STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nirmal Singh,

S/o Shri Wattan Singh,

O/o Deputy Chief  Engineer, PSEB,

Tanda Road, Model Town,  Hoshiarpur.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Chief  Engineer, PSEB,

Tanda Road, Model Town,  Hoshiarpur.




Respondent

CC No.903/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Nirmal Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Jagmohan Singh, Additional S. E., on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

During today's proceedings it has been brought out by the Respondent that all the documents as were demanded by the Complainant except Sr. No. 4 and 6, have been supplied to the Complainant. 

2.

Regarding  Sr. No. 4, the Respondent will submit a letter to the Commission with a copy to the Complainant that this document is not available on record . This will be done at the earliest but not later than 20.10.2007.

3.

Regarding Sr. No. 6 the Respondent makes a written submission seeking exemption on the grounds of maintenance of peace and harmony and in the larger public interest. We accept the request of the Respondent after due deliberations.

4.

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

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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.K.Tandon,

3 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 1168/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO and Shri S. K. Gupta, Estate Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 5.10.2007 has intimated the PIO with a copy to the Commission that Case No. CC-1168/2007 be clubbed with CC-1055/2007 as the information demanded in both the cases is same. 

2.

Accordingly, both the cases CC-1168/2007 and CC-1055/2007 are clubbed and fixed for hearing on 25.10.2007.

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:11.10.2007



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, 








Sector: 17-B,  Chandigarh.                                                     
       Complainant







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  Jagdish Chand, APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing we had directed  the Respondent to provide requisite information pertaining to Sr. No. 4 and 5 to the Complainant at the earliest but not later than 5.10.2007.

2.

During today's proceedings we discern that the status of the requirement of the Complainant  is not yet clear and information pertaining to Sr. No. 4 and 5 not yet supplied.

3.

To come up on 25.10.2007 wherein the exact status would be brought out by the Respondent.

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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Kushal Singh Pathania,

# B-22/680/1, Mohalla: Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur.








Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, 

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.




Respondent

CC No.907/2007

ORDER

Present:
Er. Kushal Singh Pathania, the Complainant, in person.


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

1.
Heard both the parties. 

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant states that the he has been harassed by the PIO as he had to make a number of visits to the office of PIO for getting the information. The Respondent states that most of the information has been supplied and he assures the Commission that in future RTI cases will be dealt with within stipulated period as per the provisions of RTI Act,2005.

3.

Accordingly, 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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Singara Singh,

S/o Shri Jagrup Singh,

VPO: Kulburchha, Tehsil: Samana, District: Patiala.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, 

Punjab State Electricity Board,The Mall, Patiala.



Respondent

CC No.1176/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Singara Singh,  the Complainant, in person.


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

1.
Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the Department has instructions issued by the State Government vide letter No. 10/25/95-5 SW/1252, dated 2.5.1997 according to  which categories  of Junior Engineers and SAS are not included in PWD Act,1995 for reservation.

3.

The Complainant places on record latest instructions issued by the State Government vide letter No. 10/24/97-5 SS/4062 dated 18.8.1999 according to which categories of Junior Engineers and SAS have been included in PWD Act,1995 for reservation. A copy of the latest instructions has been handed over to the Respondent in our presence today.  The Department is directed to take action according to the latest instructions issued by the Government  for recruitment of JEs and SSA  under reserve category  of disabled persons. The Respondent assures the Commission that necessary action will be taken as per the latest instructions issued by the Government of Punjab.

4.

Since the information stands supplied, the  case is disposed of.  However, the Complainant is at liberty to approach the Commission after two months if nothing comes out from the Respondent.
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:11.10.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Pal Singh Sohi,

S/o S. Ajmer Singh Sohi,

VPO: Kainaur,  Tehsil and District: Ropar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(S),Ropar.




Respondent

CC No.356 &  355/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jaswinder Pal Singh Sohi,  the Complainant, in person.


Shri Gurdev Singh, Principal, Khalsa Senior Secondary School,Ropar and Shri Sarwan Kumar,PIO, office of DEO, Ropar,on behalf of the Respondent and Shri B.S. Gill, Advocate on behalf of Management Committee of Indra High School, Kainaur.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 27.9.2007 we had directed  that the Principal, Khalsa Senior Secondary School, Ropar will be present during proceedings today with a photo copy of B.Ed. Degree of Shri Randhir Singh alongwith PIO of the office of DEO, Ropar and justify the denial of information to the Complainant through an affidavit.

2.

During today's proceedings, Principal Khalsa Senior Secondary School Ropar submits an affidavit stating that the requisite degree of Shri Randhir Singh is not available on record and hence cannot be provided. A copy of the affidavit submitted by the Principal, Khalsa Senior Secondary School, Ropar is handed over to the Complainant in our presence. 

