STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri
Raj Kumar Jangra,

# 443, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab, Sector: 18, Chandigarh.





Respondent

AC No. 352/2007

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Jang Singh, Senior Assistant, Irrigation Personnel-1 Branch, office of Secretary Irrigation, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 26.2.2008 when it was directed that the PIO of the office of Secretary Irrigation will make a written submission on the next date of hearing giving reasons as to why information cannot be created in the Proforma supplied by the Appellant. The Respondent makes a submission vide letter No. 17/70/2006-1PP(2)/5100 dated 24.3.2008, which is taken on the case file of the Commission. He submits that the case file in which the requisite information is available has been mis-placed by Shri Surjit Singh, Senior Assistant,  who was deputed to deal with this case  as the dealing Assistant Shri Jang Singh had met with an accident and was on leave. He further submits that Shri Surjit Singh had gone to discuss this file with Shri Jang Singh, when  his 
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scooter alongwith this file was stolen and  FIR No. 516-PS Chandigarh dated 8.12.2006 was  registered in the Police Station Sector: 17/22, Chandigarh.  The Respondent requests that the case may be closed as the requisite information as per the demand of the Appellant vide his letter dated 26.7.2007 has been supplied by the Secretary Office and the Chief Engineer Office. It is directed that the requisite information in the prescribed performa be supplied to the Appellant as and when the lost file is found.

2.

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Sarup Sharma,

S/o Shri Prabhu Ram,

Village: Jhampur, Tehsil & Distt: Mohali.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Additional Registrar-cum-General Manager,

District Industry Centre, Phase-6, Mohali.



Respondent

CC No.2314/2007
Present:
Shri Jagmohan Sarup Sharma, Complainant, in person.

Shri Kulbir Singh, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 14.2.2008 when the Respondent assured that the requisite information would be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. The Respondent pleads that the interim reply had been sent to the Complainant on 4.3.2008, which has been received by the Complainant. The Complainant confirms it and states that Sections 12(d) and 13 of Registration of Societies Act, 1860 have not been implemented by the Respondent on the plea that the case which has been referred to by the Complainant  relates to Gujrat State. The Respondent further states that the advice from the L.R. has been sought which is in the pipe-line and  is expected to  reach  in his office within a week’s time and he assures that the copy of the same will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days i.e. by 7.4.2008.

2.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 17.4.2008.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shamsher Singh Sohal,

# 430, Mota Singh Nagar,

Cool Road, Jalandhar.






Complainant







Vs

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

Sector 17: Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.2454 /2007

Present:
None is present on behalf of Complainant.
Shri Jaspal Singh, APIO, Shri Raj Kumar, Superintendent and Mrs. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 14.2.2008 when  Shri Love Kumar, on behalf of the Complainant attended the proceedings and pleaded for adjournment of the case to some other date with the request that the Complainant would  appear in person on the next date of hearing and would  give detail of Share-holders regarding payment of compensation for the land acquired for new Focal Point, Amritsar out of land of Jumla Mushtarka Malkan Khewat in Village Vallah. 

2.

The Complainant is again not present today. The Complainant has sent  a written submission by post  along with an  affidavit and other documents, a copy of which has been handed over to the Respondents.

3.

The Respondent will give response/comments, if any, on the written submission of the Complainant on the next date of hearing. The Respondent further states that  the Revenue Department will supply a  list of Share-holders entitled for the compensation for the land  of Jumla Mushtarka Malkan in village Vallah.
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4.

Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar will direct the concerned Tehsildar, under whose  jurisdiction the area of the village Vallah District Amritsasr falls,  to supply the list of share-holders of the land of Jumla Mushtarka Malkan Khewat before the next date of hearing.  Deputy Commissioner may depute some representative of the office the concerned Tehsildar, Amritsar to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing so that the case could be  settled at the earliest.

5.

It is also directed that the Respondent will depute some senior official to the office of concerned Tehsildar, Amritsar to get the information at personal level.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.4.2008.



7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar through registered post.
Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Madan Lal, S/o Shri Nand Lal,

Street No.16, Goushala Road,

Abohar-1, District Ferozepur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Engineer, PSTC

Lining Division No.1,

Canal Colony, Ferozepur.






Respondent

CC No.2456 /2007

Present:
Shri Madan Lal, Complainant, in person.


Shri A.K.Jain, XEN-cum-PIO on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 14.2.2008 in which it was directed that the PIO will present in person alongwith the affidavit on the next date of hearing.

2.

The PIO states that it is very record pertaining to the year 1977, 1978 and 1979. The record is thirty years old; there is nothing in the record and the record of pay vouchers is damaged during floods.

3.

The Complainant could not produce his appointment letter as Chowkidar-cum-Mali and other documents.

4.

Since the record is very old, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kirpal Singh Gill,

# 2, Vikas Vihar,

Civil Lines, Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Patiala.





Respondent

CC No. 1942 /2007

Present:
Shri Kirpal Singh Gill Complainant, in person.
Shri D.K.Chopra,SDO-cum-PIO and Shri Rajesh Choudhry, Supdt- cum-APIOm on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 13.3.2008 in which it was directed that the PIO will attend the proceedings in person along with the requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant.

2.

 The Respondent states that the Complainant may be asked to inspect the record of SCO No.10 in the instant case on any working day. On mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that the Complainant will visit the office of APIO Shri Rajesh Choudhary on 8.4.2008 at 1100 hrs. The  PIO will make full arrangements and collect the record relating to the instant case from his Branch or from any other Branch of the office on the said date and time. The Complainant will inspect the record and identify the documents, required by him.  The Respondent will ensure that the record, identified by the Complainant , is provided  to him, duly authenticated. The Respondent further states that
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 Improvement Trust vide its order dated 27.2.2008 has issued separate order for appointment of PIO of Improvement Trust, Patiala.
3.

