STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shivcharan Singh, 

H.No. 305, Type-IV, Nuhon Colony,

P.O. Ghanauli, GGSSTP, Ropar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer(East), GGSSTP, Ropar.



Respondent

CC No. 666 /2008

Present:
Shri  Shivcharan Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Jagdish Sandhu, Senior XEN-cum-APIO, Thermal Plant, Ropar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 1020 dated 31.3.2008 by registered post, which has been received by the Complainant, who confirms it in the Court today. He further states that the Complainant has paid the necessary charges to the PIO. The Complainant states that though he has received the information but it is incomplete and some papers are not legible. 

2.

On mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that the Complainant will  submit his observations/comments/deficiencies  to the PIO on the information supplied to him by 31.5.2008 and then will  visit the office of PIO on 4.6.2008 at 10.30 A.M. to  inspect/identify the requisite  record. The
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 PIO will make necessary arrangements for the inspection of record by the Complainant. He will collect  all the relevant  record in his office as per the demand of the Complainant  from all the concerned Branches. The Complainant will inspect the relevant record and will identify the requisite information/documents as per his demand dated 7.2.2008. The PIO will supply the information/documents duly authenticated to the Complainant on the spot. After receiving the requisite information/documents, the Complainant will give in writing that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. 

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 10.6.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,

District: Hoshiarpur.







Appellant





Vs

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

Hoshiapur.








Respondent
AC No. 155/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Satinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent-PIO makes a written submission in the instant case, which is taken on record.  It is directed that one copy of this written submission be sent to the Appellant by registered post. The PIO states that the Appellant does not collect the requisite information personally though in his application he has written that the information be supplied in person. He further states that since the information in the instant case stands supplied, the case may be closed.

2.

Since the Appellant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case, if he so desires.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 8.7.2008.   
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avtar Singh,

H.No. 12, Friends Colony,

Dera Road, Batala, 

District: Gurdaspur.







Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 316/2008
Present:
 None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Jagdish Chand, General Manager-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was fixed for today for the confirmation of compliance of orders dated 15.4.2008.

2.

The APIO states that the information running into 100(hundred) pages has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. PSIEC/RTI/2320 dated 21.5.2008 by registered post. He further states that the Complainant has refused to pay balance charges amounting to Rs. 80/-(Eighty). It is directed that since the information has been supplied late, this amount of Rs. 80/- be not recovered from the Complainant. 

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: 29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagsir Singh,

V.P.O. Jhanduke,

Tehsil: Sardulgarh, District: Mansa.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer Irrigation,

Sector: 18, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.701/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Shri Labh                    Singh Longia, Senior Assistant, Head Office  and Shri Sat Pal Sharma, Superintendent, Mansa Division, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Notice of Hearing  sent to the Complainant has been received back in the Commission Office due to incomplete address. It is directed that today’s order be sent to the Complainant at the proper address. 

2.

The Representative of Chief Engineer Office states that the requisite information as per the demand of the Complainant is available with the Executive Engineers under the jurisdiction of Superintending Engineer, I.B. Circle, Patiala. He submits a copy of a letter No. 4492 dated 31.3.2008 which has been endorsed to Superintending Engineer, I.B. Circle Patiala by Chief Engineer Irrigation, Chandigarh, asking him to supply the requisite information to the Complainant through  concerned PIO of his Circle. 
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3.

It is directed that the Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Tawan, Irrigation Department, Chandigarh will collect the information from the concerned Divisions/Sub Divisions and supply to the Complainant within a period of one month.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 3.7.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nachhattar Singh Rathi,

Secretary General,

 Public Welfare of Anti-corruption Society(Regd.),

Near Bus Stand,  Mansa.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Welfare Officer, Mansa.




Respondent

CC No.722/2008

Present:
Shri Nachhattar Singh Rathi, Complainant, in person.

Shri Kuldip Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer Mansa, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Kuldip Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Mansa states that  the requisite information will be  submitted to the Complainant  within a period of one month. Thus he pleads that the case may be adjourned.

3.

The Complainant states that inspite of visiting  the offices of Tehsil Welfare Officer and District  Welfare Officer a number of times,  no action has been taken, though a period of three months has passed. He pleads that necessary action may be taken against the PIO as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 and he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him for not getting the information till date.

4.

It is directed that the PIO of the office of District Welfare Officer, 
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Mansa will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information and an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in supplying the information to the Complainant and also the reasons as to why compensation be not given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.

5.

To come up on 3.7.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naveen Jairth, Advocate,

District Courts, Hoshiarpur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

(Regional Office), Phagwara Road,

Hoshiarpur.








Respondent

CC No. 676/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Kulwant Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Shri Avtar Singh, SDO-cum-APIO, Shri Kulraj Rai, Law Officer, Zonal Office, Jalandhar,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent-PIO states that the information in the instant case has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 1387 dated 28.4.2008 by registered post, which has been received by the Complainant. He further states that the Complainant has submitted various observations/comments on the information supplied to him, which have been received in his office on 14.5.2008. 

2.

The PIO informs the Commission that a court case regarding the instant case  is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and the Complainant wants to know the details in  the form of ‘Yes’ or ‘No”,  which can affect the outcome of the  court case. Thus, he pleads that the Complainant may 
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be directed to ask for some specific information in the instant case.

3.

The Complainant is accordingly directed to ask for specific information in the instant case as per his demand dated 11.2.2008.

4.

The case is fixed for   further hearing on 8.7.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,
District: Hoshiarpur.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 154/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission to the Commission. It is directed that one copy of this written submission be sent to the Appellant by registered post.  The Respondent further states that exactly similar cases are already pending before the Commission, which were heard on 27.5.2008 and the judgement was reserved. He thus pleads that the instant case, being identical, may be  disposed of. 

2.

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

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 8.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,
District: Hoshiarpur.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 156/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission to the Commission. It is directed that one copy of this written submission be sent to the Appellant by registered post.  The Respondent further states that exactly similar cases are already pending before the Commission, which were heard on 27.5.2008 and the judgement was reserved. He thus pleads that the instant case, being identical, may be  disposed of. 

2.

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

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 8.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,
District: Hoshiarpur.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 157/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission to the Commission. It is directed that one copy of this written submission be sent to the Appellant by registered post.  The Respondent further states that exactly similar cases are already pending before the Commission, which were heard on 27.5.2008 and the judgement was reserved. He thus pleads that the instant case, being identical, may be  disposed of. 

2.

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

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 8.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,
District: Hoshiarpur.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 158/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission to the Commission. It is directed that one copy of this written submission be sent to the Appellant by registered post.  The Respondent further states that exactly similar cases are already pending before the Commission, which were heard on 27.5.2008 and the judgement was reserved. He thus pleads that the instant case, being identical, may be  disposed of. 

2.

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

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 8.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,
District: Hoshiarpur.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 159/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission to the Commission. It is directed that one copy of this written submission be sent to the Appellant by registered post.  The Respondent further states that exactly similar cases are already pending before the Commission, which were heard on 27.5.2008 and the judgement was reserved. He thus pleads that the instant case, being identical, may be  disposed of. 

2.

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

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 8.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya,
District: Hoshiarpur.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,

Punjab, SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.


Respondent

AC No. 160/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission to the Commission. It is directed that one copy of this written submission be sent to the Appellant by registered post.  The Respondent further states that exactly similar cases are already pending before the Commission, which were heard on 27.5.2008 and the judgement was reserved. He thus pleads that the instant case, being identical, may be disposed of. 

2.

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

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 8.7.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated:  29.05.2008
            

       State Information Commissioner