3.

Since the information stands supplied, 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:11.10.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parshotam Lal Jugnu,

1321  T-1-A, Sector:3,

Talwara Township, District: Hoshiarpur.




Complainant







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




Respondent

CC No.890/2007

ORDER

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


Shri  J.P.Singh Hanspal, S.E. (O & M) Mukerian Hydel Project Talwara  and Shri Janak Singh, LDC of the office of PSEB, Talwara,   on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 11.9.2007 we had directed the respondent to collect the information from the concerned Departments/Circles/Divisions and supply to the complainant latest by 30.9.207.

2.

During today's proceedings  the Respondent brings out that the requisite information was provided to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 4272-73, dated 26.9.2007.  He produces a receipt of the same duly acknowledged by the Complainant. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, 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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Lokesh Khann,

# 534/14, Park Street,

Civil Lilnes, Ludhiana.






Complainant







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




Respondent

CC No.719/2007

ORDER

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

1.

On the last date of hearing on 27.9.2007 we had directed the Respondent to submit the arguments verbally or in writing. The Respondent was also to clarify if funds through a Government Agency including the office of Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana or any other kind of patronage  directly or indirectly from any Governemnt Agency  had been obtained. 

2.

During today's proceedings the Respondent submits his written argument, which is taken on record. The respondent is directed to submit a copy of the Constitution of LDCA. The Respondent assures the Commission that it will be submitted at the earliest but not later than 25.10.2007. He also confirms that the LDCA is under affiliation  of PCA/BCCI. 

3.

Any further direction in this  case is reserved.

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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kewal Krishan Chalana,

Manager, Hindu Kanya Pathshala,

Malout, District: Muktsar.






Complainant








Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

P.W.D.(B&R), Muktsar.






Respondent
CC No.1190/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Kewal Krishan Chalana, the Complainant, in person.


Shri Kulbir Singh Sandhu, SDO-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.
Heard both the parties.

2.

Attested copies of the certificates for the period 2004-2005, 2005-2006 and 2006-2007 have been handed over to the Complainant. The Respondent assures the Commission that in future the building certificate will be issued well in time. 

3.

Accordingly, 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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar,

101-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar,

Punjab Agriculture University, Ludhiana.




Respondent

AC No.152/2006

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Vidya Sagar, the Appellant, in person.


Shri Suresh Kumar Saini, Superintendent-cum-APIO and  Shri Sarabjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 23.8.2007 we had directed that the Respondent will submit a copy of the Inquiry Report being conducted by the Respondent in the case of loss of documents pertaining to the Appellant.   A copy has also been demanded by the Appellant. 

2.

During today's proceedings the Respondent submits in writing a letter from the Inquiry Officer conducting the Inquiry that he is desirous of  some additional time to complete the same. The Appellant submits that he is available to provide any assistance in this matter to complete the Inquiry.

3.

Accordingly, the case will come up on 27.11.2007 wherein the Respondent will submit a copy of the Inquiry Report alongwith concluding remarks on the Inquiry.

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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri,

# 2481, Sector: 65, Mohali.






Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Lining Drainage Division, Muktsar.





Respondent

AC No.59 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  M.S.Bahra, on behalf of the Appellant.


Shri Mohinder Singh, A.E.E.-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 11.9.2007 we had directed that the information as sought by the Appellant duly corrected, will be forwarded  to him with a copy to the Commission alongwith an affidavit. Accordingly, the Respondent forwarded a copy to the Appellant on 12.9.2007. A copy of the same alongwith an affidavit is submitted to the Commission. The Complainant brings out that vide letter dated 3.10.2007 he has submitted observations to the respondent stating that the information was still not complete and further that it was misleading due  to changes in number of works inspected. We therefore direct the respondent to submit his response to the Appellant with a copy to the Commission at the earliest but not later than 25.10.2007. 

2.

To come up on 27.11.2007.

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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri,

# 2481, Sector: 65, Mohali.






Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer-cum-

District Revenue Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.




Respondent

AC No.84/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri M. S. Bahra, on behalf of the Appellant.


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

1.

On the last date of hearing on 30.8.2007 we had directed that SDM Anandpur Sahib will get the demarcation of the disputed land done in the presence of the Executive Engineer Water Management Maintenance Division, Ropar by deputing Tehsildar and other officials i.e. Patwari and Kanungo. Copy of the orders was also sent to the SDM Anandpur Sahib. Almost one and a half months have passed but no information has been received by the Commission.

2.