 It is also directed that the PIO will satisfy the Complainant and supply the information as per his demand dated 27.8.2007. The Complainant submits a calculation sheet prepared by him in respect of Plot Nos. 9 & 10  for the years 1995-96, which is taken on record.  The Complainant states that the calculations made by him and by the Department are different. It is therefore directed that the PIO will clarify and explain which calculations are correct. It is also directed that the PIO will supply the copies of Government Notifications issued from time to time for levying non-construction charges for the residential and commercial buildings  relating to the Improvement Trusts in the State of Punjab.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.4.2008.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Pal Singh Sohi,

VPO: Kainaur,Tehsil: Chamkaur Sahib, 

District:  Ropar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I (S), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.2276 /2007

Present:
Shri Baldev Sahai on behalf of Complainant.



Shri Vimal Dev, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Baldev Sahai, representative of the Complainant states that the Complainant has made a request that he is unable to attend the proceedings of  Court today. He further states that the Complainant has authorized him  to attend the Court on his behalf. He pleads that some more time be given. 

2.

The Respondent states that the case has been transferred to the District Education Officer, Ropar to get the information from the concerned aided School, i.e. Khalsa Senior Secondary School, Ropar. The Respondent further states that the D.E.O. has asked the Principal of the Khalsa Senior Secondary School, Ropar to supply the information within a period of fifteen days. The representative of the DPI (SE) on behalf of the Respondent states that in the
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 Aided Schools, PIOs/APIOs  have been appointed by the Punjab Government 

vide its letter No.17/23-05 Grants-1(1), dated 7.5.2007. It is ordered that the PIO of the Khalsa Senior Secondary School be directed to attend the proceedings  in person on the next date of hearing.  It is also directed that the information relating to the School, in the instant case,  be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.4.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  J. K. Sharma, 


S/o Shri C.L. Sharma,

# 200, Jamalpur Colony, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


Respondent

CC No.1520/2007

Present:
Shri  J. K. Sharma, Complainant, in person and Shri G. S. Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO and Shri Boota Singh Gill, Manager(Personnel), office of PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the compensation of Rs. 700/-(Rs. Seven hundred only), as ordered by the Commission, on the last date of hearing on 14.02.2008, has been paid to the Complainant through Demand Draft No. 707463 dated 7.3.2008,  drawn on Punjab National Bank, Chandigarh.

3.

The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant makes a written submission for the consideration of the Commission, which is taken on the case file of the Commission, and one copy is handed over to the Respondent. 

4.

It is noted that the points raised by the Advocate in the written submission have already been considered. The case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of  orders issued on 14.2.2008. 

5.

Since the information stands provided and the orders issued on 14.2.2008 stand complied with, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. B. Malhotra,

Kothi No. 569, Phase-2, Mohali.





Appellant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

AC No. 418/2007

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Darshan Kumar, Section Officer and Shri B.K.Garg, Dealing Assistant, office of PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant, vide his letter dated 24.3.2008,  has prayed that he,  being old and ill, is not in a position to join the hearing on 25.3.2008, and as such,  the case may be adjudicated in his absence  and the order, as may be passed in the matter, may be communicated to him.

2.

The Respondent states that the detailed information, as per the orders of the Commission passed on 14.2.2008, has been prepared and put up to the competent authority for approval, and as such he requests for some more time for supplying the requisite information to the Appellant. 

3.

The request of the Respondent is accepted and the case is fixed for further hearing on 29.4.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  




Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ved Raj Bhagat,

105, Gurjit Nagar, Jalandhar-144022.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Technical Education


and Industrial Training, 

Plot No. 1, Sector: 36-A, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.2000/2007

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

ORDER

1.

The Complainant, vide his letter dated 8.3.2008, which has been received in the Commission Office on 25.3.2008, has intimated that he is unable to attend the proceedings  today i.e. 25.3.2008 as  he is suffering from Chronic Allergic Bronchial Asthma & Prostate Gland problem. He has further submitted that he attended the office of Director, Technical Education and Industrial Training Punjab on 26.2.2008 from 12.00 Noon to 4.30 P.M., as per the directions of the Commission, but the required documents were not provided to him. 

2.

The PIO vide his Memo. No. IT/RIT Act/05/6664-T dated 20.3.2008 has intimated that the concerned record as per the original  demand of the Complainant was shown to the Complainant by the concerned dealing  Assistant for inspection/identification but the Complainant did not identify any document. Rather he used unparliamentary language with the officials. The PIO  has further submitted that concerned documents as per his original demand had been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 6444-T dated 18.3.2008 by registered post. In the last he has requested that the case may be disposed of.  All these facts have been reiterated by the APIO today in the Court. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.4.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Singh, Editor,

Taja Masale – Punjabi Weekly Newspaper,

Opposite Channan Devi School,

G.T.Road, Salem Tabri, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o S. D. M. (East), Ludhiana.





Respondent

CC No. 795 /2007

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri  Priyank Bharti, IAS,  A.D.C. Ludhiana, Shri Jagwinderjit Singh Grewal, SDM Batala, the then SDM East  Ludhiana and Shri Amit Mehta, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Jagwinderjit Singh Grewal.

ORDER

1.

Heard Shri Priyank Bharti, IAS, A.D.C., Ludhiana, Shri Jagwinderjit Singh, SDM Batala   and Shri Amit Mehta, Advocate. 


2.

The Judgement is reserved. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development) Ludhiana. 

                      Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                        Surinder Singh

Dated:  25.3. 2008



  State Information Commissioner

