STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Des Raj,

# 65-C, Phase-1, 

Urban Estates, Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, 

Civil Maintenance Circle(O&M), 

G.H.T.P., Lehra Mohabat.






Respondent

CC No.215/2007

ORDER

       Order Reserved on 30-08-2007

       Order pronounced in open Court on 25-10-2007.

1.

The case was last heard on 30.8.2007. Since the requisite information stood supplied, the case was disposed of. The Complainant requested for the compensation for the detriment suffered by him in seeking the information and submitted the bills of expenditure incurred by him. The case was kept reserved so far the grant of compensation is concerned. 

2.

 After due consideration it is decided that an amount of Rs. 500/-(Rs. Five hundred only)  for his three visits(two visits to Chandigarh and one visit to G.H.T.P. Lehra Mohabat) be granted to him as compensation by the Respondent under intimation to the Commission.  The compensation will be paid to the Complainant by 15th November,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: 25.10.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri K.K.Tandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 1168 & 1055/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri K. K.Tandon, Complainant,  in person and Shri S. S. Panag, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer, Shri J.S. Randhawa, Deputy General Manager,Shri S. K. Gupta, Estate Officer and Shri Dalbara Singh, Accounts Officer , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The Respondent states that the record being old relating to the year 1985, is not available in the Department. He further states that  the transfer policy in respect of industrial plot prevalent in Punjab during the years 1985, 1989 and 1990 has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant states that he has not received this letter so far. The Respondent hands over a copy of this letter to the Complainant in our presence. 

3.

The Complainant states that he wants complete detail  of Plot No. 168-C in the name of S. Piara Singh and Plot No. 169-C in the name of S. Kuldip
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 Singh at Focal Point Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana. The Respondent PIO  will submit an affidavit  by 15.11.2007 that the information in the instant case asked for in Paras 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7and  8, is not available on record. The Complainant will bring out the photo copies of the allotment letters of Plots No. 168-C and 169-C, on the next date of hearing. 

4.

To come up on 29.11.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




















Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri B. R. Bhatia,

PA to C.G.M (Exports),

PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, 






Complainant

Sector: 17-B,  Chandigarh.







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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17-B, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.1290/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri   B.R.Bhatia,  the Complainant, in person.


Shri  R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer and Shri J.S. Randhawa, Deputy General Manager,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing  on 11.10.2007 we had noticed that the status of the requirement of the Complainant was not clear and the information pertaining to Sr. No. 4 & 5 not yet supplied.           

2.

During today's proceedings  the Complainant in a  written submission avers that  he had been informed verbally that his case stands admitted and forwarded to the Competent Authority for approval. The Respondent brings out that all the requisite documents had been inspected by the Complainant. 

3.

Since the information stands provided and the requisition of the Complainant likely to be approved by the Competent Authority, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant is at liberty to approach the Commission in case of any problem in the supply of information by 20.11.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

























Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Guljinder Singh, Junior Engineer,

PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


Complainant







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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17-B, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.1221/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Guljinder Singh , Complainant, in person.

  Shri  R.K.Goyal, Senior Law Officer and Shri J.S. Randhawa, Deputy General Manager , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on  18.9.2007 with the mutual consent of both the parties we had directed  the Complainant to  visit the office of PIO at 11.00 A.M. on 24.9.2007 to inspect and identify  the relevant documents relating to information being sought by him  and photo copies of the required documents were to be given to the Complainant free of cost by the PIO. 

2.

The Complainant did visit the office of PIO on the specified date and time and was subsequently handed over a part of information.   During today's proceedings the Complainant brings out salient aspects of the deficiencies in the information supplied to him and makes a written submission,  a copy of which had already been submitted to PIO on 18.10.2007. We go over the various requirements of the Complainant in chronological order and we find that a large part of the information to be supplied to him is still deficient. The Respondent brings out that  there is need to seek exemption. We therefore direct the Respondent to either hand over the requisite information to the Complainant by 5.11.2007 or submit an affidavit by 10.11.2007 bringing out the reasons for seeking exemption.

3.

To come up on 29.11.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.














Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner










Sd/-

Chandigarh






Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatinder Vig,

# MM-126, Phase-4, Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

SYL Construction Circle , Sagarao Division,

SCO No. 1088-89, Sector: 22, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.953/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri  Varinder Singh Sra, S.E.-cum-PIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent has submitted an affidavit dated 3.10.2007, which is taken on record.  The Respondent states that a copy of this  affidavit has been sent to the Complainant through Dak Runner of the Department and due receipt taken from him.  The Complainant is not  present today. It is presumed that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied.

