STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gursharan Singh,

# 3002, Sector: 47-D, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1155 /2008

Present:
Shri Gursharan Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri D.P.Singh Baidwan,  on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri J. S .Randhawa, PIO-cum-Deputy  General Manager, Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Estate Officer, Shri Jaspal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-APIO and Shri Jaswant Rai, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 17.7.2008,  when it was directed that the PIO of the office of Land Acquisition Collector  will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today,  alongwith photo copies of the noting of the file. 

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the PIO is present alongwith concerned file. He hands over some papers including noting sheets which are not from the date of the judgement given by the Additional District Session Judge, Ropar i.e. 21.1.2000. It is, therefore,  directed that photo 
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copies of noting and other documents starting from 21.1.2000, duly authenticated, be supplied to the Complainant.

3.

The PIO further states that the inquiry,  ordered by Additional District  Session Judge, Ropar, had been started but could not be completed due to retirement of Inquiry Officer. He further states that RFA has been filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court against the orders of the Additional District  Session Judge,  Ropar.

4.

It is directed that a new Inquiry Officer be appointed and the incomplete inquiry be completed within a period of  two months and a copy of the Inquiry Report be supplied to the Complainant.  

5.

The case is fixed for compliance of the orders  on 11.9.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sudarshan 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 R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Estate Officer, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 17.7.2008, when the APIO assured the Commission that the remaining information will be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing  and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of the order. 

2.

The APIO states that the requisite information relating to the cost of land of Focal Point Muktsar has been sent to the Complainant vide letter dated 28.7.2008 with a copy to the Commission, which has been taken on record. The Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 

3.

Since the order has been complied with by the Respondent, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prithipal Singh,

EL-650, Industrial Area,

Phase-9, Mohali.







Appellant

Shri Swaran Singh,

Plot No. 640, Industrial Area,

Phase-9, Mohali.







Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.332/2008 & CC No. 1051/2008

Present:
Shri Prithipal Singh, Appellant, in person , Shri Swaran Singh, Complainant in person and Shri R.S. Bal, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant/Complainant.

Shri J. S. Randhawa, PIO, Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Estate Officer, Shri Jagjiwan Singh, AO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

CC No. 1051/2008 was last heard by the Bench of  Hon’ble Lt. Gen. (Retd.) P.K. Grover on 24.7.2008 and has been transferred to this Bench to be clubbed  with AC No. 332/2008  by C.I.C,  on the request of the Complainant. 

2.

Heard both the parties.

3.

The Respondent states that the information demanded by the Complainant/Appellant in  Para (e) of the Complaint/Appeal is a trade and
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 commercial secret of the PSIEC, which cannot be supplied,  though on the last date of hearing the PIO assured the Commission that the information will be supplied within 15 days. 

4.

The Ld.  Counsel for  the Appellant/Complainant states that the information demanded in  Para (e) is in the public interest and the public wants to know the  formula for  calculating price of the land by  including development charges, cost of the land and any  other charges etc. etc. 

5.

I am fully satisfied with the argument put forth by the Counsel and  accordingly order that the formula for calculating the price of the land be intimated to the Complainant/Appellant within a period of 15 days. 

6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of the order on 11.9.2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh,

35, Green Field, Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent
CC No.795 /2008
Present:
Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri J. S. Randhawa, PIO and Shri R.K.Gupta, APIO-cum-Estate Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.  

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Respondent had sent the requisite information to the Complainant by registered post which has been received back in  the Department as unclaimed. The same information has now been handed over to the Counsel for the Complainant in my presence in the Court today. 

3.

The Complainant makes a written submission demanding inter-alia a compensation of Rs. 25,000/- on account of detriment suffered by the Complainant. 

4.

All the points, raised by the Counsel in the written submission, have been argued in detail. I am satisfied with the arguments put forth by the Respondent . Therefore, no compensation is ordered to be paid.

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: 12. 08. 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 J.S. Randhawa, PIO, Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Estate Officer, Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that the information demanded by the Complainant is not available on the record of the Department. He submits an affidavit dated 11.8.2008 in this regard, which is taken on record and one copy of the same is handed over to the Counsel for the Complainant. 

3.