The Appellant had filed his request for information with the Deputy Commissioner office Ropar, Therefore, it is directed  that on the next date of hearing PIO himself will attend the proceedings of the Commission alongwith information which is to be supplied to the Appellant. The Deputy Commissioner may issue directions to the officials  of the Anandpur Sahib Tehsil to get the demarcation completed within a period of 15 days. The case was last heard on
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 5.4.2007, 17.5.2007, 5.6.2007, 28.6.2007, 26.7.2007 and 30.8.2007. Due to delay in the supply of information, the Appellant requests that penalty be imposed on the PIO and compensation to be given to him for the detriment suffered by him. Accordingly, we direct as under:-

(a)
On the next date of hearing PIO will be present in person alongwith an affidavit giving reasons for not supplying the requisite information in time . 

(b)
The PIO , through an affidavit, will also give  reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in the supply of information and compensation not be given to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him for attending the proceedings of the Commission since 5.4.2007.

3.

To come up on 27.11.2007.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Deputy Commissioner, Ropar for ensuring compliance.
























Sd/-










Surinder Singh








State  Information Commissioner









Sd/-

Chandigarh





Lt. Gen P.K.Grover

Dated:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Onkar Singh, 

# 1140, Chhappar Bandhan, Patiala. 




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Animal Husbandry Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.1325/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of  the Complainant.


Dr. Tara Chand Saini, Assistant Director-cum-APIO and Shri Avtar Singh Bhangu, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent states that some information was sent to the Complainant at his address given in his application but the letter has been received back with the remarks that " I have been told that  Dr. Onkar Singh has gone to Canada". The Respondent vide his letter dated 8.9.2007 has requested for more time to collect the remaining information. 

2.

Accordingly, the  case is adjourned to 18.12.2007.

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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri B.S.Meet,

Kothi No. 3, Kacha Threeke Road,

Opposite Ludhiana Medicity,

Threeke, District: Ludhiana. 





Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Executive Engineer, PSEB,

Agar Nagar Circle Opposite Milk Plant, Ludhiana.


Respondent

AC No.205/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of  the Appellant.


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

1.

The case was last heard on 30.8.2007 wherein the Appellant was not present and even today he is not present. The Respondent states that the Appellant had filed earlier two other cases of similar nature and information in those cases stands supplied. 

2.

Since the Complainant has not attended the proceedings continuously for the second time, it is presumed that he does not want to pursue the case further. Therefore, the case is dismissed.
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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kumar,

S/o Shri Ram Roop, 

Old Grain Market, Sunam,   District: Sangrur.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Officer, 

Punjab State Electricity Board, Sangrur.




Respondent

CC No.821/2007

ORDER

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

1.

The Complainant is not present for the third consecutive time, which shows that he does not want to pursue the case.

2.

Therefore, the case is dismissed for non-prosecution.

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:11.10.2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Panchayati Raj, Gurdaspur.






Respondent

AC No.162/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of  the Appellant.


Shri Nirmal Chand, XEN, Panchayati Raj, Pathankot and Shri Vijay Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of XEN, Panchayati Raj, Gurdaspur, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

We have received a fax message from the Appellant stating that due to sudden domestic work he cannot attend today's proceedings. The Respondent , however, states that the Appellant has been informed twice by registered post on 23.1.2007 and 29.6.207 that requisite information is available and can be obtained by depositing Rs. 5560/-(Rs. five thousand five hundred sixty) as fees but the Appellant has not deposited the necessary fees so far. Copies of the above said communications addressed to the Appellant are submitted to the Commission, which are taken on record. We, therefore, direct the Appellant to obtain the requisite information after depositing the necessary fees. 

2.

The case is thus disposed of being prematurely sent to the Commission.

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:11.10.2007




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunil Subroy,











Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.




Appellant








Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, Pathankot.





Respondent

AC No.164/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Shri  Satish Kumar Saini, Assistant Municipal Engineer, Pathankot,   on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

 We have received a fax message from the Appellant stating that due to sudden domestic work he cannot attend today's proceedings. The Respondent, however, states that vide letter dated 7.3.2007 the Appellant has been asked to be specific in his requirement as the work involved is voluminous but there is no response from the Appellant. During today's proceedings the Respondent brings out that the requisite  information, as has been demanded by the Appellant,  runs into 30019 pages and the fees to be deposited by the Appellant comes to be Rs. 60038/-(Rs. Sixty thousand thirty eight only). Since there is no response from the Appellant,  we advise him to be very specific in his demand for information and obtain the information after depositing the necessary fees.

2.

The case is thus disposed of due to  non-pursuance by the Appellant.
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:11.10.2007




State Information Commissioner

