    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,
H.No. 1362,Street No.12,

Dashmesh Nagar,

Ludhiana









---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.







---Respondent.

CC No_262_of 2006
Present:
None
ORDER


It appears that the complainant is not interested in  pursuing  this  complaint or that he has received the required  information and has no grievance against the respondent which he wishes to pursue.


Disposed  of.



                                      


(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner.

26th October, 2006

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Virinder Dhir,

Krishna Niwas,Near Nav Durga Mandir,

Patel Nagar,Pathankot,Distt. Gurdaspur.


_____Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Irrigation Department,Mini Sectt.

Chandigarh.

PIO/D.C.Gurdaspur.





______Respondents.

CC No. 362 of 2006

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.



ii) Ms. Nirmaljit Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Heard.



The complainant is not present.  The respondent, who is present has stated that the required information has been given to the complainant.  The  D.C.  Gurdaspur

has  also provided  the required information to the complainant, copies of which have been sent to the Commission.



Apparently the complainant is satisfied. If on the other hand, the complainant is not satisfied with the information which has been supplied, he may make an  appeal  to the  first Appellate Authority. 

 Disposed  of.






(P.K.Verma)

26th October,2006                                   State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Karnail Singh Mehton,

#  8, Gali No.3,Piara Singh Colony,

ROPAR.










---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Senior Superintendent of Police,

ROPAR.








---Respondent.

CC No__377__0f 2006
Present:

None
ORDER

            The complainant is not present
In this case the prescribed application form  for  asking the required information has not been filled up and the complaint also appears to be a general expression of grievance from which it is not clear what precise information is required  by him.

In these circumstances, it is  not  possible  for  any action to be taken on this complaint.
Disposed  of.




                                      













(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
26th October,2006

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Dr. Bhupinder Singh,

201,Hardev Nagar,

Jalandhar







---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director, Animal Husbandry,Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C

Chandigarh







---Respondent.

CC No_384_of  2006
Present:
i) Dr. Bhupinder Singh complainant in person.
ORDER

      Heard.

  The respondent is directed to  supply  the  information  required  by the complainant as mentioned in his application dated 27.7.2006 except for the information at Sr. No. (iii)  since  this concerns a third party, if not already done, within ten days of the date of the receipt of this order.
        Adjourned  to 10 AM on 16th November, 2006 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

26th October,2006




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Mrs. Poonam Mahajan,

W/o Sh. Parveen Kumar,

322/18,Mohalla Onkar,

Gurdaspur.







---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.







---Respondent.

CC No_399 of 2006
Present:
i) Mr. Deepak Saini on behalf of the complainant.
ORDER

      Heard.
            
  The respondent has written to  the  Commission  vide  his letter No.267-

inf-cell/18614 dated 15-9-2006 that the required documents  have been supplied to the complainant but Mr. Saini, appearing on behalf of the complainant denies that any such information has been supplied.

In the above circumstances, the respondent or his authorized representative is directed to appear before this Court on  16.11.2006  with  a complete set of copies of the documents required by the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-11-2006
October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Anti Corruption Movement,

5,Hargobind Nagar,Sirhind Road,

PATIALA







---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, BATALA





---Respondent.

CC No 396_of, 2006
Present:
None
ORDER


  It appears  that  the required information  has been received by the complainant.
  Disposed of.
October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prabh Singh,

Tiny Shed No.5 Industrial Area Phase I,

Chandigarh.







---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy General Manager,

Punjab Small Scale Industries & Export Corporation,

Sector 17,Chandigarh.







---Respondent.

CC No 372 of , 2006
Present:
i)Sh.Prabh Singh,complainant in person.


ii)Sh.Jagdish Chand,APIO-cum-Manager,PSIEC.
ORDER


  Heard.

The respondent has supplied the required information to the complainant in this Court today.  The information has been checked by the complainant and has been found to be in accordance with the application which had been made.


Disposed  of.

October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jaswant Singh,M.D.,

Ruby Mushrooms & Canning (P) Ltd.,

#  2525B,Sector 47-C,

Chandigarh.







---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

The Mall,Patiala.






---Respondent.

