STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

                                 (www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Lt.Col. Kuldip Singh,

#846,Sector-2,

Panchkula.







Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Director,Sales,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

The Mall Patiala.










Respondent.

CC No. 296/2007

ORDER




Order reserved on 31-07-2007.




Order pronounced in open Court on 21-8-2007.

1.               The case relates to seeking information about the  non-sanctioning of a tubewell connection by Chairman, PSEB on priority basis in the ex-servicemen category. The Complainant  had filed an application for information on 17-1-2007. On getting no response, he filed instant complaint with the Commission on  20-2-2007.

2.               In his request, the Complainant had brought out that:-

a)
Apart from seeking the tubewell from the ex-servicemen  quota, he had got his application recommended by Shri H.D. Johar, Minister, Punjab Government for release of a tubewell from his discretionary  quota.

b)   
He was being discriminated against as other applicants


viz; Mrs. Pushpi Kanwar and Mrs. Prem Kanta Verma of the neighbouring areas had been sanctioned tubewells on similar recommendations made by other dignitaries by the Chairman, PSEB.

3.

The case has been heard on 17-5-2007, 21.6.2007and 31.7.2007. A detailed affidavit has been submitted by the PIO of the Respondent explaining the stand of the Respondent. We have also perused a number of documents submitted by the Respondent. We have the following major observations:-
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a)

The Respondent provided information regarding status of the Complainant`s application vide Memo.No.11966/DDS-1/HSP/L-11 dated            7-3-2007.  It was brought out that “ Request of the Complainant was considered by Chairman, PSEB and keeping in view the fact that he had already applied for tubewell connection under ex-servicemen priority, his request was not approved because as per existing instructions of the Board (ESR No. 13.5.1) only one connection is admissible out of any priority categories to the applicant during his life time. “ 

b)

The position had been verbally communicated to the Complainant during his visit to PSEB on 17-1-2007.

c)

The Complainant`s  particulars are endorsed at Serial No. 18 in the ex-servicemen category in the list being maintained by the PSEB.  

d)

Regulations of Conduct of Business, 1980, PSEB giving details of Powers vested with the Chairman, PSEB. 

4.

It is pertinent to mention that the role of the Commission is to ensure that information as specified in Section 2(f) of the RTI Act 2005 be provided to the Complainant.  We are not to go into the validity of the exercise of discretionary powers of the Chairman and the rationale/reasons of any differential treatment.

5.

In view of the foregoing, we are of the view that information giving exact status of the Complainant`s application has been provided 

6.

There has been no willful delay/denial by the Respondent in supplying information.  Therefore, no penalty is required to be imposed on the Respondent and no compensation is awarded to the Complainant.

7.

The case is thus disposed of.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.



Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21. 8.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Virender Dhir,

Krishna Niwas,

Near NavDurgaMandir,

Patel Nagar, Patrhankot.









Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Special Secretary,

Irrigation Deptt. Pb.,

317/3,Mini Secretariat,

Sector-9,Chandigarh.





Respondent
AC No.112/2007

ORDER



Order reserved on 2-8-2007.



Order pronounced in the Court on 21-8-2007.


1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding land in village Malikpur, H. B.No. 240, Pathankot.  The information was sought on 01 November, 2006 and had eight items.  On receiving no information, the Complainant  filed a complaint  with the Commission on 8-1-2007. 



2.                   The case has been heard on 29-3-2007, 31.5.2007, 21-6-2007 and 2.8.2007.



Initially, the Respondent vide Memo. No. 4/8/2000/1W(4)/1829 dated 7-2-2007 sought time to provide information.  However, subsequently he sought exemption in supplying information under Section 8 of The RTI Act, 2005 without giving any justification.  Vide Memo. No. 4/8/2000-IW(4)/7077 dated       21-5-2007, seven months after the  initial application was filed the Respondent wanted the Complainant to visit the office of the Research Officer, Hydraulic Division No.1, Amritsar to collect information.  On our directions, a part of the information was supplied. The Complainant raised a number of observations on the information supplied.  He also demanded compensation for the detriment suffered and requested that the Respondent be penalized for the delay in supply of information.   Accordingly, we directed the Respondent to submit an affidavit to show cause as to why penalty not be imposed for the delay in supply of information and why the Complainant not be compensated for the detriment suffered.

