/initials of Shri M.S. Panchhi and Shri J.C. Singla at 3.00P.M. today.  Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, is accordingly directed to send these sheets alongwith original office copy of the representation, running into three sheets, submitted by the Complainant, to the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh, for verification of signatures/initials on the first page of the representation of the Complainant.










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amit Jain,

# 344-A, Aggar Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.918/2008

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

Shri  S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer states that the information running into 8(Eight) sheets including one page of covering letter, has been supplied to  the Complainant vide letter No. PSIEC/RTI/2800 dated 2.6.2008 by registered post. The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant states that part information has been received by him. He further states that the Department vide letter dated 29.5.2008 has demanded Rs. 100 for providing copies of transfer/allotment letters. The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant makes  written submission in this regard alongwith an  affidavit and No Objection Certificate from Shri Suresh Kumar as desired  by Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer. The Advocate also states that fee demanded by the Department has been handed over to Shri S.K. Gupta
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 in the form of Indian Postal Order under protest. The affidavit and No Objection Certificate, which have been submitted to the Commission, are  also handed over to the Estate Officer as per their demand. 

2.

It is directed that the remaining information as per the demand of the Complainant be supplied immediately. The Respondent states that the Complainant has desired information relating to Sr. No. 3 in the format  provided by him, which is not possible for the Department as it will divert the resources of the Department for preparing information. He further states that Complainant should seek information about particular plots in the Industrial Focal Point, Phase-5, Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana. It is accordingly directed that Complainant will seek particular information, which the Department has agreed to supply. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gaurav Gupta,

# 377, Block-A,

Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 893/2008
Present:
Shri   Gaurav Gupta, Complainant, in person.

Shri  S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Jagdish Chand, General Manager-cum-APIO, Shri Krishan Kumar, Section Officer and Shri Ashok Aggarwal, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that he has received the information on 7.6.2008 sent by the PIO through Speed Post on 6.6.2008. A copy of the information has been received in the Commission Office, which has been taken on record. 

2.

The Complainant states that he wants to study the information and case may be adjourned to some other date. It is directed that the Complainant will go through the information supplied to him and will send his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO within a period lf 15 days. The Complainant further states that he wants to inspect/identify the record relating to instant case. It is accordingly directed that the Complainant will fix the date for inspection/identification of record in consultation with the PIO and the PIO will make necessary arrangement for inspection/identification of record. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.7.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



        Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sudershan Puri,

Krishna Medical Hall,

Dhobi Ghat, Near DMC Hospital,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.886/2008
Present:
Shri G. S. Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri Jagjiwan Singh, A.O. Planning, Shri B.K. Garg, Dealing Assistant and Shri Vinod Ohri, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that part information has been supplied to the Complainant in three instalments, 26 pages on 17.4.2008, 2 pages on 6.6.2008 and 9 pages on 6.6.2008. The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant states that information sent on 17.4.2008 has been received by him, which is incomplete. He further states that the information sent on 6.6.2008 has not been received by him as yet. The Respondent hands over photo copies of the information sent on 6.6.2008 to the Advocate in the court today in my presence. 

3.

It is directed that the Complainant will go through the information supplied to him and will send his observation/comments, if any, to the PIO within a period of 15 days. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17.7.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parvesh Kumar,

H.No.T-3, 11 RSD Colony,

Shahpur Kandi, Township,

District: Gurdaspur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Personnel Division-cum-RSD Project,

Shahpurkandi Township, Distt:Gurdaspur.



Respondent

CC No.896 /2008

Present:
Shri Parvesh Kumar, Complainant, in person.




Shri Chander Kant,AE-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant on 13.5.2008.

2.

The Complainant states that he has received the information for the period from January, 2007 to February, 2008 running into 104 sheets. He further states that the information relating to Basic Pay & allowances drawn and paid on 12.3.96 & 13.3.96 to 31.3.96 is still pending for which he has written a letter to the PIO. The Respondent states that the remaining information is to be supplied by the Financial Advisor and Chief Accounts Officer RSD Project, Shahpurkandi Township for which reference has been made to him. 

3.

It is directed that the PIO will get the information from the concerned Public Authority and will supply to the Complainant immediately. As the information is not supplied by the PIO in time, the information will be supplied
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free of cost.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24.7.2008.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Singh,

# D-7/667, gali No.11,

Sunder Nagar, Kot Khalsa,

PO: Khalsa College,  Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Chief Conservator of Forest,

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No.639 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Basant Raj Kumar, IFS, Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO and Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant O/o Principal Chief Conservator of Forest, Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Divisional Forest Officer, Ferozepur states that the Complainant visited his office on 4th and 5th June, 2008 and after inspection/identification of the record, the requisite information as per his demand, was supplied to him. He submits a photo copy of a letter dated 5.6.2008 from the Complainant addressed to him stating that he has received the requisite information and is fully satisfied.

2.

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





         Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       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 Director of Industries & Commerce,

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No.1941 /2008

Present:
Er. Kirpal Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri H.S.Pannu, Deputy Director-cum-APIO, Shri Ravinder Singh, LA, Smt.Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of Director Industries, Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri Jagjiwan Singh, A.O.,Office of PSIEC, Shri A.P.Gupta, Manager, Shri S.K.Ahuja, Manager, Mrs.Kanta Devi, Ad.O. and Shri Ramesh Kumar, Ad.O., Shri L.K.Singla and Shri Swaran Singh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard arguments of both the parties.