CC No400  of  2006
Present:
i)Sh. Jaswant Singh, complainant  person.


ii)Sh. Sanjeev Gupta,Asst. Executive Engineer,PSEB on



    behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

      Heard.
     The respondent has supplied to the complainant the various Test Reports which had been carried out in respect of the Meter which was earlier found to be in perfect working order but later on, was found to be running fast. The complainant is insisting that the Board should tell him the reasons for the abnormal behavior of this Meter.  The respondent states that he is not in a position to give any reason because it is a piece  of  machinery , which had developed this defect and was  detected upon testing. The contention of the respondent is accepted and the complaint is accordingly disposed of.
October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Santosh Pathak,

Rtd. MPHW(f),

Village & P.O..Sahni,Tehsil Phagwara,

Distt Gurdaspur.






---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,Health Services,Punjab,

Sector 34,Chandigarh.







---Respondent.

CC No_401 of 2006
Present:
i) Shri Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the complainant.
ORDER


  The respondent is not present. He is directed to supply the required information to the complainant within 10 days of the date of receipt of this order, failing which the PIO of the office of Director of Health Services, Punjab, should appear before the Commission and explain why the penalty prescribed u/s 20 of the RTI Act should not be imposed upon him.


Adjourned to 10 AM on  23rd November, 2006  for confirmation of compliance. 
October 26, 2006


                                      























(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan,Ex. Additional Director,

#  1, Adarash Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.








---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission.

Patiala.








---Respondent.

CC No  110 of 2006
Present:
i) Sh. Jagdeep Singh  Chowhan, complainant in person.


ii)Sh.Dev Chand,Superintendent,APIO,PPSC.
ORDER

Heard.
           
 
 In this case the complainant wants to know the level at which the cases of dismissal of Class I Officers were finally approved within the Punjab Public Service Commission in June, 2001. The PPSC has informed him that in accordance with the prevailing Rules, the competent authority in June 2001 was the Chairman, PPSC. The required information has accordingly been provided to the complainant.

Disposed  of.
October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan,Ex. Additional Director,

#  1, Adarash Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.








---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission.

Patiala












                  





 
---Respondent.

CC No 111 of 2006
Present:            i) Sh. Jagdeep Singh  Chowhan, complainant in person.



ii)Sh.Dev Chand,Superintendent,APIO,PPSC.
ORDER

      Heard.

In this case the Commission has already passed orders on 17-8-2006 which had to be complied with. Subsequently, the PPSC approached the Commission requesting for a review of this order. 

             It has been held more than  once  that the Commission is not empowered to review or modify its orders under the RTI Act once they have been passed. Therefore the PPSC must implement the orders of the Commission dated 17.8.2006 and supply the required information to the complainant with 10 days from today.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 9th November, 2006 for confirmation of compliance. 

October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan,Ex. Additional Director,

#  1, Adarash Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.








---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Offixcer,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission.

Patiala












                  





 
---Respondent.

CC No 112 of 2006
Present:            i) Sh. Jagdeep Singh  Chowhan, complainant in person.



ii)Sh.Dev Chand,Superintendent,APIO,PPSC
ORDER



Heard.


In this case the appeal of the complainant made  before the Ist Appellate Authority has not been disposed of although the time prescribed under the RTI Act, which is   45 days are already over. Under these circumstances, I direct the first Appellate Authority to dispose of the appeal of the appellant within a period of 21 days of the receipt of this order.


Adjourned to 10 AM 0n 23.11.2006 for confirmation of orders.









October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nandan Jindal,

Navkiran Singh & Associates,Advocates,

516, Sector 11-B,

Chandigarh.







---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal  Secretary  to  Govt., Punjab,

Home Department, Mini Secretariat,

Chandigarh.








---Respondent.

AC No. 71 of 2006
Present:
i)S. Gurdip Singh on behalf of the complainant.


ii)Ms. Bimla Gupta, Sr.Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent pleads for more time for compliance with the orders of this Court dated 5th October, 2006.


Adjourned  to  10 AM on 16th November, 2006 for confirmation of compliance.

October 26, 2006


                                      









            
(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Naresh Kumar S/o Sh. Kaur Chand,

16940/A,Basant Vihar,Gali No.1

Bhatinda.







---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Bhatinda.







---Respondent.

AC No. 59 of  2006
Present:
i) Sh.Naresh Kumar complainant in person.


ii)Sh. Harish Bhagat on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

  Both the parties have been directed to appear in the Court of Mrs. Rupan Deol  Bajaj, State Information Commissioner, at 10 AM on 8th November,2006.
October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Lal Retd. Xen),

9-A,  Sunder Nagar,,Main R road,

LUDHIANA.







