STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Harjeet Singh, 

183, A/61-A,

Main Bhagu Road,

Bathinda (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Eye Care Society (Regd.),

Bathinda (Pb.).





…… Respondent



       CC – 1234 of  2008 in MR – 38 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Harjeet Singh, Complainant in person.
Sh. Swatantar Gupta, Member, Eye Care Society (Regd.), Bathinda and Sh. Dev Raj Garg, Joint Secretary, Eye Care Society (Regd.), Bathinda.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 05.06.2008, it was directed that the notice be issued to the respondent to discern the status under the provisions of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act and provide response to the submission made by the complainant.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the respondent confirms that Eye Care Society, Bathinda, is a public authority.  The respondent vide his letter dated 26.06.2008, has intimated that the complainant had been informed vide his letter dated 28.10.2007 that  the complainant should deposit the requisite fee for obtaining information.   The respondent submits a photo copy of his letter dated 28.10.2007 alongwith a photo copy of the envelope showing that the letter had been sent through registered post to the complainant.  On the reverse of the envelope, it is stated by the postal authorities “Not found in my Beat No. 15 after try and try not known. Beat No. 20. Try PM 4. Sd/- 31.10.2007. Not know. 4 . Try PM 15. Sd/- 1.11.07., Sd/- 2.11.07”.

3.

The complainant states that he had issued a notice vide his letter dated 5.11.2007 to the respondent that he was approaching the State Information Commission since the information has not been provided.  Both the letters are taken on record.
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4.

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that the complainant will obtain  information  on  payment of requisite fee since the respondent had initiated action as per the provisions of the RTI Act.  The information will be provided to the complainant within ten working days by speed post as has been requested by the complainant.  

5.

To come up on 7.8.2008 at 2.00 PM for compliance of order.
6.

Announced  in  the  hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Gurinder Singh, Namberdar,

V&PO: Sanaur,

Distt. Patiala (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Distt. Patiala (Pb.).





…… Respondent





CC – 944 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Gurinder Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1.

The case relates to seeking service particulars of an employee of PSEB.  Initial request was made on 29.3.2008 and on not getting any response, the complaint was filed with the Commission on 9.5.2008. 

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the respondent is willing to provide information and accordingly it is directed that the requisite information, if not exempt under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, will be provided by 15.7.2008 by registered post to the complainant.

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 5.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.
4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Sewa Ram S/o Sh. Amar Nath,

Vill & P.O. Shikar Massian,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur (Pb.).




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sub Divisional Officer,

Pb. State Electricity Board, 

Dera Baba Nanak Sub Division, 

Dera Baba Nanak,

Distt. Gurdaspur (Pb.).




…… Respondent





CC – 946 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sewa Ram, Complainant in person.
Sh. Kuldip Singh, UDC, O/O SDIO, PSEB, Dera Baba Nanak Sub Div., Dera Baba Nanak, Distt. Gurdaspur.

1.

The case relates to seeking a copy of service record of the complainant.  Initial request was made on 24.3.2008 and on not getting any response, the complainant filed a complaint which was received in the office of the Commission on 13.5.2008. 

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that the information will be sent to the complainant by 20.7.2008 by registered post.  Accordingly, it is directed that the information be sent free of cost to the complainant by 20.7.2008.

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 5.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.
4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

# 788/1, Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Hoshiarpur.






…… Respondent





CC – 972 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking information on a service matter.  Initial request having three items was sent on 27.02.2008.  The respondent vide Memo. No. 9058 dated 18.03.2008 informed the complainant that “information sought by you is purely 3rd party information and thus this information can not be supplied to you without giving opportunity of personal hearing to the said 3rd parties.  Thus your application is hereby declined and your Bank Draft is returned herewith.”  The complainant, thus, filed a complaint with the Commission on 29.04.2008.
2.

A FAX message has been received from the respondent stating that “due to some urgent official work (Meeting with Chief Engineer/DS (North), Jalandhar), it is not possible to attend State Information Commission on 8.7.2008.  It is requested to adjourn the case.” 
3.

The complainant states that he has not received any information so far.

4.

On the next date of hearing, the respondent PIO will be personally present and will explain as to why APIO or any other person was not detailed to attend the proceedings.  He will also be prepared to argue the reasons for the denial of information.
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5.

To come up on 5.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.

6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Chairman, PSEB, Patiala, for taking necessary cognizance of the absence of the PIO or his representative  from the proceedings held today.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

# 788/1, Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Hoshiarpur.






…… Respondent





CC – 527 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

A FAX message has been received from the respondent stating that “due to some urgent official work (Meeting with Chief Engineer/DS (North), Jalandhar), it is not possible to attend State Information Commission on 8.7.2008.  It is requested to adjourn the case.”  It is not understood as to why APIO/any other person was not nominated to attend the proceedings.  Also so far neither the Commission nor the complainant has received any additional information/submission.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO will be personally present to progress the case.  

2.

The complainant states that he had submitted the documents on 27.06.2008 as had been directed vide Para 4 of Order dated 26.6.2008.  He also states that a number of pages of the inquiry report given to him are not legible.  It is, therefore, directed that deficiencies/observations brought out by the complainant in his letter dated 27.6.2008 be made up at the earliest and confirmed to the Commission.

3.

On the next date of hearing the respondent PIO will be personally present and will explain as to why APIO or any other person was not detailed to attend the proceedings.

4.

