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

Sh. U.K.Sharda,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

Distt. Moga C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.







…… Respondent





CC -  498 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of Sh. U.K.Sharda, Complainant.
Sh. Charan Pal, Superintendent Grade-I -cum-APIO, D.C. Office, Moga and Sh. Mandip Kumar, Clerk O/o RTA, Moga.

1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to accounts and operations of Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services, at Moga.  Initial request was made on 17.01.2008 and it had 49 items.  On not receiving the response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 26.02.2008 under the provisions of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the complainant states that so far no information has been provided.  The Respondent present brings out that the PIO of Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services (Sh. M.S.Jaggi) Assistant Commissioner, Grievances, Moga, has a  problem and  was not able to travel.  He makes a written submission vide letter No.922/RTI dated 21.04.2008.  He also assures that the requisite information will be provided to the complainant within a period of thirty days.

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the information as has been demanded, be provided to the complainant by registered post free of cost by 25.05.2008.  The complainant is free to submit his observations on the information being supplied within a period of next fifteen days to the Respondent.  The Respondent is directed to come prepared with his response to the observations, if any, being to be submitted by the complainant.
4.

To come up on 12.06.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. U.K.Sharda,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

Distt. Patiala C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.







…… Respondent





CC -  497 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of Sh. U.K.Sharda, Complainant.

Sh. Vijay Kumar, Superintendent, Suvidha Centre, Patiala and Sh. Rajinder Singh, Asstt. Administrator, Suvidha Centre, Patiala.
1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to accounts and  operations of Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services, at  Patiala.  Initial request was made on 17.1.2008 and it had 49 items.  On not receiving the response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 26.02.2008 under the provisions of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the complainant states that he has received no information so far.  The Respondent is unable to answer any queries being raised since neither is he in picture of the functioning of the Suvidha Centre nor is he in possession of any authenticated information.  The Respondent, however, states that a part of information has been sent to the complainant on 25.03.2008 but does not have any record.  The complainant states that so far no information has been received.

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that on the next date of hearing the PIO will be personally present with a copy of the information sought by the complainant.

4.

To come up on 22.5.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. U.K.Sharda,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

Distt. Mansa C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.







…… Respondent





CC -  499 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of Sh. U.K.Sharda, Complainant.

Sh. M.M.Sabharwal, Assistant Commissioner (General), Mansa and Sh. Paramjit Singh, Junior Asstt., D.C. Office, Mansa.
1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to accounts and  operations of Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services, at Mansa.  Initial request was made on 17.1.2008 and it had 49 items.  On not receiving the response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 26.02.2008 under the provisions of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the complainant states that he has received no information.  However, the Respondent states that vide letter No.274 dated 18.02.2008, he had informed the complainant that he should deposit the fee amounting to Rs.11,600/- for him to provide the information. The Respondent states that this letter was despatched as a registered letter.  However, he did not have the despatch details.  He also informed that Form ‘A’ was received on 22.01.2008.  A written submission is made to the Commission in this regard vide letter No.832/copying dated 21.04.2008.
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that on the next date of hearing, the APIO will be present with the despatch details of the said letter.  A copy of the said letter is handed over to the complainant.

4.

To come up on 22.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. H.C.Arora,

# 2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Sh. Ashok Bhandari,

Superintendent,

Deptt. of Health & Family Welfare,

Govt. of Pb. (Health – I Br.), Mini Sectt.,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.





…… Respondent





CC -  362 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. J.S.Rana, Advocate, on behalf of Sh. H.C.Arora.
Sh. Ashok Bhandari, Supdt, Deptt. of Health & Family Welfare, Govt. of Pb. ( Health – I Br.), Mini Sectt., Sector – 9, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 01.04.2008, it was directed  that  the Principal Secretary, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Govt. of Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector – 9, Chandigarh, will intimate the Commission within one week as to who is the PIO in the Department.  Respondent Sh. Ashok Bhandari  was also to communicate in writing the correct position in this behalf before the next date of hearing.  The Respondent Sh. Ashok Bhandari was also directed to produce before the Commission the file in which the request for information in the instant case had been dealt with.  
2.

During the proceedings today, it emerged that vide Memo. No.37/15/07-4 C1/1141 dated 17.4.2008, the Respondent provided the  requisite details.  A copy of the said letter is also handed over to the complainant.

