STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Munshi Ram S/o Sh. Deepa Ram,
C/o Sh. Lalit K. Malik,

Advocate, Civil Court Complex,

Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur (Pb.).



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur (Pb.).



…… Respondent

CC – 1036 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Munshi Ram, Complainant in person.

Smt. Taro Bai, CDPO, Guru Har Sahai and Smt. Santosh Rani, Aanganwari Worker O/o CDPO, Guru Har Sahai.
1.

On the last date of hearing, it was directed that Mrs. Taro Bai, Ex CDPO and presently CDPO, Guru Har Sahai will be personally present alongwith the information demanded by the complainant on the next date of hearing.
2.

During today’s proceedings, Mrs. Taro Bai, Ex  CDPO, Fazilka and presently CDPO, Guru Har Sahai, states that the documents are with Sh. Balwinder Singh, District Programme Officer, Ferozepur.   Mrs. Taro Bai, further, states that she has been repeatedly requesting Sh. Balwinder Singh, Distt. Programme Officer to return the documents to be given to the complainant.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the District Programme Officer, Ferozepure, is directed to provide the requisite information, free of cost by registered post, to the complainant at the earliest but not later than 30.9.2008.
4.

To come up for compliance of order on 7.10.2008 at 2.00 PM wherein Sh. Balwinder Singh, District Programme Officer, will be personally present with a copy of information supplied to the complainant.
5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Sub Divisional Magistrate, Fazilka; DC, Ferozepur and Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur, for ensuring presence of Sh. Balwinder Singh, District Programme officer, Ferozepur.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jodh Singh Saini,

Senior Executive Engineer,

Computer Service Centre,

City Circle, O/s Hall Gate,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Amritsar (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Chief,
 I.R.&W. ( RTI Cell ),

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






…… Respondent

CC – 1390 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jodh Singh Saini, Complainant in person.
Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 28.08.2008, it was directed that the respondent will send his response to the observations submitted by the complainant  by 15.09.2008 with a copy to the Commission.  The Complainant was free to submit  observations on the information that may be supplied to him.
2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the Respondent provided his response through  registered letter No.114717 dated 12.9.2008.  The complainant still has observations and makes a written statement dated 23.9.2008.  A copy of  this submission is handed over to the respondent.  The respondent will provide response to this.  Should no additional information be available then the respondent will submit an affidavit stating that no more information was available with him.  This affidavit and response of the respondent will be submitted by 15.10.2008
3.

To come up on 18.11.2008 at 2.00 PM.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jodh Singh Saini,

Senior Executive Engineer,

Computer Service Centre,

City Circle, O/s Hall Gate,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Amritsar (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Chief,

 I.R.&W. (RTI Cell),

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






…… Respondent

AC – 143 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jodh Singh Saini, Appellant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.8.2008, it was directed that the Respondent will send his response by 15.9.2008, to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that information pertaining to all other items except Items No. 9,10,11 and 12 has been supplied.  The respondent is directed to provide a certified copy of the documents demanded at No. 9, 10, 11 and 12 to the appellant by 10.10.2008.  The appellant makes a written submission dated 23.9.2008 which is taken on record.  A copy of the same is handed over to the respondent.
3.

To come up for compliance of order on 18.11.2008 at 2.00 PM.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajiv Prasher,

Senior Executive Engineer,

Grid Maintenance Division,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Tarn Taran at 220 KV Sub Station,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Varpal,

Amritsar (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Chief,

 I.R.&W. (RTI Cell),

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






…… Respondent

AC – 299 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:    
Sh. Rajiv Prasher, Appellant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 28.8.2008, the respondent had been directed to provide deficient information by 15.09.2008 with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that information pertaining to Items No. 1, 2 and 4 is still deficient.  The respondent is unable to justify the reasons for the same.  Therefore, the PIO respondent is directed to provide deficient information by 10.10.2008.  The PIO will also render an affidavit justifying reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be given to the appellant for the detriment being suffered.

3.

To come up on 18.11.2008 at 2.00 PM wherein the PIO will be personally present along with a copy of the information supplied to the appellant.  The appellant may send his observations, if any, on the information supplied, to the respondent.

4.

Announced in the hearing.    Copies be sent to both the parties and Chairman, PSEB, Patiala, for taking necessary cognizance since the information has  not been supplied to the appellant for the past five months. 
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Karnail Singh,

Ward No. 4, Near Paria Da Depot,

Jandali Road, Ahmedgarh,

Distt. Sangrur (Pb.).