2.

It is directed that PIO of the office of PSIDC will submit an affidavit within a week’s time to the effect that as to why the order dated 16.8.1995 of the then Hon’ble Minister for Industries S. Karam Singh has not been implemented by the Department.

3.

The Judgment is reserved.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       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 Director of Industries & Commerce,

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No.1941 /2007
Present:
Er. Kirpal Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri H.S.Pannu, Deputy Director-cum-APIO, Shri Ravinder Singh, LA, Smt.Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of Director Industries, Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri Jagjiwan Singh, A.O.,Office of PSIEC, Shri A.P.Gupta, Manager, Shri S.K.Ahuja, Manager, Mrs.Kanta Devi, Ad.O. and Shri Ramesh Kumar, Ad.O., Shri L.K.Singla and Shri Swaran Singh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard arguments of both the parties.

2.

C.S.will be asked to conduct an enquiry.

3.

The order of the Hon’ble Minister of Industry has not been implemented. 

4.

The information relating to the Industry Department has been supplied.

5.

PIO of the office of PSIDC will be asked to give an affidavit.

6.

The Judgment is reserved.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       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 Improvement Trust, Patiala.





Respondent

CC No.1942 /2007

Present:
Er.  Kirpal Singh Gill, Complainant, in person.
Shri Rajesh Chaudhary, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that as per the directions of the Commission, given on the last date of hearing on 15.5.2008,  the  Complainant  visited the office of the PIO on 4th June, 2008 and after verification/identification, the information relating to the Notifications was  handed over to the Complainant on the spot. 

2.

During today’s arguments, the PIO submits information running into 23 sheets including one page of covering letter. One copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant in my presence in the Court today. The Complainant states that the information supplied to him has not been authenticated. It is directed that the PIO will authenticate the information in the Court today. The Complainant also makes a written submission, one copy of which is handed over to the PIO, in my presence,  in the Court today.

3.

This case has been heard on 17.12.2007, 28.2.2008, 13.3.2008, 25.3.2008, 15.4.2008 and today. The PIO has supplied the information as per the orders of the Commission from time to time and as per the inspection made by the Complainant in the office of PIO. The Complainant states that the
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Construction/Building Plan of Shop-cum-Flats No. 9 & 10 had been passed by the Improvement Trust on 12.10.1988 in his name and he has completed the construction but the ownership has not been transferred in his name as yet, which still stands in the name of Mrs. Raksha Singla wife of Shri Madan Lal.  He further states that notices for penalty of non-construction are still being issued in the name of Mrs. Raksha Singla. 

4.

It is accordingly directed that the Principal Secretary Local Government will get an inquiry conducted by a Senior Officer of the Department as to why the ownership of Shop-cum-Flat No. 9 & 10 has not been transferred in the name of Shri Kirpal Singh Gill when the Building Plans had been passed by the E.O. Improvement Trust, Patiala in his name and he has completed the construction. More-over, the ownership still stands in the name of Mrs. Raksha Singla wife of Shri Madan Lal and the notices for penalty of non-construction are still being issued in her name. The inquiry report be submitted to the Commission within a period of one month. It is also directed that the strict action be taken against the officials/officers who are found guilty for this lapse.

5.

The Complainant further states that a compensation of Rs.1.00 lakh be given to him for the detriment suffered by him in obtaining  information, which has not been supplied in time. It is directed that the E.O. Improvement Trust, Patiala will give compensation of Rs.5000/-(Rs.Five Thousand only) to Shri Kirpal Singh Gill before the next date of hearing through Demand Draft.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24.7.2008.

7.

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


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shivcharan Singh,

H.No.305, Type-IV, Nuhon Colony,

PO: Ghanauli, GGSSTP, Ropar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer (East),

GGSSTP, Ropar.







Respondent

CC No.666 /2008

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


ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 29.5.2008 and was fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders for today.

2.

The APIO has intimated the Commission vide letter dated 4.6.2008 that the information running into 13 pages has been handed over to the Complainant after receiving Rs.26/- as charges of the documents and due receipt has been taken from the Complainant.

3.

The absence of Appellant today shows that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 

4.

In these circumstances, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.179/2008

Present:
Shri M.R.Singla, Complainant, in person.

Smt. Nirmal Rani, Shri Harnam Singh, Shri Daljit Singh, Senior Assistants, office of Principal Secretary Irrigation,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 13.5.2008 when the PIO was directed to supply the copies of promotion orders of Shri V. K. Mantrao as XEN in 1982 and Shri A.D.S.Anandpuri as SDO in 1980 to the Complainant by 31st May, 2008 and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders. 

2.

The photo-copies of the promotion orders of Shri V. K. Mantrao as XEN in 1982 and Shri A. D. S. Anandpuri as SDO in 1982 with consequential benefits to Shri A.D.S. Anandpuri, duly authenticated, have been handed over to the Complainant in my presence in the Court today by the Respondent. `

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: 10.06.2008

            
       State Information Commissioner