3.

The Respondent also submits a photo copy of the relevant file No.37/15/07-4 HB1 containing noting pages 1 – 6. A copy of the same be sent to the complainant.
4.

The complainant requests for a period of one week to peruse the documents and recast his complaint filed under Section 18 of the RTI Act.
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5.

Accordingly, it is directed that the complainant will submit amended complaint by 05 May, 2008 with a copy to the Respondent.  Adjourned to 27.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M. for further proceedings.
6.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Anil Kashyap,

President,

Cricketers Welfare Association,

395, Industrial Area,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The President,

PCA, SAS Nagar, Sector – 63,

Mohali.







…… Respondent





CC - 1969 of  2007




        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Anil Kheterpal and Sh. Gunjan Rishi, Advocates on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing,  on 8.4.2008, the case had been adjourned on request of the Respondent.

2.

During the proceedings today, it emerges that:

(a)  The Respondent had submitted his response on 7.4.2008 to the arguments submitted by the complainant on 31.01.2008.
(b)  The complainant had sent his written submission dated 17.3.2008 (five pages)  on his plea  that PCA was a public authority.
©  The Respondent had submitted documents as directed vide Para 5    (iv), (vi), (vii) and (viii) of Order dated 31.1.2008 on 01.04.2008.
(d) The Respondent had requested for a copy of written submission (running into 10 pages) made by the complainant on 4.3.2008.
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3.

In view of the foregoing and in order to maintain total transparency, it was directed that :
(a)  Respondent will
(i)  Provide a copy of the submission dated 7.4.2008 ((Para 2 (a) ante) to the complainant.  This was done in my presence.
(ii) Provide a list of office bearers, members of the Executive Committee and Management Committee, their designation and the  period since when they are holding these appointments, including ex-officio appointments  by 01.05. 2008 to the  Commission.
(b)  Complainant will
(i)   Provide a copy of the submission ( running into 10 pages ) submitted on 4.3.2008 to the Respondent by 1.5.2008.

(ii)   Provide a copy of his letter dated 17.3.2008 (running into 5 pages) to the Respondent by 1.5.2008.
(iii)  Submit a copy of the covering letter to the Commission for the documents being sent  to the Respondent.
(iv)   Submit self-authenticated supporting documents, if desired, to the Commission with a copy to the Respondent.
4.

It is further directed that both parties will be prepared on the next date of hearing to argue on the issue of the status of the Respondent in terms of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act.  Written arguments may be submitted, if so desired.

5.

To come up on 13.5.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
6.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Hemant Goswami,

C/o Burning Brain Society,

# 3, Glass Office, Business Arcade,

Hotel Shivalik View,

Sector 17- E, Chandigarh.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,
Distt. Branch, C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.







…… Respondent





CC -  508 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami, Complainant in person.



Sh. Suresh Kumar, HRC dealing Assistant, DC Office, Jalandhar.
1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to accounts and  operations of Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services, Distt. Branch, at Jalandhar.  Initial request was made on 18.1.2008 and it had 49 items.  On not receiving the response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 4.03.2008 under the provisions of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the complainant states that he has received no information so far.  However, the Representative of the Respondent states that the APIO is busy with election duty and accordingly he has been sent for representing him during the proceedings today.  He also brings out that requisite information was sent to the complainant vide Memo. No.1316/RTI/HRC dated 25.2.2008 through registered post.  He submits a copy of the information sent alongwith the despatch details and a photo copy of the receipt issued by the Post Office.  A copy of the same is handed over to the complainant.  The complainant is free to submit his observations on the information supplied so far to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission within a period of ten days.  The Respondent will submit his response prior to the next date of hearing to the complainant with a copy to the Commission.  On the next date of hearing the PIO/APIO of the Respondent will be present for the proceedings.
3.

To come up on 22.5.2008 at 2.00 P.M.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Hemant Goswami,

C/o Burning Brain Society,

# 3, Glass Office, Business Arcade,

Hotel Shivalik View,

Sector 17- E, Chandigarh.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society  for Citizen Services,
Distt. Branch, C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






…… Respondent





CC -  509 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami, Complainant in person.

Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, Superintendent, D.C. Office, Ludhiana and Sh. Jagjit Singh, Accountant, Suvidha Centre, Ludhiana.
1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to accounts and  operations of Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services, Distt. Branch, at Ludhiana.  Initial request was made on 18.1.2008 and it had 49 items.  On not receiving the response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 4.03.2008 under the provisions of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the complainant states that he has received no information so far.  However, the Respondent states that vide letter No. 369/Suwidha/ dt. 19.2.2008, the complainant had been informed to deposit fee for seeking information.  The complainant states that he has received the said letter.  However,  it was received in the month of March, 2008 after he had filed a complaint with the Commission on 4.3.2008 under the provisions of Section 18 (1) of the RTI Act.
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Respondent will submit attested photo copies of the despatch register with his office as well as with the despatcher who affixed the postage stamps by 30.4.2008.  The complainant submits the following:
(a)  The demand for fee is not as per Form ‘D’ of the Punjab RTI Rule, 2007; and
(b)  The calculation for the requisitioned fee is not as per the fee directed in  Punjab RTI Rule, 2007.
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4.

Order for provision of information is reserved.
5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Hemant Goswami,

C/o Burning Brain Society,

# 3, Glass Office, Business Arcade,

Hotel Shivalik View,

Sector 17- E, Chandigarh.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society  for Citizen Services, 
Distt. Branch, C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar.






…… Respondent





CC -  511 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami, Complainant in person.

Sh. Rajiv Gupta, Suwidha Incharge, D.C.Office, Muktsar.
1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to accounts and  operations of Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services, Distt. Branch, at Muktsar.  Initial request was made on 18.1.2008 and it had 49 items.  On not receiving the response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 4.03.2008 under the provisions of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act.

2. 

The Complainant states that he had been informed vide letter No. 8 dated 12.02.2008 received on 16.02.2008 to deposit the requisite fee for obtaining information.  He did not deposit the fee on the following grounds :- 

(i) Section 7(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 obligates the PIO to provide the calculation of additional fees for supply of information. Further Rule 4(4) of the Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007 requires the SPIO to intimate the additional fees in Form ‘D’. The respondent has failed  to intimate the Complainant about the additional fees in accordance with section 7(3) of the RTI Act and Rule 4(4) of the Punjab RTI Rules, 2007. The letter of the SPIO seeking adhoc advance is void ab initio for the following  reasons: 

(a) There is no provision in the RTI Act to demand tentative advance fees as has been done by the respondent. It is obligatory for the PIO to “determine” the exact fees payable by the applicant. The respondent PIO has failed to intimate the precise total fees required to be deposited by the Complainant. The demand of arbitrary and adhoc fees is unlawful and ultra vires the RTI Act.  The PIO has
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raised the exorbitant demand to dissuade the Complainant from   obtaining information. 
(b)   It was mandatory for the respondent PIO to provide the calculations made to arrive at the total amount of fees, which has not been done. The respondent has failed to provide the index/detail/title of documents(s) intended  to be provided by him in response to each Para and sub-para of the application, the number of pages of each such document intended to be provided and the fees payable in respect thereof. 

(c) 
The response of the SPIO i.e. Annexure 3 is of no legal value and is void ab initio being not in accordance with section 7(3) of the RTI Act and Rule 4 (4) of the Punjab RTI Rules, 2007 and is, thus, not an intimation of fees in the eyes of law. 
              (d)   The Complainant has already experienced in the past that           authorities often dump unnecessary and uncalled for information  revengefully with an aim to increase the cost of information to act as a deterrent. The Complainant has also found that many a times, multiple copies of the same document are provided by the authorities just to increase the cost. The Complainant has every right to assess whether the document was actually sought for or not before making the payment, which cannot be done unless the requisite calculations including index of documents, number of pages of each documents and the fees therefor are provided. 
(ii) The intimation of additional fees was required to be made in  the prescribed Form ‘D’ as per the Punjab RTI Rules, 2007 but the respondent failed to do so.
(iii) The demand of advance fee is even otherwise too high and there is no way that the information can run into so many pages. 
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3.

The complainant requests that the Respondent be directed to provide information free of cost at the earliest.  He also requests that the Respondent that the Respondent be directed to digitize all its records and provide information on a DVD after scanning the documents.