---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Local Government Department,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.








---Respondent.

CC No 31 of 2006.
Present:
i) Sh. Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of the complainant.


ii)Ms. Kamla Sharma, S.O.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


  The information required by the complainant has been provided to him in this Court today.

   Disposed   of.

October 26, 2006


                                      










        (P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. A.P. Singh,

Chief Engineer,

Punjab PWD B&R, ’C’Block,

Jail  Road, Patiala.






---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Additional Secretary Personnel (T)

Department of Personnel,

Chandigarh.








---Respondent.

AC No 87 of 2006
Present:
i) Shri A.P.Singh, complainant in person.


ii)Sh. Harchand Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

      The required information has been supplied to  the  complainant  who is satisfied.

   Disposed  of.

October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Mohan Lal,

C/o Aggarwal Iron & Steel Industries,

G.T.Road, KHANNA

Distt. Ludhiana






---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Urban  Development Authority,

PUDA,  Mohali.




                         ---Respondent.

AC No72 of 2006.
Present:
i) Sh. Rajan Kumar,complainant in person.


ii)Sh. Yash Pal,Law Officer,PUDA,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been partly given to him as a result of the orders of the Ist Appellate Authority.  After hearing  both the parties, the following orders are hereby passed:-
i) The Photostat copy  of the approval of PAC required to be supplied  by 19-6-2006 could not yet be given because the required approval is still to be obtained.  A copy thereof will be given to the complainant within 10 days of the concerned meeting of the PAC in which approval is accorded.  

ii) Copies of certain documents and notings from files remain to be obtained by the complainant. These will now be given to him free of cost because of the delay which has been caused.
iii) The PIO,PUDA, Mohali is hereby required to show cause as to why the penalty prescribed u/s 20 of the RTI Act should not be imposed upon him for the delay in giving the information to the appellant. 


  Adjourned  to  10 AM on 16.11.2006 for confirmation of compliance.
October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jaswant Singh,(MD),

Ruby Mushrooms and Cannintg (P) Ltd.,

2525 B, Sector 47 –C,

Chandigarh.







---Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

The Mall,Patiala.






---Respondent.

CC No361 of 2006
Present:
i) Sh. Jaswant Singh. Complainant in person.


ii) Sh. Sanjeev Gupta, Asstt. Executive Engineer,PSEB


                 on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


Sh.  Sanjeev Gupta, Asstt. Executive Engineer, PSEB, has explained that the Lineman of the Board S . Gurcharan Singh was sent to represent the PIO before the Commission on 19th October,2006 under  the  bonafide  belief  that since the copies of the orders required by the complainant, which   are available with the Board, have  already been supplied to him, no substantive hearing would take place and the case has been fixed only for confirmation of compliance.  He states that there was no intention of the Board to ignore the orders of this Commission  or  to not regard the Commission with the seriousness that it should. Insofar as the personal appearance of the PIO is concerned,  Sh. S.C.Gupta, Superintending Engineer, PSEB is the PIO and not Sh. H.S.Bains.  He also states that he does not know whether a copy of the orders  of this Court dated 19.10.2006 has been received in the office of Chairman, PSEB or not.  However, taking all the circumstances into consideration, I am inclined to drop the matter of imposition of penalty with the clear understanding and assurance given by Mr. Sanjeev Gupta that the mistake will not be repeated in future and the Board will invariably be  represented either by the PIO concerned or an officer of sufficient seniority.


Insofar as the merits of this case are concerned, Mr.Sanjeev Gupta has shown to this Court  the record to the effect that the power supply to the complainant’s Company
                                                                                                            Contd…2/

                                                         (2)
 was temporarily  disconnected only three times on the first two occasions and the dates on which the power was reconnected, have also been stated in the record, but no formal reconnection orders are passed in the TDC cases and copies of these, therefore, cannot be supplied.  On the 3rd occasion the reconnection was not done and TDC eventually resulted in a permanent disconnection order.

The only information which remains to be given to the  complainant  are copies of the access  Form CS 26, which  were sent before the temporary / permanent disconnection of his power supply. This information also should be given to him  within 7 days from today. Shri Sanjeev Gupta has made a commitment before this Court that this order will be  complied with immediately.

There is no further information which is required to be given in this case to the complainant, which stands disposed of.
October 26, 2006


                                      











(P.K.Verma)







     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bachan Singh Mundra,Advocate,

1014, Phase 4, SAS Nagar, Mohali.




---Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Vice Chancellor,

Baba Farid University of Health,

FARIDKOT.







---Respondent.

CC No. 325 of 2006
Present:
i) Sh. Bachan Singh  Mundra   complainant in person.


ii) Sh. Davinder Singh  Brar, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
           
  The respondent has today raised the following objections to the request of the complainant for the required information, which are dealt with ad seriatum as under:-
i) He states that the papers placed before the Board of Directors in its meeting are confidential.  However, he is not claiming exemption under any of the categories mentioned under section 8 of the RTI Act.  In any case, the required information, prima facie, also does not fall with in any of the said categories.
ii) The respondent has stated that the application of the complainant was rejected and he should therefore make an appeal before the first  Appellate Authority, who is the Registrar of the University. This objection also is not valid since  the application for the information was made on 16.6.2006 and no reply  has been sent to the complainant .
In the above circumstances, the Respondent is directed to supply to the complainant a copy of the supplementary note on the subject of the appointment of Shri K.P.Singh, as Assistant Registrar/ Deputy Registrar of the University, which was put up before the meeting of the Board of  Management in its meeting held on 21.4.2006, within 10 days of the receipt of this order.

                                                                     Contd…2/-
                              (2)


This is a case where unreasonable delay has been caused without any apparent explanation for not having followed the clear cut provisions of the RTI Act.  It is ,therefore, made clear that if the aforementioned orders are not implemented in letter and spirit , it would lead to involving the penalty provision provided under section 20 of the RTI Act.

 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 16.11.2006 for confirmation of compliance.








 (P .K.Verma)




  

   State Information Commissioner.
26th  October,2006

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85 SECTOR 17 CHANDIGARH

Sh. J.P.Panesar,

Junior Engineer Municipal Corporation,
Jalandhar.






------Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o The Principal Secretary to  Government, Punjab,

Local Government Department,

Chandigarh.






------Respondent.
CC No 156_of 2006
Present:
i) Sh. Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of the complainant.


ii)Sh. Hakam Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

       Heard.
           
  
The respondent has taken the plea that a reply was sent to the complainant vide their letter No. 13/42/06-5SS/7804 dated the 28th September,2006. However, there is some confusion about the address of the complainant that was used in this letter, since  it was originally sent to Ludhiana and then to Jalandhar.  In any case, this letter has not been received by the complainant.   The application for the information was made on 8th March,2006 and its response was  suppose to have made by 7th April,2006. It is, therefore, not in order  for the Respondent to now take the plea that the applicant should have in the first instance made an appeal to the first Appellate Authority and  this objection is accordingly rejected.  In their letter dated 28.9.2006, the  Respondent  has stated that the applicant  has only asked various questions, and not asked for any specific information. This also is not correct since the questions asked  in the application are specific enough.
In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to supply the information asked for by the complainant within 21 days from today.

Since the notice to show cause why the penalty prescribed u/s 20 of the RTI Act should not be imposed upon has him  already  been  served on the PIO vide the  orders of this court dated 28.9.2006, the penalty of Rs.250/-  per day will become payable by the PIO for every day that the information is not provided after 16.11.2006.










Contd…2

(2)

Adjourned to 10 AM on 23-11-2006 for confirmation of compliance.



                                      













 (P.K.Verma)
October 26, 2006

   


  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH.

Ex. Sub. Mohan Singh,

B-I, 610 Daya House,Gali No. 4

Partap Nagar,Kotkapura,

Distt. Faridkot.





-----Complainant,

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Ex-Serviceman Corporation,

SCO  89-90,Sector 34-A,Chandigarh.


----Respondent.

AC No. 77 of 2006

Present:-
i)  Ex-  Sub . Mohan Singh, Appellant in -person.



ii)Sh. Raman Walia, Advocate,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.



In this case the complainant is not satisfied with the information which has been supplied to him by the Respondent in response to his application for the same. 


However, the complaint has been made prematurely since the first Appellate Authority who is CMD, Punjab Ex-Serviceman Corporation has still not passed any orders on the appeals made by the complainant.



Accordingly, the first Appellate Authority is directed to dispose of the appeals, if any, made by the complainant with speaking orders, on merit, within 21 days of the date of receipt of this order.



Adjourned  to 10 AM on 7th December, 2006 for confirmation of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)






 State Information Commissioner.

26th October, 2006.

