STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri M.R.Singla, XEN (Retd),

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

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

Sector: 18, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.1638 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.           
Shri Kamlesh Kumar,Registrar-cum-APIO, Shri Jaswinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Sher Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 16.9.2008 when none was present on behalf of the PIO. Shri Kamlesh Kumar, Registrar states that they have not received complaint dated 25.2.2008 and the notice of hearing dated 29.8.2008, that is why they could not attend the proceedings on 16.9.2008. A copy of the complaint is handed over to the Respondent.

2.

As the Complainant is not present, one more chance is given to the Complainant to pursue his case.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22-01-2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri M.R.Singla, XEN (Retd),

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1912 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Mrs.Nirmala Devi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Mrs.Nirmala Devi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent states that information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo No.34/20/08-3IP-2/12621, dated 18/25.7.2008.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri M.R.Singla, XEN (Retd),

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.2003 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Mrs.Nirmala Devi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Mrs.Nirmala Devi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent,  states that information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo No.34/20/08-3IP-2/4227-28, dated 26.8.2008 and  Memo No.34/20/08-3IP-2/283, dated 23.10.2008.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri M.R.Singla, XEN (Retd),

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Housing & Urban Development,

Punjab(Housing-II Br), Mini Secretariat,

Sector: 9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent


CC No.1911/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Joga Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Joga Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO states that the Complainant has asked for information,  which belongs to the Department of Local Government and accordingly, the case has been transferred to the Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, vide Memo No.13/3/07-3HG-2/5118, dated 4.8.2008. 

2.

Since the case has been transferred to Local Government Department, the PIO of the office of the Principal Secretary Local Government is directed to appear in future in the instant case. He is also directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within a period of one month.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29-12-2008 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:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sita Ram,

# 746, Street No.7,
Guru Nanak Nagar, Patiala.





     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Water Supply & Sanitation,

Mechanical Division, Patiala.





 Respondent

AC No.379/2008

Present:
Shri Sita Ram, Complainant, in person.



Shri A.P.Garg, Assistant Engineer-cum-APIO and Shri Karj Singh, Divisional Accountant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant has asked for the specific information, i.e. photo-copies of the two letters No.1710 dated 20.2.1097 and No.2971 dated 24.3.1976 from the office of E.E. Mechanical W/S and Sanitation Division Patiala. 

3.

The AE-cum-APIO makes a written submission in which he states that the two letters asked by the Complainant is in the Court of Hon’ble Additional District Session Judge, Patiala which were submitted in the Court on 17.5.1993.

4.

It is directed that the photocopies of the two letters demanded by the Complainant be got photo-stated from the file which is lying in the Court of Additional District Session Judge, Patiala after having discussion with the District Attorney. 

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 04-12-2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri B.B.Aggarwal, Dy.EE(Retd),

# 18, Green View Colony, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer, PWD (B&R),

Punjab, Patiala.







 Respondent

CC No.1987/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Om Parkash Aneja,Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Om Parkash Aneja,Superintendent-cum-APIO states that the information running into four sheets has been supplied to the Complainant, vide Memo No.4208/EI, dated 21.7.2008.

2.

The Respondent, however, pleads that since the information stands supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed.

3.

 As the Complainant is not present, he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

       Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Raj Kumar,S/o Shri Bal Krishan,

Village: Chonda, Tehsil: Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Bhakra Mainline Division, Patiala.



 Respondent

CC No.1979/2008

Present:
Shri Raj Kumar, Complainant,  in person.

Shri Amarjeet Singh Sandhu, SDO-cum-APIO and Shri Puran Chand, Dealing Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The SDO-cum-APIO states that the information relating to the instant case will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of fifteen days. He further states that the Government accommodation has been vacated by the Junior Engineer   and is lying vacant.  The Complainant also confirms this fact. 

3.

The Complainant pleads that the case may be fixed for confirmation of orders. 

4.

Since  the SDO-cum-APIO has assured the Commission that the requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant within fifteen days,  the
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 case is disposed of. However, the Complainant will be  at liberty to 

approach the Commission again,  if the information is not supplied to him by 2nd December, 2008.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

        Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         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.1936/2008

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

1.
     
