STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bachittar Singh,

# 3, Kacha  Threeke Road,

Threeke, District: Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Aggar Nagar Division, 

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Ludhiana.








Respondent

AC No. 159/2006             

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Bachittar Singh, Appellant,  in  person.



Shri  Tarlok Singh, XEN-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.



The Respondent submits that he wants some  additional time to collect  the information  and supply the same to the Appellant as the  record is very  old. 

2.

The PIO is directed that he will either provide information to the Appellant within a fortnight or will submit an affidavit that the requisite information is not available  on record with the PSEB.

3.

To come up on 28.6.2007 for the confirmation of the compliance of the orders.

4.

Copies of the orders be supplied to both the parties. 










Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hardhir Singh S/o Sh. Malkiat Singh,

Paradise Palace, Nihal Singh Wala-142055,

District: Moga.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

S/o Sr. Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Bagha Purana, District: Moga.





Respondent
AC-106/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Hardhir Singh ,Appellant, in person alongwith  Shri Amritpal Jaiswal, Attorney.


Sh. Ran Singh, XEN(Retd.), Shri Darshan Singh Jaura, J.E.-1, Sh. N.K.Manchanda Advocate on behalf of PIO, Shri Surjit Singh, Advocate and Ms. Parminder Kaur,Advocate on behalf of Sh. Darshan Singh Jaura, J.E.-1.


Heard  both the parties.

2.
           Shri Darshan Singh Jaura states that the  balance amount due to the Appellant( Rs. 7200/-) has been paid by Shri Avtar Singh, J.E. on account of  marriage ceremony of his daughter. The Appellant  will submit a receipt of Rs. 7200/- paid by Shri Avtar Singh to the Commission for perusal.

3.

Shri Ran Singh, XEN(Retd.) submits that  he has retired w.e.f. 31.5.2007 and he may be exempted from appearance in future.  Accordingly, Shri Ran Singh, XEN is hereby exempted from further appearance in this case.

4,
           Shri Surjit Singh, Advocate, who is appearing on behalf of Sh. Darshan Singh Jaura, J.E.-1 requests for adjournment/time.  He further states that affidavit demanded has been sent through registered post to the Commission on 12.5.2007 but it is observed that  it has not been received in the Commission’s office till today. He wants  to pursue the case and prepare  arguments in the instant case.  Thus,  on the request of the Respondent, one more opportunity is given and the case is fixed for arguments on 26.7.2007.

5.

Copies of the orders be supplied to both the parties.











Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manmohan Singh Lall, 

# 131, Model Gram, Ludhiana.





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board,

Ludhiana.








Respondent

CC-  674/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri M.S.Lall, Complainant, in person.

Shri Daljit Singh, XEN, Division No. 1 and Shri  Parveen Kumar, SDE, Water Supply Sub Divisiion-5 on behalf of Respondent.



The Respondent states  that in compliance to the orders  of the Commission  dated 5.4.2007, information  has been delivered to the Complainant  vide letter No. 1738 dated 17.4.2007 with a copy to the Commission. The Complainant states that he has received the information. He further states that penalty be imposed as the supply of information has been delayed for 7 months and he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him. He further states that he has submitted a bill of Rs. 4860/- for compensation on  the last date of hearing on 17.5.2007.

2.

The Respondent has submitted a detailed affidavit dated 16.5.2007 requesting that penalty may not be imposed  as the information was not delayed. . He further states that he had to take directions/clarification under Clause 8(h) of RTI Act,2005 from the Competent Authority. More-over, the information was supplied to the Complainant on 17.4.2007 after the orders of the Commission on 5.4.2007.

3.

Keeping in view the explanation submitted by the PIO, no penalty is imposed on the PIO. As far as the compensation is concerned, we order that compensation of Rs. 2500/- @ Rs. 500/- per visit  be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered.  The compensation will be paid by Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board, Ludhiana.

4.

Case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be supplied to both the parties. 










