STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Arti Pansotra,

C/o Sh. J.S.Chawla, #42, Gali No.3,

Muslim Ganj, Near Shivala Mandir,

Amritsar (Pb.)






….. Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (SE),

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

Chandigarh.






….. Respondent




     CC No.1266 of 2007




              ORDER
Present:
Sh. Raj Kumar on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 20.11.2007, we had directed the Respondent  to provide information relating to Items No. 2 and 3 of the original application for information dated 13.6.2007 at the earliest but not later than 5.12.2007 free of cost  by registered post.  The APIO/PIO was directed to be personally present during the proceedings today and to explain reasons of his absence  during proceedings of 20.11.2007 through an affidavit.

2.

It is observed that the PIO/APIO of the Respondent is not present.  The complainant also states that no information has so far been provided to him.

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that :

      (a) Information as per Items No.2  and 3 of the original application be                        provided to the complainant at the earliest by registered post free of cost.

 (b) PIO of the Respondent will be present along with a copy of the   information provided  to the  complainant  on the next date of hearing.

                         (c) He will explain reasons of  his  absence  from the proceedings held on          20.11.2007 and 11.12.2007 through an affidavit.

                  (d) Submit an affidavit as  to why  penalty not be imposed on him as per Section 20 of the RTI Act for non-supply/delay in supplying information.

4.

To come up on 27.12.2007 at 2.00 PM.
5

Announced in the hearing.  Copies  be sent to both the parties.  A copy be sent to Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb., Education Deptt., for ensuring presence of the PIO.

Chandigarh







(  P.K.Grover )

Dated: 11.12.2007






Lt. Gen. (Retd.)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. A.D.Awasthi,

# HL-252, Phase – 9,

Mohali.






….. Complainant        






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Research & Medical

Education, Pb., SCO No.87,

Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.




….. Respondent





CC No.1257 of 2007





         ORDER
Present:
Sh. A.D.Awasthi, Complainant is present in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 20.11.2007, the Respondent had requested for additional time for verifying parts of  the information relating to Items No.2, 3 and 4 of the original application of the complainant.  This information was to be supplied by 5.12.2007.  It was to be provided free of cost by registered post.

2.

It was also directed that PIO/APIO DRME, Pb., will be personally present with the information relating to Items No.1, 2  and 3 specifically relating to all the  Medical and Dental Colleges  under his control.

3.

It is observed  that  neither  the PIO/APIO DRME nor the PIO of Medical College, Amritsar is present. The complainant states that no information has been  supplied to him as was directed on the last date of hearing.
4.

It is, therefore, directed that:
(a) Information as has been demanded by the complainant in his original letter dated 3.10.2006 and is still deficient be provided to him at the earliest.
(b) PIO DRME, Punjab. and PIO of Govt. Medical College, Amritsar will be personally present with a copy of the information as would be provided to the complainant.
©  Both PIO DRME and  PIO, Govt. Medical College, Amritsar will explain reasons for their absence from today’s proceedings through an affidavit.
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 (d) Submit an affidavit showing or explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed  on them as per Section 20 of the RTI Act for the delay  in providing information to the complainant.
5.

To come up on 1.1.2008 at 2.00 PM.
6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties, DRME, Pb., SCO No.87, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh. and also to  the Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb., Medical Education and Research, for his perusal.

Chandigarh







( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 11.12.2007






Lt. Gen. (Retd.)








State Information Commissioner
1.
.Sh. Sharma, Supdt.,; Sh. R.R.Narula and  Shri Sardara Singh, Sr.Asstt O/o DRME, Pb., Chandigarh, the Respondent on behalf of the DRME arrived in the office of the Commission at about 2.50 P.M. and requested to be heard.  They regret the delay in reaching the Commission due to a problem with their  vehicle.  Sh. A.D.Awasthi, the Complainant had left the premises of the Commission.
2.

The Respondent states that the information  to be sent to the complainant was ready for despatch and will be despatched to him on 12.12.2007.  He also hands over a copy of the letter dated 4.12.2007 containing a part of information which is taken on record.
3.

  Accordingly, it is directed that :
(a) The requisitioned information now available  be sent to the Complainant free of cost by registered post.
(b) The complainant will submit his observations/comments to the Respondent by 25.12.2007 with a copy to the Commission.
4.
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh






 
( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 11.12.2007






Lt. Gen. (Retd.)