As none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well Respondent, one more opportunity  is given to both the parties to pursue their case.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15-12-2008 in the Chamber (SCO No.32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

       Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Sujan Singh, Coordinator,

Guru Nanak Dev University, Regional Campus,

Hardo-Chhanni Road, Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Regional Deputy Director (Local Audit),

Amritsar.








 Respondent

CC No.1922/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the, Complainant.
Shri Harjit Singh, Assistant Controller (Audit)-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Harjit Singh, Assistant Controller-cum-APIO  states that the Complainant  filed two applications dated 3.7.2008 with  the Examiner, Local Fund Accounts, Punjab, SCO No.1-3, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh and demanded the information on four points at Serial Nos. 3 to 6.  He  submits  a Newspaper Cutting, on the basis of which, he  states that in the subjudice cases, the information cannot be supplied. He quotes the ruling in the  cases  of Chief Minister S. Parkash Singh Badal and Cabinet Minister S. Sucha Singh Langah that information cannot be provided under RTI Act in a  subjudice  matter. 

2.

It is clarified that in the above mentioned cases, the matter is 
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different as the Complainant has asked for the statements of witnesses when  the cases have not been decided by the Hon’ble Court as yet. However, in the instant case, the information demanded by Dr.Sujan Singh, Coordinator of Gurdaspur is available on record and within the public domain of the Public Authority, i.e. the Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab, Chandigarh. Therefore, It is directed that the information available with the Examiner, Local Fund Accounts, Punjab , be supplied relating to Serial Nos. 3 to 6 mentioned  in  both the letters dated 3.7.2008.

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 15-12-2008 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:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Kumari Jhingan,

W/o late Shri S.K.Jhingan,PIS,

H.No.F-9/2021,Jamunwali Gali,

Lane No.1, Gopal Nagar, Majitha Road,

Amritsar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Finance,

(Finance Pension Policy & Coord.Branch),

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1977/2008

Present:
Mrs.Vijay Kumari Jhingan, Complainant, in person.
Shri Mohan Pal, Senior Assistant, O/o Secretary Finance, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Mrs. Vijay Kumari Jhingan has asked some clarification/legal advice vide her letter dated 6.3.2007 and 19.10.2007. The PIO of Finance Department  has transferred the case to Superintendent, Finance Pension Policy & Coord.Branch vide Memo No.BO-35/PIO-07/90, dated 30th October, 2007 with a copy to the Complainant Smt. Vijay Kumari, Special Family Pensioner at her Amritsar address.
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2.

Department of Finance, Finance Pension Policy and Coordination Branch has  also sent reply to the Complainant vide Memo No.378, dated 17.1.2008 as follows :-

“nkg tZb’A wzrh rJh ;{uBk ;g;aNheoB Right to Information Act, 2005 dh Xkok 2 (f) nZXhB admissible BjhA j?. fJ; bJh fJj ;{uBk nkg B{z ;gbkJh BjhA ehsh ik ;edh. n?go wzfrnk ;g;aNheoB b?D bJh nkgD/ gqpzXeh ftGkr okjhA ftZs ftGkr B{z gj[zu ehsh ik ;edh j?.”

3.

It is clear that the clarification/advice asked for by the Complainant from the Finance Department does not fall under the category of information as per the provisions of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, the Complainant is advised to send her case to the Finance Department through Department of Industries for getting the advice of the Finance Department regarding Special Family Pension awarded to her.

4.

 The Representative of the Finance Department hands over the Notification relating to the grant of Dearness Relief to the Special Family Pensioners issued by the Finance Department from time to time.

5.

Since the requisite information stands supplied to the Complainant, the case is closed/disposed of.  

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Singh Bedi,

S/o Shri Balwant Singh,

C/o Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

# 196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,

District: Hoshiarpur.







    Appellant







Vs

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

Courts Complex, Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

AC No.410/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Smt.Bimla Devi, Supdt-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Smt. Bimla Devi, Superintendent -cum-PIO makes a written submission,  which is taken on the case file.

2.

The PIO as well as the Appellant have made their written submissions and the judgment is reserved.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

       Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Personnel Division,

RSD Project, Shahpur Kandi Township,

Tehsil: Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.




 Respondent

AC No.411/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Chander Kant, Assistant Engineer-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant has sent a  Fax message dated 18.11.2008, which reads as under:-

“In this context, it is submitted that due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 18.11.2008. So kindly excuse my absence from court on that day.”

