STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Gurvinder Kaur,

# 17, Sehgal Colony,

Preet Nagar, Ladowali Road, Jalandhar.




Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Guru Gobind Singh Government College,

Jandiala.








Respondent

CC No. 329 /2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Geeta Vohra, Principal-cum-PIO.

1.

The Complainant  Ms. Gurvinder Kaur, Lecturer Punjabi, Government College, Jandiala has requested vide Fax message dated 26.6.2007 for postponement of today’s  hearing due to indisposition of her three months’ old baby.

2.

The Respondent brings to the notice of the Commission and places on record a copy of the order dated 29.5.2007 passed by the other Bench of the Commission in the Case No. AC-142/2007, vide which  the case has been disposed of.  It is observed that the information required in the Case No. AC-142/2007 and in the instant case(CC-329/2007) is the same . 

3.

Hence the case is disposed of.                                                                                                                                             4.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harwant Singh Mangat,

Superintendent, District Treasury Office,

Ludhiana.








Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Treasury & Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No. 110-111, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No. 300 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Harwant Singh Mangat,  Complainant, in person.

Shri S.K. Jindal, Additional Director Finance-cum-PIO  and Shri K.K. Jindal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing the Complainant had brought out that he was seeking the balance of information as under:-

(a)
Noting-sheets of August, 2000 under which legal advice was sought.

(b)
A copy of letter dated 4th August,2003.

2.

During today’s proceedings the PIO brings  out the following:-

(i)
That the Complainant has not approached the Appellate Authority so far.

(ii)
That a Civil Case is still pending in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court regarding  passing of departmental examination. A copy of the letter demanded by the Complainant at Sr. No. 3 of the original application dated 11.9.2006 has a  specific relevance with the above-said Court Case, and therefore an affidavit will be submitted to seek exemption on the next date of hearing.

(iii) Noting sheets of August,2000, demanded at Sr. No. 2, will be provided separately.

Contd…..P/2

CC No. 300/2007                                  -2-

3.

We direct that the information due be provided within a period of 7 days and an affidavit seeking exemption with regard to pending legal cases be submitted to the Commission within a period of next 15 days.

4.

To come up on 9.8.2007.

5.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner


Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Er. Jit Singh Brar,

# 20337, Street No. 13,

Bibi Wala Road, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bathinda.








Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.








Respondent

CC No.57/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri V. K. Bhatia,  Director Planning-cum-PIO and Shri Kulwant Rai Senior Assistant, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

The PIO submits an affidavit, which is taken on record. He further states that Er. Jit Singh Brar has given in writing that he has received all the pending information and as  he is fully satisfied,  the case may be closed.

2.

The case is therefore disposed of. 



3.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Navdeep Kaur,

# 3335, Sector: 70,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 

Research & Medical Education Punjab,

SCO No. 87, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.283/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant  as well as the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing  Dr. P.S. Coonar, Joint Director-cum-PIO had submitted to the Commission that the information required by the Complainant after inspection on 4.6.2007 would be delivered to her. 

2.

As both the parties are not present today, it is presumed that the information  might have been supplied to the satisfaction of the Complainant by the Respondent.

3.

The case is accordingly disposed of.



4.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ram Saran Mahey,

C/o Shri Darshan Ram,

17-Friends Colony opposite New G.T.B. Nagar,

P.O. Khurla Kingra, Jalandhar.





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-A,

Chandigarh.








Respondent

CC No.381/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Ram Saran Mahey,  Complainant, in person.

Shri N.L. Rajan, PIO-cum-General Manager and Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.
           With the mutual consent of both the parties it is decided that the Complainant will inspect the record in the office of the Chief Engineer, PSIEC on 11.7.2007 at 11.00 A.M. and the General Manager –cum-PIO will make all arrangements for the inspection of the record. Documents, as required by the Complainant, will be made available.

3.

To come up on 7.8.2007.