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur (Pb.).


…… Respondent

CC – 1045 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:    
Sh. Karnail Singh, Complainant in person with Sh. Amar Singh.



Sh. Rana Gurjant Singh, Sr. XEN, PSEB, Ahmedgarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.08.2008, it was directed that information as had been demanded by the complainant vide his letter dated 27.02.2008 be provided to him at the earliest but not later than 5.9.2008 by registered post free of cost.  The PIO was to be personally present  along with a copy of the response provided to the complainant.  The respondent was to also submit an affidavit explaining as to why penalty be not imposed under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, for the delay in providing information and why compensation be not paid to the complainant for the detriment suffered by him.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the response has been sent by the respondent vide Memo. No.5751 dated 4.9.2008.  In response, the complainant had raised a number of observations  vide his letter dated 8.9.2008.  The respondent states that he has not received the same. 
3. 

It is directed that one more copy of the complete service book be sent to him by registered post by 10.10.2008.  The complainant, once again requests for compensation for the detriment being suffered.  The complainant was explained the contents of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005.
4.

To come up for compliance of order on 18.11.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kulwant Singh,
19-B, Poct A-11,

Kalkaji Extn.,

New Delhi.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Sub Division Officer (City),

Sub Division City,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur (Pb.).


…… Respondent

CC – 1054 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:    
Sh. Kulwant Singh, Complainant in person.
Sh Jagtar Singh, SDO (City), Sub Division City, Ahmedgarh, PSEB, Distt. Sangrur.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 26.8.2008, it was directed that the complainant will send a copy of the observations to the respondent at the earliest but not later than 31.8.2008.  The respondent was to provide response to his observations by 15.9.2008 to the complainant with a copy to the Commission. The PIO respondent was to be personally present with his response being provided to the complainant.  He was to submit an affidavit explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings held on 26.8.2008 and also submit a separate affidavit explaining reasons as to why the complainant be not given compensation for the detriment suffered by him for seeking information.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the PIO respondent is personally present.  He hands over his affidavit dated 22.9.2008 which is taken on record.  The respondent states that the record being old is not available and therefore the information as had been requisitioned cannot be supplied.  He confirms having received complainant’s letter containing observations sent on 2.9.2008.
3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to provide the requisite information by 10.10.2008 and should the requisite file containing information not be available, the respondent will initiate action to report the loss including filing a FIR, if felt essential, with the Police to locate the file and apportion the blame for the loss.  He will also submit an affidavit explaining reasons for the non-availability of the file containing the requisite information. 
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3.

To come up on 18.11.2008 at 2.00 PM.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Singh,

Vill: Bahmniwala, Tehsil: Moonak,

Distt. Sangrur (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Block Dev. and Panchayat Officer,

Andana at Moonak,

Distt. Sangrur (Pb.).





…… Respondent

CC – 657 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:  
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jagdev Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf  of the BDPO – cum – PIO, Andana at Moonak.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 21.8.2008, the PIO respondent was directed to submit affidavit by 31.8.2008 explaining as to why penalty not be imposed upon him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the respondent hands over a letter from the BDPO, Andana at Moonak, stating that he was involved in the rescue operation with civil and army teams to plug various breaches and therefore he was unable to attend the proceedings today.  The BDPO has submitted an affidavit dated 29.8.2008, detailing various measures initiated by him in providing the requisite information to the complainant.  In the affidavit he has brought out that  :-
“(a)   He had sent an intimation/letter to the applicant     requesting to deposit the fee vide letter No. 795 dated 25.4.2008 for collecting the information in question.
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(b) The delay in providing the requisite information to the applicant/complainant was not intentional but because of the reason that the requisite information was to be provided by the concerned Panchayat Secretary who  could not provide the same in time to the applicant/complainant owing to hectic Panchayat elections duty and busy in door to door inspection/verification of voter list(s) and also because of the fact that the requisite information was of voluminous nature consisting of 459 pages and to collect the same it required sufficient time and manpower.”
3.

In view of the plea of the respondent and an assurance by the respondent that the RTI Act will be implemented in full in future, the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Danial through

Sh. S.K.Sharma, Advocate,

245, Abhivadan Kutir,

Saketri (Panchkula).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Sr. Executive Engineer,(Operation),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Gurdaspur Division,

Gurdaspur (Pb.).





