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

Sh. Hitender Jain,
C/o Resurgence India, 

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana (Pb.)





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,
C/o Deputy Commissioner Office, 

Faridkot (Pb.) 






…… Respondent





  CC-493 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.  


Sh. Arvind Kumar, Tehsildar Jaiton on behalf of the Respondent. 





--------
1. The case relates to accounts and operations of Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services, Faridkot. Initial request was made by the Complainant on 17.01.2008 and it had 49 pages on not receiving any response he filed a complaint under Section 18 (1) of the RTI on 25.02.2008. 
2. The Complainant has informed through a fax message that he will be not be able to attend the proceedings today due to reasons. 

3. The Respondent present states that information has been sent vide his letter No. 94/Suvidha dated 10.04.20080. He hands over a copy of the covering letter to the Commission which is taken on record. The Respondent has also confirmed through the said fax that he has not received information on 16.04.2008 for which he needs time to analyze. He requests for a period of two weeks for submitting his observations. 

4. In view of the foregoing it is directed that the Complainant will submit his observations to the Respondent that a copy to the Commission by 01.05.2008 and the Respondent will come prepared with response to these observations on the next date of hearing. 

5. To come up on 20.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

Science Master, SDS Govt.Elementary School,

Pandi Matwali,

Distt. Nawanshehar (Pb.)





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Department of Education, Education – 4 Br.,

Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC - 145 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Paramjit Singh, Complainant in person.
Sh. Madan Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO, O/o DPI (S), Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 25.03.2008, it was directed that:

(a)  The Respondent will provide information to the complainant at the earliest but not later than 5.4.2008.

(b)  On the next date of hearing, PIO/APIO will be personally present with a copy of information supplied to the complainant.

(c)  Submit an affidavit showing reasons for his absence from the proceedings held on 25.03.2008.
2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerged that the complainant vide his letter dated 31.3.2008 submitted copies of his letters dated 27.1.2007 and 3.11.2007.  The Respondent, however, brings out that the case file has been demanded from the DEO(S), Nawanshehar on 26.03.2008.  This was required to be submitted within a period of seven days.  However, he is not certain whether the documents have been received and also if any action has been taken on the same.  The Respondent also submits an affidavit showing reasons for his absence from the proceedings held on 25.3.2008.










Contd…page…2





- 2 –

3.

In view of the foregoing, PIO Respondent will be personally present on the next date of hearing to inform about the exact status of applications submitted by the complainant dated 27.1.2007 and 3.11.2007.






4.

To come up on 15.5.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 15.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

1 – 162, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Smalll Industries & Export Corporation Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector – 17,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC - 64 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jagdish Chand, Manager – cum – APIO, PSIEC; Sh. S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer and Sh. Amarjit Singh, Sr. Assistant , O/o PSIEC, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.02.2008, the complainant had stated that he has a list of plots transferred on forged documents.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that he has received the letter from the complainant on 9.4.2008 and requests for additional time of two weeks to supply the requisite information.  Accordingly, information that has been demanded will be sent to the complainant by 30.4.2008 with a copy to the Commission.

3.

To come up on 15.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 15.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

Circle Superintendnet,

H. No. 788/1, Mohalla Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer,

Operation Circle-cum-Information Officer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Hoshiarpur.







…… Respondent





  CC -114 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Complainant in person.
Sh. Harbhajan Lal, Dy. Chief Engineer, Operation Circle, PSEB, Hoshiarpur.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 25.03.2008, it was directed that copies of the statements of witnesses be provided by registered post by 1.4.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that the information has been sent vide letter No. 10591 dated 31.3.2008.  The complainant confirms having received this letter on 5.4.2008.  The complainant, however, brings out that he has not received copies of the TA claims for the month of June, 2007 and it should be confirmed that there are no other claims for the period for which  he had sought information.  The Respondent confirms the same in my presence.  Also the Respondent submits a Memo. No.11933 dated 11.4.2008 which 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: 15.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Amandeep Goyal,

Advocate,

Court Complex,

Phul Town, Distt. Bathinda.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala.







…… Respondent





  CC -1764 of 2007




        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Law Officer, PSEB, Patiala and Sh. Sarabjit Singh, SDO, PSEB, Rampura Phul.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.02.2008, it was directed that the Respondent will submit an affidavit justifying as to why penalty not be imposed and why   compensation  not be given to the complainant for the detriment suffered.  This affidavit will be submitted by 5.4.2008.  A copy of the affidavit will be sent to the complainant also.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerged that an affidavit dated 3.4.2008, has been submitted by the Respondent with a copy to the complainant.  In response, the complainant submits his observations (running into three pages) to the Commission with a copy to the Respondent.  The order regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation for the detriments suffered by the complainant, is reserved.
3.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 15.04.2008.




     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 - 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.

On the last date of hearing, on 13.03.2008, it was directed that information pertaining to Items No. ‘B’ and ‘C’ be provided within a period of four weeks.
2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerged that details of 59 cases from the Hon’ble High Court and Supreme Court decided against PSEB, have been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 10.4.2008.  The Respondent assures that copies of the judgments wherever available will be sent to the complainant by 15.5.2008.  The complainant is satisfied with the proposal of the Respondent to receive copies of the judgments being forwarded by 15.5.2008.

3.

Since the information stands supplied and the complainant satisfied, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 15.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. H.C.Arora,

Advocate,

H. No.2299, Sector 44-C, 

Chandigarh.







…… Appellant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.







…… Respondent





  AC - 37 of 2008




        ORDER

Present:
Sh. J.S.Rana, Counsel on behalf of Sh. H.C.Arora, Appellant.


Sh. H.S.Deol, APIO-cum-DRO, Amritsar.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 18.03.2008, it was directed that the Respondent will submit an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him under the provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act for the delay in providing information to the complainant.  This affidavit was to be submitted by 5.4.2008.  Also through this affidavit he was to explain reasons of his absence from the proceedings held on 18.03.2008.
2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerged that an affidavit dated 9.4.2008 has been submitted by the PIO Shri Kahan Singh Pannu, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.  A copy of this affidavit is handed over to the complainant in my presence.  The complainant submits that various issues being raised by him, are different to the  one responded to, in the affidavit.  He states that neither the PIO Respondent nor the Appellant Authority gave any response to his original request dated 5.10.2007 till a day prior to the hearing by this Commission on 18.3.2008.  The complete procedure adopted was contrary to the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.

3.

The information, however, was supplied to the complainant on 17.3.2008 and he was generally satisfied with it.

4.

Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information is reserved.
5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 15.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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, H.O.,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





CC No.2085/2007





         ORDER

1.

In this case, the arguments were last heard on 11.03.2008.  In my Order dated 12.02.2008, it has been noted that information demanded by the complainant stands supplied and therefore the case regarding the delivery of information was closed.  However, order regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation was reserved.

2.

I have gone through the entire material placed on record by the parties hereto and find that the Respondent has throughout been making sincere efforts to supply the information that was available in the records of Public Authority.  Since the complainant was not satisfied with the information supplied, the Respondent took all pains to see that the necessary clarifications to the information already supplied are also provided.  It is not a case where it can be said that the Respondent has, without any reasonable cause, refused to furnish the information or has malafidely denied the supply of information.

3.

 In the circumstances, I am of the view that this case does not call for imposition of any penalty upon the PIO or the award of compensation to the complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act.  The request for imposition of penalty and for the award of compensation is, therefore, declined.

4. 

 The case stands finally disposed of.

5.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh






     ( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 15.04.2008.



                
     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

