STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mani Kant

s/o Shri Suresh Kumar,

# 6378, Purana Thana Road,

Bathinda.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer/DS

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Batinda






Respondent

CC No.689 /2007

ORDER

Present: None is present from both sides. 

1.
On the last date of hearing information relating to 16 items out of 17 has already been delivered and the PIO on behalf of the Respondent assured the Commission on 10th July, 2007 that the remaining information relating to item No. 12 of his application will be delivered.  The information may have been delivered to the Complainant and it is likely that he is satisfied with the information.  It is likely that the Complainant is absent from the proceedings since he is satisfied with the information supplied.

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: 07.08.2007



         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 # 767-A,Sector-7B,

Chandigarh.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o The President,

Shiromani Gurudwara 

Prabandhak committee,

Teja Singh Samundari Hall,

Amritsar, Punjab).






Respondent

CC No.1007 /2007

ORDER

Present:- Dr. M.S. Rahi (Advocate), Complainant in person. 


      


      Shri Hirdey Pal Singh, (Advocate) on behalf

      


      of the Complainant 



                 Shri S.S. Narula, Advocate and Smt. Surjit  Kaur


      
      
      on behalf of the PIO – Respondent.
1.
The Respondent delivered the information relating to 10 items of the application to the Complainant in our presence.  The Complainant wants to study the information supplied to him. Accordingly, time is given for submitting his observations/comments on the information supplied.  He will submit his observations to the Respondent within a period of 15 days with a copy to the Commission.

2.
The case is fixed for further hearing on 6-9-2007.
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: 07.08.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB            S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Bir Inder Singh,

# 30, Sector-33-A,

Chandigarh.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer (North),

Water Supply & Sanitation Punjab,

Patiala.







Respondent

CC No.1181/2007

ORDER

Present:  Shri Bir Inder Singh, Complainant in person. 


      Shri Gurdial Singh, Sr. Asstt o/o CE (N), Water



      Supply & Sanitation Pb., Patiala.

1.        The Respondent states that the PIO – Shri Gurbachan Singh, Superintendent who was supposed to be present to attend the proceedings today is away on election duty.

2.

The case pertains to medical bill submitted by the Complainant for his treatment during May, 2006.  He had applied for reimbursement of the bill on 25-5-2006.  Despite a number of visits to the concerned office the bill has not been cleared.  He puts up a request under the statutory provisions of the RTI Act to know the status of his reimbursement bill on 21-5-2007.  Receiving no reply he filed an appeal with the Commission.

3.

During today`s proceedings the Complainant brings out the detriment being suffered by him and highlights that despite a number of visits to the office his bill has not been reimbursed.  He states that the case has been inordinately delayed by the Respondent. The Respondent states that the bill of the Complainant requires to be approved by a panel of doctors and he has been issuing reminders for its early approval.  The Respondent also submits copies of the letter addressed to the Civil Surgeon, Patiala on 21-5-2007 and 1-8-2007.  These are taken on record.

3.

Since the action is to be initiated by the Civil Surgeon, Patiala it is directed that a copy of this order be sent to both the parties and also to the Civil Surgeon, Patiala for compliance. 
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CC No.1181/2007:

4.                The case will come up on 20-9-2007 wherein the PIO – Respondent and PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon, Pb. Patiala will be present personally to explain the status of the bill.

5.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Civil Surgeon, Pb, Patiala.










Sd/-

 







Surinder Singh

        





State Information Commissioner










 Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 07.08.2007



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

            (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satya Pal Tiwari 

Headmaster (Retd.)

Govt. High School, 

# 2066, Sector-15,

Panchkula.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I. (SE) Punjab, 

SCO No. 95-97, Sector-17-D

Chandigarh.







Respondent

CC No.306/2007

ORDER

Present: Shri Satya Pal Tiwari, Complainant in person. 


     Non is present on behalf of the Respondent.


