STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

REGISTERED

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30-A, ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Power,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab,

2nd Floor, Sect: 9, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No.742, 747, 900 & 901/2007

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.

Shri Ram Kishan, APIO-cum-Superintendent, Welfare Department (Reservation Cell), Shri Nahar Singh, Senior Assistant, Reservation Cell, Shri Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant, General Coordination Branch and Shri Gurdip Singh, Senior Assistant, PSEB, Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

During the last date of hearing on 9.1.2008 it was directed that APIO will bring the original file along with noting on which Circular dated 18.1.2006 was issued and give explanation as to why no reminder has been issued though a period of 2 years has passed by.

2.

Shri Ram Kishan, APIO-cum-Superintendent, Welfare Department has brought the file today and shown to the Commission. On the perusal of the file  it is observed that no reminder has been issued by the Department after the issuance of the Circular dated 18.1.2006.  APIO states that the file was not traceable and after putting in special efforts, the file was traced on 13.1.2008 and the information was supplied to the Complainant on 14.1.2008 vide letter No. 9/31/2007-RC-3/79, dated 14.1.2008. He further states that no follow up action 
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 has been  taken on the Circular issued on 18.1.2006 by the Department till today. He further states that the action is being taken on a separate file in the Department of Personnel regarding the   judgment of the Hon‘ble Supreme Court dated 19.10.2006. He further states that reminders are being issued to the Personnel Department for implementation of the Supreme Court Order.

3.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 24.1.2008 has made a written submission in which he has stated that the information has been delayed for 8 months and 14 days. He further pleads that the PIO may be provided an opportunity to file an affidavit explaining deficiencies pointed out by him in his letter dated 24.1.2008. He states that penalty be imposed on the PIO for supplying false and mis-leading information. He further states that he may be compensated at the rate of Rs. 1000/-(One thousand) per hearing as he has been harassed, humiliated and mentally tortured in the process of obtaining information. 

4.

It is, accordingly, directed that PIO will submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him for late supply of information for 8 months and 14 days and compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him. 

5.

The APIO states that no PIO has been appointed in the Department of Welfare. It is accordingly directed that necessary action may be taken to appoint PIO in the Welfare Department. It is also directed that the PIO will be present in person on the next date of hearing.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.2.2008.  

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab, and the concerned PIOs of the office of Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Secretary Personnel, Secretary Welfare (Reservation Cell) and Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala by registered post.  




                   Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,








Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant


   Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Mohali.






Respondent






AC- 377 /2007
Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan on behalf of the Appellant.

Dr. Vijay Kumar, Assistant Civil Surgeon-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1. Heard both the parties.

2. The PIO states that the information had been supplied to the Appellant on 4.1.2008 after getting some clarification from him. He hands over information running into 14 pages including one page of covering letter to the Appellant in our presence.  The Complainant makes a written submission to the Commission stating that the information relating to three points is not clear/proper and he requests that the information be supplied to him as per his original demand made vide his application filed with the PIO.  The PIO assures that the information will be supplied within a period of one month.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.3.2008. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

           Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.      







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board, Batala,

District: Gurdaspur.   






Respondent

CC No.1590 /2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the Complainant.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent was not present on the last two hearings on 15.11.07 and 29.11.07 as well as today’s hearing. Shri Paramjit Singh, Environmental Engineer Batala intimated the Commission vide letter No.2116, dated 11.12.2007 that the information has been supplied through speed post to the Complainant and he further states that the above said letter regarding the hearing has been received in the office on 11.12.2007 at 2.00 PM and he pleads that the fresh date may be intimated.

2.

The Complainant states that he has received the information, but he made a written submission with some observations/comments in respect of the information supplied to him. A photo-copy of the observations/comments is supplied to Shri Paramjit Singh, Assistant Environmental Engineer, Regional Office, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Amritsar. He will hand over this letter to the Environmental Engineer of Batala and intimate the date of next hearing.

3.

The PIO will supply the information as per observations/comments made by the Complainant, a copy of which is handed over to Shri Paramjit Singh today.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.03.2008.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot. 








   Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Punjab Pollution Control Board,

74-Chanderpuri, Taylor Road, Amritsar.




Respondent

AC No.379 /2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Parminder Singh, SDO-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 

 

2.

The Appellant vide his letter No.ACC/316-17, dated 13.8.07 addressed to Chairman, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Chandigarh which might have been addressed to Chairman, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala. No doubt, the letter has been received in the office of Chairman on 5.9.2007. The APIO has pointed out that the Appellant has written ‘Pollution Board’ instead of proper name of the office. It is directed that the appellant should have addressed to the concerned PIO of the Department/Office from which he has to receive the information. In future, it is directed that the appellant will make correspondence with the concerned PIO/Public Authority so that there should be no delay and the information is supplied in time. It is further directed that the appellant will write the full address of the office. The APIO states that he has to seek approval from the competent authority for which he has referred the case to the competent authority. The Respondent assured the Commission that he will get approval from the competent authority.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.03.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





    Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.








   Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Manager,

Punjab State Forest Development Corporation,

SCF: 59, Phase: 10, Mohali.          




Respondent

AC No. 380 /2007
Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Tejinder Singh,Divisional Manager-cum-PIO, PSFDC, Mohali        and Shri Baljit Kaushal, Supdt on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the information running into 274 pages is delivered to the Appellant in our presence today. The PIO further states that the charges of Rs.1022/- be deposited with the Department. The Appellant states that his application was dismissed by the Divisional Manager, Mohali on 20.9.2007 and he has already written to the Managing Director, Punjab State Forest Development Corporation, Punjab, Chandigarh on 27.9.2007. I direct that the information be supplied free of cost to the Appellant as the information has not been supplied in time. The appellant further states that he will go through the information supplied to him and will come out with comments/observations, if any, within a period of 15 days, i.e. by 8th Feb., 2008. The PIO after getting observations/comments will supply the additional information, if any, within a further period of 15 days, i.e. by 22nd February, 2008. It is also directed that the

 PIO will give justification of delay for supplying the information late on the next date of hearing.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.03.2008. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.      







  Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PIO-cum-Joint Director (Purchase),

Director Health, Punjab, Sector: 34, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 383 /2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.



Shri Mulakh Raj, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Mulakh Raj, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent states that the original complaint dated 6.6.2007 and the letter dated 11.10.2007 has not been received by the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab. He further states that the letter has been received after getting notice from the Commission during January, 2008. He handed over information running into 41 pages along with one page covering letter to the Appellant in our presence today. The Appellant will go through the information and he will come out with observations/comments, if any, within a period of 15 days, i.e. 8th February, 2008 and the Respondent will supply the additional information, if any, as per comments/observations made by the Appellant by 22nd February, 2008.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing 11.03.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot. 








   Appellant





Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Mandi Officer,

Punjab Mandi Board, Gurdaspur.    




Respondent

AC No.382  /2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.

Shri Ritu Raj Singh,PIO-cum-District Mandi Officer,Gurdaspur         on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the information is ready and the XEN, Punjab  Mandi Board, Gurdaspur has requested the Commission to get the fee deposited by the Appellant amounting to Rs.8024/- which he has intimated to the Appellant vide Memo No.3760, dated 15.10.07. Since the information has been delayed, therefore, no fees will be charged from the Appellant. I direct that the information be supplied to the Appellant free of cost. The PIO states that the information will be supplied to the Appellant within a period of one month.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.03.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
                  






Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot. 



   Appellant 







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, Bari Doab Division,

Canal Complex, Amritsar.






Respondent

AC No. 386 /2007
Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.

Shri Parminder Singh, SDO-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

PIO has authorized Shri Parminder Singh, SDO-cum-APIO to attend the proceedings of today vide letter dated nil which was received in the Commission Office on 23.1.2008. The APIO states that the complaint dated 10.9.2007, has not been received in the PIO Office. The appellant states that he has sent the original complaint dated 10.9.07 along with an IPO of Rs.10/- with a copy to S.E. Drainage Circle, Amritsar. The Appellant further states that the second time, he has written to the Superintending Engineer, Drainage Circle Amritsar to direct the said officer to provide them the requisite information. The APIO further states that the second complaint/appeal has also not been received in this office.

3.

It is directed that the Appellant will give the photocopy of the complaint/appeal to the APIO today and the PIO will supply the information as

per the demand of the Appellant within a period of one and half month.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.03.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

                                     (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot. 



  Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Electricity Board (South),

Pathankot.               







Respondent

AC No. 389 /2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.



Shri S.P.Vashisht, SDO-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO has brought information running into 248 pages for delivering to the Appellant. The information has been received by the Appellant in my presence today and it is directed that the fee of Rs.496/- be deposited with the XEN-cum-PIO within a period of one week. The Appellant states that he will go through the information supplied to him today and will come out with the observations/comments, if any. The Appellant will supply the copy of the comments/observations to the PIO within a period of 15 days, i.e. 8th February, 2008 and the PIO will supply the additional information as per his original complaint to the Appellant within a further period of 15 days, i.e. by 22nd February, 2008.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.03.2008.

 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.



    Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

U.B.D.C. Malikpur, District Gurdaspur.




Respondent

AC No.381 /2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.



Shri Jagdish Raj, SDO-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

APIO-cum-SDO Malikpur states that the information has been supplied to the Appellant after getting necessary fee of Rs.140/- through speed post on 21.1.2008. The Appellant states that he has not received the information so far. He further states that he will go through the information, after getting the same. It is directed that the Appellant will come out with observations/comments, if any, by 8th February, 2008 and the PIO will attend to the observations/comments, if any, by 22nd February, 2008.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.03.2008. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





     Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.



