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

Lt. Col Naresh Kumar Ghai,

C/o Ameliorating India,

205-B, Model Town Extn.,

Ludhiana – 2.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  Superintending Engineer,

PWD (Irrigation), Pb.,

Ludhiana.






…… Respondent





CC -  1658 of 2007





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. S.S.Brar, Executive Engineer, Ludhiana Drainage Division, Ludhiana.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on  26.02.2008, it was directed that :-

(a) Deficient information including details of encroachments and litigations which are already in the  Court  be sent to the complainant by 03.03.2008, by registered post.

(b) The PIO Ludhiana Drainage Division will submit an affidavit justifying as to why penalty be not imposed and why compensation be not paid to the complainant for the detriments suffered.  He will also submit an affidavit explaining reasons for his absence for the proceedings held on 26.02.2008.  This affidavit be submitted by 10.03.2008.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that information has been provided to the complainant vide his letter No.713-16/RTI Act 2005 dated 29.02.2008 and a receipt obtained.  The information was sent by hand.  He submits a copy of the receipt, which is taken on record.  He also submits an affidavit dated 7.3.2008 to the Commission justifying as to why penalty not be imposed and why no compensation be given to the complainant.  He states that the delay is un-intentional and assures the Commission that henceforth there will be no delay in providing the information.  

3.

The complainant is not present in today’s proceedings.  It is presumed that he has received the information and is totally satisfied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
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4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 25.03.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

Circle Superintendent,

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. Jagmohan Singh, Additional SE/Technical O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation Circle, PSEB, Hoshiarpur.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.02.2008, it was
 directed that:-

(a)The Respondent will provide despatch details of the registered letter sent to the complainant on the next date of hearing.

(b) A copy of the Respondent’s Memo. No.6335 dated 25.02.2008 will be sent to the complainant by registered post.
© The complainant will submit his observations/comments to the Respondent on information provided so far by 5.3.2008 with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that a copy of  the Respondent’s Memo. No. 7340 dated 5.3.2008 was sent to the complainant.  However, copies of the statements of witnesses were not sent nor were the details of the  T.A./D.A. given to three employees, sent to the complainant.  The complainant submitted his observations to the Respondent who provided some more information on 20.03.2008 which the Respondent has received.  During the proceedings, certain documents were provided except copies of the statements of the witnesses.  The Respondent agrees to provide the same by 1.4.2008 by registered post.

3.

The complainant brings out that he is being harassed.  His salary has been reduced and he is being marked absent on various grounds.  Accordingly, he is being penalized especially when he is due to retire from service on 30.06.2008.
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4.

In view of the foregoing, it was explained to the complainant that the function of the Commission was to ensure that the information is provided. However, his problems will be looked into by his parent department.  Also the Respondent has been directed to provide the deficient information by 01.04.2008 to the complainant.
5.

To come up on 15.04.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
6.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 25.03.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

Circle Superintendent,

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 -  141 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Jagmohan Singh, Additional SE/Technical O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation Circle, PSEB, Hoshiarpur.

1.

The case relates to seeking information filed by the complainant on  19.10.2007.  On not getting any response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 3.12.2007.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that the information as had been demanded, has been provided to the complainant.  The complainant confirms having received the same. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, 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: 25.03.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

Circle Superintendent,

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 -  2118 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Jagmohan Singh, Additional SE/Technical O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation Circle, PSEB, Hoshiarpur.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 5.2.2008, the arguments in this case were heard and the order regarding providing any further information was reserved.  Vide my Order dated 04.03.2008, the Respondent had been directed that copies of the complaints made against Shri Nirmal Singh were required to be supplied to him.  The needful  was to be done within  a period of three weeks.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that the requisite information was sent to him vide letter No.9269 dated 20.03.2008.  The complainant, however, states that though he has received the information, running into two pages only while the copies being handed over to the Commission contain 14 pages.  Accordingly, the Respondent hands over 12 more attested pages.  Thus, the information in totality runs into 14 pages. The Respondent, further, states categorically that over and above this,  there  is no other complaint from any other source held by him against the complainant.
3.

Since the information stands provided 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: 25.03.2008.




     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, H.O.,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





CC -  1764 of 2007




        ORDER

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


Sh. Bhagwant Singh, J.E.-1, O/o SDO, PSEB, Rampura Phul.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.02.2008, the Respondent had been directed to provide information pertaining to Items No. 9, 10, 17, 19 and 20 by 03.03.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerged that the complainant had received information on 24.03.2008 and is satisfied with the response provided.  He requests that penalty be imposed on the Respondent for the delay in providing information and compensation be given to him for the detriment suffered and also disciplinary action be initiated against the Respondent under Section 20          .

3.

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent will submit an affidavit justifying as to why penalty be not imposed and why compensation be not given to the complainant.  This affidavit will be submitted by 5.4.2008.  A copy of the affidavit will be sent to the complainant also.

4.

To come up on 15.04.2008 at 2.00 P.M.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 25.03.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Makhan Singh Chauhan,

H.No. 22103, Power House Road 10,

Bathinda (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  Deputy Secretary (Recruitment),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





AC -  31 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.

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

1.

The case relates to seeking a copy of the merit list for the post of Information Officer.  Initial request was made on 15.11.2007 and on not getting proper response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.1.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerged that information has been sent to the complainant on 14.03.2008.  The complainant confirms having received this information and makes a written submission that he has received the information and is satisfied with it.
3.