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/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase-7, Mohali.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.




Respondent

CC No.778/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Harminder Singh , Complainant, in person.


Shri Yadav Rai Singh, Steno, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ropar  , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on  20.9.2007 we had directed Deputy Commissioner Ropar  to provide information pertaining to Point No. 5 of the original application dated 26.9.2006 of the Complainant. During today's proceedings the complainant brings out that information pertaining to Point No. 5 which specifically states " What action has been taken by D.C. office against SSP Ropar for over-looking District Magistrate's order No. 1836/HRC dated 18.11.2004”,  is still deficient. We are dismayed to notice that the Respondent present is unable to justify the response given to the Complainant. We therefore direct the PIO  or APIO to be personally present on the next date of hearing with the complete file of this case and explain the status of the information sought at Point No.5 of the original requisition dated 26.9.2006 of the Complainant.                

2.

To come up on 27.11.2007, wherein the Respondent PIO/APIO will be present with all the relevant documents. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Kumar,

S/O Shri Des Raj, 

Khalifa Baag, Dhuri Road, Sangrur.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar (Revenue), Mansa.





Respondent

CC No.711/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Baljit Singh, Tehsildar Mansa, PIO.

1.

The Respondent states that the information has already been supplied to the Complainant on 12.7.2007 and due receipt has been taken. The Respondent submits an affidavit, which is taken on record in which the PIO has clearly fixed the responsibility of Smt. Rani, Clerk in the office of Tehsildar  Mansa for not accepting the request of the Complainant. He further states that the case will be sent to Deputy Commissioner, Mansa for taking disciplinary action against Smt. Rani, Clerk. We are satisfied with the explanation submitted by the PIO.                   

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/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Kumar,

S/O Shri Des Raj, 

Khalifa Baag, Dhuri Road, Sangrur.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar (Revenue), Mansa.





Respondent

CC No.712/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Baljit Singh, Tehsildar Mansa, PIO.
1.

The Respondent states that the  matter regarding refusal of acceptance of letter by Shri Lalit Kumar, Stamp Vendor was reported to the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa for initiating necessary disciplinary action. The Deputy Commissioner advised in writing that efforts be made to deliver the letter to Shri Lalit Kumar and in case the Respondent is unsuccessful then the matter be reported to him. The Respondent submits a photo copy of the letter sent to the Deputy Commissioner on 12.10.2007 requesting  him to initiate action to cancel the license of shri Lalit Kumar, Stamp Vendor Mansa. The letter of the Respondent is taken on record. 

2.

The  case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Commissioner Mansa to initiate action against the Stamp Vendor as per Rules and Regulations. Deputy Commissioner  Mansa will intimate the Commission by 15.11.2007 about the action taken against the Stamp Vendor. 








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kuldeep Singh, 

# 382, Block-B, 

Dashmesh Nagar, Naya Gaon, District: Mohali.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Coordinator,

Sarv Siksha Abhiyan, Mohali.






Respondent
MR-9/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh , Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard the Complainant. 

2.

We are dismayed to notice that despite clear orders issued on 18.9.2007 that the PIO will be personally present  on the next date of hearing, the Respondent PIO  is not present nor has the requisite information been sent to the Complainant. We therefore direct the PIO to be present on the next date of hearing with the following directions:-

(a)
Information as sought by the Complainant be sent to him at the earliest but not later than 5.11.2007.

(b)
PIO will submit an affidavit explaining reasons for his absence from the proceedings today as 
well as on 9.8.2007 and 18.9.2007.

(c)
PIO will submit an affidavit explaining as to why penalty not be imposed under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for non supply of information within stipulated period 

(d)
PIO will submit an affidavit explaining as to why compensation not be provided to the Complainant for the detriment suffered since the request for information had been made by him on 9.12.2006.

3.

To come up on 29.11.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.














Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner










Sd/-

Chandigarh






Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Hardial Singh,

# 84/A Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District education Officer(S),

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.






Respondent
CC No. 809/2007

ORDER

Present:
Col. Bhagwant Singh, on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri  Madanjit Singh, APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The Respondent submits an affidavit alongwith a letter dated 24.9.2007, which is taken on record. The Respondent states that the amount of Rs. 10049.25 has been forwarded to the Complainant through Cheque No. 777014 dated 12.9.2007.

3.

