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

Sh. Vijay Kumar,

M/s Total Infotech, Opp. S.B.I.,

Palika Market, Shop No.9, 

Rampura Phul, Distt. Bathinda.



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Chairman,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





CC No. 2085 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate, on behalf of the  Complainant.
Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, H.O., Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 03.01.2008, it was directed that information as had been demanded by the complainant on 5.9.2007, be sent to him by registered post by 31.1.2008.

2.

During  today’s proceedings, the complainant confirms having received information and is satisfied with it.  However, he requests that penalty be imposed on the respondent and compensation be provided to the complainant for the detriment suffered since the information was received on 6.2.2008 (135 days after it had been demanded).  He is, however, satisfied with the information provided.

3.

The case is closed as far as the provisioning of information is con cerned.  The Respondent will, however, submit an affidavit to the Commission by 28.02.2008 justifying why penalty not be imposed in terms of Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005,  for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be given to the complainant for the detriment suffered.
4.

To come up on 11.3.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh,

Retd.Junior Assistant,

VPO: SefaSingh Wala,

Via: Bajakhana, Distt. Faridkot.



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Faridkot.






…… Respondent





CC No. 2086 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
Sh. Amarjit Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Manjit Singh, PIO Distt Education Officer (SE), Faridkot.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 03.01.2008, it was directed that specific information as had been demanded by the complainant be supplied to him by 03.02.2008 with a copy to the Commission.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the complainant states that he has received  information  vide letter dated 30.01.2008 from the Respondent except that pertaining to Item No.4.  The Respondent states that despite best efforts he has not been able to get a copy of the letter from the Education Department, Patiala Circle, Nabha (as per Item No.4).

3.

It is, therefore, directed that efforts be made to approach other Departments and the originator to obtain a copy of the requisite letter and be sent to the complainant by registered post free of cost by 5.3.2008.
4.

To come up for compliance of order on 11.3.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Smt. Chhinder Kaur, wd/o

Sh. Roda Singh,R/o

Sarabha Nagar, Vill: Rampura Phul,

Distt. Bathinda.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Chairman,

Pb. State Electricity Board, H.O.,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





CC No. 2109 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
Smt. Chhinder Kaur, Complainant in person and Sh. Swaran Singh, a relative of the Complainant.
Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, H.O., Patiala and Sh. Ajaib Singh, Senior Asstt., ENG-II Br., PSEB, H.O., Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 03.01.2008, an opportunity had been given to the complainant to submit any observations/comments  on the information supplied to her by 25.01.2008.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the complainant confirms having received information sent to her on 04.01.2008.  She requests for a copy of the instructions regarding benefits to any employee passing away on duty or otherwise.  A copy of the same is handed over to the complainant by the Respondent in my presence.  
3.

The complainant is satisfied with the information provided.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Smt. Sunki Devi,

Vill: Chountta, P.O.  Jaddu,

Tehsil  Jhandutta,

Distt. Bilaspur – 174030,

Himachal Pradesh.




…… Complainant





          Vs
Public Information officer,

O/o The Principal,

D.A.V. Public School, Lawrence Road,

Amritsar (Pb.).





…… Respondent





CC No. 2116 of 2007





           ORDER

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

Since none on behalf of the complainant or the Respondent is present, one more opportunity is given especially to the complainant to progress the case.  

2.

Adjourned to 11.3.2008 at 2.00 P.M.

3.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Joga Singh,

S/o Sh. Ajaib Singh, R/o

Vill: Kukowal, P.O.Dihana,

Police Station: Mahilpur,

Distt. Hoshiarpur (Pb.).



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.).





…… Respondent





CC No. 2191 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
Sh. Joga Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. H.S.Saini, Senior, XEN, Sub Urban Division, PSEB, Hoshiarpur and Sh. Hemant Kumar, LDC, O/o Sr. XEN, Sub Urban Division, PSEB, Hoshiarpur.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 08.01.2008, it was directed that either information as had been demanded by the complainant, be provided to him by 5.2.2008 by registered post free of cost or an affidavit be submitted seeking exemption under the provisions of Section 8(1) of the RTI Act.  Detailed justification  was to be given in case exemption was being sought.  The Respondent requested for a copy of Annexure ‘A’ dated 27.7.2007 which the complainant agreed to provide by 10.01.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent brings out that two letters containing information were sent on 7.2.2008 and 8.2.2008.  However, the complainant states that he has not received the same.  Accordingly, the Respondent hands over copies of these two letters to the complainant in my presence.  The complainant is still not satisfied with the information provided so far.  Accordingly, on the mutual consent, the complainant agrees to visit the office of the Respondent on 18.2.2008 at 1100 hours to inspect and collect copies of the documents required by him.  The Respondent will also obtain those documents required by the complainant from other offices/headquarters PSEB.  The Respondent will submit a report on the documents provided to the complainant.  The complainant will submit his observations/comments on the information provided to him till 20.2.2008 by 5th March, 2008, to the Commission with a copy to the Respondent.   The Respondent
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will come prepared with response to the observations, if any,  on the next date of hearing on 11.3.2008.
3.

