STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash Aggarwal,

 M/s Jiwa Ram Om Parkash,

Main Bazar, Kharar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions(S),

Punjab, SCO No. 31, Sector: 17-E,

Chandigarh.








Respondent

CC No.515/2006

Present:
Shri  Om Parkash Aggarwal, Complainant,  in person.


None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 13.3.2008 when it was directed that the information duly authenticated by the competent authority and the documents attached with the court case submitted by the Department and the Committee regarding approval of the Committees,  will be supplied to the Complainant as per his demand. The Complainant states that no information/documents has  been supplied to him inspite of clear directions of the Commission on the last date of hearing. 

2.

As the PIO has failed to supply the requisite information/documents as per the demand of the Complainant  inspite of clear directions of the 
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Commission on the last date of hearing, it is directed as under:


(i)
That the PIO will be present in person on the next date of hearing.


(ii)
That the  requisite information/documents  will be supplied to the 

                      Complainant within a period of 15 days.

(iii)
That the  PIO  will submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to show cause  as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the requisite information/documents to the Complainant inspite of clear directions given on the last date of hearing  under Section 20 and also as to why compensation be not given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.5.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 17.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh Pasricha,

North India SC/ST & BC 

Employees Presidium(Regd.),

HQ – 1243, Sector: 23-B, Chandigarh.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Education Department(S), 

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

AC No.412 /2007

Present:
Shri   Manjit Singh Pasricha, Appellant, in person.
Shri Amar Singh, Superintendent and Shri Harbhajan Singh, Senior Assistant, Education -2 Branch, office of Secretary Education , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions of the Commission given on the last date of hearing on  13.3.2008,  the Respondent 
submits an affidavit from the PIO  of the office of Secretary Education(S) explaining reasons for not transferring the case to the PIO of the office of D.P.I.(S) within  stipulated period of 5 days. The PIO has also tendered unqualified apology  and prayed that the appeal may be dismissed and no penalty may be imposed.  I  am fully convinced with the  plea put forth by  the PIO through  affidavit and, therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO.

Contd…..p/2

AC No. 412/2007


-2-

3.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant. The Appellant confirms it and states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. He further states that the Respondent should give in writing that no other information, except  the one supplied to him, is available on record. The Respondent states that no other information except the information supplied to the Appellant, is available on their record.

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: 17.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Arshwinder Kaur,

342/12, Indra Colony,

P.O. Khanna Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I. (SE) Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No. 2209/2007

Present:
Shri Manvinder Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.

None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

An assurance was given by the PIO himself on the last date of hearing on 13.3.2008 that the requisite information relating to 7 points, as per the demand of the Complainant, would be supplied to him by 17.4.2008. The Complainant states that  information regarding points No. 2, 3 and 4 has been supplied to him whereas the remaining information has not been supplied despite  the assurance given by the PIO on the last date of hearing. 

2.

It is accordingly directed that the PIO will be present in person on the next date of hearing  and will submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed on him for not supplying the complete information to the
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 Complainant inspite of the assurance given by him  on the last date of hearing under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.5.2008. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 17.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner



Shri Ram Sarup, Junior Assistant , on behalf of the PIO,  arrives  in the office of the Commission , after the hearing in the instant case is over. He states that that the information is ready  for delivery to the Complainant. It is accordingly directed that the information be sent to the Complainant by registered post. 



The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.5.2008.

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 17.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Sarup Sharma,

S/o Shri Prabhu Ram,

Village: Jhampur, Tehsil & Distt: Mohali.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Additional Registrar-cum-General Manager,

District Industry Centre, Phase-6, Mohali.



Respondent

CC No.2314/2007

Present:
Shri Jagmohan Sarup Sharma, Complainant, in person and Shri Manjit Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Bhinder Singh, G.M.-cum-PIO, and Shri Kulbir Singh, Junior Assistant,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant states that as per the directions given by the Commission on the last date of hearing on 25.3.2008, the requisite information was to be supplied to the Complainant by 7.4.2008, which has not been supplied so far.

