
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB



SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardhir Singh,

s/oshri Malkiat Singh,

Paradise Palace,

Nihalsinghwala,Distt.Moga.



Appellant.






Vs.

Public InformationOfficer,

o/o Sr.Executive Engineer,

DS Division, PSEB, 

Baghapurana Distt. Moga.




Respondent.

AC No. 106/2007






   ORDER





Order Reserved on 16-08-2007




Order pronounced in open Court on 06-09-2007.

1.                   The case relates to seeking information pertaining to authority approving imposition of penalty of Rs. 1,73l,495/- on the Appellant.
The Appellant applied for information initially on 17-4-2006..  Even though he was provided information by SDO/DS Sub Division, PSEB, Patto Heersinghwala vide his letter No. 964 dated 21-04.2006.  He filed an appeal with the Appellate Authority on 27-04-2006.  His appeal was responded but the appellant was not satisfied and he, therefore, filed an appeal with the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act on 09-11.2006.

2.                 The Appellant is owner of a marriage palace at Nihalsingwala, Moga  against whom an allegation of unauthorized extension in load was levied. 

3.                The case was heard on 11-12-2006, 23-01-2007 30-01-2007, 13-03-2007, 05-04-2007, 26-07-2007 and 16-08-2007.  A large number of documents were perused and procedures being adopted were verified to check the validity of the inputs being given to us. We find that information, as was sought, was provided in time except that there is no documentary record of the telephonic conversation wherein sanction was obtained.  The case is accordingly disposed of.    

4.

We have observed a very large number of anomalies in this case in the method of imposing penalty and subsequently amendments to various instructions by different functionaries. Also the Appellant has made allegations of
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 harassment/torture by the  PSEB staff.  There is also a possibility of theft of power and thus tariff on it. We recommend that this case be put up to the Principal Secretary, Power, Punjab, Chandigarh for taking preventive measures to avoid any loss to the State and taking cognizance of misuse  of authority by any functionary. It is highlighted that the role of the Commission is restricted to the provision of information and not to go into the mis-management/investigations.

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

Sd/-







          
Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner 









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




Lt. Gen. P.K.Grover

Dated: 06-09-2007



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri M.S.Rahi, Advocate,

R/o H.No. 767-A, Sector: 7-B, Chandigarh.



Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o The President, 

Shiromani Gurudwara Prabandhak Committee,

Teja Singh Samundari Hall, Amritsar.




Respondent

CC No. 1007/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Hirdey Pal Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the  Complainant.

Ms. Sarpreet Kaur, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on l7.8.2007 we had directed that the Complainant, who had been supplied information by the Respondent, will submit his observations to the Respondent within a period of 15 days with a copy to the Commission. However, no observations/comments have been received till date by the Respondent/Commission.

2.

During today’s proceedings the Complainant wishes to bring out  his  observations within 3 hours. However, we direct that all observations on the information supplied  be sent to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission by 15.9.2007.  The Respondent is directed to come prepared with written response on the next date of hearing.

3.

To come up on 9.10.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 06.09.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

1525/1, Street No. 33, 

Preet Nagar, New Shimla Puri, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Sidhwa Canal, Opposite New D.C. Office,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





Respondent
CC No.834/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Balbir Aggarwal, the Complainant, in person. 

Shri   Malkiat Singh Sidhu, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant indicating the number of Khokhas on both the sides of the Canal as per his  demand. He further states that the Court has given the instructions to take necessary action under P.P. Act. and the   cases have been filed with the S.D.M.,  the competent  authority, under the P.P. Act. He assures the Commission that no new Khokhas will  be permitted to come up on the irrigation land and directions will be issued to the field staff to be vigilant and take immediate steps to prevent such recurrence. He further assures that regular meetings will be held with the Forest Department/Deputy Commissioner to barricade the land on the edges of the canal. The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

3.

There the  case is  disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

 








Sd/-

Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 06.09.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Singh,

S/o Shri Hansa Singh, 

Village: Chugh Lal Singh, P.O. Bhaike Bodla,

Tehsil Fazilka, District: Ferozepur.