State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Major Hardip Singh,

Guleh Palace, VPO: Sarhali Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran (Pb.)



….. Complainant






Vs

Public Information  Officer,

O/o Director of  Public Instructions (SE), Pb.,

Chandigarh.






….. Respondent





 CC No.1271 of 2007





          ORDER
Present:
Major Hardip Singh, Complainant is present in person.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 20.11.2007, it was directed that:

(a) The Complainant will be provided information as was demanded by him vide his letter dated 22.12.2006 at the earliest but not later than 5.12.2007 free of cost by registered post.

(b) The PIO, DPI will be personally present.  He would submit an affidavit explaining reasons of his absence during proceedings on 20.11.2007and also showing cause for the delay in providing information to the complainant through a separate affidavit.

2.

It is  observed that the PIO Respondent is not present.  The complainant also states that he has not been provided any information so far.   It is, therefore, directed that:

(a)  The complainant  be provided information as had been demanded by him vide his letter dated 22.12.2006 at the earliest.

(b) The PIO will be personally present on the next date of hearing.  He will  submit the following affidavits:

(1)  Explaining  reasons  of his absence from the proceedings held on 20.11.2007 and 11.12.2007.

(2)  Explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him as per Section 20 of the RTI Act for not providing/delay in providing the requisite information to the complainant.
3.

To come up on 27.12.2007 at 2.00 PM wherein the PIO will be personally present. 

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb., Education Deptt. for ensuring presence of PIO-DPI (SE).

Chandigarh






( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 11.12.2007





Lt.Gen. (Retd.)







    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj,

#49, Preet Vihar, Mehas Gate,

Nabha, Distt. Patiala (Pb.)




….. Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt., Pb.,

Higher Education Deptt.,

Chandigarh.






….. Respondent





 CC No.1285 of 2007





         ORDER
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, we had given one more opportunity to both the Complainant and the Respondent to progress the case further.  It is observed that neither the complainant nor the  Respondent  is present once again.  It is presumed that the complainant is no longer desirous of  pursuing  the case.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed due to non-prosecution by the complainant.
2.

Copies be sent to  both  the  parties.

Chandigarh







( P.K.Grover )

Dated:11.12.2007






Lt. Gen. (Retd.)








  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Dr. Virinder Singh,
1-A, Circular Road, 

Opp: Govt. Medical College,

Amritsar.







….. Complainant






 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal, G\

Govt. Medical College,

Amritsar.







….. Respondent




CC No.1293 of 2007





        ORDER
Present:
Dr. Virinder Singh, Complainant is present in person.



Dr. Kuldip Singh, Lecturer, Deptt. of  Bio Chemistry-cum-PIO,



Govt. Medical College, Amritsar and Sh .Naveen Sharma, Clerk,



O/o  Principal, Govt. Medical College, Amritsar.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 20.11.2007, it was directed that all information as had been demanded by the complainant and not exempted, be provided to him or an affidavit be submitted in case any part of the information was not held on record/not available. 
2

During today’s proceedings, the complainant states that he has received information on 29.11.2007, exactly one year after he had made the request i.e. on 30.11.2006.  The information sought related to pay fixation carried out on 1.1.1996.  Due to the delay in providing the requisite information he has faced a number of problems including a recovery being imposed on him during March 2007 amounting to Rs.70,000/- approximately.  Had he been given this information in time, he would  have  represented and this recovery may not have been imposed on him.  Also that he had to pay approximately Rs.23,000/- as advance of income tax.  Due to the delay in supplying information he will now have to approach the Courts for redressal.  In short, he has suffered due to the delay in provisioning of information.  The complainant requests that a penalty be imposed on the Respondent for delay in  supplying  the information because of which he has suffered both financially as well psychologically.  Further, he will have to approach the Courts for seeking redressal which may take considerable amount of time and further harassment.
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3. 

 Accordingly, it is directed that, the  PIO of the Respondent will submit an affidavit explaining/showing cause as to why penalty be not imposed on him as per Section 20 of the RTI Act for delay in supplying information.  This affidavit will  be  submitted by 25.12.2007 to the Commission.
4.

Since the information stands supplied to the  complainant, the case is closed as far as the information aspect is concerned.







5.

To come up on 3.1.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
6.