…… Respondent

CC – 854 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:  
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Ramesh Sarangal, Sr.XEN, ( Operation ), PSEB, Gurdaspur Division, Gurdaspur and Sh. Arvinder Jit Singh, PIO, Op. Div., PSEB, Dhariwal.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 21.08.2008, it was directed that :-
(a)  Both the PIOs i.e. Sh. Ramesh Lal Sarangal, Senior XEN,      Gurdaspur and Sh. Arvinder Jit Singh, PIO, Operation Division, PSEB, Dhariwal will be personally present on the next date of hearing.

(b) They will submit affidavits explaining reasons of their absence from the proceedings held on 21.8.2008.

(c) Supply information to the Complainant at the earliest but not later than 31.08.2008.

(d) Both the PIOs will be present with the copy of information being supplied to the complainant.

2.

During today’s proceedings, Shri Ramesh Lal Sarangal, Sr. XEN, (Operation), PSEB, Gurdaspur Div., Gurdaspur and Shri Arvinder Jit Singh, PIO, Op. Div., PSEB, Dhariwal, are present.   The respondents state that the information has been sent by registered post on 7.9.2008.  The complainant is not present.  The respondents have not submitted affidavits explaining reasons for their absence from the proceedings held on 21.8.2008.
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3.  

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that :-
(a)  The complainant may submit his observations on the information supplied, by 5.10.2008.

  

(b)  The PIO respondent will submit their affidavits by 1.10.2008.

4.

To come up on 18.11.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

  -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------



Sh. S.K.Sharma, Counsel for the complainant appeared at 3.45 PM  and stated that he could not attend the proceedings due to his involvement in some other case in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.   However, he was apprised of the above orders.                                    

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office,

Goniana Road,

Bathinda (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Secretary,

Dunes Club, Guru Kashi Marg,

Civil Station,

Bathinda.






…… Respondent

CC – 2156 of  2007





        ORDER

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

1.

One more opportunity had been given to the Respondent to seek exemption from disclosure  of any information under the provisions of Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005.  The respondent is not present once again.  The Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda, will ensure the presence of the PIO respondent on the next date of hearing.

2.

To come up on 18.11.2008 at 2.00 PM.
 3.

Copies be sent to both the parties and Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda. 
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

# 22. Flower Dale Colony,

Barewal Road,

Ludhiana.






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation Circle,

Hoshiarpur.






…… Respondent

AC – 312 of  2007





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Appellant in person.

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, SE, Water Supply & Sanitation Circle, Hoshiarpur and Sh. Soma Chumber, XEN/APIO, W/S & Sanitation Circle (Rural), Hoshiarpur.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.08.2008, it was directed that the respondent will provide information  to the appellant as had been demanded by 31.8.2008 with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the respondent has provided information vide letter No.8282 dated 28.8.2008 to the appellant.  The  appellant confirms having received the same and is satisfied with it.  However, the issues raised in the letter dated 26.12.2005 which was handed over to Sh. R.L.Dhanda, Ex.  XEN,  now XEN, Water Supply & Sanitation, RWS Division  No. 2, Queen’s Road, Amritsar have not been responded to.  The respondent states that this  part of information can only be provided by Shri Dhanda and there is nothing on record.  The respondent also states that he has already contacted Shri R.L.Dhanda vide his letter No. 7891 dated 25.8.2008 to provide the requisite information and a reminder  has  been sent vide letter No. 8758 dated 15.9.2008.
3.

In view of the foregoing, Shri R.L. Dhanda will provide the information as has been requisitioned by the appellant, by 10.10.2008.  On the next date of hearing, Shri R.L.Dhanda will be personally present along with a copy of the information supplied to the appellant.
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4.

To come up on 18.11.2008 at 2.00 PM.
5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Sh. R.L.Dhanda, XEN, Water Supply and Sanitation, RWS Division No.2, Queen’s Road, Amritsar.  Copy is also forwarded to the Chief Engineer, Water Supply & Sanitation (North), Patiala, for ensuring the presence of Shri R.L.Dhanda on the next date of hearing i.e. 18.11.2008.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhav Khandan Singh Shambu,

“Herbal Heritage Vatika”,

Village: Lamlehri, P.O. Ganguwal -  140123,

Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar.


