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

Sh. Brij Bhushan Bansal,

Advocate (Taxation),

Sadar Bazar. Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur (Pb.).






…… Applicant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Desh Bhagat College Trust (Regd.),

Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur (Pb.).






…… Respondent





MR – 22 of  2008




        ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Abhijeet Partap on behalf of the applicant.
Sh. Hazura Singh, Principal, Desh Bhagat College, Dhuri  and Sh. Raman  Mohinder, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking a copy of the resolution passed by the Trust for the period from 1.4.2004 to 6.11.2007.  Initial request was made on 17.11.2007.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent confirms that the College is a government-aided College and is, thus, a Public Authority in terms of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Certain aspects regarding refusal to receive a registered letter requisitioning information are brought to the notice of the respondent.   The respondent, however, is neither aware of  these aspects nor does he have a copy of Form ‘A’ under which the information was sought.  It is, therefore, directed that the information as has been sought by the applicant will be provided by 5.8.2008 by registered post free of cost to the applicant.  The applicant is free to submit his observations, if any, on the information being supplied by 20.8.2008.  The counsel for the applicant does not have an authority letter/power of attorney.  The same will be submitted by 31.7.2008.
3.

To come up on 28.8.2008 at 2.00 PM wherein the PIO will be personally present with a copy of information being supplied to the applicant.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Naresh Kumar Garg,

Bagh Colony, Tapa Mandi,

District Barnala (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).







…… Respondent





CC – 911 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant or Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 17.6.2008, it was directed that the complainant will submit his observations, if any, on the information provided to him vide Memo. No. 83411/RTI-318 dated 17.6.2008, by 1.7.2008.  A telephonic message has been received from the APIO of the respondent that due to an urgent work he will not be able to attend the proceedings today.  However, there is no response/observations received so far from the complainant

2.

Since the complainant is not present for the second consecutive time and also that he has not submitted any observations/comments on the information provided, it appears that he is satisfied with the information supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Munshi Ram S/o Sh. Deepa Ram,

C/o Sh. Lalit K. Malik,

Advocate, Civil Court Complex,

Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur (Pb.).




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur (Pb.).




…… Respondent





CC – 1036 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Munshi Ram, Complainant in person.


Sh. Inderjeet Singh, BDPO, Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.


1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding merit list of selected anganwari candidates.  Initial request containing three items was submitted on  14.2.2008.  The respondent transferred the case to the CDPO, Fazilka.  On not getting any proper response from the CDPO, Fazilka, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 12.5.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that a part of  information has been provided to the complainant.  The respondent present states that the information is held by CDPO, Fazilka who has not responded to the complainant as yet.

3.

In view of the foregoing, on the next date of hearing, the CDPO will be personally present with a copy of the information to be supplied to the complainant.

4.

To come up on 28.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and SDM, Fazilka, for ensuring the presence of CDPO on the next date of hearing. 
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Swaran Singh,

Plot No. 640, Industrial Area,

Phase – IX, Mohali.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Managing Director,

Pb. Information & Communications Technology Corporation Ltd.,

5th & 6th Floor, Udyog Bhawan, 18 – Himalaya Marg,

Sector – 17,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





CC – 1051 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. R.S.Bal, Counsel for the Complainant and Sh. Swaran Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding Plot No. 640, Industrial Focal Point, Phase – 9, Mohali.  Initial request was made on 25.10.2007 and it had eight items.  On not getting complete information, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 19.5.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the complainant brings out that a similar case of a different complainant is being heard by the bench of Hon’ble Sh. Surinder Singh, SIC.  He requests that though the basic material is the same and two separate departments i.e. PSIEC and Pb. Infotech Ltd., are dealing with the same subject.  Both the departments are recommending separately that the information be obtained from the other department and thus only a part of information is being given and a part not being provided.  Therefore, it is requested that both these cases i.e. case of the complainant and that of Sh. P.P.Singh Vs PSIEC, Sector 17, Chandigarh, last heard on 17.7.2008 by the bench of Hon’ble Sh. Surinder Singh, SIC  be clubbed and both the respondents i.e. PSIEC and Punjab Infotech Ltd. be directed to provide information to the complainants simultaneously.  The case of Sh. P.P.Singh is to be heard on 12.8.2008 and the complainant requests that this case also be listed on the same day.
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3.

The Deputy Registrar is directed to send the file of this case to the Hon’ble Sh. Surinder Singh, SIC ( for hearing on 12.08.2008 ) after obtaining necessary orders from the Hon’ble CIC.
4.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

1.

At 1600 hours, Smt. Roshan Bala, Assistant General Manager, Punjab Infotech Ltd. came to the Court and states that information as had been sought by the complainant vide his original letter dated 25.10.2007, had been provided to him except Item (g) and (h).  However, the deficient information was provided to the complainant vide PICTC/Admn/2008/1942 dated 11.6.2008 in response to his letter dated 16.4.2008.  She hands over a photo copy of this letter wherein the complainant has acknowledged having  received  the requisite information on 03.07.2008.  Thus, complete information as had been sought, stands supplied.  Only aspects pertaining to PSIEC remain to be supplied.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

(1)  Sh. Roshan Lal S/o Sh. Swaran Dass,

      Vill: Kangniwal, P.O. Hazara,

      Distt. Jalandhar (Pb.).