Since the order of the Commission dated 17.7.2008 has been complied with by the Respondent,   the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.K.Tandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1168 & 1055 /2007

Present:
Shri K.K. Tandon, Complainant in person land Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri J.S. Randhawa, PIO, Shri R.K.Goyal , APIO-cum-Estate Officer, Shri S. K. Gupta, Estate Officer and  Shri Jagjiwan Singh, AO, on behalf of the Respondent.            

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The judgement is reserved. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Singh,

# 3587, Gali No.1,

Guru Ram Dass Nagar,

Sultanwind Road, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 801/2008

Present:
Shri Kuldip Singh, Complainant, in person and Shri J. R. Syal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Shri J.S.Randhawa, PIO-cum-Deputy  General Manager, Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Estate Officer and  Shri Sarup Singh, Section Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.   

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Sarup Singh, Section Officer states that the requisite information is available in a Court File in Civil Court Amritsar. He pleads that at least 15 days time be given to get the information from the Civil Court Amritsar. 

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the requisite information in the instant case be supplied to the Complainant by 11.9.2008 and the case of the Complainant be dealt with on the  lines,  the case of Shri Jaswinder Singh S/o Shri Amar Singh, Plot No. 392, Amritsar had been dealt with. 
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4.

The Counsel for the Complainant states that since the information has been delayed and mis-leading information has been provided, penalty may be imposed on the PIO and compensation may be given to the Complainant.

5.

The issue of imposing penalty and giving compensation has already been decided on the last date of hearing on 17.7.2008.

6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance on 11.9.2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa  Opposite Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian –Bet, District: Ludhiana-141008.



Complainant







Vs

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

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


 Respondent

CC No.953/2008

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant, in person.

Shri Jaspal Singh, APIO-cum-Deputy Director and Shri Shiv  Sharan Dass , Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information was   prepared by the PIO and the Complainant was asked to deposit Rs. 25/-(Twenty five only) as information and postal charges. The Complainant states that since the information has not been supplied within stipulated period, the same may be supplied free of cost. I agree with the argument put forth by  the Complainant and order that since the information has been delayed, the same be supplied free of cost. 

3.

The APIO hands over some information running into four sheets, including one sheet of covering letter, to the Complainant.  He further states that 
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the file has been  traced out and photo copies of the file relating to the instant case will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. 

4.

It is accordingly directed that the  photo copies of the file, relating to Punjab Cricket Association Mohali, duly authenticated,  indicating the number of pages, be supplied to the Complainant by registered post . 

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 11.09.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri A.S.Wadhawan,

415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur-146001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Social Security,

Women & Child Development, 

SCO: 102-103, Sector: 34, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.957 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Mrs Shakuntala, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Mrs. Baljit Kaur, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.7.2008, when it was directed that the Complainant will visit the office of the PIO of the office of Director, Social Security, Sector-34, Chandigarh on any working day between  9.00 AM to 1.30 P.M. from 21.7.2008 to 25.7.2008 for inspection/identification of record required by him. 

2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant has not visited the office of the PIO for  inspection/identification of record inspite of a number of telephonic messages sent to him. She further states that the Complainant informed her on telephone that he does not require the information any more. 

3.

Since the Complainant has not attended any proceeding in the instant case, it appears that he is not interested in getting the information. More-over, this fact has been revealed by him to the Respondent on telephone.

4.

Therefore,   the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 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 Kulwant Singh, Environmental Engineer-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

PIO on behalf of the Respondent states that the requisite information has since been supplied to the Complainant. Moreover, the Complainant has not even attended the proceedings on the last hearings, i.e. 29.5.2008 and 8.7.2008. 

2.

PIO further pleads that since the information stands supplied, 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: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dharam Vir Khosla,

C/o Dharamshala Thakur Dass,

Bazar Vakilan,Hoshiarpur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division No.2,

PWD, B&R, Hoshiarpur.






 Respondent

AC No.226 /2008

Present:
Shri Dharam Vir Khosla, Complainant, in person.
Shri Arun Kumar,the then Executive Engineer-cum-PIO and Shri Rajiv Kumar, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information stands supplied.

3.

The judgment is reserved.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yashpal  Singh Pathania,

A-3, Staff Colony, Government Polytechnic College

For Girls, Majitha Road, Amritsar.