The Appellant has sent another  Fax message  dated 18.11.2008 stating that the Executive Engineer has asked him to deposit Rs. 7578/- as charges for the information. He has requested that since the information has been delayed, the same may be supplied to him free of cost. 
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2.         
  
Shri Chander Kant, Assistant Engineer-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent states that the application of the Appellant was received on

9.7.2008, in the office of XEN Personnel Division, RSD Project, Shahpur Kandi Township. He further states that after getting the letter for information, XEN informed the Appellant vide Memo No.1772-75/220-E, dated 5.8.2008 and 12.8.2008 to deposit Rs.7578/- and collect the requisite information. He further states that three more reminders have been issued to the Appellant  but he has not come to collect the information which is ready with the PIO.

3.

A photo-copy of the receipt issued by  On dot Courier, Pathankot is handed over to Shri Chander Kant, APIO-cum-AE to verify as to whom the application sent by the Appellant,  has been delivered and when it has been received. 

4.

As the Appellant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17.12.2008 at 1200 hrs at Ravi Sadan Guest House, near Pathankot.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

       Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhushan Kumar,

V-11, Second Floor, Rajouri Garden, 

 New Delhi.








Appellant


     Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Information Commission,

SCO No.84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No.402/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Bhim Sain Garg, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The brief history of this case  is that Shri Bhushan Kumar, resident of New Delhi filed an application, alongwith necessary application fee,  with the  PIO of the office of Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh on 21.4.2008 for seeking information on 5 points. The information asked for is mainly copies of e-mails, letters, complaints, appeals filed by him alongwith  action taken reports on them from 10.5.2006  till date.  The  PIO sent reply to the Appellant vide letter No. PSIC/MFA/2008/903 dated 22.5.2008 quoting Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 and asked him to inspect the record pertaining to all his cases and identify the specific  documents required by him. 
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2.

Shri Bhushan Kumar, Appellant, filed First Appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Secretary, Punjab State Information Commission on 26.5.2008. The First Appellate Authority issued two notices to the Appellant to 

appear on 25.6.2008 and 25.7.2008 at 11.00 A.M. but the Appellant did not appear.

3.

The First Appellate Authority i.e. Secretary, Punjab State Information Commission disposed of his first appeal with the remarks that the Appellant does not appear to be interested in pursuing his appeal and more-over, he was satisfied with the reply sent by the PIO to the Appellant.  Feeling not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, the Appellant filed Second Appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission on 15.8.2008, which has been fixed for today i.e. 18.11.2008.

4.

Shri Bhim Sain Garg, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the PIO states that the Appellant has not mentioned the numbers and dates of the E-mails, letter, complaints and appeals filed with the Commission. He requests that the Appellant may be directed to supply numbers  and dates of the documents required by him so that the correct information could be supplied to him. 

5.

It is accordingly directed that Shri Bhushan Kumar, Appellant, will supply the numbers and dates of the E-mails, letter, Complaints and  Appeals

filed by him with the Commission so that requisite information, could 
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be supplied to him by the PIO as per   his demand dated 20.4.2008.

6.

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

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29-12-2008 at 11.30 A. M.  in the Chamber (SCO No.32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         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 and Shri Om Pal Singh,Senior Assistant (Dealing), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri R.K.Goyal,APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide No.PSIEC/RTI/7575, dated 12.9.2008 running into two sheets and vide letter No.PSIEC/RTI/9658, dated 14.11.2008, running into three sheets including one sheet of covering letter.

3.

The Complainant states that he has received the letters sent by the PIO, but he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him as he has asked what action has been taken to issue NOC so that he can get his retiral benefits released from his parent Department.

4.

On the perusal of the information supplied to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission, it seems that there are four cases of irregularities pending against Shri Amarjeet Singh, XEN (Retd), Complainant for which present status has been indicated against each of the irregularity. It is seen that three cases at Serial Nos. 2, 3 and 4 are pending with the Chief Engineer for getting
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the comments on the enquiry report for settlement of the cases against the Complainant. The Complainant further states that he has pleaded his case with the Chief Engineer Shri J.S.Bhatia many times. He further states that the cases are lying with him for comments for the last more than one year. 

