STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Singh Dhillon,

S/o Sh. Chanan Singh Dhillon,

61, Ranjit Pura, G.T.Road Opposite Japani Mill,

Chheharta, Amritsar.






Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. XEN, T.L.S.C. Division, PSEB,

Shakti Sadan, G.T.Road Jalandhar.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Engineer-in-Chief, T/L Design,

Dte. Transmission, B-2, Shakti Vihar, PSEB,Patiala.

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.D.O., PSEB, T.L.S.C., Mall Mandi,

G.T.Road, Amritsar.







Respondents
AC No.228/2007

ORDER

Order on Imposition of Penalty/Compensation 

            Reserved on 09-10-2007

       Order pronounced in open Court on 06-11-2007.

1.

In so far supply of information is concerned, the case was disposed of on 9.10.2007 when it was deduced that information as sought by the Appellant had been provided to him. However, we had reserved our orders for imposition of penalty and grant of compensation, if any, for the delay in supply of information and the detriment suffered by the Appellant.

 

2. 

The case relates to supply of information pertaining to 220 K.V Khasa – Bala Chak power line. The initial identical request was made on 
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21.5.2007  to  three  Respondents. The response was sent to the Appellant on

 31.5.2007. Finding it insufficient, the Appellant filed an appeal on 14.7.2007.
3.

The case was heard on 6.9.2007 and 9.10.2007. During proceedings, we have observed that all available relevant information has been supplied to the Appellant. There has been no deliberate delay/denial of information. In fact, the Respondent has been prompt in responding to the requirements of the Appellant.

4.

Keeping in view the foregoing, we are of the view that no penalty in terms of Section 20  of the RTI Act  2005  be imposed on the Respondent and no compensation be awarded to the Appellant.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 06.11.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Santosh Rana,

Widow of Late Shri Dharam Singh Rana,

H.No. 1529, PSIEC Employees Cooperative 

House Building 1st Society Ltd., Sector:51-B,Chandigarh.

Complainant







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

Udyog Bhawan, sector:17, Chandigarh.




Respondent
CC No.725/2007

ORDER

      Order on Imposition of Penalty/Compensation 

           Reserved on 09-10-2007

       Order pronounced in open Court on 06-11-2007.

1.

As far as delivery of information demanded by the Complainant is concerned, the case was disposed of on 9.10.2007 when it was deduced that information as sought by the Complainant had been provided to her. However, we had reserved our orders for imposition of penalty and grant of compensation, if any, for the delay in supply of information and the detriment suffered by the Complainant.

2.

On perusal of the documents we discern that the Complainant had applied to PSIEC, wherein she had been employed as a Clerk consequent to the death of her husband, vide her letter dated 14.3.2007 to know the reasons for abnormal delay in her reinstatement.

3.

We  observe  that  the  Respondent  has  been  providing  all 
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relevant information to the Complainant as has been available. In fact the initial

response has been sent to her vide Respondent’s registered letter No. PSIEC/A-2/2069,  dated 10.5.2007. 

4.

The case has been heard on a number of occasions on 24.5.2007, 28.6.2007, 31.7.2007, 11.9.2007, 27.9.2007 and 9.10.2007. These proceedings were held basically to provide the Complainant with additional or linked requirements. We also observe that there has been no deliberate delay in supplying information to the Complainant. In fact, the Respondent has been cooperating on   various occasions and has assured the Complainant to visit the office of the PIO to collect any additional information, as and when required.

5.

Keeping in view the foregoing, we are of the view that no penalty in terms of Section 20  of the RTI Act  2005  be imposed on the Respondent nor is this a fit case for award of  any compensation.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-









Surinder Singh

        





State Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.



   Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 06.11.2007



   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB`
SCO 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh

Sh. Lokesh Khanna, 

# 534/14, Park Street, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.



…………………….. Complainant 






V/s 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana 




…………
…………… Respondent
CC No. 719 of 2007

ORDER

Orders reserved on 11.10.2007

Order pronounced in open Court on 06.11.2007

1.
       Lastly, this case was heard  on 11.10.207 and judgment was reserved. 

2. The pivotal question falling for decision in this case is whether the Ludhiana District Cricket Association (LDCA)  is a Public Authority within the meaning of 
Section 2 (h) RTI Act 2005. 

