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:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Sohan Singh, Superintendent and Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of Director Industries & Commerce,                      on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sohan Singh states that the information, running into 101 sheets,  as received from the Registrar of Firms and societies, Punjab, vide letter No. 2237, dated 3.12.2008, has been sent to the Complainant vide Memo. No. RTI Act 2005/08/235/3251 dated 3.12.2008.  Smt. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, states  that the Complainant has informed her on telephone that he has received the information and  is satisfied. She further states that the Complainant has desired that the case may be closed. 

2.

As per the statement of the Respondents, the information has been received by the Complainant and he is satisfied. Therefore, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manjit Singh Pasricha,

# 5682, Sector: 38 (West),

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary to Government, Punjab,

PWD (B&R), Mini Secretariat, 

Sector: 9, Chandigarh.


        



 Respondent

CC No.1795/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Ravi Katoch, Senior Assistant, office of  Secretary Public Works and Ms. Jagvir Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of  Chief Architect, Punjab,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant, vide letter dated 15.1.2009, has requested the Commission to adjourn the case for one month as he has to visit Delhi to attend to an urgent family affair. He has further informed that complete information has not been supplied to him by the PIO so far. 

2.

The case was last heard on 27.11.2008, when a photo copy of the letter dated 4.11.2008 written by the Complainant giving  his observations/comments on the information supplied to him , was handed over to 
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the Respondent  for supplying requisite information to the Complainant keeping in view his observations/comments. 

3.

The Respondent states that the information running into 55 sheets has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 19/37/08-BR-1(3)/5256, dated 19.12.2008, by registered post,  with a copy to the Commission. He further states that they have not received any observations/comments from the Complainant on the information supplied to him vide letter dated 19.12.2008. He pleads that since the requisite information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

4.

The  Complainant has not attended the proceedings in the instant case for the second consecutive time. It appears that he is seeking adjournments on vague grounds just to harass the Respondents. 

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:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Raj Pal Joshi,

President PSTC Workers Union,

# 840, Ward No.10,Badala Road, 

Near Green Market, Kharar, Distt.Mohali.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Engineer(Operation & Maintenance Division),

P.S.T.C.Ltd. SCO No.29 (Back Side),

Sector: 26, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1765/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri A.  K. Sharma, Divisional Engineer-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant has intimated the Commission vide letter No. 1053-54/PSTC/Workers Union/Punjab, dated 12.1.2009  that  he  is unable to attend the proceedings, in the instant case, on 15.1.2009 as  he had met with a road  accident on 14.12.2008 and the doctors attending on him have advised him bed rest till 26.1.2009.

2.

Shri A. K. Sharma, Divisional Engineer-cum-PIO  states that as per  the directions of the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. 27.11.2008, concerned  Sub Division Offices have informed the Complainant to visit their 
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offices on any working day to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him so that the same could be supplied to him on the spot.

3.

Shri A. K. Sharma, Divisional Engineer is exempted from personal appearance. He may depute concerned S.D.E. to attend the proceedings, in the instant case, in future. 

4.

Since the Complainant is, at present,  not in a position to inspect the record, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 26.2.2009. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

            
Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

# 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension, 

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No.1-2-3, Sector: 17A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1399/2008

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, Complainant, in person. 
Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director  Local Audit-cum-APIO,  and Shri Vijay Sharma, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 6.12.2008, when it was directed that the information, discussed in para 3 of the order vis-à-vis  photo copy of the case file of Shri Manjit Singh, Welfare Officer, where his representation for granting  higher scale has been dealt with and  approved by the competent authority, be supplied  to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission. 

2. 

Shri  Bhola Ram Goyal,  Regional Deputy Director  Local Audit-cum-APIO states that the information running into 30 sheets has been supplied to the  Complainant vide Memo. No. 14(225)P/08/280 dated 12.1.2009 by registered post. The Complainant stats that he has not received the information 
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as yet. A copy of the information, submitted to the Commission, is handed over to 
the Complainant and it is directed that the Complainant will go through the information and will send his observations/comments, if any,  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission, within 15 days.