5.

The APIO states that the Chief Engineer is to give his comments and further states that, no doubt, cases are pending for comments with the Chief Engineer and he has been requested to send comments, so that pension case is settled. 

6.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing Shri J.S.Bhatia, Chief Engineer PSIEC will appear in person under Section 18(3)(a) of the RTI Act and give his statement as to why the cases are lying pending with him for the last more than one year for giving his comments. He is directed to bring the Receipt Register in which the cases have been marked to him by the concerned Branch/Officer.

7.

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

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

        Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri D.V.Kohli,

# 368, Sector: 38-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2000/2008

Present:
Shri D.V.Kohli, Complainant, in person.
Shri R.K.Goyal,Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO, Shri Dalbara Singh,DGM(A)-cum-APIO, Shri Raj Kumar, Section Officer(A) and Shri Rakesh Sawhney, Assistant Accounts, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given in the Court today to both the parties, the APIO states that the information as per the demand of the Complainant and as per the observations made by the Complainant dated 4.11.2008, will be supplied within a period of 15 (Fifteen) days. 

3.

The Complainant states that he has been harassed and the information has been delayed knowingly, so the action be taken under Section 19 and 20 of the RTI Act.

4.

It is directed that the APIO will supply the details of the information to be supplied to the Complainant from time to time starting from the month of
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May, 2008 before the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15-12-2008 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:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhwinder Singh Gahat,Advocate,

# 5211, Modern Complex,

Manimajra, U.T.Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1930/2008

Present:
Shri Sukhwinder Singh Gahat,Advocate,Complainant, in person.
Dr. Darshan Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Dr. Darshan Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO states that the information is ready with him for supply to the Complainant, running into 15 (Fifteen) sheets. The information is supplied to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence as brought by Dr.Darshan Singh, PIO-cum-JD.

2.

The Complainant is directed to study the information supplied to him to day and come up with response/comments and observations, if any, and send the same to the PIO within a period of 15(Fifteen) days with a copy to the Commission, i.e. by 2nd December, 2008.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15-12-2008 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:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Man Mohan Singh,Junior Assistant,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

(RDE-I Br),SCO: 112-113, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.


Appellant







Vs

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

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No.409 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Mrs.Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The brief history of the case is that the Appellant had filed an application with the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary, Department of Industries, Punjab on 30.8.2007. The PIO of the  office of the Director Industries and Commerce, Punjab,  prepared the information on 17.4.2008 and asked the Appellant  to collect the  information,  which is ready with them. 

2.

Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent states that the Appellant visited her  office and went through the information on her seat  but he refused to accept  the same stating   that he 
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wants only a  copy of the advice given by the L.R. in the case of Smt. Manjit 

Kaur, Senior Assistant, of the office of Director Industries along with the noting 

Portion of the L. R. Office.  She further states that the Appellant was asked  to apply to the PIO of the L.R.Department to get the information concerning  that Department including noting sheet.

3.

She further states that the Appellant did not approach the concerned Department but filed an appeal with the first Appellate Authority on 2.5.2008 and the hearing was fixed for 27.5.2008 at 3.30 PM. The Appellant appeared before the first Appellate Authority to get the information concerning L.R. Office.  He was told that a copy of the noting sheet of the file of the L.R. Department cannot be supplied because it is not available with the Department but only the copy of the advice given by L. R. can be given. He was again advised to file a new application with the PIO of the office of L. R. to get a copy of the noting sheets of the L. R. Office. 

 4.

Subsequently, without approaching the L. R. Department, the Appellant filed the second appeal with the Commission on 26.8.2008 which was received in the Commission on 27.8.2008 against Diary No.11378.  The Respondent states that the information available with the Department has already been supplied to him. She further states that the Appellant now wants 

only photo copies of noting sheets of the L. R. Department. In this regard he has 
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already been advised to file a fresh application with the PIO of the 

L.  R. Office. She requests that since the information available with the 

Department has been supplied to him, the case may be disposed of. 

5.

From the foregoing it is clear that the information available with the Respondent PIO in the instant case has since been supplied to the Appellant and he has been advised to get the photo copies of the noting portion by filing a fresh application with the PIO of the office of L. R. Department. 



6.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  18.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