3. On 22.01.2007, the Complainant Sh. Lokesh Khanna made an application to the PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana purporting to be under the RTI Act 2005,  seeking information on certain matters pertaining to the Ludhiana District Cricket Association. Subsequently on 27.04.2007, the Complainant sent a communication to the Commission titled as Complaint  u/s 18 (1) ( c )  RTI Act 2005, alleging that information as requested by him has not been provided and praying for the levy of penalty upon the Respondent on account of his failure to supply the information. 

4. During the course of hearing of the instant Complaint, a plea has been taken on behalf of the  LDCA  that it is a society registered under The Societies Registration Act  1860 and that it is not in any manner funded or controlled by the Appropriate Government. It is further submitted that merely because a body is
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 registered under the Societies Registration Act 1860 does not tantamount to its having been established by or under any law made by the Legislature. In this premise, it is contended that the LDCA is not a Public Authority and the RTI Act 2005 has no applicability to it. 
5. The term Public Authority is defined by Section (2) (h) RTI Act 2005. Section (2) (h) reads as under  :- 
“ S. 2(h) “ Public Authority” means any authority or body or institution of self-government established or constituted:-  
      
a) by or under the Constitution:  

b) by any other law made by Parliament; 
c) by any other law made by State Legislature; 
d) by notification issued or order made by the Appropriate Government, and includes any- 
e) body owned, controlled or substantially financed; 
f) non-Government Organisation substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the Appropriate Government. “ 
6.      Reading of the definition of Public Authority in the RTI Act 2005 makes it abundantly clear that for an Authority to  be a Public Authority it has to be either an Authority established/constituted by/under the Constitution of India/ a Legislative Enactment or be an Authority which is owned/controlled/substantially financed by the Appropriate Government. As far as registration of a body under the Societies Registration Act 2005 is concerned, it is trite that such registration does not amount to the body being established or constituted under the said Act. Now, what needs to be looked into is whether LDCA is owned /controlled/
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 owned/controlled/substantially financed by the Appropriate Government. We have perused the Memorandum Association of the LDCA. There is nothing in the said Memorandum to even remotely suggest that the Appropriate Government exercises any control over the LDCA. There is also nothing in the Memorandum indicating that  the LDCA is being financed substantially or otherwise by the Government. The Complainant has not brought on record any material to lay the factual foundation for the plea that the LDCA satisfies the ingredients required by law for it to be a Public Authority within the meaning of Section (2) (h) of RTI Act 2005.  

7.    In view of the foregoing, we hold that the LDCA is not a Public Authority and therefore, the RTI Act 2005 is not applicable to it. Resultantly, the instant Complaint is dismissed being not maintainable. 

Sd/-

   Surinder Singh 

: 





State  Information Commissioner 

Chandigarh 






Sd/-
Dated
6.11.2007




Lt. Gen. P.K Grover

State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Baljit Kaur,

# 432, Sector: 56, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No. 744 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Shamsher Singh, on behalf of the  Complainant.

Smt. Santosh Bhatia, State Mass Media Information Officer-cum-PIO, and Shri Narinder Mohan, Superintendent, RTI , O/O Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant states that the information relating to Paras 2 & 3 has been supplied to him. He further requests that photo copies of the affidavits submitted by the Respondent to the Commission be handed over to him. Accordingly, it is directed that the Respondent will supply photo copies of the affidavits to the Complainant within a period of one week. However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again in case the information is not provided to him by 13.11.2007 by the Respondent.

2.

The explanation submitted by the Respondent  through affidavit for the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant has been perused and I am fully satisfied with it. 

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: 06.11.2007



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Dwarka Dass Bawa,

President, District Consumer Protection Council,

Vishawkarma Chowk, Gill Road, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Unit-II, Haibowal, Ludhiana.