Sd/-




 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manmohan Singh Lall, 

# 131, Model Gram, Ludhiana.





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Division No.1,

Ludhiana.








Respondent
CC-711/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri M.S.Lall, Complainant, in person.

Shri Daljit Singh, XEN, Division No. 1 and Shri  Parveen Kumar, SDE, Water Supply Sub Divisiion-5 on behalf of Respondent.



On the last date of hearing on 17.5.2007, we had directed that the Respondent will provide copies of TA/DA claims, approved journey programme alongwith supporting documents and certificate/affidavit that no other claim pertaining to Treatment Plant Bhattian was available. Information, as was directed, has been provided vide letter No. 2400 dated 18.5.2007. The Respondent also renders an affidavit dated 16.5.2007,  with a photo copy to  the complainant,  wherein it has been highlighted in Para 4 that all available documents including supporting documents available in the office have been provided to the Complainant. 

2.

Since, all the information that was demanded by the Complainant,  has been provided to him by the Respondent, 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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Kumar S/o Sh. Budha Mal,

# 312/2, Gali Nim Wali, Katra Khazana,

Amritsar.








Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Amrirtsar.





Respondent

CC-785/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Ramesh Kumar, Complainant, in person.

Shri Amarjit Singh Sekhon, Assistant Commissioner, on behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing on 17.5.2007, we had directed that the complainant must render an affidavit regarding allegations made by him and had directed the Respondent to provide information as demanded by the Complainant. The Complainant hands over the  affidavit, in original, to the Respondent.  The Respondent will initiate action as is deemed necessary and suitable. The Respondent has provided information  to the Complainant as per his original demand running into 15 pages. We have also advised the Complainant to visit the office of the Respondent to get redressal to his grievances though not a  part of The RTI Act.

2.         Case is therefore 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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satwinder Singh S/o Sh. Kaka Singh,

Ward No. 12,  H. No. 18,

Kurali, District: Mohali.





           Complainant.







Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Ropar.








Respondent

CC-748/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Satwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.



Smt. Inderjit Kaur, District Revenue Officer, Ropar-cum-PIO.

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

With mutual consent, we direct the Complainant  to visit the office of the Respondent on 20.6.2007 at 11.00 A.M. for inspection/identification of the documents required by him. The Respondent will ensure that all the relevant documents are made available for inspection and also provide the same under the Rules by charging the requisite fees.







3.
          To come up on 26-7-2007.

4.

Copies of the border be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner




Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Des Raj,

# 65-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Bathinda.








Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer(O & M ),

Civil Maintenance Circle,

G.H.T.P. Lehra Mohabat.






Respondent

CC No.332/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Des Raj , Complainant , in person


Shri V.K. Garg, Sr. XEN, on behalf of Respondent.


Heard  both the parties. 

2.

The Respondent states that information, as per the original complaint dated 23.1.2007, stand forwarded to the Complainant . He further states that some complaints have been received from the workers, who are working at the Thermal Plant, Lehra Mohabat employed by the Complainant that part of the  wages have not been paid and EPF deducted from their salaries has not been deposited with the EPF Organisation. The Complainant  has submitted NOC from the workers and Certificate from the EPF Commissioner as well as pay slips to the Respondent. The Respondent states that he has received the material and he has scrutinized the record. Also  has intimated shortcomings to the Complainant to which the Complainant has submitted a reply to the Respondent in our presence.  The PIO will submit an affidavit as ordered on the last date of hearing on 17.5.2007.

3.

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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Des Raj,

# 65-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Bathinda.








Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Executive Engineer,

CMC-II (O & M), G.H.T.P., Lehra Mohabat.



Respondent

CC No.489/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Des Raj , Complainant , in person


Shri V.K. Garg, Sr. XEN, on behalf of Respondent.



On the last date of hearing on 17.5.2007, the  Respondent was directed to go through the observations of the Complainant and submit reply/affidavit to the Commission  with a copy to the Complainant. The Respondent submits affidavits today but these are returned with the observation  that affidavits may be filed by the PIO himself.