4.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Beant Singh S/o Shri Udham Singh,

# 1285, Phase: 3B2, Mohali.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Animal Husbandry Punjab,

17 Bays Building(Top Floor),

Sector:17-D, Chandigarh.






Respondent

AC No.98/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri J.P.S.Ahluwalia on behalf of the Complainant.

Dr. Darshan Singh, Joint Director Animal Husbandry and Smt. Kamlesh Rani, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of PIO- Respondent.

1.                   On the last date of hearing on 31.5.2007  we had directed that information regarding  Item No. 5 i.e. Service Record/Service Book  of the individual pertaining to the period 1962 to 30.9.1976 be provided to the Appellant. Accordingly, the Respondent provides a  photo copy of the same to the Appellant in our presence. 

2.

During today’s proceedings the Appellant seeks clarification pertaining to the cadre of the Appellant vis-à-vis new inductees. Accordingly, we direct the Respondent to clarify the observations of the Appellant. Also, the Appellant will go through the information supplied today and will furnish his observations to the Respondent with a  copy to the Commission in the next 15 days.

3.

To come up on 9.8.2007.

4.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Santosh Rana,

Wd/o Late Shri Dharam Singh Rana,

H.No. 1529, PSIEC Employees Cooperative 

H/B 1st Society Ltd., Sector: 51-B, Chandigarh.



Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog  Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.725/2007

ORDER

Present:
Smt. Santosh Rana, Complainant, in person.

Ms. Geeta Sharma, Advocate, Shri Ashwani Kumar, General Manager Personnel, Shri N.L. Rajan, PIO-cum-G.M., on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 24.5.2007 we had directed that PIO/Functional Head of the Personnel Section will intimate the progress of her application dated 23.1.2006 pertaining to the reinstatement and will bring all connected documents for the perusal of the Commission. The Complainant had also submitted her observations with a copy to the Respondent.

2.

During today’s proceedings it has been  informed  that the case is once again being projected to the Government for advice in the light of the advice rendered by Shri Gobind Goyal, Advocate. On the request of the Respondent seeking additional time for providing information, it is directed that a detailed reply on the application of the Complainant dated 23.1.2006 in chronological
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order date-wise  will be forwarded to the Complainant by 5.7.2007 with a copy to the Commission.

3.

To come up on 31.7.2007.



4.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagjiwan Kumar,

352/A, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Irrigation Department,

Hydel Building, Sector: 18-A,  Chandigarh.



Respondent

AC No. 154/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jagjiwan Kumar, Appellant,  in  person.

Shri Sandesh Kumar, Registrar-Cum-PIO, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing we had directed that the Appellant would visit the office of PIO once again on 18.6.2007 and PIO was to make available all the documents for inspection and identification by the Appellant. The Appellant did visit the office of the PIO.  However, the information desired by the Appellant was not available.

2.

During today’s proceedings the Respondent once again requests for time to supply information  which is available. Accordingly, it is directed that all the available information, as demanded by the Appellant in his original application dated 15.2.2006, be made available to him at the earliest but not later than 20th July,2007.  PIO will render an affidavit in respect of the information that is not available on record.

3.

To come up on 26.7.2007.



4.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Sd/- 




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Pankaj Garg,

17-A/31, Subhash Nagar,

 Dhuri-148024







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Irrigation Department,

Hydel Building, Sector: 18-A,  Chandigarh.



Respondent

AC No. 155/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Pankaj Garg, Appellant,  in  person.

Shri Sandesh Kumar, Registrar-Cum-PIO, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing we had directed that the Appellant would visit the office of PIO once again on 18.6.2007 and PIO was to make available all the documents for inspection and identification by the Appellant. The Appellant did visit the office of the PIO.  However, the information desired by the Appellant was not available.

2.

During today’s proceedings the Respondent once again requests for time to supply information  which is available. Accordingly, it is directed that all the available information, as demanded by the Appellant in his original application dated 15.2.2006, be made available to him at the earliest but not later than 20th July,2007.  PIO will render an affidavit in respect of the information that is not available on record.