Respondent

CC No.1115/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Gurdial Singh,SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent present on behalf of the PIO is not well versed with the case. Therefore, PIO is directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing and submit an affidavit explaining as to why penalty not be imposed on him for not supplying the information to the Complainant so far and not attending the proceedings of the Commission on 28.8.2007 and 4.10.2007. 

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 6.12.2007. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh




Surinder Singh

Dated: 6.11.2007


        State Information Commissioner



Shri Dwarka Dass Bawa, the  Complainant,  reaches the office of the Commission at 11.15 A.M. after the hearing of the case. He requests that the case be fixed for 18.12.2007 instead of 6.12.2007 as he would not be able to attend the proceedings on 6.12.2007 due to certain domestic problems. Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 18.12.2007 instead of 6.12.2007.








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




Surinder Singh

Dated: 6.11.2007


        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kidar Nath,

# 22, Block-B, Defence Enclave,

Patiala Road, Zirakpur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Principal Secretary Education(Schools),

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.804/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent submits documents containing noting portion, office orders issued etc. (as a sample) referred to  Sr. No. ‘C’ of the original application of the Complainant dated 3.3.2007 as was  directed on the last date of hearing on 23.10.2007, which are taken on record. He further states that the balance information has been delivered to the Complainant. 


2.

The Complainant is not present. Therefore, it is presumed that he has received the complete information and is satisfied.

3.

Therefore, the  case is disposed of. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated : 06.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner



Shri Kidar Nath, Complainant, arrives the Commission Office at 12.45 P.M. after the hearing of the case. He requests for photo-copies of his ACRs and the information regarding GIS statements as demanded by him at Para 3(O) of his application dated 3.3.2007. Respondent is directed to provide photocopies of ACRs for the last 5 years and information regarding GIS statements to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission.










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated : 06.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Balvir Singh, Turner Instructor,

# 349, Street No. 3, Dashmesh Nagarh,

Dagana Road, Hoshiarpur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-

Additional Director, Industrial Training,

Punjab, Sector:36, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No.1509/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Balvir Singh, Complainant,   in person.

Shri Harpal Singh, SPIO and Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, O/O Director Technical Education, Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 23.10.2007 it was directed that the Respondent will bring the ACRs of Shri Balvir Singh, Complainant, in a sealed cover for perusal by the Commission. Accordingly, SPIO submits ACRs of Shri Balvir Singh in a sealed envelope which is opened in front of both the parties. I observe that there is no cutting/over-writing/tampering in the ACRs of the Complainant for the years 2001-2002, 2003-2004 and 2004-2005.

2.

As the Full Bench has decided on 5.11.2007 in a separate case that photo copies of the ACRs of the Complainant/Appellant can be delivered to him/her, it is directed that photo copies of ACRs for  the years 2001-2002,2003-2004 and 2004-2005 be delivered to Shri Balvir Singh, Complainant within a period of 15 days.

3.

The Complainant further states that he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him due to  delay in the supply of  the information .The
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 Respondent states that  the information has not  been delayed intentionally. He assures the Commission that in future every possible effort will be made to supply the information to the individual within stipulated time frame as enshrined in the RTI Act,2005. I am satisfied with the explanation submitted by the Respondent.  

 

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



 





Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh




Surinder Singh
Dated: 06.11.2007       


 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 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, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.1368/2007

REVISED ORDER

Present:
Shri D.V.Kohli,  Complainant,  in person.

Shri J.S.Randhawa, Deputy General Manager-cum-PIO and Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant makes a written submission, which is taken on record and a copy of the same  is handed over to the Respondent in my presence.

2.

Heard both the parties. With the mutual consent of both the parties it is directed that the Complainant will visit the office of PIO for inspection/identification of the requisite record/documents on 16.11.2007 at 11.00 A.M. After inspection/identification, requisite documents will be supplied to the Complainant by the PIO free of cost. In case any information is  not available on record then the PIO will submit an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing and an authenticated  copy of the affidavit will be handed over to the Complainant. 