3.             The Respondent –PIO through Memo. No. 4/8/2000-IW(4)/19978 dated 31-07-2007 and through an affidavit dated 9-8-2007 explained in detail reasons for the delay in supplying information which covers the period
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AC No.112/2007:

1937-43 (matter pertained to acquisition of land for DIPR Amritsar/Pathankot was earlier to pre-partition days, i.e. erstwhile Pakistan).  It was also highlighted that exemption sought was on the grounds that the information was more than 20 years old. Some records were with the Government of Pakistan.


4.

On perusal of documents, we find that information as it exists in records as specified in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act has been provided to the Complainant. Rationale of various actions/opinion, wherever sought by the Complainant, are obviously not available on record and in any case not required to be provided.


5.

We also observe that there has been no willful delay in supplying information.

6.

The case is, therefore, disposed of.
7.                   Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.



















Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.8.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ramesh Sethi,

S/o Shri Jattu Ram Sethi,

C/o Vicky Chhabra, V.P.O.  Mandi Ladhuka, 

Tehsil: Fazilka, District: Ferozepur.




Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, P.S.E.B.,

Divisional Office, Fazilka.






Respondent

CC No. 707/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri   Ramesh Sethi , Complainant, in person. 

Shri Sham Lal Arora, Senior XEN and Shri Satwinder Singh, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent hands over the requisite information running into 58 pages to the Complainant in our presence.



2.

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









           Sd/-

Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
 Er. Kushal Singh Pathania,

# B-22/680/1, Mohalla Tibba Sahib, Hoshiarpur.


Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, P.S.E.B., Patiala.





Respondent

CC No.907/2007

ORDER

Present:
Er. Kushal Singh Pathania, Complainant, in person. 

Shri  Rajinder Singh, Law Officer, PSEB Head Office, Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to the promotion of the Complainant who has since retired on 31.1.2007. Heard both the parties and during today’s proceedings the Respondent brings out that the necessary information had been sent to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 101365 dated 17.8.2007. The Complainant however states that he has, so far, not received the requisite documents. Accordingly, we direct that  a photo copy of the same be  handed over to the Complainant and the necessary fee taken. 

2.

The Complainant however demands the following two documents:-

(a)
Letter of appreciation on the basis of which one step-up was to be given.

.


(b)
Documents giving reasons for the applicability of issue of chargesheet even after 4 years of the adverse incident. He further highlights that he was not present  when the adverse incident took place.

3.

The Respondent agrees to provide these two documents by registered post to the Complainant by 5th September,2007.

4.

To come up on 11.9.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri B.K.Sharma,C/o Neena Gupta.

# 2139, Sector:22-C, Chandigarh.





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending 
Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Mohali.




Respondent

CC No.911/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri B.K. Sharma, Complainant, in person. 

Shri S.C. Gupta, Additional S.E. and Ms. Chander Kanta, UDC on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to seeking personal information pertaining to Smt. Chander Kanta, UDC working  in Operation Construction and APDRP Division Mohali. The Complainant had sought information on 7.3.2007  relating to salary/ details of provident fund advances of Smt. Chander Kanta. On getting information regarding exemption sought under Sections 8 and 9 of the R.T.I. Act,2005  by the Respondent,  the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 18.5.2007.

2.

During today’s proceedings the Complainant brings out that he had sought information because of the domestic dispute between him and Smt. Chander Kanta, his wife. The Respondent brings out that Ms. Chander Kanta had requested that no information be given as per the procedure laid down in Section 11 of the Act.  After perusing the documents and the submission of the Respondent that exemption be accorded under Section 8(j),  being personal information, we are of the opinion that exemption be accorded on the grounds as brought out by the Respondent.