3.

On the perusal of the information, supplied today, it is noticed that only three pages relating to the case of Shri Manjit Singh, Welfare Officer,  have been supplied whereas photo copy of full case file was  directed  to be supplied. It is again directed that duly authenticated  photo copy of full case  file of Shri Manjit Singh, Welfare Officer, where his representation for granting higher scale has been dealt with, be supplied to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission.  It is also directed that Shri Vijay Sharma, Dealing Assistant, will bring all the files relating to grant of scale of Rs. 2200-4000 to Shri Manjit Singh, on the next date of hearing. 

4.

The Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that the PIO has been giving mis-leading information time and again.  Accordingly, it is directed that the Complainant will send  a written submission to the Commission  narrating the facts in detail to prove that the PIO has supplied him mis-leading information, with a copy to the PIO. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05.02.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

# 60/35-P/330, Street No.8,

Maha Singh Nagar, Daba Lohara Road,

PO: 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, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC No.1753/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Pardeep Gupta, Environmental Engineer-cum-PIO,  Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Pardeep Gupta, Environmental Engineer-cum-PIO, Ludhiana,  states that the Complainant had submitted his observations/comments on the information supplied to him, which were  received in his office on 1.1.2009. He further states that the information, on the basis of his observations/comments and  as per his original demand dated 5.5.2008, has been supplied to him vide Memo. No. 150  dated 12.1.2009 by registered post.  

2.

He informs the  Commission that the Complainant has been asking for some additional information.  Accordingly, the Complainant  is directed to file 
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a fresh application  with the concerned Public Authority, in case he wants any other additional  information.   

3.

Since the requisite  information, in the instant case,  stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

After the hearing is over, the Complainant appears before the Commission and makes a written submission, which is taken on record. He is informed that since the information has been provided, the case has been disposed of. He is further advised to file a fresh application in case he wants any other additional information .






Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

# 60/35-P/330, Street No.8,

Maha Singh Nagar, Daba Lohara Road,

PO: Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana- 141014.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, Sewerage Board,

Division No.2, Opposite Old Courts,

Near Punjab Vigilance Office, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.1754 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri N. D. Bawa, XEN-cum-PIO, Shri Ravi Kumar, SDE,  Sewerage Board, Division No.2, Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 27.11.2008, when the PIO assured the Commission that the remaining information will be supplied to the Complainant within a period  of one month and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance. 

2.

The PIO states that the information, running into three sheets,  has been sent to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 111 dated 06.01.2009 by 
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registered post, with a copy to the Commission. He further states that since the order of the Commission has been complied with, the case may be closed. 

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

5.

After the hearing is over, the Complainant appears before the Commission and makes a written submission, which is taken on record. He states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied vide Memo. No. 111, dated 06.01.2009.   He pleads  that since  the information has been supplied very late, necessary action as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 may be taken against the PIO and compensation may be given to him for the detriment suffered by him.

6.

While accepting the plea put forth by the Complainant, the case is fixed for further hearing on 3.2.2009.







Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagdish Shah,

C/o Shambu Pan Store,

Janta College Road, Kartarpur,

Jalandhar.








Complainant







Vs

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

SCO No.835-36, Sector: 22-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1936 & 2053/2008

Present:
Shri Jagdish Shah,  Complainant, in person.


Shri J. K. Dixit, G. M. –cum- PIO, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

There is only one and the same  application in both the cases i.e. CC No. 1936/2008 and CC No. 2053/2008. Therefore, both the cases are clubbed.

2.

Shri J. K. Dixit, G.M.-cum-PIO states that the Complainant was given labour contract for providing labour for processing and handling of seeds at Regional Office Kartarpur, District: Jalandhar during the year 2006-2007. He informs the Commission  that the Complainant is not having any licence from the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner and E. S. I. and according  to the 
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Complainant the labour employed by him is less than the norm fixed by the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner and the E. S. I.  He also informs the Commission that a letter has been received from the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner in this context for deducting provident fund and ESI from the labour contractor and therefore his payment has been withheld. He further clarifies that no money has been deducted from the salary of the persons about whom the information has been demanded by him.  He assures that as and when  a decision is taken by the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, the payment withheld , will be released to the Complainant.  He pleads that since there is no information on record, which can be supplied, the case may be closed. 