1.
The Complainant states that the information has been supplied to him and he is satisfied with the same.     
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: 07.08.2007


         
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 Sh. Hansa Singh, 

Village Chug Lal Singh,

P.O. Bhaike Bodla,

The. Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur




Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I. (E)

Punjab Govt,

Chandigarh.







Respondent

CC No.801/2007

ORDER

Present:  Shri Sukhchain Singh, Complainant in person. 


      Shri Naresh Kumar, Supdt-cum-APIO on behalf 



      of the Respondent.


1.          The case relates to reinstatement of the Complainant as a Teacher.  The Complainant had been employed in the SC category as a Teacher on              04-01-2002.  His services were terminated on 08-08-2002.  Since his SC certificate was found to be invalid the individual had filed a case in the Court.  However, on the directions the case was withdrawn since he was directed to file a Civil Suit.  

2.         Notwithstanding the above, he was recognized from SC category by the Tehsildar, Fazilka on 02-12-2006.  Accordingly, the Complainant requested the concerned office for his reinstatement as a Teacher.

3.
   The Complainant filed an application under the RTI Act, 2005 on           05-12-2006.  Receiving no reply he filed an appeal to the Commission on          06-01-2007.


4.
    The Respondent states that he had sought information regarding the case from D.E.O. Pb., Ferozepur in January, 2007 and the response has been received on 27-06-2007.  The case will be made out for processing with the D.E.O. for the reinstatement of the individual.  It is observed that the case has been inordinately delayed.  We, therefore, direct that on the next date of hearing the Respondent - DPI (E), Pb., Chandigarh and the PIO of the DEO (E), Ferozepur 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.
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CC No.801/2007:

5.
    To come up on 06-09-2007.


3.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and D.E.O.( SE ) Pb. Ferozepur.








Sd/-

 






Surinder Singh

        





State Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.


 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 07.08.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj, 

# 49, Preet Vihar,

Mehas Gate, Nabha

Distt. Patiala.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Naib Tehsildar, 

Amargarh, Distt. Sangrur.





Respondent

CC No.803/2007

ORDER

Present: None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


     Shri Jasbir Singh Walia, Naib Tehsildar, Amargarh


     on behalf of Respondent and Shri Dilbag Alli Zila Kanugo

     
     and Palinder Singh, Patwari, Amagarh.
1.
    The case relates to land owned and possessed by Mandir Radha Krishan, Amargarh, District Sangrur and the information sought covers 14 items.

.2.
    The Respondent brings out that a similar case was filed by the Complainant seeking similar information.  The case had come up as CC No. 221/2007 in the Bench of Smt. Rupan Deol Bajaj, SIC on 30-5-2007.  Since the information as sought by the Complainant had been provided it was disposed of.


3.
    Since the Complainant is not present today it is presumed that he is satisfied with information already available with him and does not want to persue the case further.

4.
The case is accordingly 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: 07.08.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh

s/o Sh. Maha Singh,

VPO Kullianwali (Dhaanui)





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mukatsar, Distt. Amritsar.





Respondent


CC No. 788/2007

ORDER


Present: None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 



     Shri Avtar Singh, Tehsildar-cum-DRO Mukatsar



     District Amritsar.


1.

    The Respondent states that a response to the requirement at Serial No. 1 to 3 of the original application of the Complainant has been prepared in an annotated form vide his office Memo. No. 123/Information Branch dated      2-8-2007. This information would have been provided to the Complainant had he been present..  Since the Complaint is not present today it is directed that he be provided information free of cost by registered post.  One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to put up his observations/comments on the information provided.

2.

To come up on 20-09-2007.
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: 07.08.2007

         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh, 

Panch,

Gram Panchayat, Mainpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Ropar.





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar.







Respondent

CC No. 785/2007

ORDER

Present:- None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


      Shri Sanjiv Garg, DDPO, Pb., Ropar



      on behalf of the Respondent.