2.

The case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravi Bedi,
S/o Sh. Davinder Singh Bedi,

Mohalla Bedian, Khalwana Gate,

Phagwara, District: Kapurthala.





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

P.S.E.B., Banga Road, 

Phagwara, Kapurthala.






Respondent
CC No.883/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Ravi Bedi,  Complainant, in person. 

Shri  Pawan Kumar, Assistant Executive Engineer and Shri Pardeep Kumar, Revenue Accountant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant states that he has demanded information from the S.D.O. Operation  Sub-urban Sub-Division Phagwara about two connections released to persons occupying  the mafi land which was given by Maharaja to Bedi  community. S.D.O. on behalf of Respondent hands over papers relating to these two connections running into 24 pages in our presence for which the Complainant has handed over Rs. 48/- as cost of the documents received by him. The Complainant  will go through the papers supplied to him and will come up with his observations on the next date of hearing.

2.

With the mutual consent of both the parties,  it is directed that the Complainant will visit the office of the Respondent on 27.8.2007 at 11.00 A.M. and will inspect the record and the Respondent will supply any additional  information as demanded by him relating to these two connections.

3.

To come up on 11.9.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jaswinder Pal Singh Sohi,

S/o Sh. Ajmer Singh Sohi,

VPO: Kainaur, Tehsil: Chamkaur Sahib,

District: Ropar.







Complainant.





Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Special Secretary,

Grievances & Pensions,Punjab,

SCO: 192-93, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent
CC No.923 & 949/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Jaswinder Pal Singh Sohi, Complainant, in person. 

Shri Sarwan Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant had sought a copy of the Inquiry Report conducted by Shri A.P.S. Sandhu, PCS,  Joint Secretary, Grievances & Pensions on 17.4.2007. The Respondent had informed the Complainant vide letter dated 28.5.2007 that the Inquiry Report had been put up to Shri H.R.Megh, IAS, Director and Ex-officio Special Secretary, Grievances and Pensions for approval/giving directions.

2.

During today’s proceedings the Respondent highlights that the officer concerned is on medical leave and therefore Inquiry Report has not yet been finalized. He, however, assures that he will be able to supply a copy of the Inquiry Report within a period of one month. Accordingly, we direct that the requisite information be sent to the Complainant  with a copy to the Commission by 25.9.2007. 

3.

On the request of the Complainant the case No. CC-949/2007 is clubbed with the instant case CC No. 923/2007.

4.

To come up on 27.9.2007.


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










Sd/-

Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Darshan Kumar, Vice-President,

Nishkam Welfare Society,

Near Head Post Office

Opposite Female osHHospital, Mansa.




Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Irrigation Department, 

Jwarke Water Works,  Mansa.





Respondent

CC No.652/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Darshan Kumar,  Complainant, in person. 

None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Since the Respondent is not present today, one more opportunity is given.



2.

To come up on 11.9.2007.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri S.N. Bansal,

30-G, Gobind Nagar,

Near Model Town, Patiala.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Irrigation,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.929 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri   S.N. Bansal, Complainant, in person. 

Smt. Nirmal Rani and Smt. Kulwant Kaur, Senior Assistants, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The Respondent hands over a set of documents running into 14 pages. The Complainant will furnish his observations on the documents received by him within 15 days to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission.



3.

To come up on 11.9.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         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, 

Chandigarh.








Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Special Secretary Irrigation,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, 

Sector:9, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.879/2007

ORDER

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

Smt. Nirmal Rani and Smt. Kulwant Kaur, Senior Assistants, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant had filed a request for seeking information on 5.2.2007. On receiving no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 16.5.2007. The Complainant highlights that his sole requirement is a copy of the seniority list of PSE-II  duly approved  by Punjab Public Service Commission. The Respondent states that such a list is not available with the Department. We accordingly direct that PIO of the  Respondent will render an affidavit stating non-existence of such a document by 5.9.2007.  It is also directed that PIO will be personally present on the next date of hearing. 