Complainant.







Vs

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

Punjab, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.801/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Sukhchain Singh, the Complainant, in person and Shri Lashmir Singh, President, All India Rai Sikh Mahatam Sirkiband Welfare Association on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Baldev Raj, Deputy Director, Shri Naresh Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO,                             on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 7.8.2007 we had directed that DPI(E),Punjab Chandigarh and the PIO of the office of DEO(E), Ferozepur will be present to give the exact status of the case and explain the reasons for inordinate delay in responding to the Complainant.

2.

During today’s  proceedings, the Respondent explains the action initiated so far in this case. The Respondent states that on 8.8.2007 Tehsildar Fazilka had been requested to confirm caste/category of the individual once again since the original certificate rendered on 2.12.2006 specifically mentioned that   the   caste/category  was  “ till further orders”   or words to  that   effect.    Also   the   case  had   been   put   up   to   the   State     Government    on 
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27.8.2007. The Respondent has been waiting for the response of the Tehsildar Fazilka. However, the Complainant hands over a copy of the letter dated 5.9.2007 sent by Tehsildar Fazilka to the Respondent regarding the caste of the Complainant. The letter though addressed to the Respondent had not been received by him so far.  The Respondent once again brings out  that even this certificate brings out the term “ till further instructions” or words to that effect. Notwithstanding the contents of the certificate the Respondent assures that action will be initiated to issue a certificate as has been specified by the State Government. Thereafter, the case will be taken up with the State Government for doing the needful regarding reinstatement of the Complainant.

3.

To come up on 9.10.2007 wherein  D.P.I.(E),Punjab, Chandigarh, PIO of the office of DEO(E) Ferozepur and Tehsildar Fazilka will be present to give  information regarding the status of the case and explain the reasons for this inordinate delay  in responding to the Complainant/issue of a proper certificate.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties, D.E.O.(E) Ferozepur and Tehsildar  Fazilka. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/- 




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 06.09.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Devinder Singh Dhillon,

S/o Sh. Chanan Singh Dhillon,

61, Ranjit Pura, G.T.Road Opposite Japani Mill,

Chheharta, Amritsar.






Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. XEN, T.L.S.C. Division, PSEB,

Shakti Sadan, G.T.Road Jalandhar.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Engineer-in-Chief, T/L Design,

Dte. Transmission, B-2, Shakti Vihar, PSEB,Patiala.

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.D.O., PSEB, T.L.S.C., Mall Mandi,

G.T.Road, Amritsar.







Respondents

AC No. 228/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Davinder Singh Dhillon, the  Appellant, in person. 

Shri  R.P.Bector, Director Transmission Design Patiala, Shri Surinder Pal, Senior XEN, TLSC Jalandhar and Shri Gurpreet Singh Virk, SDO, TLSC, Amritsar, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The case relates to supply of information pertaining to 20 K.V Khasa – Bala Chak power line. The initial identical request was made on 21.5.2007 to three respondents. The response was sent to the Appellant on 31.5.2007. Finding it insufficient, the Appellant filed an appeal on 14.7.2007.

3.

The Respondent states that  most of the information relating to Para 3(a) to (f) has been supplied to the Appellant. The Appellant , however,
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 states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him.  We, therefore, direct that the Appellant will furnish  the response/observations on the information supplied to him by the Respondent by 20.9.2007 to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission.
4.

The Respondent will come up with response  on the comments/ observations of the Appellant,  on the next date of hearing. 

5.

The Respondent will file an affidavit if any information demanded by the Appellant  is not available on record and all the information, available on record, has been supplied to the Appellant.

6.

The Appellant further states that he has been harassed by the Respondent and requests that penalty be imposed on the Respondent for not supplying the requisite information in time and he be compensated for the detriment suffered by him. It is directed that PIO submit an affidavit justifying  as to why penalty not be imposed upon him and compensation not be given to the Appellant for delay in the supply of information to the Appellant.

7.

To come up on 9.10.2007.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to  parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 06.09.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.K.Vashisht,

S.E. PWD(B&R) Retd.,

# 1735, Phase : 3 B-2, Mohali





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, PWD(B&R),

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.