1.
     The Respondent on behalf of the PIO states that the land mentioned in  application is village land and is inside the Lal Lakir.  He further states that the report of the concerned Tehsildar has been obtained which also clearly mentions that the land is inside the Lal Lakir of the village.  The Complainant is not present.  Moreover, the application filed by the Complainant –Shri Rajinder Singh is not on proper proforma.  The Respondent further states that the information in the instant case has been given to him during the Sangat Darshan held on 12-06-2007 at District Headquarter Ropar.  As the Complainant is not present for the proceedings held today it is presumed that he may be satisfied with the information received by him at Sangat Darshan.  The case is disposed of.
2.
      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: 07.08.2007


              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai

c/o Ameliorating India,

# 205-B, Model Town Extn.,

Ludhiana.







Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb.,

Jeevan Deep Building,,Sector-17,

Chndigarh.







Respondent

CC No.805/2007

ORDER

Present:- None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


     Shri J.S. Brar, ADTO, on behalf of the Respondent.


1.
    Heard the Respondent.

2.
   We direct that the information being sought be communicated by the concerned department i.e. Director, Transport, Pb., Chandigarh and DTO, Patiala at the earliest. The concerned departments be directed to provide information to the Complainant at the earliest.  Since the Complainant is not present one more opportunity is given.

3.
  To come up on 20-09-2007. 

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: 07.08.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri N.K. Sayal,

Sayal Street,

Sirhind, 

Distt. Fetehgarh Sahib





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fetehgarh Sahib.






Respondent

CC No. 790/2007

ORDER

Present:- Shri N.K. Sayal, Complainant in person. 


      Shri K.P.S. Mann, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO,


      Fatehgarh Sahib.


1.
      The Respondent - PIO states that the information relating to the application of the Complainant has been sent through registered post on      03-08-2008 vide Memo. No. 279/Steno. The Complainant states that the information has been received by him on 4th August, 2007.  He further states that the observations/comments on the information supplied to him have been sent to Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib on 06-08-2007. This letter has been received on 06-08-2007.  The Complainant states that he has sought information pertaining to work executed on park under Municipal Council, Fatehgarh.  The information was sought  on 07-04-2007.  

2.            The Complainant also feels that there were serious deficiencies in the information supplied and the major issue was circumvented.  Accordingly, he sent his observations alongwith the copy of a report submitted by an Engineer to the Respondent vide his letter dated 4-02-2007 a copy of which is taken on record.  The Respondent is accordingly directed to go over the observations made by the Complainant and submit his response in accordance with Para 4 of his original letter dated 07-04-2007 by 31-08-2007.

3.
      To come up on 20-09-2007.
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: 07.08.2007



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kidar Nath,

# 22,Block-B

Defence Enclave,

Patiala road, Zirakpur





Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary,

Punjab Education Deptt.(Schools),

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







Respondent

CC No.804 /2007

ORDER

Present:- Shri Kidar Nath, Complainant in person. 

     Shri Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, OSD, Planning Works-


      
     cum-PIO, Shri P.S. Bull, Sr. Asstt and Smt. Tarinder 


     Kaur, Supdt., on behalf of the Respondent.

1.
    The case pertains to seeking information relating to 8 items.  The Complainant
had filed application on 17-01-2007.  Getting no response, he filed an appeal to the Commission on 10-05-2007 in which he alleged that the department was harassing him for seeking information.


2.
    Heard both the parties and we direct that the information on 8 items as demanded by the Complainant ( except that specifically related to third party, that is, service book of the individual)  be provided to the him.

3.
   Observations, if any, by the Complainant may be put up by  20-8-2007.

4.
  The Respondent will submit an affidavit showing cause as to why the Complainant not be compensated for the detriment suffered and why penalty not be  imposed on the PIO for the delay in supply the information.  