 

3.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 27.12.2007.

 4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.                                         
       Surinder Singh 


Dated: 06.11.2007



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  V.K. Goswami,

# 1269, Sector: 22-B, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.1269/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  V.K. Goswami, Complainant , in person.

Shri J.S.Randhawa, Deputy General Manager-cum-PIO and Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.           

1.

On the last date of hearing on 20.9.2007 it was directed that the Respondent will supply the requisite information to the Complainant  when the General Manager(Finance) joins of the office after availing Ex-India leave. The Respondent submits that though the  General Manager (Finance) has joined the office in the first week of October,2007 but the information could not be supplied as the whole office remained busy in filing the income-tax returns. He further requests for additional time for supplying the requisite information to the Complainant. 

 

2.

While accepting the request of the Respondent, case is fixed for further hearing on 27.11.2007 with the clear directions that no further extension in time  will be granted and  requisite information, complete in all respects, will be supplied to the Complainant by the Respondent. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









        Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh,

22, Flower Dale Colony,

Barewal Road, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

RWS Division, Hoshiarpur.






Respondent

CC No.1106/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jaswinder Singh, Complainant,  in person.



Shri Amarjit Singh, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 4.10.2007 we had directed the following:

(a)
The Complainant will go over the information supplied to him now and submit his observations by 15.10.2007 to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission.  

(b)
The PIO will be personally present on the next date of hearing and will submit an affidavit showing cause as to why only a part of information was provided to the Complainant earlier  and now additional information is being provided. PIO will also explain as to why authenticated photo copies of information have not been supplied to the Complainant.

(c)
Once again the PIO will submit an affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing the information and as to why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him..

2.

Shri Amarjit Singh, SDO-cum-APIO, who is present on behalf of the
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 Respondent brings to the notice of the Commission that Shri Soma Chumber, XEN-PIO is sitting in his car downstairs as he cannot climb the stairs due to fracture in his legs. He submits an affidavit running into 48 pages from the PIO, as was directed on the last date of hearing, and a copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant in my presence. It is directed that the Complainant will go over the information supplied to him and will submit his observations/comments on the information supplied to him by 27.11.2007 to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The PIO will submit his response to the observations/comments  of the Complainant to him with a copy to the Commission by 13.12.2007.

3.

The Complainant states that the information has already been delayed and action may be taken against the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act,2005 for imposing penalty and compensation be given to him for the detriment suffered by him .

4.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 20.12.2007. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









        Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.11.2007
    


    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Fateh Singh,

# 123, Street No. 8,

Hari Krishan Nagar, New Shimla Puri,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Director Planning-III,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.




Respondent

CC No.902/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Rajinder Singh, Law Officer-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent makes a written submission dated 31.10.2007 addressed to the Chief Engineer, which is taken on record.  He requests for more time to provide information to the Complainant  as he is seeking some clarification from the concerned Section of the PSEB.  

 

2.

The request of the Respondent is accepted and the  case is fixed for further hearing on 27.12.2007. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








        Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.



Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.11.2007


        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Singh,

S/O Shri Hansa Singh,

Village: Chugh Lal Singh,

P.O. Bhaike Bodla, Tehsil: Fazilka,

District: Ferozepur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions(E), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






Respondent
CC No.801/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Pushpinder Kumar, DEO(EE) Ferozepur-cum-PIO, Shri Naresh Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO , Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO and Shri Amar Lal, Clerk, office of Tehsildar Fazilka, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 22/25.10.2007 has intimated to the Commission that he does not want the information and so the case may be closed. Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

2.

I am dismayed to notice that Tehsildar Fazilka is not present nor any affidavit has been submitted despite the clear instructions of the Commission on the last date of hearing on 9.10.2007. Therefore, it is directed that he will appear in person on 22.11.2007 alongwith an affidavit explaining as  to why penalty not be imposed on him for disobeying the orders of the Commission. 

3.