(2) Sh. Surinder Kumar Anjaan S/o Sh. Sadhu Ram,

      ES 339, Gali: 3,

     Abadpura, Jalandhar (Pb.).

(3) Sh. Narinder Pal Singh S/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

      VPO: Dhanowali, Jalandhar (Pb.).



…… Complainants





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Principal,

Mehr Chand Polytechnic,

Jalandhar (Pb.).






…… Respondent





CC – 1114 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sarvshri Roshan Lal, Surinder Kumar Anjaan and Narinder Pal Singh, Complainants in person.



Sh. J.S.Jaidka, Counsel for the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking information of the salary details covering period from 2002 to 2007.  Initial request was made as three separate applications on 10.5.2008 by three individuals.  This case, thus, should have come up as three separate cases.  However, since the information required, is identical and complainants filed a collective complaint it is thus being taken up as a single case.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the respondent hands over the details of remunerations received by the complainants.  However, the complainants request that salary statements covering period from 2002 to 2007, be given to them year-wise for the purposes of income tax.  The respondent agrees to provide the information by 10.8.2008.  It is, therefore, directed that the information being sought be provided to the complainants by registered post free of cost by 10.8.2008, with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission.

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 28.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Deepak Batra S/o Sh. Ramji Dass Batra,

V&PO: Pakhowal,

Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Council for Citrus & Agri. Juicing in Punjab,

SCO No. 358-359, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.




…… Respondent





AC – 246 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sandeep Kumar on behalf of the Appellant.
Dr. Madhu Gill, APIO of Council for Citrus & Agri. Juicing in Punjab, Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding functioning of the Council.  Initial request containing twelve items was filed on 19.3.2008.  On not getting a response, the appellant approached the first appellate authority and subsequently the Commission vide his letter dated 8.5.2008.
2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the letter containing observations of the appellant running into three pages has not been supplied to the respondent.  Accordingly, the appellant hands over a copy of the same to the respondent.  The respondent will go over the observations and submit response to the appellant with a copy to the Commission by 10.8.2008.  The appellant is free to submit his observations, if any, by 25.8.2008.

3.

To come up on 4.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal,

R/o Jiwan Ashram, Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur City – 152002.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.







…… Respondent





CC – 1850 of  2007





        ORDER

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

Sh. Jatinder Singh, APIO – cum – DRO, Bathinda and Sh. Gurdas Singh, Assistant, Complaints and Inquiry Branch, D.C. Office, Bathinda.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.6.2008, an additional opportunity had been given to the complainant to visit the respondent on 7.7.2008 at 1100 hours to inspect and collect the deficient information.  He was to submit his observations, if any, by 15.7.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the complainant did visit the office of the respondent on 7.7.2008 at 1100 hours and was able to get relevant copies.  He has submitted his observations on 7.7.2008.  However, this  letter  has still not been received in our office.  It also emerges that a part of information as per original requirement of the complainant dated 17.10.2006, is deficient.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to provide a comprehensive response to the complainant regarding all 14 items for which the information had been demanded with a copy to the Commission by 10.8.2008.

3.

To come up on 4.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal,

R/o Jiwan Ashram, Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur City – 152002.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Engineer,

Canal Lining, Division No. 2,

Bathinda (Pb.).






…… Respondent





CC – 2216 of  2007





        ORDER

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

Sh. Tirlok Singh Tikka, XEN – cum – PIO, Division No. 2, Sh. Satinder Pal, SDO, Canal Lining, Sub Div. No. 13 and Sh. Brij Pal, Junior Assistant, Canal Lining, Sub Div. No. 13, Bathinda.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.6.2008, it was directed that the complainant will go over the information supplied and submit his observations, if any, by 05.07.2008.  The respondent had agreed to provide response to the observations.  The respondent was to come prepared today with the response to the observations.  It was also directed that authenticated documents be sent to the complainant by registered post.

2.

During today’s proceedings wherein the PIO is personally present, the complainant states that he had submitted his observations on 4.7.2008.  The respondent confirms having  received the same.  He further states that he has taken over the charge of his new appointment only on 16.7.2008 and requests that additional time  be given to go over the observations and provide his response.  The complainant also confirms that information supplied so far has been authenticated.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent will provide response to the observations submitted by the complainant by 20.8.2008.  The complainant is free to go over the information provided and submit his response/observations, if any, by 25.8.2008.  The respondent will come prepared with the response to the observations, that may be submitted, by the complainant on the next date of hearing.
4.

To come up on 4.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Jagat Singh,

H. No. B – 3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

P.O. Opp. Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Principal,

DIET, Ajjowal,

Distt. Hoshiarpur (Pb.).




…… Respondent





AC – 230 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None one behalf of the Appellant.


Smt. Sudesh Kumari, Principal, DIET, Ajjowal, Distt. Hoshiarpur.

1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to functioning of DIET.  Initial request was made on 10.03.2008 and it had thirty items.  Since then the appellant has been in correspondence with the respondent as parts of information has been provided gradually by the respondent with effect from 9.4.2008.  The appellant has raised a number of observations through various letters.   He is, however, not present to progress his case.  He is given another opportunity to do so.   The respondent also states that a large number of questions have been added by the appellant over and above his initial request dated 10.3.2008.

2.

To come up on 4.9.2008 at 2.00 PM.

3.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.07.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