To come up on 5.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Chairman, PSEB, Patiala, for taking necessary cognizance of the absence of the PIO or his representative  from the proceedings held today.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

MIG-550, Urban Estate,

Phase – 1, Patiala (Pb.).




…… Appellant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,
Pb. State Electricity Board, H.O.,
Patiala.






…… Respondent





AC – 213 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jaspal Singh, Appellant, in person.
Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, H.O., Patiala.

1.

The case relates to seeking information on a service matter.  Initial request was made on 4.3.2008.  A part of the information was provided to the appellant.  Not satisfied with the information provided, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 2.5.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent hands over  Memo. No. 9127/EA-1863/Loose dated 3.7.2008 containing deficient information, a copy of which has been taken on record.

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Rajeev (Advocate) S/o

Sh. Ram Chander, Retd. J.E.,

78, Bhagat Singh Colony,

Ferozepur City.





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Engineer, West Zone,

Pb. State Electricity Board, H.O.,

Bathinda.






…… Respondent





AC – 214 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rajeev, Advocate S/o Sh. Ram Chander, Retd. J.E., Appellant in person.

Sh. Bhupinder Singh Lubana, Sr. XEN, Tech., PSEB, Ferozepur and Sh. Gurdev Singh, UDC, Sub Urban Div., PSEB, Ferozepur.

1.

The case relates to seeking information on a service matter which has three items.  Initial request was made on 7.12.2007.  A part of information has been provided.  Further, the appellant was not satisfied, he filed an appeal with the Commission on 3.5.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent requests for an additional period of fifteen days to provide information to the appellant.  The appellant  highlights  the detriment suffered by him due to the delay in provision of information.

3.

It is, therefore, directed that the deficient information specifically pertaining to Items No. 1 and 2, as has been demanded by the appellant,  will be sent  to him  by registered post free of cost by 25.7.2008.

4.

The appellant is free to submit his observations, if any, to the respondent, with a copy to the Commission.

5.

To come up on 07.08.2008 at 2.00 P.M.

6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Baljit Singh S/o Sh. Ram Kishan,

Village: Jandali Kalan,

District Sangrur (Pb.).




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Asstt. Executive Engineer,

Sub Division No. 1 (Rural),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur.




…… Respondent





CC – 992 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Sukhbir Singh, AEE and Sh. Vijay Kumar, Revenue Accountant, PSEB, Sub Urban Div., Ahmedgarh.

1.

The case relates to shifting of a meter connection.  The genesis of the complaint is a domestic dispute between brothers.  Initial request was made on 11.3.2008.    Not satisfied with the response sent vide Memo. No. 59 dated 11.4.2008, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 24.2.2008.  The complainant is not present.  He is given one more opportunity to progress the case.

2.

To come up on 5.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Sukhdev Singh S/o Sh. Sarban Singh,

Near Atta Chaki, Khokhar Road,

Mansa (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sub Divisional Officer (Urban),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Mansa (Pb.).






…… Respondent





CC – 958 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Ram Lal Bansal on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Ashok Kumar Gupta, SDO  City Sub Division, PSEB, Mansa.

1.

The case pertains to implementation of the RTI Act.  Initial request regarding seeking clarifications on RTI Act was filed on 29.6.2007.  On not getting any response, the complainant filed separate applications on 31.7.2007 and 31.3.2008.  On further not getting any clarification, a complaint was filed with the Commission regarding non-implementation of the RTI Act, 2005, received in the office of the Commission on 9.5.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the representative of the complainant has no authority letter from the complainant.  It also emerges that no specific information has so far been sought.  The complainant has been seeking clarification on the aspects of payment of fee, forms and certain other perquisites prior to filing an RTI request for information.  Since no clarification had been provided to him, he filed  a complaint with the Commission.  Thus, the complainant filed an appeal against non-implementation of the RTI Act in the office of the respondent.   Accordingly, the respondent present has been advised to implement Sections 4 and 5 of the RTI Act, implicitly.
3.

Since no information has been sought as yet, the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Satnam Singh S/o Sh. Surjit Singh, 

President,

Universal Human Rights Organisation,

Central Jail, Ludhiana (Pb.).



…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Zonal Office, 20-21, Amar Plaza,

PF/LIC Complex, Ludhiana (Pb.).



…… Respondent





AC – 191 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant or the Respondent.
1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding environment pollution in Ludhiana.   Initial request was made on 22.11.2007.  The respondent  has provided  information to the appellant vide his letter No. 310 dated 18.1.2008.
2.

The appellant alleged deficiency in information provided and had filed an appeal with the Commission on 6.2.2008.

3.

The appellant vide his letter No. RTI/229 dated 25.6.2008 has informed that being lodged in the Central Jail, Ludhiana, he cannot attend the proceedings.  However, he requests that the deficient information be provided.

4.

The respondent is, therefore, directed to provide deficient information by registered post free of cost to the appellant by 20.7.2008.

5.

To come up on 7.8.2008 at 2.00 PM wherein the PIO respondent will be personally present with a copy of the information supplied.

6.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

Retd. Admn. Officer,

# 50/30 A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.




…… Applicant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Committee of Legislatures for the 

Welfare of the Scheduled Castes,

Punjab Vidhan Sabha,

Chandigarh.






…… Respondent





MR – 33 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the applicant.
1.

The applicant had been given one more opportunity on 5.6.2008 to progress the case.  He is once again not present.   It is, thus, apparent that he is not interested in progressing this case any further.

2.

The application is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
3.

Copy be sent to the applicant.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 08.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