…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






…… Respondent

CC – 1232 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Bhav Khandan Singh Shambu, Complainant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, Information & Public Relations Officer – cum – APIO, PSEB, HO, Patiala;  Sh. Darshan Singh, DSP, Vigilance, PSEB, Patiala and Sh. Karam Singh, AR Assistant, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.08.2008, it was directed that information as has been demanded by the complainant be sent to him by registered post free of cost, unless exempted under the provisions of Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005.  It was further directed that Director, Vigilance and Security, PSEB, HO, Patiala, will be personally present along with a copy of the information being sought by the complainant.

2.

During today’s proceedings, Shri Darshan Singh, DSP, Vigilance, HO, PSEB, Patiala is present on behalf of the Director, Vigilance and Security, PSEB, HO, Patiala.  The respondent submits vide Memo. No.4559/Misc-1/RTI dated 22.9.2008 that “In this regard, it is intimated that proceedings of this inquiry are still pending on the basis of record and as such during the pendency of this inquiry this office may not be in the position to supply the desired information/data at this stage.  However, desired information will be supplied within a month after completing the inquiry”.  A photo copy of the same is provided to the complainant in my presence.
3.

In view of the foregoing, as the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Nirmal Singh, Circle Supdt.,

H. No. 788/1, Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director Personnel,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






…… Respondent

CC – 1267 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainnt.
Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum - Information & Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1.

The case relates to a service matter.  Initial request was filed on 22.04.2008.  On not getting a suitable response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 6.6.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the complainant has sent a letter dated 18.9.2008 which has been taken on record.  The respondent, however, states that information as it existed, has been sent to the complainant on 22.9.2008.  A photo copy of the same is handed over to the Commission and is taken on record.  He also states that a copy of the actual complaint is not held on record.  The complainant is free to submit his observations, if any, by 15.10.2008.

3.

To come up on 18.11.2008 at 2.00 PM.
4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Raghuvir Singh (Retd. UDC),

18/469, Sardar Nagar,

Near Gurudwara,

Moga (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Secretary,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






…… Respondent

CC – 1268 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Raghuvir Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Jot Singh, Accountant, O/o PSEB, Sub Urban Div., Moga and Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.08.2008, the respondent had been directed to provide the deficient information and response to the letter dated 9.8.2008 containing observations submitted by the complainant by 31.8.2008 by registered post.  

2.

During today’s proceedings, the respondent states that the case has been referred to the Legal Department for getting their opinion.   However, he assures that the case will be expedited and the requisite information provided by 15.10.2008.   

3.

In view of the foregoing, information as has been sought at Items No. 1 and 3, be provided to the complainant by registered post free of cost by 15.10.2008.

4.

To come up for compliance of order on 18.11.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House,

Sangrur (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

District Ropar branch, C/o

Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar (Pb.).






…… Respondent

CC – 483 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Yadav Rai Singh, Steno to DRO, Ropar, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 19.08.2008, the respondent had requested for an additional time of one month to supply the deficient information/provide response to the observations submitted by the complainant.  The respondent was directed to provide response to the complainant by 15.9.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that information has been sent vide letter No. 892 dated 3.9.2008.  The complainant confirms having received the information.  However, he brings out that no information pertaining to disclosures under Section 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, has been supplied nor is this information available on the web.  The rest of the information has been supplied and the complainant is satisfied with it.  He requests that the case be disposed of but non-availability of disclosure under Section 4(1)(b) be brought to the notice of  the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.
3.

In view of the foregoing, the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Punjab, Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. H.C.Arora,

H. No. 2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Registrar,

Northern Indian Institute of Fashion Technology,

B-68, Industrial Area,

Phase – VII, Mohali (Pb.).




…… Respondent

CC – 524 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Ramesh Joshi on behalf of Shri H.C.Arora, Complainant.
Shri Gaurav Deep Goel, on behalf of Sh. Vikas Chatrath, Counsel for the Respondent.

1.

Vide my Order dated 2.9.2008, I had decided that :-

(a)  The Respondent Institute is a Public Authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.

(b)  Since the arguments were heard only on the question whether the Respondent is a Public Authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005, the case is adjourned to 23.09.2008 at 2.00 PM for arguments on the merits of the demand with reference to the exemptions available under Sections 8 & 9, RTI Act, 2005.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the respondent requests for additional time of ten days to submit his arguments on the merit with reference to the exemptions available under Sections 8 & 9 of the RTI Act, 2005.

3.

Adjourned to 07.10.2008 at 2.00 PM.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 23.09.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)




                         State Information Commissioner 