3.

To come up on 26.7.2007.



4.
           Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri,

# 2481, Sector: 65, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-Revenue Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.




Respondent

AC No.84/2007

ORDER

Present:
Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri, Appellant, in person.

Shri Baljit Singh, Assistant Office Kanungo and Shri Yadav Rai Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.           On the last date of hearing on 5.6.2007 we had directed that the information, as demanded by the Appellant in his original application dated 15.1.2007,  be  provided  to him at the earliest. We had also directed that the  PIO Respondent will be personally present and will submit an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty under Section 19 not be imposed for the delay/denial in providing information to the Appellant. 

2.            During today’s proceedings,  the Respondent hands over some   documents containing information to the Appellant  as demanded by him. However, it is observed that the documents are not relevant as per the demand of the Appellant. 

3.

We are dismayed to notice  that the Respondent PIO is not present personally and also no affidavit showing reasons as to why penalty under Section 
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19 not be imposed for delay/denial, has been submitted.

4.

We therefore direct that the Respondent PIO will be personally present with the information as has been demanded by the Appellant and with an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty under Section 19 of the R.T.I. Act not be imposed for the delay/denial  of information,  on the next date of hearing. He will also submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why compensation not be given to the Appellant for the detriment suffered.

5.

To come up on 26.7.2007.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, S.D.M. Anandpur Sahib and Deputy Commissioner Ropar. Deputy Commissioner, Ropar will  ensure the presence of PIO on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information.










Sd/-



 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bachittar Singh,

# 3, Kacha Threeke Road,

Threeke, District: Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr.  Executive Engineer,

OP Division (Special)

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Opposite Milk Plant, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.



Respondent

AC No.159/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Bachittar Singh, Appellant,  in person.

Er. Tarlok Singh, Sr. XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.
            The PIO  submits an affidavit that the required information is very old and is not available on record. A photo copy of the affidavit is handed over to the Appellant.

2.

Case is therefore disposed of. 


3.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bachittar Singh,

# 3, Kacha Threeke Road,

Threeke, District: Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Executive Engineer,

OP Division (Special)

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Opposite Milk Plant, Aggar Nagar,  Ludhiana.



Respondent

AC No.166/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Bachittar Singh, Appellant,  in person.

Er. Tarlok Singh, Sr. XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the  Respondent.

            The information  has been supplied by the Respondent and the Appellant is satisfied with the information provided. 

2.

Case is therefore disposed of. 


3.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.K. Saini, President, 

New Generation Residents Welfare Society(Regd.)

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur(Punjab).






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Engineer(South),

Punjab State Electricity Board,

The Mall, Patiala.







Respondent

CC No. 472/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri H.S.Grewal, XEN, PSEB Division, Zirakpur, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

The Respondent states that the desired information has been supplied vide Memo. No.1544 dated 1.6.2007 and has been received by the Complainant through his wife Smt. Kanta, who has signed on duplicate copy of the Division’s letter. 

2.

Since the Complainant is not present today, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied.

3.

The case is therefore disposed of.



4..
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Dharam Paul,

7/3, Rani Ka Bagh,

Near State Bank of India Cantt. Branch,

Amritsar.








Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Special Secretary Irrigation,

Room No. 10, 6th Floor, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector:9, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.157/2007

ORDER

Present:
Dr. Dharam Paul, Complainant, in person.

Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent and Shri Jang Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the  Respondent.



On the last date of hearing on 7.6.2007, the Complainant had submitted his observations on the information provided to him and had highlighted that the Respondent is deliberately delaying the supply of the information. We had directed that the PIO will be personally present during today’s proceedings to confirm that the requisite information has been provided to the Complainant.

2.

We are dismayed to notice that neither the PIO is present for today’s proceedings nor has any information been provided to the Complainant. The Respondent states that the record pertaining to the information being sought is not traceable in the office.

3.