To come up on 11.3.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Chairman, PSEB, H.O., Patiala, for perusal.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Harpal Singh, Advocate,

Room No. 15,

Zila Kacharian,

Moga (Pb.)






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.).





…… Respondent





CC No. 2374 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Gian Singh Sandhu, Senior XEN Tech., attached  with S.E., Circle Tarn Taran, PSEB, Tarn  Taran.

1.

The case relates to obtaining information regarding 16 employees against whom action has been initiated consequent to election process, 2007.  Initial request containing three items was sent on 25.07.2007 and on not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 7.9.2007, received in the Commission office on 19.12.2007.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent vide Memo. No.19220 dated 26.11.2007 by registered post, a copy of which is handed over to the Commission and is taken on record. 

3.

The mere fact that the complainant is not present, it is presumed that he has received the information and he is satisfied with it.

4.

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

5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Lubhaya Ram

Khanpur Chowk, Madhopur Road,

Opp: Ply Factory,

Pathankot (Pb.)





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Shahpur Kandi,

Distt. Gurdaspur.





…… Respondent





CC No. 2408 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Arun Kumar Chugh, Chief Engineer, Ranjit Sagar Dam, PSEB, Shahpur Kandi,, Distt. Gurdaspur and Sh. Narinderjit Singh, Supdt., Ranjit Sagar Dam, PSEB, Shahpur Kandi, Distt. Gurdaspur.

1.

The complainant has filed six complaints between the period from 1.11.2007 to 3.11.2007.  Each of the complaints, relates to the administrative functioning at the Ranjit Sagar Dam.  On not receiving a proper response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 15.12.2007.

2.

During today’s proceedings wherein the Chief Engineer, Ranjit Sagar Dam, Shahpur Kandi, was personally present, it was brought out that the complainant is an ex employee of the Ranjit Sagar Dam, PSEB, Shahpur Kandi and was transferred to another appointment.  He is utilizing the RTI Act to harass the management by pointing out various trivial aspects/irregularities/administrative lapses.  His basic aim is to get back to his previous place of posting that is Ranjit Sagar Dam, PSEB, Shahpur Kandi.

3.

Since the complainant is not present to progress the case, one more opportunity is given to him to progress the cases further.

4.

To come up on 11.3.2008 at 2.00 P.M.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Dhiraj Kumar, S/o

Sh. Khet Pal,

# B-X/169, Ahata Narain Singh,

Barnala (Pb.)






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

PWD (B & R),

Baranala (Pb.)





…… Respondent





CC No. 2414 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Lajpat Rai, Superintendent, PWD (B&R), Construction Division, Barnala.

1.

The case relates to seeking information relating to particulars of Sub Divisional Engineers holding posts w.e.f. 01.01.2002 and the tasks executed including  the details of  contractors and the expenditure involved.  Initial request was made on 05.11.2007 and on not getting any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 19.12.2007.
2.

The Respondent present states that the requisite information was provided to the complainant vide letter No. 6871 dated 1.2.2008  and a receipt obtained.  A photo copy of the covering letter  was handed over to the Commission by the Respondent and is taken on record.

3.

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

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Jasvir Singh,

50, Ranjit Enclave, P.O. Mithapur,

Jalandhar (Pb.)





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Secretary,

Pb. State Electricity Board, H.O.,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





CC No. 2432 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, H.O., Patiala.

1.

The case relates to seeking information relating to GPF Account No.J0123 of the complainant.  Initial request was made on 19.7.2006 and on not getting any response he filed a complaint with the Commission on 24.12.2007.

2.

The Respondent states that it will take approximately 15 days to obtain information and provide it to the complainant.   Accordingly, it is directed that the information be sent to the complainant by registered post free of cost by 28.02.2008.

3.

To come up on 11.3.2008 at 2.00 P.M.

4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Om Parkash,

#332 Gali No.17, Prem Basti,

Sangrur (Pb.)






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

I.B. Circle,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





CC No. 2446 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
Sh. Om Parkash, Complainant in person.