5.
  The Complainant has also filed a separate request for information on        03-03-2007 with the PIO–Principal Secretary, Education Deptt. (Schools), Pb., Chandigarh.  No response has been received by him so far.  The PIO of the Respondent in this case is not present.
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CC No.804 /2007:
6.
The case will come up on 20-09-2007 wherein the PIO of DPI(S) and PIO of Pb. Education Deptt. (Schools) will be personally present.



7.
Copies of order be sent to the Complainant, Principal Secretary, Education Deptt. (Schools) and DPI (S) Pb., Chandigarh. 










Sd/-

 







Surinder Singh

        





State Information Commissioner










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.



 
  Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover
Dated: 07.08.2007


         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh Khalsa

s/o Sh.Sohan Singh,

VPO Ladvana Chikka,

Nawanshahar 

Distt. Jalandhar.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o DPI (Schools) Punjab

SCO No. 95-97, Sector-17-D,

Chandigarh.







Respondent

CC No.797 /2007

ORDER

Present: None is present from both sides. 

1.
    Since none is present, one more opportunity is given.

2.
    The case is fixed for further hearing on 20-09-2007. 

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: 07.08.2007



State Information Comqmissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Singh (Editor),

Taja Masale-Punjabi Weekly Newspaper

Opp. Channa Devi School,

GT Road, Salem Tabri,

Ludhiana.






Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (W),

Ludhiana.






Respondent

CC No.795/2007

ORDER

Present:- Shri Jagmohan Singh, Complainant in person. 


      None is present on behalf of the Respondent.


1.
      The Complainant had sought information vide his application dated     23-1-2007 from Sub Registrar Office (W) for the registry period of three days, that is, from 15th to 17th January, 2007 with token forms duly attested. Since there was no response, the Complainant filed an appeal to the Commission.

2.
      Heard the Complainant. A fax message has been received from the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana that the officer who was to be present on behalf of the Respondent can not be spared for today`s hearing because he has been nominated as Returning Officer for the election to be held on 08-08-2007. The Deputy Commissioner has requested for adjournment.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 20-09-2007. 

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: 07.08.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajay Kumar,

s/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony, 

Maur Mandi, Distt.Bathinda.



Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.






Respondent

CC No.793/2007

ORDER

Present:- None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


      Shri Jatinder Singh, DRO, Bathinda-cum- APIO



      on behalf of the Respondent.

1.              Heard the Respondent.

2.
      The Complainant has given in  writing that the information relating to Deputy Commissioner`s office has been received by him.

3.
      As rest of the information relates to Executive Officer, Mour, District Bathinda, we direct that Executive Officer, Mour, District Batinda to attend the  proceedings on the next date of hearing alongwith the information to be supplied to the Complainant.

3.
     The case is fixed for further hearing on 20-09-2007.  It is also directed that the PIO of Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda may not attend the proceedings on 20-09-2007.
4.
     Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Executive Officer, Mour, District Bathinda.

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: 07.08.2007



         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Saran Mahey 

c/o Darshan Ram ,

17 Friends Colony,

Opp. Few GTB Nagar,

PO Khurla Kingra, Jalandhar.




Complainant.







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

PSIEC Ltd,

Udyog Bhavan,

Sector-17-A,Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No.381/2007

ORDER


Present:- Shri Ram Saran Mahey, Complainant in person. 



      Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


1.

      Heard both the parties.

2.

     We have perused the records available in the office of PSIEC and Estate Office.  The land reserved has been allotted to four different parties as per the recommendations of the Allotment Committee.  The plots were carved out during the year 1994-96 and 2005.  The zoning of these plots was approved in the year 2001.  The information relating to these plots and the land reserved for green belt has been delivered vide letters No.PSIEC/RTI/6513 dated 26-7-12007, No. PSEIC/RTI/6872 dated 1-8-2007 and PSIEC/RTI/6967-70 dated 2-8-2007 respectively.  The APIO states that the information which is available on their record has been delivered to the Complainant.  

3.
The judgement is reserved. 

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: 07.08.2007



  State Information Commissioner