We, therefore, direct:-

(a) That information as demanded by the Complainant be provided at the earliest but not later than 10.7.2007
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(b) If the relevant information is not available in the office, an affidavit in this regard be rendered by the PIO by 10.7.2007 to the Commission  with a copy to the  Complainant.

4.

The Complainant also requests for compensation for the detriment suffered by him  in seeking information and also requests that Respondent , who is regularly absent during Commission’s proceedings,  be penalized under the statutory provisions of the R.T.I. Act.

5.

To come up on 26.7.2007.

6.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties and a copy to Principal Secretary  Irrigation, Mini Secretariat  Punjab,Sector:9, Chandigarh for ensuring presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ravinder Kumar Singal,

Jiwan Asram, Tahli Mohalla, 

Feerozepur City.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Engineer, RSDC,

 Irrigation Works Punjab, 

Shahpur Kandi, District: Pathankot.




Respondent

CC No.395/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri I. S. Jarial,  PIO-cum-XEN and Shri Baldev Singh, S.D.O. on behalf of the  Respondent.



On the last date of hearing the Complainant had stated that vide his letter dated 2.6.2007 he had brought out deficiencies in the information supplied to him. The Respondent accordingly was directed to provide full information as was demanded by the Complainant at the earliest. The Respondent PIO hands over a copy of the letter  No. 7784-85/220-E, dated 27.6.2007, wherein information contained in 56 sheets has been sent to the Complainant. The Complainant is not present today. Therefore, one more opportunity is given to confirm that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

2.

To come up on 26.7.2007. 



3.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ravinder Kumar 

# 806, Sector:41-A,

Chandigarh.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab PWD, I.B.H.O., 

Sector:18, Chandigarh.






Respondent

AC No. 101 /2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Ravinder Kumar, Appellant, in person.

Shri Sandesh Kumar, Registrar-cum-PIO, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. The PIO states that information cannot be created and whatever information was available, has been supplied to the Appellant. Thus all requirements as per the original application dated 7.9.2006 have been met.

2.

The case is therefore disposed of.



3.
           Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-


          Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.




Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ravinder Kumar Singal,

Resident of Jiwan Ashram, Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur.








Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Irrigation,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.








Respondent

CC No.538/2006

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Sandesh Kumar, Registrar-cum-PIO, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

It is noted with concern that the Complainant has been consistently 

absent for the last 6 hearings. The Respondent is willing to provide any item of information as required by the Complainant after carrying out inspection of documents. 

2.

In view of the continuous absence of the Complainant, it is presumed that he  is not interested in seeking information and therefore, the case is disposed of.



3.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Nirbhai Singh,

VPO: Chhajawal, Tehsil: Jagraon,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions(Schools),

SCO No. 95-97, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.273/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Nirbhai Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Sadhu Singh, Superintendent and Shri Gurbaksh Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

As per the directions of the Commission on the last date of hearing on 24.5.2007,  the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant by the Respondent and he is satisfied with the information provided.

2.

The Complainant requests that penalty be imposed on the Respondent for the delay in providing information and he be compensated. The Respondent explains stance for the delay in providing information and we are satisfied with his explanation.

3.

The case is therefore disposed of.



4.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Ms. Ramandeep Kaur,

D/o Shri Sher Singh,

C/o Sonu Jewellers,

VPO: Badhni Kalan, District: Moga.




Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions(S) Punjab,

SCO No. 95-97, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.298/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Sher Singh on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Shashi Garg, Legal Assistant, office of D.P.I.(S) on behalf of the PIO-Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing we had directed that the information pertaining to Items  at Sr. No.2,3,4 of the original application of the Complainant dated 22.12.2006 would be provided and also that the Respondent-PIO( if not appointed then the DPI himself) will be present to furnish a copy of the information to the Commission.

2.