Respondent

AC No. 227/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  K. K. Vashisht, Appellant ,  in person.


None is present , on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Appellant had  sought information pertaining service matter running into  13 specific items on 6.11.2006. On receiving no response from the Respondent he had filed an Appeal to the Commission on 3.7.2007. Since the Respondent is not present today, we direct :-

(a)
Information as sought by the Appellant be provided to him at the earliest but not later than 
20.9.2007 under intimation to the Commission.

(b)
PIO- Respondent will be present on the next date of hearing and will submit an affidavit showing cause:

(i)
As to why penalty not be imposed under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act,2005 for non supply of information.
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(ii)
Why the Appellant not be compensated for the detriment suffered.



(iii)
For  his absence from today's proceedings.

2.

To come up on  09.10.2007.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-

Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 06.09.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)




Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

# 196/10, Kainthan, 

Dasuya, District: Hoshiarpur.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Consumer Dispute & Redressal Forum,

Hoshiarpur.








Respondent

AC No. 209 to 216 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila, Appellant, in person.


Shri Satinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the Parties. 

2.

We are of the opinion that  these are identical cases and may be referred to Full Bench of the Commission. Therefore, these are referred to Deputy  Registrar of the Commission for  putting  up before the Full Bench of the Commission.

3.

The Appellant has been directed to submit power of attorney/written authority from the persons/Organisations specified in various cases about whom he has sought information to confirm that he is representing them.

4.
            Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission, Punjab.










Sd/-

Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 06.09.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

# 196/10, Kainthan, 

Dasuya, District: Hoshiarpur.





Appellant 







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Consumer Dispute & Redressal Forum,

Jallandhar.








Respondent

AC No.217/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila, Appellant, in person.


Smt. Madhurjeet, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent

1.

The PIO-Respondent submits her written statement which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to   the Appellant  in our presence. The Appellant will submit his observations on the deficiency of  the information supplied to him by 20.9.2007 to the Commission with a copy to the Respondent.  The Respondent further states that the Appellant has demanded the information relating to the tenure of Shri M. M. Bhalla, President, Consumer Forum, Jalandhar. The Respondent is directed to come prepared with a written response to the comments/observations likely to be submitted by the Appellant.

2.

To come up on 13.11.2007.
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: 06.09.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila,

# 196/10, Kainthan, 

Dasuya, District: Hoshiarpur.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Consumer Dispute & Redressal Forum,

Jallandhar.








Respondent

AC No.218/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila, Appellant, in person.


Smt. Madhurjeet, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent

1.

The PIO-Respondent submits her written statement which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to   the Appellant  in our presence. The Appellant will submit his observations on the deficiency of  the information supplied to him by 20.9.2007 to the Commission with a copy to the Respondent.  The Respondent further states that the Appellant has demanded the information relating to the tenure of Shri M. M. Bhalla, President, Consumer Forum, Jalandhar. The Respondent is directed to come prepared with a written response to the comments/observations likely to be submitted by the Appellant.

2.

To come up on 13.11.2007.

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: 06.09.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri P.D.Sharma,

32, Bhagat Singh Colony,

Ferozepur City-152002.






Complainant.







Vs

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

Ferozepur.








Respondent

CC No.270/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri  Gautam Gaurh
  , Legal Advisor, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent states that  the requisite information has been supplied  to the Complainant. He also submits an affidavit,   as was directed during hearing on 28.6.2007, which is taken on record.

2.

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 06.09.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jarnail Singh Dhillon,

President, 

Giani Zail Singh College of

Engineering & Technology,

Teachers`s Asso (GZSCETTA)

Dabwali Road, Bathinda.





Appellant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Technical Education,

& Industrial Training,

Plot No.1, Sector-36A,

Chandigarh.







Respondent
AC No.168 /2007

ORDER

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

1.

Since none 
is present of on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent,  one more opportunity is given . It is directed that PIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing.

2.

To come up on 9.10.2007.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 06.09.2007



         State Information Commissioner