3.

Since there is no information on record, which can be supplied to the Complainant,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Managing Director,  PUNSEED, SCO No.835-36, Sector: 22-A, Chandigarh to finalise the case of the Complainant at the earliest possible. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Kumar,

S/o Shri Ramji Dass,

W. No. 15, Master Colony,

Maur Mandi, District: Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o S. D. E. , Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage

Division No. 4, Bathinda.






 Respondent

CC No.2265 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


Shri Jagmohan Singh, S.D.E.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A fax message dated 15.1.2009  has been received from the Complainant vide which he has requested the Commission for adjournment of this case as he is unable to attend the hearing today due to illness. He has further intimated that the information, supplied to him,  is misleading and incorrect. He has requested the Commission to  direct  the PIO to supply him the correct information as has been demanded by him in Para 3 of his applications dated 18.6.2008 and 29.7.2008.

2.

On the perusal of the case file of the Commission it is seen that the Complainant had filed an application for information with the District Public 
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Information Officer-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda on 4.7.2008 and demanded information  in Para 3 of his application. 

3.

The Respondent states that no specific  DPR(Detailed Project Report) of Maur Mandi has been approved by the competent authority till today. He further states that Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda has written demi-official letters a number of times to change the DPR as per the actual requirement of the city.  He states that as and when  the DPR is  finally approved  by the competent authority, the same will be supplied to the Complainant. He, however,  adds that he can supply lay-out plan  of DPR,  which was displayed during Foundation Stone Laying Ceremony by the Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab and there will be an expenditure of Rs. 500/- to get the coloured photo print of the lay-out plan from Chandigarh.

4.

The Respondent is directed to keep ready a photo print of the lay-out Plan and the  Complainant is directed to  collect the lay-out plan from the office of S.D.E.,  on any working day,  by depositing the necessary fee as per Punjab Government Rules.

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 17-2-2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





                         Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 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 G. S. Sikka,  Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri  R. K. Goyal,  Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 29.12.2008, when the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant pleaded that necessary action may be taken against the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005  and compensation may be given to the Complainant, as the information has been delayed for three months.  Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO and the case was fixed for today to consider the question regarding imposition of penalty  and award of compensation. 

2.

The APIO states that the order of the Commission dated 29.12.2008 was received in the office of Managing Director, PSIEC on 13.1.2009 and therefore an affidavit could not be prepared. He pleads that the case may be adjourned for two weeks. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for considering the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation  on 25. 02. 2009 in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjeet Singh,

# 720, Sector: 43-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1931/2008

Present:
Shri Amarjeet Singh, XEN(Retd), Complainant, in person.
Shri R. K. Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that the information  on  Points No. 1 & 4 have been supplied. He further states that the comments on Points No. 2 & 3 have been received and are  under consideration of the competent authority. As and when these are approved by the competent authority, the information  will be supplied to  the Complainant. 

3.

The PIO is directed to supply the balance information to the Complainant within a period of one month.  

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24. 02. 2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Subhash Chander, Director

G&A Garments Private Limited,

B-2888, Near Lekh Raj Pettiwala,

Sunder Nagar, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director P.S.I.E.C.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2016 /2008

Present:
Shri G. S. Sikka,  Advocate for the  Complainant. 
Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO and  Shri S. K. Gupta,  Estate Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that the information running into five sheets including one sheet of covering letter, has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No.  PSIEC/RTI/11860, dated 13.1.2009, with a copy to the Commission. 

3.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that the information has not been received by the Complainant so far.  Accordingly, one copy of information is handed over to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. 

4.

The information supplied is discussed point-wise today  in the court. It is clear   that the information relating to Points 1, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8 stands supplied but there is some discrepancy regarding Points 2 and 4. 