The Complainant  brings out that merit list issued by C-DAC, as was demanded by him, has not been given to him.  During today’s proceedings, we are dismayed to observe that the  PIO is not present and that information supplied to the Complainant is deficient. Also, we observe that  the supply of the information is being delayed with no specific reasons. We therefore direct as follows:-

(a)
The PIO will be present on the next date of hearing with the information which is deficient.
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 (b)
The PIO will explain the reasons through an affidavit  for delay in providing information and justifying  why penalty not be imposed on the Respondent as per the statutory requirements of the R.T.I. Act.

(c)
The PIO will explain through an affidavit as to  why compensation not be provided  to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by her.

(d)     The Complainant will submit  a statement of expenditure incurred on                     



his visits to attend Commission’s proceedings.

3.

To come up on 26.7.2007.

4.
          Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Mandeep Singh,

S/o S. Nirmal Singh,

Guru Nanak Nagar, Street No. 2,

New Model Town, Amloh Road,

Khanna, District: Ludhiana.





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Public Instructions(S) Punjab,

SCO No. 95-97, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No. 272/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Mandeep Singh,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Shashi Garg, Legal Assistant, office of D.P.I.(S) on behalf of the PIO-Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 7.6.2007 we had directed that the Respondent-PIO(if not appointed then the DPI himself) will be present during today’s proceedings and will explain the exact stance taken on the information demanded by the Complainant vide his letter dated 7.12.2006. 

2.

We are dismayed to notice that the Respondent-PIO is not present.  However, the progress on the information demanded by the Complainant has been brought out by the Respondent. We therefore direct as follows:-

(a)
The PIO will be present on the next date of hearing with the full information  as demanded by the Complainant.
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(b)
The PIO will explain the reasons  through an affidavit for delay in providing information and justifying why penalty not be imposed on the Respondent as per the statutory requirements of the R.T.I. Act.

(c)
The PIO will explain why compensation not be provided to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.

3.            To come up on 26.7.2007.

4.            Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ved Parkash Grover,

Grover Niwas, Shastri Basti,

Rama-151301, District: Bathinda.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General, School Education,

Sarb Sikhia Abhyan, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector:9, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.281/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of Complainant as well as Respondent. 



The Complainant has intimated vide a letter dated 21.06.2007 that he has not received any information from the Respondent so far. The Respondent PIO is once again directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission. PIO is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing .

2.

To come up on 31.7.2007..



3.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri P.D. Sharma, 

32, Bhagat Singh Colony,

Ferozepur City – 152002.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S),

Ferozepur.








Respondent

CC No.270/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri P.D. Sharma, Complainant,  in person.

None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.

           On the last date of hearing on 24.5.2007 we had directed that the information as demanded  by the Respondent be sent by registered post to the Complainant and the  balance of information, which is  not available with the Respondent be collected from the concerned Departments and furnished to the Complainant. We had  also directed that if any part of the information is not available with the Department then a detailed affidavit justifying non-availability of the information be submitted.

2.

Since the Respondent is not present today, one more opportunity 

is given to the Respondent to supply the requisite information to the Complainant at the earliest but not later than 15.7.2007.

3.

To come up on 31.7.2007.



4.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Er. Harinder Pal,

C/o Shri Gorakh Nath,

# 169, Mohalla Bathindian,

Nabha-147201.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(Secondary)

Near Main Post Office, Patiala.





Respondent

CC No. 251/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Yash Pal Manvi, APIO, on behalf of the  Respondent.



As per the directions of the Commission on the last date of hearing on 24.5.2007, the Respondent submits the following documents:-

(a) Reasons for absence from Commission’s proceedings on 24.5.2007.

(b) Affidavit (showing the cause, for non imposition of penalty), for delay in providing the information sought.

(c) Reasons for not giving compensation to the Complainant.

2.

We are satisfied with the explanation given by the Respondent through above-noted documents. Therefore, no penalty is imposed on the PIO and no compensation is given to the Complainant.

3.

Since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case is disposed of.



4.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri S.R.Sainbhi, S.E.(Retd.),

5507, Modern Housing Complex, Manimajra,

Chandigarh.








Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Engineer Canals,

Irrigation Works, Punjab,

Sector:18, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.96/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri S.R.Sainbhi,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Sandesh Kumar, Registrar-cum-PIO, on behalf of the  Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 5.6.2007, we had directed the PIO of the Respondent to provide/obtain in specific the reply to the question/information desired by the Complainant.

2.

It is noticed from the following letter that only justification for raising observations/objections to the claim of the Complainant has been highlighted:-

(a)
District Treasury Officer, Punjab Treasury, Chandigarh letter  No. 3796 dated 14.6.2007.

(b)
Registrar, Irrigation Works, Punjab letter No. 97/910/Steno/07 dated 6.6.2007.

3.

The requirement of Complainant, that is, the Rule under which rail/bus tickets are required to be attached with the Traveling Expenses Bill has 
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thus not been met by the Respondent. Even the Treasury Office Punjab, Chandigarh has not been able to supply the said response.

4.

The Complainant who is a senior citizen and an ‘Open Heart By Pass Surgery Case’ demands compensation for the detriment suffered. At this stage, we reserve our judgement on this question.

5.

The case was re-examined. We are of the opinion the delay in passing of the claims is due to non supply of the Certificate of Genuineness claim by the controlling officer of Chief Engineer Canals, Irrigation Works Punjab. Being an error in office procedure, we consider it appropriate to bring it to the notice of Chief Engineer Canals, Irrigation Works Punjab that claims of such cases be scrutinized carefully so that a senior citizen with physical problems is not harassed.

6.

The case is disposed of.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and a copy to District Treasury Officer, Punjab Treasury, Chandigarh.

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

  S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surinder Singh,

# 12, Sector: 4, Guru Gian Vihar,

Near Jawaddi, P.O. Model Town, Ludhiana.



Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(Secondary),

Ludhiana.








Respondent

CC No. 250/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Surinder Singh, Complainant, in person.

Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, PIO-cum-Dy. DEO(S) and Shri Madanjit Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the  Respondent.



On the last date of hearing on 24.5.2007, we had directed the Respondent PIO to be present for today’s hearing to argue as to why information being sought cannot be made available to the Complainant. Also, the ACRs for the period 2002-03, 2003-04 and 2004-05 be available for perusal by the Commission, if required.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent brings out that she and the Complainant had served together. On her request for investigations, as part of her duties, two FIRs No. 150/2001 and 357/2001  have been registered against the Complainant. Investigation was carried by  S.P Ludhiana  on the directions of S.S.P. Ludhina. She submits a photocopy each of FIR 150/2001 and FIR 357/2001. She further states that in these cases, the Complainant produced 

A copy of her ACR for 2003-04 which had been obtained illegally. In order to legalise his action, the Complainant was now demanding copies of her ACRs. She makes a written submission to the Commission which is taken on record.

3.

The Respondent also brings out that AcRs are confidential
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 documents and are kept in safe custody. She had brought a copy each of the

 AcRs in a sealed cover. These were retained by the Respondent as there was no requirement to peruse the same.

4.

The Complainant brings out the problems being faced and the rationale for  demanding the ACRs for the period 2002-03, 2003-04 and 2004-05.

He did accept that his lawyer had produced a copy of the ACR of the Respondent PIO in the Court but he was not aware as to how he had obtained the same. He also submits a number of documents, taken on record. 

5.
            The Commission had kept the decision reserved after hearing both the sides.

6.

On perusal of documents, and keeping in view Section 8(1)(j) we are of the opinion that:-

(a)
No public interest will be served if copies of ACRs for the period 2002-03, 2003-04 and 2004-05 are handed over to the Complainant.


(b)
The information contained is personal and of third party and under normal circumstances the Complainant has no right to be privy to the same.

(c)
A part of the information has been surreptitiously obtained for a matter,   which is  subjudice.

7.

We, therefore, hold that the information demanded need not be supplied. The Appeal is thus dismissed.



8.
         Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-


 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner


Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated:28.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