2.             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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.P. Singla,

# 403, Sector: 44-A, 

Chandigarh.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.








Respondent

AC No.26/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri R.P. Singla, Complainant, in person.

Shri V.K. Bhatia, PIO and Shri S.K. Jain, APIO on behalf of Respondent.




Heart both the parties.

2.

The Appellant raised observations on the information deficient in his original application dated 23/25-8-2006 pertaining to Sr. No. 6, 8 and 10. After perusing the documents supplied by the Respondent to the Appellant, we direct the Respondent to make up the deficiencies  only in Sr. No. 8 of the list of information sought. The Respondent agrees to provide the affidavit/reply pertaining to justification of recovering the  subsistence allowance paid during the suspension period within a period of 15 days with a copy of the Commission. 

3.

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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Inder Raj Bhatia,

# 1041, Gali No.6, Balsingh Nagar,

Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat Officer,Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.842/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Sham  Lal Saini on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Bahadur Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO.



On the last date of hearing information was provided to the Complainant who brings out a number of observations as   deficiencies in the information provided. Subsequently, a comprehensive reply was sent by Rural Development and Panchayat Office vide letter dated 31.5.2007. The Respondent-PIO brings out the various aspects of information provided to the original application of the Complainant dated 26.8.2006. After perusing various documents  the Commission opines  that detailed information on all the aspects has been provided to the Complainant. 

2.

Case is therefore 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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj,

# 49, Preet Vihar, Mesh Gate,

Nabha, District: Patiala.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/0 Chief Engineer(Drainage),

Irrigation Department, Punjab, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.220/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj, Complainant, in person.



Shri Sandesh Kumar, Registrar-cum-PIO



The Respondent brings out that the information  being sought is of third party, whose case is subjudice and stay has been granted by the Hon’ble Punjab & High Court. The Respondent however hands over a set of documents  (22 pages) to the Complainant. He also confirms to the Commission that these documents, which have been handed over,  have no legal implications with the aforesaid case. More-over, cases with similar information being sought have been disposed of by other Benches of this Commission i.e. CC-508/2006 and CC-165/2006.

2.

Case is therefore 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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ravinder Kumar Singal,

Jiwan Asram, Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur City.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Chief Engineer RSDC, 

Irrigation Works Punjab, 

Shahpur Kandi, District: Gurdaspur.




Respondent

CC No.395/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Ravinder Kumar Singal, Complainant, in person.



Shri Rajinder Singh, JDM on behalf of PIO-Respondent.



The Complainant brings out that he had sought information  on five  items on 16.11.2006. A part of the information was supplied  by the Respondent to the Complainant vide letter No. 6642044 dated 22.5.2007. The Complainant is not satisfied with the response and he has brought out the deficiency in the information provided vide his letter dated 2.6.2007. The respondent will provide full information being sought by the Complainant at the earliest but not later than 15.6.2007. On the next date of hearing the PIO will  personally be present to confirm that the information has been forwarded to the Complainant.

2.

To come up on 28.6.2007.

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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagjiwan Kumar,

352/A, Aggar Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Registrar, Punjab Irrigation Department,

Hydel Building, Sector: 18-A, Chandigarh.



Respondent

AC No.154/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jagjiwan Kumar, Appellant, in person.



Shri Sandesh Kumar, Registrar-cum-PIO.



On the last date of hearing we had directed the PIO to provide the information as had been required by the Appellant vide his original application dated 15.2.2006. He was also directed to visit the office of the PIO on 20.4.2007.

2.

During today’s proceedings the PIO hands over certain documents pertaining to the information being sought by the Appellant. However, the Appellant is not satisfied with this. 

3.

With the mutual consent,  we direct the Appellant to visit the office of PIO once again on 18.6.2007 at 11.00 A.M. The Respondent -PIO  will make available all the documents for inspection and after inspection copies of the relevant documents  will be handed over to the Appellant free of cost. 