To come up on 22.11.2007 wherein only  Tehsildar Fazilka will be present alongwith an affidavit. Other parties are not supposed to be present. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









      Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  K.K.Vashisht, S.E.(Retd.),

# 1735, Phase: 3-B-2, Mohali-160059.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, PWD(B&R) Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

AC No.227/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri K.K.Vashisht, Appellant, in person.

Shri Rajiv Sood, Superintendent-cum-PIO and Shri Harchand Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

As per the directions of the Commission on the last date of hearing on 9.10.2007, PIO is present alongwith some documents running into 10 pages which are handed over  to the Appellant in my presence. 

3.

The PIO states that two files relating to the instant case are not available in the record. He further states that he has requested the Personnel Department to depute Shri Jagdish Kumar, Senior Assistant , who was earlier posted in the B&R-1 Branch, to trace the files. It is therefore directed that Secretary, PWD(B&R) will take action and file an FIR against the officers/officials responsible for misplacing of the files and will order an Inquiry. The Inquiry Report will be submitted to the Commission within a period of 2 months.

4.

The PIO will submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing regarding non-availability of the requisite information on the record. The Appellant  will deposit Rs. 108/- as the balance charges for the documents already supplied to him in the Head mentioned in the letter dated 6.11.2007. No fee is to be charged for the documents supplied today. Action as per the orders dated 9.10.2007 will be taken later on after the affidavit is submitted by the PIO.

5.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 27.12.2007. 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








          Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.11.2007



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Er. Jarnail Singh Dhillon,President,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & 

Technology Teachers Association,

Dabwali Road, Bathinda.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Technical Education & 

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


Respondent

AC No. 168/2007

ORDER

Present:
Dr. Sanjeev Aggarwal, on behalf of the Appellant.



Ms. Sangeeta Goyal, Deputy Director-cum-PIO.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the information, as had been demanded by the Appellant in his  two applications No. GZSCETTA/06-07/49 and No. GZSCETTA/06-07/50 dated 9.3.2007, stands supplied by the Principal, Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology , Bathinda. Some documents relating to noting portion in respect of Dr. Savina Bansal have been handed over to the Appellant in my presence today.  The Appellant further states that the entire information relating to Dr. Savina  Bansal has been received by him and he is satisfied and the case may be closed. 

3.

So far as the case of Er. Manjit Bansal is concerned, the Appellant states that  the copies of the noting portion and office order are still required. Therefore it is directed that PIO will get this information from the office of Principal Secretary, Technical Education and deliver it to the Appellant  within a period of 15 days.

4.

Since part of  the information stands provided and for the remaining information, the Respondent-PIO has assured the Commission to supply the same by 22.11.2007,  the case is disposed of.  However, the Appellant is free to approach  the Commission again in case the balance  information is not supplied to him by 22.11.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








       Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kartar Singh,

Mochi Bazar, Dr. Ambedkar Market,

Pani Wali Tanky, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.





Respondent
CC No.728/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Jagtar Singh on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Major Singh, RTI Clerk,on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

On the request of Shri H.S. Deol, District Revenue Officer, Amritsar, who met me .S.Din the office on 3.10.2007, the case was fixed for 6.11.2007. On the last date of hearing on 4.10.2007,  the Complainant was directed to hand over two letters dated 17.1.2006 and 28.4.2006 to Shri H.S.Deol, DRO, Amritsar and it was also directed that DRO, Amritsar will be personally present on the next date of hearing.  The Complainant states that he has handed over the said letters to Shri H.S. Deol personally and one letter running into 4 pages was got diarised   in the office of S.E. Galiara Amritsar on 11.10.2007 against receipt No. 3769-P.  The Respondent submits that he has not received these letters . It is noticed with dismay that such type of working is going on in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar where the letters handed over to a  gazetted officer are not taken care of . The Respondent states that DRO, Amritsar is running temperature and that is  why he is not present today. The Respondent requests for one more opportunity and assures that necessary information will be supplied to the Complainant.  With the mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that the Complainant will visit the office of DRO, Amritsar on 15.11.2007 at 11.00 A.M. for inspection/identification of record and after the inspection/identification requisite information will be supplied to him by the Respondent free of cost.
2.