2.

To come up on 11.9.2007.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         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,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Lining Drainage Division, Muktsar.




Respondent
AC No.59/2007

ORDER

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

Shri Arun Khanna, XEN Vigilance of the office of C.E. Vigilance and Quality Control and Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

During today’s proceedings we notice that XEN Vigilance of the office of C.E. Vigilance and Quality Control, Irrigation Works Punjab,  who had signed the original document and with whom we wish to clarify issues relating to the Report submitted, is not present. Therefore it is directed that following personnel will be present on the next date of hearing:-



(i)
S.D.O. Drainage  Construction Sub Division-1, Muktsar.

(ii)
XEN Vigilance of the  office of C.E. Vigilance and                                                Quality Control, Irrigations Works, Punjab.

(iii)
PIO of the office of XEN Lining Drainage Division, Muktsar.

2.

To come up on 11.9.2007.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties with a copy each to Principal Secretary Irrigation, Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector: 9, Chandigarh, Sub-Divisional Officer, Drainage Construction Sub-Division No. 1 Muktsar and 

Executive Engineer Vigilance of the office of Chief Engineer Vigilance and Quality Control, Irrigation Works Punjab Chandigarh. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Navjeet Singh,

S/o Shri Karam Singh,

VPO: Manochahal Kalan,

Tehsil & District: Tarn-Taran.





Appellant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Planning-3,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.




Respondent

AC No.182/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Rajinder Singh, Law Officer, Head Office PSEB Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Appellant had sought information on 29.1.2007. On receiving no response he  had filed an appeal with the Commission on 21.5.2007. During today’s proceedings the Respondent brings out  that he had brought the information to be handed over to the Appellant. Since the Appellant is not present, we direct the Respondent to send the requisite  information to the Appellant free of cost  by registered post and confirm to the Commission. The Respondent also assures that any additional information, if required by the Appellant, will be provided. 

2.

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mohan Lal Sharma,

# 33308, Street No. 8,

Partap Nagar, Bathinda.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Punjab,

Patiala.








Respondent

CC No.415 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Mohan Lal Sharma, Complainant, in person. 

Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Establilshment-3 Branch, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case was last heard on 24.7.2007 when it was directed  that the Respondent will bring the relevant record/file relating to the promotion of Superintendents in Public Works Department. Accordingly the record/file has been shown to the Complainant in Commission’s office today. After the inspection of the file, the Complainant has identified the documents running into 21 pages contained in noting pages from 295 to 316 in Case file No. 165/E-3/785-A. The necessary fee will be deposited by the Complainant and the information duly authenticated  will be delivered within a week’s time

2.

The case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Parshotam Lal Jugnu,

1321 T-1-A, Sector: 3,

Talwara Township, District: Hoshiarpur.




Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Hoshiarpur.








Respondent
CC No.890/2007

ORDER

Present:
  Shri Parshotam Lal Jugnu,  Complainant, in person. 

None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant brings out that he had put in a request for seeking information on 19.12.2006 and on receiving no response he had filed a complaint with the Commission on 15.5.2007. The Complainant during today’s proceedings brings out the information being sought by him and the rationale to it. Since the Respondent is not present, one more opportunity is given with the directions that information being sought by the Complainant be provided to him at the earliest but not later than 5.9.2007.



2.

To come up on 11.9.2007 when PIOs of both the offices will be present. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to the Complainant, PIO of the office of D.C. Hoshiarpur and  PIO of the office of Deputy Chief Engineer, PSEB, Talwara.










Sd/-

Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30-A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Power,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, 

Chandigarh.








Respondent

CC No.900/2007

ORDER

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

1.

Since 
none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, one more opportunity 


2.

