STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dhanna Singh,

Village: Haveli Kalan, W.No.5, 

Haveli Kalan Road, Ropar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Chief Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Ropar.




 Respondent

CC No.1039 /2008

Present:
Shri Dhanna Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sohinderjit Singh, PIO-cum-Superintending Engineer Operation Circle,  Shri K. K. Shukla, Circle Superintendent and Shri Dharam Chand, UDC,  office of Deputy Chief Engineer, Punjab State Electricity Board, Ropar, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 21.8.2008, when it was directed that the PIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today, alongwith an affidavit to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed on him and compensation be not granted to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him due to the delay in the supply of the information .

2.

Accordingly, Shri Sohinderjit Singh, S.E.-cum-PIO appears in person and submits  an affidavit running into three sheets alongwith  annexure running into 24(Twenty four) sheets,  in  which he has explained in detail the 
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delay caused in the supply of the information. The PIO states that the Complainant was regularly informed about the progress of the  action taken on his representation from time to time and the speaking order was issued vide Office Order No. 586 dated 18.7.2008.

3.

I am satisfied with the explanation put forth by the PIO and therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed on the PIO and no compensation is ordered to be paid to the Complainant. However, the PIO is advised to be more careful in handling RTI cases expeditiously on priority. 

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J. L. Nanda,

Director, Druckgrafen India Limited,

SCO No. 174, 2nd Floor, Sector:38-C, Chandigarh.


Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIDC,

Udyog  Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.291/2008
Present:
Shri  J.L.Nanda, Appellant, in person.
Shri L. K. Singla, Assistant General Manager, PSIDC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 21.8.2008,l when it was directed the Complainant will visit the office of Shri Sanjay Ahuja, PIO of the office of PSIDC on 27.8.2008 at 11.00 A.M. to inspect the record and identify the information required by him. 

2.

The Complainant states that  he visited the office of the PIO on the fixed date and time and he was provided the record for inspection/identification. After the inspection/identification of the record, he was supplied the requisite information duly authenticated. He further states that the noting file starting from 25.8.1995 to 20.3.1998 was not available in the record put up to him for inspection on 27.8.2008. 

3.

The Complainant submits two copies of letters No. PSIDC: ACCTS: PIO: 1782 dated 30.5.2008 and No. PSIDC: ACCTS: PIO: 4422 

Contd…..p/2

AC No.291/2008



-2-
dated 11.9.2008, addressed to the Complainant,  which are taken on record.  A perusal of these letters reveals that contradictory information has been supplied to the Complainant. In the letter dated 30.5.2008 at Sr. No. 1, under Item No. 2 it has been stated that “Copies of notings from 25.8.95 to 20.03.98 have already been sent to you” whereas in the letter dated 11.9.2008 it has been stated that “As informed by I&F Division notings for the period from 25.08.1995 to 20.03.1998 are not traceable in their record.

3.

The Complainant states that the rest of the information has been supplied to him after about 10 months. The Respondent replies that interim reply was sent to the Complainant from time to time. 

4.

Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Sanjay Ahuja, Deputy General Manager-cum-PIO will file an affidavit on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed on him for giving mis-leading/contradictory information to the Complainant and compensation be not given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him in the process of obtaining information. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.10.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

# 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO:1-2-3, Sector: 17A, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1399 /2008

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, Complainant-in-person.
Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director Audit, Ludhiana-cum-APIO and Shri Vijay Sharma, Junior Auditor,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 28.8.2008,  when it was directed that Deputy Comptroller and the PIO of  Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana will appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today  alongwith action taken report on the representation of the Complainant.

2.

Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director Audit, Ludhiana-cum-APIO states that there is no post of Deputy Comptroller in the Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana. There is a post of  Comptroller in the Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana. Accordingly, it is directed that revised order dated  28.8.2008 be issued after making necessary correction.
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3.

The APIO informs the Commission  that the order of the Commission  dated 28.8.2008 in the instant case  has been received in the office of Examiner Local Fund Account , Chandigarh,  on 15.9.2008 whereas  this order has not been received in the office of Comptroller and the PIO of Punjab Agricultural University Ludhiana till 15.9.2008. The Complainant also states  that he collected the order personally on 15.9.2008 from the office of the Commission.

4.

The APIO informs the Commission that Punjab Agricultural University Ludhiana is preparing a list of liabilities in the case of Coaches for which some more time is required. He requests the Commission that the case may be adjourned for 15 days. 

