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

Sh. H.C.Arora,,

# 2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh.







…… Complainant





          Vs

1. Sh. Ashok Bhandari,

    Public Information Officer& Superintendent,

    Deptt. of Health & Family Welfare,

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

    Sector – 9 , Chandigarh.

2. Sh. Roshan Sunkaria, IAS,

    Public Information Officer, Health – I and Health VI Br.

    and Secretary to Government, Punjab,

    Health & Family Welfare Deptt., Mini Sectt.,

    Pb. Sector – 9, Chandigarh.




…… Respondents




CC –  362  of  2008





        ORDER

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

1.

On the last date of hearing, on  27.05.2008, it was ordered that Sh. Roshan Sunkaria, IAS, PIO of Health – I and Health – VI Br., Mini Sectt., Pb., Chandigarh, be impleaded as Respondent No. 2 in this case.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that Sh. Roshan Sunkaria, IAS, PIO of Health – I and Health – VI Br, Mini Sectt., Pb., has been posted out.  The Respondent states that he had contacted the present office of Sh. Roshan Sunkaria and he had been informed that Shri Sunkaria is abroad and is likely to rejoin duty by July 1, 2008.  Accordingly, this case will come up on 10.07.2008 at 2.00 PM.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Sh. Roshan Sunkaria, IAS, PIO of Health – I and Health VI Br., Mini Sectt., Pb., Sector – 9, Chandigarh.  The Respondent PIO will ensure delivery of this order to Sh. Roshan Sunkaria, IAS, at his present address.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.06.2008.




     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,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Amritsar.






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief,

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

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala.






…… 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 20.5.2008, it was ordered that the appellant will send a copy of the submission made to the Commission, to the Respondent.  The Respondent was directed to provide response to the observations submitted by the appellant and also the deficient information by 20.06.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that no information has so far been provided to the appellant.  The Respondent states that information has been requisitioned from Director Technical, PSEB, Patiala.  However, so far no response has been received.

3.

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that on the next date of hearing Director Technical, PSEB, Patiala will be personally present with a copy of information to be supplied to the appellant.
4.

To come up on 10.07.2008 at 2.00 PM.
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5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and to the Chairman, PSEB, Patiala, for ensuring presence of Director Technical on the next date of hearing.  
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Amandeep Goyal,

Advocate,

Court Complex, Phul Town,

Distt. Bathinda.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





CC – 1764 of  2007





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

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

1.

The Respondent confirms that :-

(a)  The amount of penalty imposed (Rs.5,000/-) has been deposited in the Treasury vide SBOP Cheque No. 149637 dated 9.6.2008; and

(b)  Compensation (Rs. 5,000/-) has been paid to the complainant vide Cheque No. 149636 dated 9.6.2008.
2.

The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana (Pb.).




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

District Ferozepur,

C/o Deputy Commissioner,

DC Office, Ferozepur.




…… Respondent




CC – 491 of 2008 and CC - 494 of  2008





            ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jugal Kishore Anand, District Accountant, Suvidha Centre, Ferozepure.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 20.5.2008, it was directed that the respondent will provide response to the observations sent by the complainant by 5.6.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the Respondent has sent his response to the complainant vide letter No.271/Suvidha/Fzr/08 dated 5.6.2008.

3.

The complainant confirms having received the response. He, however, requests for a period of fifteen days to go over the information supplied.
4.

Accordingly, the complainant will go over the information supplied and submit his observations, if any, to the Respondent by 15.7.2008.  The Respondent will come prepared with response to the observations that may be submitted by the complainant on the next date of hearing.
5.

To come up on 7.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.
6.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

District Fatehgarh Sahib,

C/o Deputy Commissioner,

DC Office, Fatehgarh Sahib.




…… Respondent





    CC – 492 of 2008 





            ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Rajinder Singh, Sr. Assistant, O/o DC, Fatehgarh Sahib.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 20.05.2008 it was directed that the response to the observations submitted by the complainant be provided by 10.6.2008, with a copy to the Commission.

2.

Accordingly, the Respondent has submitted his response to the observations sent by the complainant vide letter No. 52 dated 10.6.2008 with a copy to the Commission. The complainant confirms having received the response.  He, however, requests for a period of fifteen days to go over the information supplied.
4.

The complainant will go over the information supplied and submit his observations, if any, to the Respondent by 15.7.2008.  The Respondent will come prepared with response to the observations that may be submitted by the complainant on the next date of hearing.
5.

To come up on 7.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.
6.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

District Faridkot,

C/o Deputy Commissioner,

DC Office, Faridkot.




…… Respondent





    CC – 493 of 2008 





            ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Arvinder Kumar, Tehsildar, Jaito, Distt. Faridkot, on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 20.5.2008, it was directed that the deficient information and response to the observations submitted by the complainant will be sent to him by 5.6.2008 and the APIO/PIO will be personally present with a copy of the deficient information and response to the observations submitted by the complainant.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that information has been sent to the complainant.  The complainant confirms having received the response. He, however, requests for a period of fifteen days to go over the information supplied.
3.