Sh. V.K.Gupta, SDO, Lehal Sub Division, Patiala and Shrimati Vijay Kumari, Senior Asstt. O/o S.E., I.B.Circle, Patiala.

1.

The case relates to obtain a copy of office orders endorsed vide No.8930-32 dated 27.7.1971 in which the promotion of the complainant was made.  The request was filed on 1.10.2007 and on not receiving any reply, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 21.12.2007.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent puts up a copy of the Register wherein there is no entry regarding promotion of the individual or  the office orders as brought out by the Complainant. Thus it is directed that the Respondent will get a copy of the promotion  order which may be held in other offices or will submit an affidavit stating that information demanded by the complainant is neither available with him nor with other concerned offices.  The requisite information will be provided by 28.2.2008 or an affidavit will be submitted to the Commission by 28.2.2008 justifying details of non-availability and efforts made to locate the said document.  The contents of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act are read out to both the parties.
3.

To come up for compliance of order on 11.3.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Om Parkash,

#332 Gali No.17, Prem Basti,

Sangrur (Pb.)






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

I.B. Division,

Sangrur






…… Respondent





CC No. 2447 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
Sh.  Om Parkash, Complainant in person.


Sh. Surinder Kumar, Senior Assistant, I.B. Division, Sangrur, 



Respondent.

1.

The case relates to obtaining a copy of the decision taken on the inquiry held on 18.10.1988 by Vigilance Bureau.  Initial request was made on 26.9.2007 and on not receiving the response a complaint was filed with the Commission on 21.12.2007.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent brings out that so far the letter containing the decision has not been received.  The Respondent has written a number of letters to Vigilance Bureau for obtaining  a copy of the decision taken.  He also states that the same will be sent to the complainant immediately on receipt.

3.

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that the Respondent will make concerted efforts to obtain a copy of the decision and provide it to the complainant free of cost.
4.

To come up on 11.3.2008 at 2.00 P.M.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh for perusal please.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. H.S.Brar,

# 1180, Sector – 21,

Panchkula (Haryana).




…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Deputy Secretary,

I.R. & W., Head Office,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





AC No. 422 of 2007





           ORDER

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

1.

The case relates to obtaining information pertaining to court cases regarding withdrawal of TBP scales or the proficiency step ups in the PSEB.  Initial request for information was filed on 22.8.2007 and had five items.  The response was sent by the Respondent vide Memo. No.651/EBP-1516 dated 3.9.2007. The appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on  18.12.2007 since he felt that mis-leading and incorrect information had been sent. 

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerged that information sent to the appellant had certain anomalies and the appellant pointed out three such cases where benefits have been given based on directions of various Courts.  The appellant makes a written submission which is taken on record.  A copy of the same is handed over to the Respondent.  The Respondent will send his reply to the appellant by registered post with a copy to the Commission by 28.2.2008.
3.

To come up on 13.03.2008 at 2.00 P.M. wherein the appellant can submit his observations/comments on the information supplied thus far.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. H.C.Arora,

Advocate,

# 2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh.






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Secretary,

Pb. State Electricity Board, H.O.,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





AC No. 436 of 2007





           ORDER

Present:
Sh. H.C.Arora, Advocate, Appellant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, H.O., Patiala.
1.

The case relates to obtaining information pertaining to action initiated against officials of PSEB who had been convicted by the Courts under the provisions of Corruption Act.  The request was made on 12.10.2007.  On not getting any response, the appellant approached the first Appellate Authority on 19.11.2007.  Second appeal was filed with the Commission under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act on 22.12.2007 since there was no response from the first appellate authority.
2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerged that there was a repetition in the list submitted by the appellant and in all information pertaining to 66 individuals was required.  The Respondent states that information pertaining to 50 employees was sent to the appellant vide Memo. No. 185277 dated 26.12.2007 and regarding the balance 16, on 25.1.2008.  Copies of these letters are handed over to the Commission and are taken on record.

3.

The appellant is generally satisfied with the information provided.  However, he brings out that information regarding Sr. No.38, 45 (two employees) and 48 is not complete.  The Respondent requests for a period of fifteen days to provide the requisite information to the appellant.  Accordingly, it is directed that the information will be sent pertaining to employees mentioned in Respondent’s Memo. No.185277 dated 26.12.2007 at Sr.No.38, 45 (two employees) and 48 by registered post free of cost by 28.02.2008.  In case the individuals are still in service, their exact status including  appointments and addresses be provided.
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4.

To come up for compliance of order on 13.3.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.02.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

