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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ambesh Bhardwaj, 

C/o Sh. Varinder Kumar Sharma, 

H.No. 208, St. No.3, W.No.09, Dhir Street, 

Near Bus Stand, 

Mansa (Pb.)   







 

…… Applicant





V/s 

Public Information Officer, 
O/o The Principal, 

SDKL, DAV Centenary Senior Secondary Public School, 

Mansa (Pb.) 






……… Respondent 
MR-15 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Upinder Kumar, Advocate on behalf of the  Complainant.

------

1. 

The case relates to obtaining photo copies of documents related to certificates of nine teachers of SDKL, DAV Centenary Senior Secondary Public School, Mansa. Initial request was made on 30.11.2007 and the Respondent     informed the Complainant vide letter No. 3750/DAV/Mansa/2007 dated 15.12.2007 that the school was a non-aided school, and thus not a public authority in terms of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act. As such the documents/information demanded by the Complainant have not been supplied.  

2. 
 
Contents of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act were explained to the Complainant. During today’s proceedings, the Complainant requested for additional time to justify that the Respondent was a public authority in terms of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act. 
3. 

To come up on 13.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M.   
            
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Deepak Kumar, 

Sector-A, Gali No.7, 

Ram Nagar, 

Sunam, Sangrur (Pb.)   









…… Applicant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Principal, 

Model Basic High School, 

Sunam, Sangrur (Pb.)




…… Respondent

MR-14 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Deepak Kumar Applicant in person.

------

1. The case relates to seeking information regarding appointment of teachers in the school for the period 01.04.2000 to till date. Initial request was made on 20.04.2007. The Applicant was informed by the school authorities on 18.05.2007 that the school was a private institution and did not satisfy the definition of public authority in Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act. On not being satisfied the Applicant filed the instant MR with the Commission on 29.01.2008.
2. During the proceedings today provisions of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act were read out to the Applicant and was asked to show how the Respondent was a public authority. The Applicant is unable to do so and accepts that the school is being run by a private body. Since the Respondent is not a public authority in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act the MR is, dismissed being not maintainable. 
3. Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. U.S Bhalla, 

Deputy Manager (Mechanical), 

Punjab Alkalies & Chemicals Ltd,  

Nangal Una Road, 

Naya Nangal, 

District Ropar (Pb.) 










…… Applicant

 


         

 Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Chief Technical Officer 

Punjab Alkalies & Chemicals Ltd, 

Nangal Una Road, 

Naya Nangal (Pb.)






…… Respondent

MR-13 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Sh. U.S Bhalla Applicant in person.

------

1.  

The case relates to obtaining copies of ACRs for the period of 1998 to 2007. Initial request for obtaining information was filed on 19.04.2007. This was refused vide PACL: HRD2008/2719 dated 08.01.2008 by the Respondent as the Respondent claimed that PACL was not a public authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 

2. 

During the proceedings the Applicant states that Punjab State is the single largest share holder (44 %) in PACL and an IAS Officer is its Managing Director. PSIDC controls all activities of PACL through its Chairman. He also states that the land has been leased to PACL by National Fertilizers Limited on long lease and therefore, PACL is being funded and controlled by Punjab Government.
3. 

 In view of the foregoing, I deem it fit that a notice be issued to the Respondent to provide response to the arguments submitted by the Applicant by 20.04.2008 to the Commission to discuss the exact status of PACL with regard to the provisions of RTI Act 2005.  
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4.   
 
To come up on 13.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M. The Applicant states that 
due to his physical infirmities he will not be able to attend the court. The case be decided on its merits.                                                                                                                                       
4.  
Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. S. P Singh, 

Office-cum Resident, 

Hemkunt House, 82,  

Jujhar Avenue, Gali No. 2, 
Gumtala Link, Ajnala Road, 

Amritsar (Pb.) 










…… Complainant  





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Secretary, 

Local Committee, 

Chief Khalsa Dewan, 

Tarn Taran (Pb.)






…… Respondent

CC-2384 of 2007
ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Manish Prabhakar, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent. 
-------

1.  
On the last date of hearing on 03.03.2008 the Respondent had stated that complete information will be provided to the Complainant. He had assured that information would be sent by registered post to the Complainant.   
2. During the proceedings today, the Respondent confirms that information has been sent to the Complainant vide registered letter no. 503 dated 11.03.2008. A photo copy of the receipt of the registered letter is handed over to the Commission which is taken on record. 
3.  
Since the information stands supplied, and no comments/observations have been received from the Complainant, the case is disposed of and closed. 
4.  
Announced in the hearing. Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Om Parkash, 

H.No. 61- Village-1, 

Kucha Verowala, 

Dhab Wasti Ram, 

Amritsar (Pb.) 