4.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent delivered a letter No.40/Suwidha dated 21.04.2008 to the Commission, a copy of which has been handed over to the complainant.

5.

Order for provision of information is reserved.
.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Hemant Goswami,

C/o Burning Brain Society,

# 3, Glass Office, Business Arcade,

Hotel Shivalik View,

Sector 17- E, Chandigarh.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,
Distt. Branch, C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.






…… Respondent





CC -  510 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami, Complainant in person.

Sh. Krishan Kumar, Clerk, O/o D.C., Sangrur.
1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to accounts and  operations of Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services, Distt. Branch, at Sangrur.  Initial request was made on 18.1.2008 and it had 49 items.  On not receiving the response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 4.03.2008 under the provisions of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act.

2.

The complainant states that so far no information has been received while the Respondent states that on receipt of the request for information the complainant had been information vide letter dated 22.02.2008 that he should deposit fee amounting to Rs.4,000/- for provision of information.  The complainant confirms having received this letter on 26.2.2008.

3.

The complainant makes a submission as under:-
(i) Section 7(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 obligates the PIO to provide the calculation of additional fees for supply of information. Further Rule 4(4) of the Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007 requires the SPIO to intimate the additional fees in Form ‘D’. The respondent has failed  to intimate the Complainant about the additional fees in accordance with section 7(3) of the RTI Act and Rule 4(4) of the Punjab RTI Rules, 2007. The letter of the SPIO seeking adhoc advance is void ab initio for the following  reasons: 
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 (a)    There is no provision in the RTI Act to demand tentative advance fees as has been done by the respondent. It is obligatory for the PIO to “determine” the exact fees payable by the applicant. The respondent PIO has failed to intimate the precise total fees required to be deposited by the Complainant. The demand of arbitrary and adhoc fees is unlawful and ultra vires the RTI Act.  The PIO has raised the exorbitant demand to dissuade the Complainant from obtaining information.   

(b)   It was mandatory for the respondent PIO to provide the calculations made to arrive at the total amount of fees, which has not been done. The respondent has failed to provide the index/detail/title of documents(s) intended  to be provided by him in response to each Para and sub-para of the application, the number of pages of each such document intended to be provided and the fees payable in respect thereof. 

(c) 
The response of the SPIO i.e. Annexure 3 is of no legal value and is void ab initio being not in accordance with section 7(3) of the RTI Act and Rule 4 (4) of the Punjab RTI Rules, 2007 and is, thus, not an intimation of fees in the eyes of law. 

              (d)   The Complainant has already experienced in the past that           authorities often dump unnecessary and uncalled for information  revengefully with an aim to increase the cost of information to act as a deterrent. The Complainant has also found that many a times, multiple copies of the same document are provided by the authorities just to increase the cost. The Complainant has every right to assess whether the document was actually sought for or not before making the payment, which cannot be done unless the requisite calculations including index of documents, number of pages of each documents and the fees therefor are provided. 

(ii) The intimation of additional fees was required to be made in  the prescribed Form ‘D’ as per the Punjab RTI Rules, 2007 but the respondent failed to do so.
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(iii) The demand of advance fee is even otherwise too high and there is no way that the information can run into so many pages. 

(iv) The complainant has also been denied natural justice by not providing the necessary details of additional fees.

(v) Section 4(1)(a) of the RTI Act, 2005 obligates every public authority to computerize its records in a reasonable time.  The aforesaid section is reproduced below :-

4. (1) Every public authority shall ---
a) maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized  are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

The RTI Act, 2005 came into being on June 12, 2005 and section 4(1) became operational at once by virtue of section 1(3) of the Act. Thus, more than 31 months have elapsed since the enactment of the RTI Act, which is more than a reasonable time for any public authority to computerize its records as mandated under section 4(1)(a) of the RTI Act.  There is no reason why the records of the IRCS should not have been digitized by now.  From the exorbitant demand made by the IRCSm it seems that the public authority intends to provide the information only in hard copy, which is not acceptable as it was obligatory on the public authority to computerize its records.

(vi) The respondent SPIO failed inform the Complainant about the name, designation and address of the Appellate Authority as required u/s 7(3)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.
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(vii) The respondent SPIO has failed to inform the Complainant about the time limit and process of filing the appeal for review of decision as to the fees as required u/s 7(3)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.