3.

The Respondent-PIO-cum-G.M. pleads that the advice of the L.R. was taken in the year 1978 in some other case, which is also applicable in the instant case, and a copy of the same has already been supplied to the Complainant. The Respondent further states that the  duty  of Registrar is to
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 register the Societies for which the applicant submits complete papers but it is not within his powers to cancel the Societies, under Registration of Societies Act,1860, though some cases have been  misrepresented by the parties. The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant pleads that the PIO may be directed to file an affidavit indicating that the Registrar cannot cancel the Societies, which have been got registered by the parties by  concealing  the facts indicated under Section 12(d) and 13 of the Registration of Societies Act, 1860.

4.

 The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant further states that the case has already been delayed and he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him.

5.

 It is directed as under:-

(i)
That the PIO will make a written  submission on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why compensation be not given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him for getting the information, which has been  much delayed.

(ii)
 That the  Complainant will  give details of expenditure incurred by him in pursuing the instant case, on the next date of hearing.

(iii)
That the PIO will file an affidavit that the Registrar cannot cancel the Societies under Section 12(d) and 13 of the Registration of Societies Act, 1860.

6.

The case is fixed for final arguments on 15.5.2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 17.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pushpinder Kumar,

S/o Shri Baldev Krishan,

Village: Rangian, P.O. Morinda,

District: Ropar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Planning,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.




Respondent

CC No. 71/2007

Present:
Shri  Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Rajinder Singh, Law Officer-cum-APIO,   Smt.  Raj Kumari, Superintendent and Smt. Satwinder Pal Kaur,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Complainant visited the office of the PIO on 17.3.2008. The PIO-cum-Deputy Secretary RTI, PSEB, Patiala has informed the Commission vide  Memo. No. 39292/AP-356/18 dated 20.3.2008 which reads as under:-

“ Shri Pushpinder Kumar was offered to get the photo copies of relevant record, required if any as ordered by the Commission. However, the complainant expressed no such desire. Proceedings in this regard lasted about one an hour.”

3.

On the perusal of the papers shown to the Commission in the court, it is noticed that Shri Davinder Singh S/0 Shri Joginder Singh  bearing Roll No. 4029 has secured 98 marks and he has been given the category of DFF. In the
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 Remarks Column it has been written that he has joined as JE-II Electrical against CRA-109/03 Deptt. Exam. A merit list of successful candidates  against CR-247/03 was prepared from Serial No. 1 to 56, who have  secured marks from 117 to 80. The Respondent further states that initially appointment letters were issued  upto Serial No. 11,  who have secured marks upto 102.  Later on, after some candidates did not join, appointment letters were issued upto Serial No. 18, who have secured 98 marks. The Complainant states that a candidate namely Shri Harbhajan Singh at Sr. No. 19 bearing Roll No. 4048 has since joined as J.E. Electrical against CR-109/2003 at Garhshankar. 

4.

As the position appears to be ambiguous,  It is directed that the PIO will bring the entire record relating to CR-247/2003 and CR-109/2003 starting from the date,  the proposal was initiated for the appointment of J.E. Testing and J.E. Electrical alongwith complete list of candidates who have applied/qualified the test and to whom  letters of appointment were issued, on the next date of hearing. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.5.2007 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber (SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17, Chandigarh)

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 17.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karnail Singh,

# 303, Urban Estate,

Dugri, Ludhiana.







Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, 

Chandigarh.








Respondent

CC No.241/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO and Shri Hardev Kumar, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO submits a written submission from Shri Gurdip Singh, Manager (RM) , who has, inter-alia,  stated as under:-


“In this regard it is intimated that the information required is 30 years old. We have written to Legal Cell to provide the information. Therefore we may request the State Information Commissioner to give time of one month to trace out the required information.”