Case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 13.12.2007, wherein DRO, Amritsar will be personally present alongwith Inquiry Report as was directed on 4.10.2007. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








      Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Satwinder Singh,

S/o Shri Kaka Singh,

Ward No. 12, H.No. 18,

Kurali, District: Mohali.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Revenue Officer, Ropar.




Respondent

CC No.748/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Satwinder Singh,  Complainant, in person.


Ms. Inderjeet Kang, District Revenue Officer Ropar  and Shri Yadav Rai Singh, Steno , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The PIO states that 7 officials have been found guilty in the Inquiry  conducted by the Additional Deputy Commissioner, Ropar. At present  some officials are working  in District  Ropar, some officials are in District Mohali and one official is in the office of FCR. She further states that show-cause notice has been issued to the officials who are working in District Ropar. Deputy Commissioner Mohali and FCR have been requested to issue show-cause notice to the officials working under them. It is directed that Deputy Commission Ropar should issue show-cause notice to all the officials who have been found guilty in the Inquiry.  After examining the  reply to the Show-Cause Notice, FIR be registered against them, if required,  and copy of the FIR be provided to the Complainant.                   

3.

The  case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.





















Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





    Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.11.2007




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,

G.T. Road, Salem Tabri, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate(East), 

Ludhiana.








Respondent

CC No.795 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jagmohan Singh,  Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

This case relates to the information demanded by Shri Jagmohan Singh on 23.1.2007. He has only asked for copies of the  token forms of registries which were registered from 15. 1.2007 to 17.1.2007. The case has been  heard on 7.8.2007, 20.9.2007, 9.10.2007 and 6.11.2007. 

2.

The Respondent-PIO has not attended any proceeding of the Commission in this case.  Only response received has been a  letter from District Election Officer -cum-Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana stating that PIO and APIO of the office of SDM(East) have  been appointed as Returning officer/Assistant Returning Officer for the purpose of Municipal Corporation  Elections which were  held on 8.8.2007, therefore, these two officers could not  be spared to appear in the Honourable Court of the Commission on 7.8.2007. Accordingly, on the request of the Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana, this  case was adjourned to 20.9.2007.  Subsequently, the PIO  has not attended the proceedings of the

 Commission on 20.9.2007, 9.10.2007 and today despite the  clear directions

 issued to him on 9.10.2007, with a copy to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. The instructions issued were:-

(a)
The Respondent PIO will be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information .
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(b)
 He will also submit an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and as to why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.

(c)
 He will also explain through an affidavit reasons of his absence from today's proceedings.


3.

Taking a serious view of utter disregard shown  to the instructions/directions issued by the  Commission and also  for denying information to the Complainant for a period of 10 months by SDM(East), I hereby  impose a penalty of Rs. 25,000/-(Rupees twenty five thousand only) on Shri Jagwinderjit Singh Grewal, SDM(East) Ludhiana under the provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act,2005.  Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana will ensure that amount of penalty is recovered from his salary for the months of November and December, 2007 at the rate of Rs. 12,500/-per month.  A confirmation to this effect will be sent by Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana  to the Commission by 5th January,2008.

4.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 4.12.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the orders of the Commission.





















Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





Surinder Singh


Dated: 06.11.2007



       State  Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri N.K. Sayal,

Sayal Street, Sirhind.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Deputy Commissioner, 

Fatehgarh Sahib.







Respondent

CC No.790/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri N.K.Sayal , Complainant, in person.


Shri K.B.S.Mann, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The PIO has submitted an affidavit as was demanded on the last date of hearing alongwith other documents relating to the instant case. A copy of the same has also been handed over to the Complainant. The Respondent submits that before filing the affidavit he has consulted the then SDM Fatehgarh Sahib, the then Executive Engineer, PWD(B&R) and the  then Assistant Commissioner Grievances of Fatehgarh Sahib. He also submits that they have intimated him that they had been visiting  the work place but they have not recorded any inspection/progress report of the work. He further submits that a separate Inquiry has been conducted by Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust Patiala and Inquiry Report has been sent to the Director Local Government for taking necessary action . 