The Respondent further states that the case for giving interest at the rate of  12% approximately amounting to Rs. 30248/- has been sent to the DPI(S), Punjab, Chandigarh, for approval. The Complainant states that a time limit be fixed for sanctioning of the interest to be paid to him.  Accordingly, we  direct that PIO will get the sanction issued from the Competent Authority within a period of one and a half months under intimation to the Commission.

4.

To come up  on 13.12.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Om Parkash Aggarwal,

M/S Jiwa Ram Om Parkash,Main Bazar, Kharar.



Complainant







Vs

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

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




Respondent

CC No.515/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Davinder Gupta, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Darshan Singh, OSD-cum-PIO, office of DPI(S), on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on  18.9.2007 we had directed that PIO will be personally present alongwith original file containing our directions and the action initiated thereafter for our perusal, on the next date of hearing.  During   today's proceedings the PIO is present with the requisite file. The Complainant demands a photo copy of  Arya Vidya Parishad Punjab, Jalandhar's letter No. 135/2007 dated 19.7.207 alongwith its enclosures running into 6 pages to meet his full requirement of information. Accordingly, we direct the respondent to forward this letter duly authenticated under  a proper covering note  by registered post to the Complainant by 1.11.2007 with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission. However, the Complainant is at liberty to approach the Commission in case the Complainant has any comments/observations and the directions  of the Commission are not complied with by the Respondent. The Respondent states that the information has been received from Jalandhar and that information relates to Arya Vidya Parishad . He further states that this information also  relates to the old Committee of Arya Kanya Vidyala Kharar.             

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/-

Chandigarh






Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri O.P. Gulati,

# 1024, Sector: 39-B, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No.779/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri O.P. Gulati,  , Complainant, in person.


Shri  Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, OSD-Cum-PIO, Shri Prem Nath, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Gursewak Singh, Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 18.9.2007 we had directed that 

(a)
Balance information be provided to the Complainant at the earliest but not later than 20.10.2007.

(b)
The PIO will be personally present during the next date of proceedings and submit an affidavit:-
(i)
Showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the R.T.I. Act,2005 for the delay in provisioning of information.

(ii)
Showing cause as to why compensation not be paid to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him. 

2.

During today's proceedings, when the PIO is personally present,  we notice that the information being provided to the Complainant is insufficient and certain relevant information pertaining to 11 Districts of the State of Punjab
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 relating to Sr. No. 2,3 and 4 is yet not available. We therefore emphasise on the PIO , who is present himself,  to provide information  to the Complainant as per his original letter dated 28.7.2006. We also observe that enclosures as were required to be attached with the information supplied so far to the Complainant have not been attached with the information supplied. This aspect had been highlighted by the Complainant vide his letter dated 1.10.2007. We also observe that the Respondent has not reacted to the observations made by the Complainant regarding the intervening period from 1.10.2007 to 25.10.2007.   We therefore direct the PIO-Respondent to supply complete  information to the Complainant by 25.11.2007 under intimation to the Commission. He will also submit an affidavit:-

(a)
Showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed under Section 20 of the RTI Act,2005 for the delay in supply of information of more than 18 months.

(b)
Showing cause as to why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment  suffered by him.

3.

To come up on 4.12.2007 wherein PIO will be personally present alongwith affidavits and will confirm to the Commission that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




   



Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Kalawati,

Wd./o Late Shri Jogi Ram, 

Village: Rauni Zhungian, Chhoti Rauni,

P.O.  Ranbir Pura, Nabha Road, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

The Mall, Patiala.







Respondent

CC No.1240/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Jagmohan Bhogal, S.E.-cum-PIO and Shri Jasbir Singh, Sr.XEN , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information, as had been demanded by the Complainant,  has been supplied to the Complainant  and he submits copies of two letters No. 2197 dated 10.7.2007 and No.1716/DS-6008/A/s-VI dated 8.10.2007, which are taken on record.  Since the Complainant is not present for the second consecutive time, it is presumed that she has received the requisite information and is satisfied.                 

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/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



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.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Eastern Canal Division,

Canal Colony Ferozepur. 






Respondent

CC No.1201/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


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

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant in case No. CC-1146/2007 which was disposed of on 30.8.2007. He further states that the information demanded in both the cases is similar.                   

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/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harsh Mohan Singh, Advocate,

# 138, Lawyers' Chambers,

District Courts, Patiala.






Appellant







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

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.




Respondent

AC No.220/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Harsh Mohan Singh , Appellant,  in person.


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

1.