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

Chandigarh







 ( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 11.12.2007






 Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Subhash Chander, S/o

Sh. Puran Chand, 

R/o Jandi Wali Gali, Near Jain Gali,

Fazilka, Tehsil Fazilka,

Distt. Ferozepur.





….. Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Fazilka.






….. Respondent





CC No.1489 of 2007





        ORDER
Present:
Sh. Subhash Chander, Complainant is present in person.


Sh. S.L.Arora, Senior XEN, PSEB, Fazilka and Sh.Satwinder Singh, Superintendent, O/o Senior XEN, PSEB, Fazilka.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 15.11.2007 one more opportunity had been given to the complainant to pursue his case and to the Respondent since he had not followed the procedure specified under Section 11 of the RTI Act.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent hands over a copy of the information  running into six pages to the complainant.  The Respondent also states that it is because of the rivalry between Unions of PSEB at Fazilka that such information is being sought to harass the PIO.  The respondent was informed of the function of the Commission and that it dealt with the aspect brought out in Section 2 (f) of the RTI Act..

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.
4.

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

Chandigarh







( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 11.12.2007






Lt. Gen. (Retd.)








  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nand Singh, S/o
Sh. Sher Singh, R/o

Dhingra Colony, Street No.2,

Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.




….. Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Fazilka.






….. Respondent





CC No.1491 of 2007





          ORDER
Present:
Sh. Nand Singh, Complainant is present in person.


Sh. S.L.Arora, Senior XEN, PSEB, Fazilka and Sh.Satwinder Singh, Superintendent, O/o Senior XEN, PSEB, Fazilka.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 15.11.2007 one more opportunity had been given to the complainant to pursue his case and to the Respondent since he had not followed the procedure specified under Section 11 of the RTI Act.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent hands over a copy of the information  running into six pages to the complainant.  The Respondent also states that it is because of the rivalry between Unions of PSEB at Fazilka that such information is being sought to harass the PIO. The respondent was informed of the function of the Commission and that it dealt with the aspect brought out in Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.
3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.
4.

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

Chandigarh







( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 11.12.2007






Lt. Gen. (Retd.)








  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukhdev Singh, S/o

Sh. Karnail Singh, R/o Vill: Chandi Mari,

P.O. Vill: Bahik Khas,

Tehsil Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.



….. Complainant




Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Operation Div., Fazilka.




….. Respondent




CC No.1495 of 2007




       ORDER
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. S.L.Arora, Senior XEN, PSEB, Fazilka and Sh.Satwinder Singh, Superintendent, O/o Senior XEN, PSEB, Fazilka.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 15.11.2007 one more opportunity had been given to the complainant to pursue his case and to the Respondent since he had not followed the procedure specified under Section 11 of the RTI Act.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that information running into three pages is available with the Respondent.  Since the complainant is not present, it is directed that  this  information  be sent to the complainant free of cost by registered post with a copy to the Commission.  The respondent was informed of the function of the Commission and that it dealt with the aspect brought out in Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.
3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.

4.

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

Chandigarh







( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 11.12.2007






Lt. Gen. (Retd.)








  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jograj Singh, S/o 

Sh. Natha Singh, Moh. Rud,

VPO: Bham.

Distt. Hoshiarpur.





….. Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Mahilpur, Distt. Hoshiarpur.




….. Respondent





CC No.1552 of 2007





         ORDER
Present:
Sh. Jograj Singh, Complainant is present in person.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The complainant had sought information on 16.12.2006 running into five items relating to activities of Gram  Panchayat, VPO Bham, Distt. Hoshiarpur, from the BD & PO, Mahilpur.  On being denied information, he filed an appeal with D.C., Hoshiarpur, on 28.5.2007.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the complainant states that information as was demanded by  him, has been supplied to him on 25.07.2007.  However, he  had  been pressurized and harassed by various authorities for demanding this information and even now he has been threatened for seeking information from the authorities.  He has also been insulted in public.  He requests that the Respondent be  advised to refrain from doing so.  He, however, is satisfied with the information provided.  He also requests that the  Respondent be  penalized  under  Section 20 of the RTI Act for the delay in supplying the information.  It was explained to the complainant that penalty if imposed is to be deposited in Treasury and not paid to the complainant as had been demanded by him.
3

It is, therefore, directed that the PIO Respondent will be present with an affidavit as to why  penalty  not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act for the delay in supplying the information.  The request for information was made on 16.12.2006 and was supplied on 25.07.2007.  He will aso submit an affidavit explaining reasons for his absence from the proceedings held today.
4.