(viii) The respondent has neither intimated to the Complainant about the additional fees though it was obligatory on him to do so in 10 days nor has he provided the information sought for to the Complainant though it was obligatory on him to do so within 30 days, which period has already expired.  This is a deemed refusal under the RTI Act.

4.


The individual representing the Respondent is not from the Suwidha Centre, Sangrur, but from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.  He has no authority letter.
5.


The complainant seeks the following relief :-
(i)  The Respondent be directed to immediately supply the information sought by the complainant in his application mentioned in para 03 above;

(ii)  The Respondent be directed to digitize all its records as required under section 4(1)(a) of the RTI Act;

(iii)  The Respondent be directed to provide all the information in a DVD after scanning the documents;

(iv)  The Respondent be directed to supply the information free of cost as provided in section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005 in view of the fact that the mandatory period of 30 days has already expired;

(v) The Respondent be directed to compensate the Complainant for all the costs of filing this Complaint, postage charges, stationery charges, traveling expenses incurred for attending the hearings before this Commission and all other expenses in relation to this Complaint in addition to compensation for the loss of time and energy of the Complainant as provided in section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.
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(vi)  As the Respondent has failed to provide information within the prescribed time of 30 days, penal and punitive action be taken against the Respondent under Section 20 of the Act.

(vii)  The widely visible ignorance about the RTI Act in the public authority also warrants direction to the public authority to get is employees trained with regard to RTI Act.

(viii)  Any other relief that this Commission may deem appropriate in this case in the interest of justice.
6.

The order regarding provision of information is reserved.
7.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Hemant Goswami,

C/o Burning Brain Society,

# 3, Glass Office, Business Arcade,

Hotel Shivalik View,

Sector 17- E, Chandigarh.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

Distt. Branch, C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Nawanshehar.






…… Respondent





CC -  500 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent is not present.  This being first hearing, one more opportunity is given.  On the next date of hearing, PIO/APIO will be personally present.  He will also submit an affidavit showing reasons for his absence from the proceedings held today.

2.

To come up on 22.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M.

3.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Ravinder Kumkar Gupta,

B – 7/158, Mohalla Dodawala,

Faridkot (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Phase – 8, Mohali.






…… Respondent





CC -  233 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Gupta, Complainant in person.

Sh. Varinder Kumar, Joint Secretary, Pb. School Education Board, Mohali.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 18.03.2008, the Respondent assured the Commission to make concerted effort to get copies of the requisite relieving slips to be handed over to the complainant by 15.4.2008. 

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that information running into 41 pages has been provided to the complainant and the complainant also confirms having received the same.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Swaran Singh,

H.No. 24, Gali No. 5,

Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar,

Amritsar (Pb.).






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Qadian, Distt. Gurdaspur (Pb.).




…… Respondent





AC - 113 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Swaran Singh, Appellant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, H.O., Patiala and Shri Bua Singh, AAE, O/o Senior XEN, Div. Qadian, Distt. Gurdaspur.

1.

The case relates to seeking six documents, demanded by the appellant on 10.8.2007.  However, on not being satisfied, he filed  an appeal with the first appellate authority on 19.9.2007 and subsequently with the Commission on 28.02.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 8847 dated 1.11.2007.  The appellant is not satisfied since it does not meet his specific requirement.   The Respondent states that specific information in the form as demanded by the appellant, will be sent by 1.5.2008 alongwith the copies of the instructions.

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that this information be sent to him free of cost by registered post by 1.5.2008 with a copy to the Commission.

4.

To come up on 22.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

# 788/1, Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Hoshiarpur.







…… Respondent





CC -  527 of 2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Harbhajan Lal, Deputy Chief Engineer, PSEB, Hoshiarpur; Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, H.O., Patiala; Ms. Chander Bala, Circle Asstt, now Internal Auditor O/o Accounts Officer (Field), PSEB, Hoshiarpur and Sh. Satish Kumar, Circle Asstt O/o Deputy  Chief Engineer, PSEB, Hoshiarpur.

1.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent makes a written submission dated 21.04.2008 which is taken on record.  The complainant is not present.  He has sent a letter that he is not well.  The case is, therefore, adjourned to 22.05.2008 at 2.00 P.M.
2. Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.04.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