The complainant will go over the information supplied and submit his observations, if any, to the Respondent by 15.7.2008.  The Respondent will come prepared with response to the observations that may be submitted by the complainant on the next date of hearing.

4.

The respondent makes a written submission vide letter No. 172/Suvidha dated 19.6.2008 and submits that both PIO and APIO are involved in the election process and hence could not be present.  The said letter is taken on record.
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5.

To come up on 7.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.
6.

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








-sd--
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

District Gurdaspur,

C/o Deputy Commissioner,

DC Office, Gurdaspur.





…… Respondent





    CC – 495 of 2008 





            ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Khushal Gupta, Centre Incharge, Suvidha Centre O/o DTO, Gurdaspur.

1.

On the last  date of hearing, on 20.5.2008, it was directed that the complainant will submit his arguments for exemption of the requisite fee by 5.6.2008, with a copy to the Respondent.  On the next date of hearing, the Respondent will come prepared with his arguments.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the complainant submitted his reasons for exemption of the requisite fee for providing information on 22.5.2008 to the Commission with a copy to the Respondent.
3.

The Respondent present is neither in the picture of the case nor is he prepared to argue on behalf of the PIO/APIO.  Therefore, on the next date of hearing, PIO/APIO will be personally present to submit response to the arguments submitted by the complainant vide his letter dated 22.5.2008.

4.

To come up on 7.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar for taking cognizance  of Para 3 above.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

District Bathinda,

C/o Deputy Commissioner,

DC Office, Bathinda.





…… Respondent





    CC – 496 of 2008 





            ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jatinder Singh, APIO-cum-DRO, Bathinda and Sh. Darshan Kumar, PA to DC, Bathinda.
1.

Vide my Order dated 5.6.2008, it was directed that the Respondent  will supply the information to the Complainant forthwith, free of charge.  I also called upon the Respondent to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information as per the requirement of law.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that information running into 4419 pages has been provided to the complainant free of cost on 19.6.2008.  The complainant confirms having received the response. He, however, requests for a period of fifteen days to go over the information supplied.
3.

The complainant will go over the information supplied and submit his observations, if any, to the Respondent by 15.7.2008.  The Respondent will come prepared with response to the observations that may be submitted by the complainant on the next date of hearing.
4.

The written submission of the Respondent dated 24.6.2008 has been taken on record.
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5.

To come up on 7.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.
6.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.06.2008.




     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,

District Nawanshehar,
C/o Deputy Commissioner,

DC Office, Nawanshehar.





…… Respondent





    CC – 500 of 2008 





            ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of the Complainant.



None on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 22.5.2008, it was directed that :-
(a) The Respondent will clarify the reason for the variation in     contents of the said (Letter No. 642/Suvidha dated 13.02.2008) by 10.06.2008 to  the Commission with a copy to the complainant.

(b)  The complainant will send a photo copy of letter No. 642/Suvidha dated 13.02.2008 received from the Respondent by 01.06.2008 to the Respondent.

(c) The complainant will submit letter No. 642/Suvidha dated   13.02.2008 received by him in original for perusal by the Commission on 24.06.2008.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the Respondent has sent his response vide letter No. 685/Suvidha dated 2.6.2008.  The response, however, is not clear.  Since the Respondent is not present, on the next date of hearing, PIO/APIO will be personally present along with an affidavit showing reasons for his absence from the proceedings held today.
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3.

To come up on 7.8.2008 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and the Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar, for ensuring presence of APIO/PIO on the next date of hearing.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Anil Sandhir,

2994, HIG, Phase – 1,

Dugri, Ludhiana (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director of Public Instructions (E), Pb.,

Sector – 17, Chandigarh.





…… Respondent





    CC – 643 of 2008 





            ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.

Sh. Ranjit Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO O/o DEO (E), Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent; Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, Supdt.; Mrs. Sonia, Sr. Assistant, O/o DPI(E), Pb., Sector – 17, Chandigarh and Sh. Mohinder Singh, Jr. Assistant, O/o DEO (E), Ludhiana.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 20.05.2008, it was directed that the complainant will satisfy the requirement of Section 8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act, 2005 before the information can be ordered to be provided.  Also it had emerged that the complainant did not have any authority letter/power of attorney executed in his favour entitling him to plead the case of Smt. Jaswant Kaur, JBT posted at GPS, Ballowal Chamunda, Pakhowal, Ludhiana.
2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the complainant is neither  present nor has he submitted any authority letter/power of attorney on behalf of Smt. Jaswant Kaur.  He has also not made any submission to the Commission.  The Respondent present states that the complainant  neither has approached the office of the Respondent nor has he made any submissions.   The case is, therefore dismissed for non-prosecution and closed.

3.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 24.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