4.

The case will come up for final disposal on 28.6.2007.

5.

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










Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner


Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pankaj Garg,

17-A/31, Subhash Nagar,

Dhuri-148024







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Registrar, Punjab Irrigation Department,

Hydel Building, Sector: 18-A, Chandigarh.



Respondent
CC No.155/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Pankaj Garg, , Appellant, in person.



Shri Sandesh Kumar, Registrar-cum-PIO.



On the last date of hearing we had directed the PIO to provide the information as had been required by the Appellant vide his original application dated 15.2.2006. He was also directed to visit the office of the PIO on 20.4.2007.

2.

During today’s proceedings the PIO hands over certain documents pertaining to the information being sought by the Appellant. However, the Appellant is not satisfied with this. 

3.

With the mutual consent,  we direct the Appellant to visit the office of PIO once again on 18.6.2007 at 11.00 A.M. The Respondent -PIO  will make available all the documents for inspection and after inspection copies of the relevant documents  will be handed over to the Appellant free of cost. 

4.

The case will come up for final disposal on 28.6.2007.

5.

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










Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner


Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Dharam Paul,

7/3, Rani Ka Bagh,

Near SBI Cantt. Branch,  Amritsar.




Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Special Secretary Irrigation,

6th Floor, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

 Sector:9, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.157/2007

ORDER

Present:
Dr. Dharam Pal, Complainant, in person.




None is present on behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing on 17.5.2007 we had directed the Respondent to provide information to the Complainant within a period of 15 days and also directed the PIO to be present during today’s hearing. We are dismayed to notice that neither information has been supplied to the Complainant nor is the  PIO present for today’s hearing.

2.

The Complainant submits his observations on the information provided earlier and highlights that the Respondent  is deliberately delaying the supply of information.

3.

The Respondent is once again directed to provide full  information to the Complainant within a period of next 10 days. It is also directed that the PIO will be personally present on the next date of hearing to confirm that the requisite information has been provided to the Complainant. 

4.

To come up on 28.6.2007.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and a copy to Principal Secretary, Irrigation, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh for ensuring presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing.






















Sd/-

 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner


Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Darshan Singh Bhamber,XEN(Retd.),

# 1834, Phase: 5, S.A.S. Nagar Mohali.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Special Secretary Irrigation,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

AC-28 & 29/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Darshan  Singh Bhamber, Appellant, in person.



Shri Sandesh Kumar, Registrar-cum-PIO. 



On the last date of hearing on 17.5.2007we had directed the PIO-Respondent to provide information/progress regarding action taken on the two letters of the Appellant ( No. 10/DS dated 22.6.2006 and No. 12/DS dated 19.9.2006). The PIO-Respondent brings out that the Chief Engineer Irrigation Works has taken up the case with the Secretary Irrigation vide letter No. 2030 dated 4.6.2007 recommending action in the case of 9 individuals for taking uniform decision. The response,  as and when received, will be equally applicable to the Appellant. We direct that day-to-day progress on the action taken on the application of the Appellant  be forwarded to the Appellant with a copy to the Commission by 10.6.2007.

2.           To come up on 24.7.2007.

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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pawan Kumar S/o Shri Brij Lal,

# 5003, Sirki Bazar, Bathinda.





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Sirki Bazar, Bathinda.






Respondent
CC No.254/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Madan Lal on behalf of the Complainant.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

1.           On the last date of proceedings on 17.5.2007 we had directed that :

(a)  The Respondent will provide information within a period of 15 days.

(b) The PIO will be present on the next date of hearing and will explain the reasons of his absence.

2.

We are dismayed to notice that the PIO is once again
not present for today’s proceedings. It is deduced that the directions of the Commission are not being taken with due seriousness. The Respondent is once again directed to provide information to the Complainant at the earliest. The PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing. He will also submit an affidavit explaining reasons of his  absence  during the proceedings on 17.5.2007 and 7.6.2007 and show cause as to why penalty not be imposed as per the RTI Act for the delay in providing information.