5.

Therefore, the PIO  is directed to supply the  complete information regarding Points 2 and 4 to the Complainant within a period of 10 days.  

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25. 02. 2009 in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Tandon S/o Shri  K. K. Tandon, 

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-C,Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2289/2008

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

Shri R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO and Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 29.12.2008, when a show-cause notice was issued to the PIO to submit affidavit explaining reasons  as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of  RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him. The PIO was also directed to supply the information regarding Points 3, 4 and 5 within a period of 15 days. 

2.

The APIO states that the order dated 29.12.2008 was received in the office of Managing Director, PSIEC on 13.1.2009 and therefore affidavit could 
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not be prepared for want of time as the information was to be collected from other Sections of the Corporation. 

3.

The APIO hands over information,  running into four sheets, to the Complainant. The Complainant is directed to send his observations/comments, if any, on the information regarding Points 3, 4 and 5,  supplied to him today, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission by 27. 01. 2009



4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25. 02. 2009 in the Chamber ( SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





                           Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.K.Tandon,S/o Shri R. B. Tandon,

# 54-B,  Moti Nagar,  Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1581/2008

Present:
Shri K. K. Tandon, Complainant, in person and Shri G. S. Sikka, Advocate for the  Complainant. 
Shri R. K. Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO, Shri S. K. Gupta, Estate Officer,  Shri Dalbara Singh, DGM-cum-APIO, Shri K. S. Parmar, S.O. Accounts and Shri Chuni Lal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant sent a written submission dated 19.12.2008 to the Commission, which was received in the Commission office  on 23.12.2008. The Para 4 of this letter reads as under:



“That according to Section 7 of the RTI Act  “ If information is not provided within the time limit ( i.e. 30 days) then it must be provided to the applicant free of costs subsequently.” As the information in respect of point No. 1 and 2 was not provided within 30 days, therefore,  the respondent has no legal right to demand the fee. The demand of Rs. 10,000/- by the respondent is all together illegal.
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3.

Since the information in respect of Point No. 1 and 2 has not been supplied within a period of 30 days, it is directed that the information be supplied to the Complainant, free of cost , within a period of one month.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25. 02. 2009 in the Chamber ( SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

               
Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kewal Krishan Tandon, 

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-C,Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1737/2008
Present:
Shri K. K. Tandon, Complainant, in person and Shri G. S. Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri R. K. Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO and Shri S. K. Gupta,  Estate Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that the information, running into 31 sheets including one sheet of covering letter,  has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. PSIEC/RTI/11864, dated 13.1.2009 by speed post. The Complainant states that he has not received the information so far.  The APIO states that it may reach within a day or so. 

3.

It is directed that the Complainant will send his observations/comments, if any, on the information supplied to him,  within a period of 15 days, i.e. by 30.1.2009,  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to send his response to the Complainant, with a copy to the Commission,  by 15.2.2009.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25. 02. 2009 in the Chamber (SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





              
Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Mrs.  Monica,

W/o Shri Rajeev Tandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





     Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.294/2008
Present:
Shri G. S. Sikka, Advocate and Shri K. K. Tandon,  on behalf of the Appellant.     
Shri R K. Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO and Shri S. K. Gupta, Estate Officer, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 29.12.2008, when it was directed that the remaining information, as per the deliberations held in the  court, will be supplied by the PIO to the Appellant within a period of 15 days. 

2.

The APIO states that the information, running into three sheets including one sheet of covering letter,  regarding names and addresses of 27( Twenty seven)  allottees, has been supplied to the Appellant vide Memo. No. PSIEC/RTI/11862, dated 13.1.2009. 

3.

Ld. Counsel for the Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to the Appellant as it is incomplete. He makes a written
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 submission,  pointing out the deficiencies in the information supplied, to the Commission, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the APIO, in the court today. 

4.

The PIO is  directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant as per her demand, within a period of one month. 

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 25. 02. 2009 in the Chamber (SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  15. 01. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