5.

Accordingly, on the request of the APIO, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 23.10.2008 with the directions that  the Comptroller and the PIO of the Punjab Agricultural Univdrsity, Ludhiana will attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing along with Action Taken Report on the representation of the Complainant. 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and  Shri A. C. Rana, Comptroller, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana and Shri Suresh Kumar Saini, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO, Punjab Agricultural University Ludhiana. 








               Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nachhattar Singh Rathi,

Secretary General,

 Public Welfare of Anti-corruption Society (Regd.),

Near Bus Stand, Mansa.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Welfare Officer, Mansa.




Respondent

CC No.722/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 28.8.2008, when the PIO had agreed to supply photo copies of the case files to the Complainant by hand on 2.9.2008 at 11.00 A.M. in his office,  as per his requirement and the case was fixed for confirmation of the compliance for today i.e. 16.9.2008.

2.

Shri Sardul Singh, District Welfare Officer Mansa-cum-PIO has informed the Commission vide Endorsement No. 780, dated 3.9.2008 that the Complainant did not visit his office on 2.9.2008 to collect the requisite information. Therefore, Shri Kuldip Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Mansa was sent  to the residence of the Complainant to deliver the requisite information.  Since the Complainant was not present  and the family members of the 

Complainant refused to take delivery of the information,  the information, running into six sheets,  including one sheet of covering letter, was sent to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 779, dated 3.9.2008  by  registered post. 
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3.

The Complainant is not present. His absence shows that he has received the information sent to him by the PIO by  registered post  and is satisfied. 

4.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

5.

At about 12.00 Noon , Shri Kuldip Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Mansa reaches the Chamber. He states that he has got late due to break down of the bus, in which he was traveling. 

6.

 He further states that he went to the residence of the Complainant to deliver the information on 2.9.2008, since the Complainant did not come to his office to collect the information. The Complainant was not present  and the members of his family refused to take delivery of the information. Therefore, the information was sent to him by registered post vide Memo. No. 779, dated 3.9.2008.

7.

Since the requisite  information stands supplied  to the Complainant the case is disposed of.

    Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M. R. Singla,

# 1015, Sector:16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Irrigation,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC No. 1634 to 1637, 1639 to 1643 and 1666 /2008

Present:
Shri M. R. Singla, Complainant, in person.

Shri Gurdip Singh, Superintendent, I.P.-3 Branch and Shri Prem Singh, Superintendent, I.P.-2 Branch of the office of Principal Secretary Irrigation ,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Prem Singh, Superintendent, Irrigation Personnel-2 Branch-cum-APIO has requested to Commission vide Memo. No. 34/35/08-3 IP-2/42 dated 5.9.2008,  to adjourn these cases at least for 2 months as it is not possible for them to supply the requisite information immediately  due to ongoing Punjab Vidhan Sabha Session and the shortage of staff. 

2.

Shri Prem Singh , Superintendent and Shri Gurdip Singh, Superintendent reiterate their request for adjournment of these cases at least for four months.
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1639 to 1643 and 1666 /2008

3.

After hearing both the parties, it is directed that the photo copies of all the files, including noting portion,  relating to service matters of Shri  M.R. 
Singla available with I.P.-2 and I.P.-3 Branches, duly authenticated, with proper Index  be supplied to the Complainant within a period of four months. It is also directed that the PIO will bring the original record , with proper index, on the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of the compliance of orders  on 22.1.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

            Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M. R. Singla,

# 1015, Sector:16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar, Irrigation Punjab,

Sector:18, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1638/2008 
Present:
Shri M. R. Singla, Complainant, in person.

None is present on behalf of PIO of the office of Chief Engineer Irrigation, Punjab.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that he filed a complaint with the PIO-cum-Registrar, Punjab Irrigation Department on 25.2.2008 alongwith requisite fee of Rs. 10/-. On getting no response from the PIO,  he filed a complaint with the Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter No. 53/M.R. dated 8.4.2008.

2.

He further states that he has demanded copies of green sheets(noting) as well as Action Taken Report,  till date,  on his representation No. 21 dated 15.1.2008. 

3.

Since none is present on behalf of the PIO of the office of Chief Engineer, Irrigation, Punjab, it is directed that the PIO will supply the Action Taken Report on the representation of the Complainant dated 15.1.2008 alongwith copies of green sheets(Noting) within a period of two months. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing   on 18.11.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh

                                        Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 09. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