Complainant

                              Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Department of Technical Education &

Industrial Training, Sector-36, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1056 /2008

Present:
Shri Yashpal Singh Pathania, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sham Lal Goel, Deputy Director-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The case was last heard on 17.7.2008, when it was directed that the PIO, office of the Director Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab will  appear in person along with the affidavit to explain as to why penalty be not imposed and compensation be not given to the Complainant for the determent suffered by him. It was also directed that the Department will bring the file relating to the requisition sent to the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala for selection of Senior Lecturer Architect for Government College, Jalandhar.

3.

PIO makes a submission of the affidavit dated 8.8.2008 explaining and justifying the delay in supplying the information etc etc.

4.

The file relating to the selection of Senior Lecturer Architect is produced in the Court today. After perusal of the file, the information running into 8 (eight) sheets has been handed over to the Complainant in my presence in the
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Court today relating to the selection of Senior Lecturer Architect in General Cadre. The PIO also hands over a copy of the instructions and criteria including the noting sheets running into 12 (twelve) sheets for the promotion as the Head of the Department.

5.

The Complainant states that he has worked against the post of Senior Lecturer in the Polytechnic College, Jalandhar and he may be given due consideration for promotion as Head of Department in the general cadre. PIO states that Shri Pathania, Complainant has been recruited against the general cadre of the Polytechnic College in the State of Punjab. His claim for the post of Senior Lecturer in the Polytechnic  College Jalandhar cadre cannot be considered.

6.

The PIO further states that the information relating to the ACR for the years 2006 and 2007 and the proceedings of the Departmental Promotion Committee held on 29.5.2008 in which the name of the Complainant appears, will be supplied within a period of one month.

7.

I am satisfied with the explanation submitted by the PIO and no penalty/compensation is allowed. 
8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11-09-2008.

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 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 Division No.1,

PWD B&R Branch, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC No.1035 & 1213/2008

Present:
Shri Gurmej Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Darshan Singh, SDE-cum-APIO, Shri Raghbir Singh, XEN,Central Div.No.1, Shri Parvinder Singh, XEN,Head Office, Patiala-cum-PIO and Shri Amarjeet Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 17.7.2008 when it was directed that the PIO, office of the Chief Engineer, National Highway, Head Office, Patiala and Executive Engineer, Central Works Division No.1, PWD B&R Branch, Amritsar will attend the proceedings in person along with layout Plan approved for the construction of Tarn-Taran Bye-Pass in the year 1981.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the PIO, office of the Chief Engineer and the Executive Engineer, Central Works Division No.1 appears and makes a statement that the central line of the Tarn Taran Bye-
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Pass has not been changed, it is only the width of the Bye-Pass, which has been made 100 feet on either side of the central line by exchanging the land with the land-owners.  He further states that no extra money has been paid to the land-owners and the land was transferred with the approval of the competent authority, vide  Letter No. 3209, dated 20.9.2007. The PIO further states that there  no change of alignment of the Tarn Taran Bye-Pass has ever been made.

3.

The Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him and the statements made by the office of Chief Engineer, PWD B&R and Executive Engineer, Central Works Division No.1, Amritsar in the Court today. 

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of along with CC No.1213/2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Chief Engineer, Punjab PWD & B&R Branch, Patiala.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpartap Singh,

H.No.958-HIG, Housing Board Colony,

Sector: 3, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.




     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar,

Punjab State Human Rights Commission,

SCO: 20-21-22, Sector-34A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No.205 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri O.P.Sadana, Joint Registrar and Mrs.Shivani, Senior Assistant,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant has not attended the proceedings on 10.7.2008. The Joint Registrar on behalf of the Respondent states that the information whatever available on record, stands supplied. He further pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

As the Appellant is not present for the second time, he might have received the information.

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: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN Personnel Division,

RSD Shahpurkandi, District Gurdaspur.




 Respondent

AC No.104 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


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

ORDER

1.

Shri Chander Kant, SDE on behalf of the Respondent states that the Appellant has neither visited the office of the PIO, nor he has deposited the necessary charges to collect the information which has been prepared and is readily available with the PIO. 

2.

The Appellant is not present for the second time. It is directed that the Appellant may collect the information on any working day from the PIO after depositing the necessary charges.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 12. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