…… Complainant  





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, 

City Circle, Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Hall Gate, Amritsar (Pb.)





…… Respondent

CC-334 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Harjit Singh, SDO on behalf of Deputy Chief Engineer, Respondent . 

-------

1.  The case relates to seeking the status of six letters written by the Complainant to SDO, Tunda Talab, Sub Division, PSEB, Amritsar. These letters were written on 16.07.2005, 18.07.2005, 19.07.2005, 18.07.2005, 11.08.2008 and 05.03.2006. It is not clear from the Complainant’s letters as to when did he file an application seeking information under the RTI Act. 
2. During today’s proceedings the Respondent states that information as had been sought by the Complainant has been provided to him. He makes a written submission vide Memo No. 4356/58 dated 02.04.2008. In this letter the Respondent has explained that information as had been sought was provided and receipt obtained on 15.03.2007. 
3. Since the Complainant is not present, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 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: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Arti Pansotra, 

H.No. 305, Tilak Nagar, 

Near Shivala Mandir, 

Amritsar (Pb.) 










…… Complainant  





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE), 

Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana (Pb.)






…… Respondent

CC-337 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Raj Kumar on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Santokh Singh, APIO cum Suptd DEO, Ludhiana. 

-------

1.

The case relates to seeking information on a service matter. Copies of certain certificates of two other employees had been sought by the Complainant. Initial request for information was made on 05.12.2007 and on not getting a response he field an appeal with the first Appellant Authority on 01.02.2008 and subsequently with the Commission on 07.02.2008. 
2. 

During the proceedings today it emerged that the Complainant was only interested in getting copies of the caste certificates of 
Smt. Kusum Tak and Smt. Kuldeep Kaur. The Respondent has no objection to hand over the same, in my presence. The Complainant is satisfied with the information provided, the case is thus disposed of and closed.
3.

Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jaswinder Singh, 

H.No. B III, 408/ Guru Nanak Nagar, 

Near Gurdwara GTB Sahib, 

Batala (Pb.) 






…… Complainant  





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Ludhiana (Pb.)





…… Respondent

CC-317 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Santokh Singh, APIO cum Suptd DEO, Ludhiana. 

-------

1.

The case relates to obtaining a copy of order and date of joining in respect Sh. Sukhvir Singh as Science Teacher against BC Male category. Initial request was made on 24.09.2007 and on not getting response the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 04.02.2008. 

2. 

During the proceedings today the Respondent states that to Sh. Sukhvir Singh had not joined DEO(S), Ludhiana as such information being sought cannot be supplied. Moreover, no specific details of Sh. Sukhvir Singh are known. A response has been sent to the Complainant vide his letter A-2/2008-RTI-80 dated 31.03.2008, a copy of which is handed over to the Commission and is taken on record. 
3. 

The Complainant is not present and he has not responded to the letter sent by the Respondent. Under such circumstances, the Respondent states that it is difficult to provide any information. However, should any specific details of the individual be available then he will be able to provide requisioned information. 

4. 

In view of the foregoing the case is disposed of and closed. 

5. 

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajesh Behl, 

118, Gurdarshan Nagar, 

Near-2, Nagar Phatak, 
Patiala (Pb.)  









…… Complainant  





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Deputy Secretary, 

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.)






…… Respondent

CC-319 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO, PSEB, Patiala. 

-------

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding appointment of Directors in Talwandi Power Company and Nabha Power Company under the aegis of PSEB. The initial request was made on 08.01.2008 and on not receiving response he filed a complaint with the Commission on 14.02.2008. During the proceedings the Respondent states that information has been sent by registered post vide Memo No. 16246 dated 12.02.2008. There is no response from the Complainant as yet. 
2. 

Since the information stands provided and no observations/comments have been received from the Complainant, the case is disposed of and closed. 
3.

Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Harbans Singh Brar, 

H.No. 20281, Street No/ 16, 

Near Ch. Roshan Singh Hospital, 

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, 

Bathinda (Pb.)  









…… Appellant




          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala  (Pb.)






…… Respondent

AC-81 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Sh. H.S Brar Complainant in person and Sh. Surinder Garg, Advocate. 

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO, PSEB, Patiala. 

-------

1.

The Appellant had requested for the following information. 

a) I want to know about the marks obtained by me in the test for recruitment of Assistant Engineer on training in PSEB, Patiala conducted by NTPC Ltd. New Delhi on 21.01.2007 (Sunday) on the behalf of PSEB Patiala. 

b) I want the photocopy of my answersheet and the photocopy of answersheet of topper candidate in electrical discipline test for comparison purpose. 