3.

To come up on 26.7.2007

.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and a copy to Secretary, Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala to ensure the presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing.










Sd/-


 Surinder Singh

        State Information Commissioner



            Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sandeep Bhandari,

N.J. 148, Lawan  Mohalla,

Near Bhairon Bazar, Jalandhar-144001.




Apppellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, State Consumer Disputes 

Redressal Commission, Punjab,

SCO: 3009-10, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

AC No.101/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Sandeep Bhandari, Appellant, in person.



Shri Bhag Singh, Registrar-cum-PIO.



Heard both the parties.

2.

The information contained in 24 pages, which has no relevance to any pending court case has been provided by the Respondent to the Appellant through a registered letter. The Respondent also submits an affidavit as was required as per  Para 6 of the proceedings dated 17.5.2007. 

3.

The Commission is satisfied with the plea of the PIO, and since the information has been provided to the Appellant, 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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mahesh Kumar S/o Shri Babu Ram,

H.No. 286, Ward No. 14,

Near Shalley Nursing Home,

Brahman Majra, Sirhind.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Sirhind.






Respondent

CC No.685/2006

ORDER

Present:
None of present on behalf of Complainant as well as PIO-Respondent.



The case was last heard on 17.5.2007 and the Respondent was directed to provide the balance information within a period of 10 days.  . It is presumed that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant by the Respondent and he is satisfied with the information.

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/-




Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mandeep Singh,

S/o S. Nirmal Singh,

Guru Nanak Nagar, Street No. 2,

New Model town, Amloh Road,

Khanna, District: Ludhiana.





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Public Instructions(Schools),

SCO: 95-97, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.




Respondent
CC No.272/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Mandeep Singh, Complainant, in person.


Sh. Gurmail Singh, APIO and Shri Shashi Garg on behalf of Respondent.



On the last date of hearing the Respondent was unable to  provide

information regarding filling up of vacancies. He wants additional time to gather information.

2.

During today’s proceedings the Respondent states that  the process of filling up all vacant posts is still on. He also places on record a letter dated 24.5.2007. At this stage the Appellant states that the candidates in the merit list issued by C-DAC  have not been given appointment letters while the C-DAC authorities have informed that the process of issuing the appointment letters is over. He has also been returned  the original certificates which he had deposited with the C-DAC since the process of recruitment is over. The Commission is not satisfied with the response of the Respondent and it is noted with concern that the contents of the letter, placed on record by the Respondent,  are not clear but vague. The Respondent is once again directed to give specific reply to the Complainant within a period of 7 days.  On the next date of hearing the Respondent-PIO( if not appointed then the DPI himself) will be present for the proceedings and will explain the exact stance taken on information demanded by the  Complainant vide his letter dated 7.12.2006. 

3.

To come up on 28.6.2007.

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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Ramandeep Kaur D/O Shri Sher Singh,

C/O Sonu Jewellers,

VPO Badhni Kalan, District: Moga.




Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Public Instructions(Schools),

SCO: 95-97, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.298/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri T.S.Rai, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Gurmail Singh, APIO and Shri Shashi Garg on behalf of Respondent.



The Respondent   hands over a copy of merit list of Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board to the Complainant. However, no information pertaining to points at  Sr. No. 2,3 and 4 of the original application of the Complainant dated 22.12.2006 is available with the Respondent. The Commission, therefore, directs the Respondent to furnish information to the initial requirement of the Complainant at Sr. ;No. 2,3 and 4. It is observed that supply of information is being delayed with no specific reason.  On the next date of hearing  The Respondent-PIO ( if not appointed then the DPI himself) will be present to furnish a copy of the information  to the Commission.

2.

To come up on 28.6.2007.

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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Bureau Chief, Anti Corruption Movement,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House, 

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Executive engineer,

Mechanical Division, Sewerage Board,

Patiala.