To come up on 03.01.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
5.

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

Chandigarh.







( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 11.12.2007






Lt. Gen. (Retd.)








  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harjinder Singh Brar,

# 1180, Sector – 21,

Panchkula – 134116.





….. Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Planning – 3,

Pb. State Electricity Board, 

H.O.  Patiala.






….. Respondent





CC No.1575 of 2007





       ORDER

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



1

.On the last date of hearing on 6.11.2007, it was directed that the  Respondent will supply information to the complainant by registered post free of cost.  We had also  directed  that the complainant  would forward observations/comments by 01.12.2007  with a copy to the Commission on the information that was to be supplied.

2.

During today’s proceedings, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present.  However, a telephonic message from the PIO Respondent was received at about 1100 hours.  The PIO specifically stated that information as has been demanded by the complainant, has been sent to him by registered post on 14.11.2007.  He, however, will not be able to attend the proceedings today because of his involvement in the Labour Court at Patiala.

3.

Since the complainant is not present for the second consecutive time and the information having been supplied to him, it appears that he is satisfied.  The case is accordingly disposed of.
4.

Copies  be sent to both the parties.
.
Chandigarh







( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 11.12.2007






Lt. Gen. (Retd.)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai, C/o

M/s Ameliorating India,

205-B. Model Town Extn.,

Ludhiana – 2.







….. Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD (Irrigation),

Ludhiana.







….. Respondent





   CC No.1658 of 2007






 ORDER
Present:
Lt.Col . Naresh Kumar Ghai, Complainant is present in person.
Sh. Rajinder Singh Saini, APIO- XEN, Sidhwan Canal Div., Ludhiana and Sh. Ashwini Singh, XEN, Ropar Head Works, Ropar.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 15.11.2007, it was directed that the Respondent will collect all information as has been requisitioned from various offices and provide it to the complainant at the earliest but not later than 05.12.2007.  It was also directed that the PIO will be personally present on the next date of hearing, that is, on 11.12.2007.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the complainant states that he had been provided a part of information by XEN, Sidhwan Canal Div. on 3.12.2007 and by XEN, Ropar Head Works Division, Ropar, vide letter No.7788/16 E/Act dated 4/12/2007.   Copies of these documents are taken on record.
3.

After perusing these documents, the complainant has submitted observations to both the Divisions vide his letter dated 6.12.2007. The  Respondent requests for additional time of two weeks for providing the information..  Accordingly, it is directed that both the Sirhind Nahar Circle, Ludhiana and Ropar Head Works Division, Ropar, will provide the deficient information  to the complainant at the earliest  but not later than 31.12.2007 by registered post free of cost.
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4. As regards information to be provided by Ludhiana Drainage Division, it is directed that the request for information be sent to Jalandhar Drainage Division, Jalandhar, under the provisions of the RTI Act.  This  information will be provided by Jalandhar Drainage Division, Jalandhar, to the complainant at the earliest.

 5.

To come up on 10.01.2008 at 2.00 PM wherein the PIO will be personally present.                                                               
6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.  Copies be also sent to XEN, Ropar Head Works Div., Ropar;  S.E., Sirhind Nahar Circle, Ludhiana and S.E., Jalandhar Drainage Division, Jalandhar.
Chandigarh






( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 11.12.2007





Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







     State  Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Col. Joginder Singh,

# 905, Phase – 2, 

Goindwal,

Distt. Tarn Taran (Pb.)


            
         …… Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager, Estates,

Pb. State Industrial Dev. and Export

Coporation , Sector 17- A,

Udyog Bhawan,

Chandigarh.





            
….. Respondent








  AC No.108 of 2007






          ORDER
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Jagdish Chander, APIO and Sh. Kewal Krishan, Senior Assistant, Estates Branch O/O MD, PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17, Chandigarh.
1.

This is the second hearing and the Appellant is not present for the second consecutive time.  It appears that he is not interested in prosecuting the case any further.  The case is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.
2.

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

Chandigarh







( P.K.Grover )
Dated: 11.12.2007






Lt. Gen. (Retd.)








 State Information Commissioner