2.

The request was made on 06.06.2007 and on not getting response he approached the Commission. He was advised to approach the first Appellant Authority on 02.11.2007. He filed an appeal with the first Appellate Authority on 04.12.2007. Subsequently he filed an appeal to the Commission 07.02.2008. 
3. 

During the proceedings held today it emerged that the Complainant had been given two different response as following. 

a) Vide Memo 45/CRA/224 dated 23.01.2008 wherein he was given details of his performance in the examination. 
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b) His appeal was rejected by the first Appellate Authority vide Memo No. 653/RTI-61dated 30.01.2008 even though a part of the information had been given to him earlier.

4. 

Explaining the  response of the first Appellate Authority, the Respondent states that it was a deliberate decision by the first Appellate Authority who under the provisions of Section 8 (1) (1) of the RTI Act had rejected the request of the Appellant. The Respondent submits a copy of Noting   Sheet (running into three pages) to the Commission with a copy to the Appellant.  

5. 

In view of the foregoing an opportunity is given to the Appellant to submit his arguments as early as possible prior to the next date of hearing. 

6. 

To come up on MR-.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. A.S Wadhawan, 

415/9, Mohalla Punjpiplan, 

Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur (Pb.)  









…… Complainant  





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer, 

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Sub Division, ¾ Near Railway Station, 

Hoshiarpur (Pb.)





…… Respondent

CC-327 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Rajinder Singh Thakur, PIO cum Representative Officer, PSEB, Hoshiarpur. 

-------

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding payment of interest on security deposit. A request was made on 02.01.2008 and on not getting a 
response, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 05.02.2008. 

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent states that the Complainant was requested, to deposit fee of approximately Rs. 1500/- for obtaining  the said information. The Complainant has so far not deposited the requisite fee. The Respondent was not in possession of a copy of the said letter but assures that the same will be sent by 15.04.2008. 

3. 

In view of the foregoing, it emerges that the instant complaint is premature. The instant complaint is, therefore, not maintainable and is dismissed. However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission in case he is not satisfied with the information delivered.  

4. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Paramjit Singh, 
Village & Post Office. Raiwali, 

Tehsil-Naraingarh, 

District Ambala, 









…… Applicant   




          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Principal,

Village. Pholriwal, 

Janta Co-Education High School, 
Jalandhar (Pb.)





…… Respondent

MR-12 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Paramjit Singh, Applicant in person.

-------

1.

The case relates to seeking details of salary being drawn by the wife of the Applicant employed as a teacher in Janta Co-Education High School, Jalandhar. Initial request was made on 13.11.2007 and on not getting a response he filed a applicant to the Commission on 25.01.2008. The background of this case is a matrimonial dispute between the Complainant and his wife. 
2.

During the proceedings today, the provisions of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act was brought to the notice of the applicant. He was asked to show how the Respondent was a public authority in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act. The applicant states that the school was a private school which is not a Public Authority as defined in Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act. The application of the applicant is thus non-maintainable and, therefore, dismissed. 

3. 

Copies be sent to both the parties.   

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. S.P Kalyan,

Assistant Director, 

Youth Services, 

Punjab Yuva Bhawan, 

Sector-42, Chandigarh.




…… Appellant 





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Director General,

Centre for Training and Employment of Punjab Youth,

Rajiv Gandhi Yuva Bhawan,

Sector-42, Chandigarh




…… Respondent 
MR-17 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Sh. S.P Kalyan, Applicant in person.

-------

1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to a service matter. A request was made for information by the Applicant on 06.11.2008 to the Respondent and it had four items. The response was provided to the Applicant vide letter No. DG/C-PYTE/2007/298 (PI) dated 14.12.2007. Since the Applicant was not satisfied, he filed a complaint with the commission on 06.02.2008. 
2.

Since there was a reasonable doubt regarding the exact status of the Respondent in terms of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, notice was issued only to the Applicant and taken up as miscellaneous reference. 


3. 

During the proceedings today the Applicant states that the Respondent had provided him the said information on 17.12.2007. He also states that C-PYTE is an organization totally funded and controlled by Government of Punjab. It is a public authority under the provisions of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act. 
4.  

In view of the submissions made by the Applicant, I consider it fit to order the issuance of notice to the Respondent both in regard to the demand for information and in regard to the claim of the Applicant that the Respondent was a public authority under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act. 

5.

Adjourned to 15.04.2008 at 2.00 P.M. Copies of order be sent to both the parties. 





Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 03.04.2008




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






              State Information Commissioner 