Respondent

AC No.14/2007

ORDER

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



The Executive Engineer, PWSSB Mechanical Division, Patiala has intimated vide letter No. 943, dated 19.3.2007  that the requisite information has already been supplied  to Shri Yogesh Mahajan, the Appellant and he is satisfied with the same. A receipt duly signed by  Shri Mahajan is also placed on record.

2.

The case is therefore 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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjit Singh Laukha,


# 2017/1, Sector: 45-C,

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Director State Transport,

Punjab, Chandigarh







Respondent

CC No.741/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh Laukha, Complainant, in person.


Shri M.P.Singh, PCS, Deputy Director, Admn. on behalf of the Respondent. 

1.

On the last date of hearing on 12.4.2007, we had directed that the PIO will provide exact information as had been demanded by the Complainant.

2.

The PIO of the Respondent provides details of the cases of misappropriation against the Complainant. He submits his response through letter No. 9/1-07/G1(E 1)/17656, dated 07.06.2007. This letter is taken on record. He highlights that the 10% of the provisional pension had been withheld as per the provisions of Rule 2.2 and 9.14 of Punjab Civil Service Rules, volume-II. He also brings out that information had been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 30852 dated 16.10.2006 and also vide letter No. 5720, dated 28.2.2007. He also brings out that under the provisions of the same Rules, the competent authority can release 100% pension provisionally.

3,

We direct that since information has been provided the case be 
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disposed of.  With regard to the aspect of imposition of penalty on the Respondent and compensation to be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered, we are of the opinion that information was given to the Complainant vide letter No. 5719 dated 28.2.2007 and there has been no change in the stance of the Respondent. We,  thus, impose no penalty on the Respondent and no compensation is given to the Complainant in view of the verbal explanation provided to us for the delay in supplying the information. 





2.

The case is therefore 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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gaurav Gupta,

S/o Shri R.L. Guptas, 

640, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.





Clomplainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O The Secretary,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.




Respondent

CC No.846 & 869/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri Amit Gupta on behalf of Shri Gaurav Gupta, Complainant.


Shri  Ajay Tiwari, Advocate, Shri B.K. Gupta, Deputy Chief Engineer-cum-PIO, Shri S.K. Garg, Sr. XEN, Mohali and Shri Gurpreet Singh, ADO, TL Division, Ludhiana on behalf of Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, we had given one more opportunity to Respondent to provide information as was requisitioned and also to clarify certain issues raised,  pertaining to the requirement of permission of the District Magistrate prior to legal entry in the boundary wall premises of the Complainant.

2.

The Complainant submits a Record of Personal Hearing to the Commission with a copy to the Respondent.

3.

The Respondent  brings out that response had been provided vide Memo. No. 869/DT-234 dated 01.06.2007. A photo copy is submitted to the Commission. The stance of the Respondent has remained the same(Connect Memo. No. 899, dated 28.2.2006). The Respondent also highlights that the case was sub-judice being in Punjab & Haryana High Court. He also draws attention to Para 21 of Judgement by Shri
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 S.P.Bangarh, Addl. District Judge, Ludhiana(Civil Appeal No. 39, dated 23.09.2005). He confirms that affidavit submitted by the Respondent pertaining to the applicability of Electricity Amendment Act,2003 was true and correct.

4.

On perusal of documents and response, we direct that the case be disposed of as the information has been supplied.

5.

The Complainant stated that the affidavit submitted by the Respondent was misleading. He, however, could not justify the same. He demanded compensation for the detriment suffered.

6.

The Respondent, once again, confirmed and justified that affidavit submitted dated 26.3.2007 pertaining to applicability of Electricity Amendment Act,2007 to be true and valid.

7.

The Commission, however, sanctions a compensation of Rs. 2500/- for the detriment suffered by the Complainant in obtaining the information. The compensation be paid by the PSEB, Patiala.


8.

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: 7.6.2007



         State Information Commissioner