To come up on 27.9.2007.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Fateh Singh, 

# 123, Street No. 8, 

Hari Krishan Nagar, 

New Shimla Puri, Ludhiana.





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Planning-III,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.




Respondent

CC No.902/2007

ORDER

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

1.

Since 
none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, one more opportunity 


2.

To come up on 27.9.2007.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Gurdev Sidhu,

Development & Welfare Trust Malsihan Bhaike,

P.O. Ramgarh Bhullar, Tehsil: Jagraon,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, 

Drainage Division, Jassowal Drain, Ludhiana.



Respondent

CC No.704/2007

ORDER

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

1.

This is the  second opportunity given to both the parties. It appears that the Complainant is not interested in pursuing his complaint. 



2.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









       Sd/-

          Surinder Singh

   State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mohinder Singh,

# 24, Dashmesh Nagar,

Ferozepur City.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Eastern Division, C.C. Ferozepur.





Respondent

CC No.726/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri   Mohinder Singh, Complainant, in person. 

Shri Jaswant Singh Sandhu, XEN-cum-PIO, Shri Sukhchain Singh, Superintenent and Shri Madan Lal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 10.7.2007 we had directed the Respondent to provide information to the Complainant  that was deficient at the earliest but not later than 25.7.2007. We had also directed that the Executive Engineer, Eastern Division will be personally present and will submit an affidavit explaining the reasons for delay in providing the information and showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed.

2.

During today’s proceedings the Complainant  brings out that even though he has been provided some information but a part of the information demanded by him is deficient. He further states that  a part of the information provided to him is misleading. The Respondent however brings out that sincere
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  efforts will be made to locate and provide information to the Complainant at the earliest.

3.

We therefore direct that the information that is deficient vis-à-vis the  comments, on the observations submitted by the Complainant,  be provided by 10.9.2007 to the Complainant. 

4.

To come up on 27.9.2007 wherein the PIO of the Respondent will be personally present to confirm the compliance of the orders. He will also submit an affidavit explaining the reasons for delay in supplying information and showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed and compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jaswinder Pal Singh Sohi,

S/o Sh. Ajmer Singh Sohi,

VPO: Kainaur, Tehsil & District: Ropar.



Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(S),

Ropar.







Respondent
CC No.356 & 355/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jaswinder Pal Singh Sohi,Complainant, in person. 

Shri Rajiv Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of D.E.O.(S) Ropar, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

After perusing the documents brought out by the Respondent, the same are  returned to the Respondent.

3.

The Complainant requests for a photo copy of the B.Ed. degree of Shri Randhir Singh, employed as a JBT teacher in Khalsa Senior Sencondary School, Ropar. We observe that the Respondent is free to argue/justify the denial of such information under the provisions of Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005 through an affidavit. 

4.

On the request of the Complainant, Case No. CC-355/2007 is clubbed with the instant case No. CC-356/2007. It is directed that the PIO of the DPI(S) will be present personally on the next date of hearing.  

5.

To come up on 27.9.2007.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Nirmal Singh,

S/o Sh. Wattan Singh, Circle Superintendent,

Office of Deputy Chief Engineer, PSEB, 

Hoshiarpur.








Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Chief Engineer;

P.S.E.B., Tanda Road, Model Town,

Hoshiarpur.








Respondent

CC No.903/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri   Nirmal Singh,Complainant, in person. 

Shri Jagmohan Singh, Additional S.E., P.S.E.B., Hoshiarpur, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant had sought information pertaining to seven Items on 16.4.2007. On receiving inadequate response, he filed a complaint with the Commission 
 on 18.5.2007. During today’s proceedings the Respondent through a written submission vide Memo. No. 27284, dated 20.8.2007 requests that  additional time be accorded for obtaining information sought by the Complainant. He requests for a period of 2 months for providing information. Accordingly, the Respondent is directed to provide information to the Complainant at the earliest but not later than 11.10.2007.

2.

To come up on 11.10.2007.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 21.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