Since the information stands provided, 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: 25.03.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar Kaushal,

W.No. 8/41, Mohalla Gobindpura,

Kaushal Street, Doraha,

Distt. Ludhiana (Pb.).




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Phase VIII, Mohali.





…… Respondent





CC -  177 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Varinder Kumar, Joint Secretary, PSEB, Mohali.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding Class V students of Private Public Schools.  Initial request for information was sent on 19.12.2007 and on not getting any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 21.01.2008. 

2.

During the proceedings held today, it emerged that the Respondent had provided him information after the requisite fee had been received on 7.2.2008.
3.

A fax letter has been received from the complainant which raise additional questions not included in the original application dated 19.12.2007.  The Respondent also brings out that he has responded to the additional questions raised by the complainant vide his letter dated 20.3.2008, a copy of which is submitted to the Commission and is taken on record.

4.

The complainant is not present  and it is assumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.  Since the information stands provided, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

5.

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






( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 25.03.2008.



      
           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, Nawanshehar (Pb.)


…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  Secretary,

Deptt. Of Education, Education – 4 Br.,

Mini Secretariat, Pb.,Sector – 9,

Chandigarh.





…… Respondent





CC -  145 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Paramjit Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding status of applications dated 27.1.2007 and 3.11.2007 submitted by the complainant to the DPI (S), Sector – 17, Chandigarh.  Initial request was made on 1.12.2007 and on not receiving a response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 14.01.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent is not present. It is, therefore, 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.
© Submit an affidavit showing reasons for his absence from the proceedings held today.

3.

To come up on 15.4.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
4.

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






( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 25.03.2008.



      
           Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. K.L.Khanna,

H. No. 3826, Sector 47-D,

Chandigarh.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

-cum- Assistant Executive Engineer,

Operation Sub Division,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Zirakpur (Pb.).





…… Respondent





CC -  195 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. K.L.Khanna, Complainant in person.
Sh. Baljit Bali, LDC, O/o Asstt. Executive Engineer, Operation Sub Div., PSEB, Zirakpur.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding raising of electricity bills pertaining to Meter No. ZK 61/1052 at the residence of the complainant, covering period  from August, 2006 to October, 2007.  Original request was made on 7.10.2007 and the Respondent responded to the queries vide Memo. No. 4137 dated 28.11.2007.  On not being satisfied with the response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 10.1.2008.  He also submitted his observations through this letter.

2.

During today’s proceedings, contents of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005, were explained to the complainant.  Most of his requirements did not fall within the purview of information as stated in Section 2(f) of the Act.

3. It emerged that the following three relevant documents be sent by registered post to the complainant by 5.4.2008:-

(i) Report of the Meter Reader Sh. Garja Singh.
(ii)An attested photo copy of the MCO Report alongwith date of replacement of the old Reader and the reading of the old meter.
(iii) A copy of the reply dated 18.11.2007.
4.

The Respondent agrees to send the same by 5.4.2008 by registered post with a copy to the Commission.
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4.

The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
5.

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






( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 25.03.2008.



      
           Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Jagjit Singh,

HIG – 814, Phase – 2,

Mohali.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital,

Jalandhar.






…… Respondent



   CC -  1193 of 2007 and CC – 1194 of 2007




        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jagjit Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent is present.

1.

On the request of the complainant, CC-1193/2007 and CC-1194/2007 have been clubbed together.

2.

On the last date of hearing on 5.2.2008, the Respondent assured the Commission that all available information on record will be provided to the complainant by 20.3.2008.

3.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent provides information to the complainant running into seven pages.  The Respondent also submits an affidavit dated 18.3.2008.

4.

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

5.

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






( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 25.03.2008.



      
           Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner 

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

Dr. Jaskaran Singh Sidhu, 

W.No. 16, Mohalla Radharka, 

Mansa 151505 (Pb.)  




…….. Complainant 






V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Principal, A.S College,

Khanna (Pb.) 






.….. Respondent






CC.No. 2104/2007







Order 

1. 

This case was last heard on 19.02.2008. Order regarding seeking an affidavit from Respondent pertaining to Item No. 1 of the original request of the Complainant dated 08.08.2007 was reserved.

2. 

The Complainant vide his request dated 08.08.2007 had demanded against  Item No. 1  “A certified copy of Resolution of governing body approving my appointment as lecturer Physical Education  at A.S College Khanna”.   In the reply filed by the Respondent it has been stated that “There is no such resolution of the college governing body, hence the supply of a certified copy does not arise”.  

3. 

During the proceedings, the Complainant requested that since the provision exists under Section 18 (3) (c), the Commission should demand an affidavit from the Respondent and a copy be given to him. 

4.

I have  gone through  the reply  of the Respondent minutely and am of the view that the response provided by the Respondent is sufficient. There is no need to seek any further clarification from the Respondent. Therefore, the request for seeking an affidavit from the Respondent is not justified. In any case,  Section 18 of the RTI Act pertains to the powers of the Commission and there is no such provision under which the Complainant can seek an affidavit. 

5.

The request of the Complainant is not justified.   The case is, thus, disposed of and closed.

6.

Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh.






( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 25.03.2008.



      
           Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







        State Information Commissioner 