  









                          Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

U.B.D.C. Division, Gurdaspur.        




Respondent

AC No.384 /2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.



Shri Jagdish Raj, SDO-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

SDO-cum-APIO states that the information has been supplied vide letter No.81/86-RTI/ dated 8.1.2008 running into four sheets. The Appellant states that the PSEB has deposited the amount against the sanctioned estimated amount which may be more than 2.00 Crore, but in the Performa supplied with the information  on 8.1.2008,the total amount received is 1.17 Crore. The Appellant states that why this mis-leading and false information has been given. The PIO will clarify on the next date of hearing the total amount of deposit by the P.S.E.B. against the sanctioned estimates. It is further directed that PIO will supply the complete information on the next date of hearing as per the observations/comments, if any, made by the Appellant on 12.9.2007 which has been received by the Executive Engineer.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.03.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,








Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant


   Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur.





Respondent






AC- 378 /2007
Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Gurbinder Singh, Drug Inspector,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1. Heard both the parties.

2. The Respondent states that the information had been sent to the Appellant on 3.9.2007as per his original demand.  The Appellant states that he has sent some observations/comments to the PIO on 20.9.2007 on the information supplied to him. The Respondent assures the Commission that the information as per arguments held today will be supplied to the Appellant after having consultations with Civil Surgeon Gurdaspur as the Appellant had filed his application with the PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon Gurdaspur. It is observed that as the information relates to Drug Controller, the Civil Surgeon should have transferred the application within 5 days to the concerned PIO or he should have collected the information from the concerned Public Authority and delivered to the Appellant through his PIO. Now, since a part of the information has been delivered to he Appellant, it is directed that the remaining information be supplied to the Appellant by the PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon Gurdaspur.  

 

3.

The Case is fixed for further hearing on 11.3.2008. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,








Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant




   Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Pathankot.





Respondent






AC- 387/2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Arvind Sharma, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Improvement Trust Pathankot, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1. Heard both the parties.

2. The Respondent states that no doubt the Application was addressed to PIO-cum-E.O. Improvement Trust, Pathankot but the information demanded relates to Improvement Trust Amritsar. The Appellant states that actually he wants information concerning Improvement Trust Pathankot. 

3. Accordingly, the case is dismissed and the Appellant is advised to file a fresh application with the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Pathankot.  

 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,








Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant




   Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Officer,

Information Collection Centre,

Dalhousie Road, Pathankot.





Respondent






AC- 285/2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan on behalf of the Appellant.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Shri Harvinder Singh, Excise & Taxation Officer-cum-Officer Incharge, Dalhousie Road, Pathankot has intimated vide Endorsement No. 298, dated 10.01.2008 that the requisite information in the instant case has been supplied to the Appellant. The Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

 

2.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





                    Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,








Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant




   Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Officer,

Information Collection Centre,

Harse Mansar near Mukerian,

District: Hoshiarpur.







Respondent






AC- 286/2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan on behalf of the Appellant.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri P.C. Paul, Excise & Taxation Officer-cum-Officer Incharge, Information Collection Centre, Harse Mansar near Mukerian, District: Hoshiarpur.
 has intimated vide Endorsement No. 1082, dated 10.01.2008 that the requisite information in the instant case has been supplied to the Appellant. The Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

2.

Therefore, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





             Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,








Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant




   Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Labour & Conciliation Officer,

Gurdaspur.








Respondent






AC- 287/2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Raghbir Singh Bhatti, Labour & Conciliation Odfficer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information, as per directions issued on the last date of hearing on 11.12.2007, has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. 2299 dated 26.12.2007 with a copy to the Commission. He further states that no other inspection had been carried out up to 15.5.2007.  The Appellant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied and requests that the case may be closed. 
 

2.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

             Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,








Mission Road, Pathankot.






     Appellant




   Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director Factories,

Bhagat Singh Colony near Maqsudan,

Jalandhar.








Respondent






AC- 288/2007

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Daljit Singh, Deputy Director Factories-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.
            The PIO states that the information running into 18 pages including one page of covering letter has been sent to the Appellant vide letter No. 14 dated 11.1.2008, which has been received by the appellant. 

2.

The Appellant makes a written submission about the short-comings in the information supplied to him, a copy of which is handed over to the PIO in our presence.  The PIO states that the Appellant should clarify his observations so that he could supply the information as per his demand. After perusing the information supplied to the Appellant, some points are argued/clarified and the PIO is directed to supply the information as per arguments held during today’s proceedings.  

 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.3.2008. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

           






  Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.

                            Surinder Singh

Dated: 24.01.2008



  State Information Commissioner