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: 06.11.2007




State  Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Krishna Devi,

11-Venus Colony, Factory Area,

Patia-147003.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(EE), Patiala.



Respondent

CC No.308/2007

ORDER

Present:
Smt. Krishna Devi , Complainant, in person.


Smt. Harvinder Kaur, DEO(EE) Patiala and Shri Pritpal Singh, Senior Assistant, office of the DEO(EE) Patiala , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

Requisite Information in the instant case has been supplied to the Complainant.  Moreover, the PIO submits an affidavit explaining reasons for her absence on the last date of hearing and  tenders unconditional apology for the same. I am satisfied with the explanation put forth by her. 

3.

The Complainant submits detail of expenditure incurred by her for attending the proceedings of the Commission for pursuing her case, which appears to be on the  higher side.  She has visited 5 times to the office of Commission from Patiala. Taking into consideration the amount of  bus fare from Patiala to Chandigarh,  Respondent -PIO is directed to give  compensation of Rs.500/-( Rupees five hundred only) to the Complainant  by 30.11.2007 for the detriment suffered by her, under intimation  to the Commission.

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.





















Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




          
Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.11.2007




State  Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arun Kumar Malhotra,

MIG-18, Urban Estates,

Phase-1, PHB Colony, Jalandhar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

Bist Doab Division, Jalandhar.





Respondent

CC No.1119/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Arun Kumar Malhotra,  Complainant, in person.


Shri Surinder Pal, Superintendent , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that he has received the complete information and is satisfied.

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: 06.11.2007



State  Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ravinder Kumar Singal,

Jiwan Ashram, Tahli Mohalla, Ferozepur City.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Chief Engineer, RSD, Irrigation Works Punjab,

Shahpur Kandi Township, District: Gurdaspur.



Respondent

CC No. 395/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Ravinder Kumar  Singal , Complainant,  in person.



Shri  H.S.Virdi, XEN, RSD, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

One draft for Rs. 1382/- has been returned  to the Commission by the Complainant, which is handed over to the Respondent and receipt taken thereof. The Respondent states that the information relating to Paras (a) and (b) has been sent to the Complainant by  registered  post. The Complainant states that he has not received this as yet. It is directed that the Respondent will hand over a photo copy of the same to the Complainant today. The Complainant further states that information relating to point ‘C’ is fabricated, false and incorrect and he has made submission to Shri S.K.Diwan, Registrar-cum-PIO , a copy of which is submitted to the Commission today.  He is satisfied with the information supplied to him by Shri H.S.Virdi, XEN. It is directed that the remaining information relating to points ‘a’ and ‘b’ will be supplied to him within a period of one month by the Respondent. 

3.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 18.12.2007. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.11.2007



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh Saggu,

T-4/17, Ranjit Sagar Dam Project Staff Colony,

Shahpur Kandi Township, District:n Gurdaspur.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o
Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division, RSD, 

Shahpur Kandi Township.






Respondent

CC No.1407/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Narinder Singh Saggu, Complainant,   in person.

Shri S.K. Sharma, XEN,  Shri Chander Kant, A.E. and Shri Himat Rai, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant states that he has received the complete information and is satisfied. 

 

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: 06.11.2007



    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh Saggu,

T-4/17, Ranjit Sagar Dam Project Staff Colony,

Shahpur Kandi Township, District:n Gurdaspur.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o
Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division, RSD, 

Shahpur Kandi Township.






Respondent

CC No.1408/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Narinder Singh Saggu, Complainant,   in person.

Shri S.K. Sharma, XEN,  Shri Chander Kant, A.E. and Shri Himat Rai, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant states that he has received the complete information and is satisfied. 

 

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: 06.11.2007



    State Information Commissioner