On the last date of hearing on  11..9.2007 we had directed the Respondent to supply the requisite information, as had been sought by the Appellant, by 10.10.2007 after obtaining it from various Divisions/Circles/Head Quarters at Patiala, by registered post free of cost and submit an affidavit in case a part of information was not available on record. 

2.

During today's proceedings, the Respondent brings out that he still requires some additional time to  collect the entire information and hand over to the Appellant. He explains that the information being sought was voluminous and it had to be tabulated after receiving it from various sources.  The Appellant makes a written submission to the Commission, which is taken on record. He
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 highlights that the first Appellate Authority had  refused to accept his representation sent on 25.6.2007. He requests that due  cognizance be taken of this refusal by the Appellate Authority(Chief Engineer, PSEB, Patiala).  Keeping in view the voluminous task with the Respondent, we direct that the information, as has been requisitioned by the Complainant, be provided to the Appellant   at the earliest but not later than 1.12.2007.  In case,  a part of information is not available, the Respondent will render an affidavit to this effect.

3.

To come up on 4.12.2007.

 4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Chief Engineer Planning, PSEB, Patiala, the first Appellate Authority,  with the directions that he will also be present for the proceedings on the next date of hearing.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



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, 2nd Floor,

Sector: 9, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.742,747, 901 & 900 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini , Complainant, in person.


Shri Rajinder Singh, Law Officer, PSEB, Patiala,  Shri A.D.Bhandari, Under Secretary General-cum-APIO, Shri Ram Kishan, Superintendent Reservation Cell, Shri Harcharan Singh, Superintendent Grade-II, P.P.-II Branch, Shri Bakshish Singh, Superintendent Grade-II, Power Branch, Shri Nahar Singh, Senior Assistant, Reservation Cell , Shri Ramesh Kumar, Senior Assistant, P.P.-1 Branch, Shri Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant, Coordination and Shri Gurdip Singh, Senior Assistant, PSEB, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on  20.9.2007 we had directed that all the four Departments (Chief Secretary Office, Personnel Department, PSEB and Welfare department) will submit affidavits indicating the exact status of the implementation of the 85th Amendment  and action taken on the representations received in this connection from the other Departments after the issue of instructions dated 17.11.2005.

2.

During today's proceedings on the mutual consent we club together Case No. CC-900/2007 with Cases No. 742,747 & 901/2007.
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3.

We observe that all the four Departments have submitted affidavits 

as were required. However, only the PSEB has submitted report pertaining to action taken on the representations received in this connection from other Departments. We therefore direct all  four Departments to send a copy of the affidavit submitted showing exact status of implementation of 85th Amendment  to the Complainant by registered post. PSEB is also directed to send a copy of the Action Taken Report to the Complainant on the representations received from other Departments.  PIOs of Personnel and Welfare Departments are directed to submit action taken report on the representations, if any,  received from other Departments relating to the 85th Amendment by 10.11.2007. The Complainant will go over the information being supplied to him and submit his observations by 15.11.2007.  

4.

To come up on 4.12.2007 wherein PIOs of the  Departments will be personally present with their response to the observations to be submitted by the Complainant.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravinder Gupta,

# 59, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Tripri town, Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab State Electricity Board,

The Mall, Patiala.







Respondent

CC No.1231/2007

ORDER

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

1.

The Complainant has intimated to the Commission vide his letter dated 11.9.2007 that the requisite information has been supplied to him by the Respondent  vide letter No. 217 dated 31.7.2007 and he has requested that the matter may be dropped.                   

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/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Gopal Dania,

Opposite Tubewell No. 10, 

Near F.C.I. Godowns behind S.D.College, Barnala.


Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Barnala.




Respondent

CC No.811/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Gopal Dania , Complainant, in person.


Shri R.L. Mehta, Deputy Commissioner, Barnala  , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on  18.9.2007, we had directed that APIO/PIO will be personally present on the next date of hearing with a copy of the requisite information and will submit an affidavit explaining reasons of his absence .  

2.

During today's proceedings the Respondent-PIO is personally present and submits an affidavit which is taken on record.    He also explains that detailed information,  as was demanded by the Complainant vide his letter dated 1.5.2007  and subsequent observations , alongwith additional information has been provided to the Complainant. He also highlights contents of his letter No. 106/RTI   dated  14.9.2007. 

3.

After inspecting  the documents supplied to the Complainant we deduce that the information, as was demanded by the Complainant, has been provided to him by the Respondent and therefore the case is  disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.













Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:25.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