2.

While accepting  the above-said request, the case is fixed for further hearing on 27.5.2008.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 17.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri,

# 2481, Sector: 65, Mohali.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-

Revenue Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.




Respondent

AC No. 84 /2007

Present:
Shri M. S. Bahra,  on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Varinder Pal Singh, XEN, Shri Surjit Singh, Patwari, Shri Gurinder Singh, SDO and Shri Yadav Rai Singh, Steno, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Appellant makes a written submission vide letter No. PSACC/07/39-41, dated 16.4.2008,  which is taken on record.  

2.

The Respondent submits a letter No. 152/SDA, dated 15.4.2008 from the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Anandpur Sahib, who has stated that the demarcation in this case had been fixed for 10.4.2008 but due to standing  crops of wheat the demarcation is not possible. He has further intimated that the demarcation has now been fixed for 9.5.2008 at 10.00 A.M. and has requested that  the case may be fixed after 15.5.2008.

3.

While accepting the request of the SDM, Anandpur Sahib,  the case is fixed for further hearing on 27.5.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, Deputy Commissioner Ropar, S.D.M. Anandpur Sahib and the Executive Engineer, WMI Division, Ropar. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 17.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot. 



   Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Mandi Officer,

Punjab Mandi Board, Amritsar.





Respondent

AC No. 385 /2007
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Bikramjit Singh, Accounts Officer, on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent submits a letter No. 810 dated 16.4.2008 from District Mandi Officer, Amritsar, who has intimated that the requisite information has been sent to the Appellant vide letter No. 803 dated 11.4.2008. The Respondent requests that since the information has been supplied to the Appellant, the case may be closed. 

2.

The Appellant is not present. It is presumed that  he might have received the information and is satisfied.  

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 17.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravinder Kumar Singal,

Jiwan Ashram, Tahli Mohalla, Ferozepur.           


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer, RSD, Irrigation Works, Punjab,

Shahpur Kandi Township, District: Gurdaspur.



Respondent

CC No.395 /2007
Present:
None is present on behalf of Complainant.

Shri Parveen Kumar, J.E. and Shri  Chander Kant, A.E., RSD- Shahpurkandi,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 13.3.2008 when it was directed that the information/clarification sought by the Complainant  as per his supplementary demand dated 7.3.2008 be supplied to him.

2.

The Respondent submits a letter  dated 11.4.2008 from  Shri  H.S.Virdi, Executive Engineer, Field Mechanical C.P. Division, RSD, Shahpurkandi, which is taken on record. As the Complainant is not present, it is directed that a copy of the written submission be sent to the Complainant by registered post. With his written submission , Shri H.S.Virdi has sent a photo copy of the Bank Draft No. 814519 dated 7.9.2001, which has been procured from the Bank. He has asserted that the original  Bank Draft was issued for   Rs. 420/-(Four hundred twenty only) and not for Rs. 4,20,000/-(Four lac twenty thousand only). In the last he has prayed to dispose of the case as the requisite information has already  been supplied to the Complainant. 
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3.

Shri Chander Kant, A.E. appearing on behalf of PIO, Personnel Division, RSD, Shahpurkandi states that the information in the instant case has since been supplied. He further states that an affidavit dated 25.1.2008 from Shri  H.S.Virdi, Executive Engineer, Field Mechanical C.P. Division, RSD, Shahpurkandi and an affidavit dated 29.1.2008 from Shri Inder Singh Jaryal, Public Information Officer-cum-Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, RSD, Shahpurkandi have  already been submitted.

4.

The case was   fixed for today for the confirmation of compliance of orders  issued on 13.3.2008, which have been complied with by the Respondent. 

5.

Since the Complainant is not present for the second consecutive hearing and the Respondent pleads for closing the case as the information, available on record, has been issued to the Complainant and the orders of the Commission dated 13.3.2008 have been complied with,  the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 17.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

