STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent





  CC – 1009 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER





 ------

1. The order regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation to the Complainant was reserved by me on 04.12.2008.
2. The case relates to seeking information regarding grants given out of MPLADS and other schemes to the Ludhiana district branch of Indian Red Cross Society.  Initial request was made on 17.3.2008 and it had ten items.  On not receiving the response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 13.5.2008.

3. 

The detailed information as had been demanded by the Complainant was provided by the Respondent vide letter No. 1828 dated 01.09.2008. The case had been closed as far as information part was concerned. However, the complainant had  submitted that information had been provided to him after a period of approximately five months and accordingly he demanded compensation for the detriment suffered by him. The Respondent PIO, thus, was directed to submit an affidavit giving reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him under the provisions of Section 20 (1)  of the RTI Act for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be given to the complainant who suffered detriment in obtaining this information. 
4.  

Sh. Priyank Bharti, ADC (Dev) -cum – PIO, submitted in his affidavit dated 22.10.2008 that prior to PIO cum Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Memo No. 3526 PIO/RTI/2008 dated 09.06.2008 no correspondence/request for 
                                                                                                                                               Contd page..2. 
                                                                

                                                                            ..2.. 
information had been received in his office. However, as per the records, the request of the Complainant seeking information, had been sent to him by Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana under the provisions of Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act vide letter No. 2932/PIO/RTI dated 20.03.2008. Thus, it was apparent that the said letter containing request for information had been misplaced. Accordingly, the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana was directed to hold an inquiry into this matter and submit a report to the Commission by 25.11.2008.                                                                                                              

5. 

In response the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, accordingly ordered an inquiry to be conducted by the ADC (Dev.). It has now been submitted that Smt. Manmohan Kaur, Clerk had received the said letter but did not take it on record. As per the ADC (Dev.), Ludhiana office order No. 2893-98 dated 01.12.2008, she has been placed under suspension and regular inquiry has been initiated in the matter. As the defaulting official is being suitably proceeded against, I find that this is not a fit case for imposing penalty on the PIO. However, DC, Ludhiana is directed to institute measures in the office procedure to ensure that such lapses do not re- occur.          

6.  

As regards the delay in supplying information and the detriment suffered by the Complainant is concerned I direct that a compensation of Rs. 3000/- (Rupees three thousand only) be paid to the complainant by the Respondent for the detriment he has suffered. 

7. 

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 20.01.2009 at 2.00 PM.  Copies of the orders be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh




     

 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009





   Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






     

State Information Commissioner
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Raghuvir Singh (Retd. UDC),

18/469, Sardar Nagar,

Near Gurdwara,

Moga (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Secretary,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






…… Respondent

CC – 1268 of  2008





        ORDER

1. Order regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation was reserved by me on 11.12.2008.
2.  
The case relates to seeking information regarding pensionary benefits of the complainant.   Initial request was made on 15.4.2008.  On not getting suitable response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 10.6.2008. Even though a part of information was provided to the Complainant, information pertaining to Item No. 2 and reasons for not providing him interest due to delayed payment as demanded in Items No. 1 and 3 were not provided to the complainant initially.

3. The Respondent had referred the matter to Legal Department, PSEB for obtaining their opinion. Deficient information was finally provided to the complainant vide Memo No. 12657/58 dated 20.11.2008 approximately seven months after initial request for information had been submitted.

4. The complainant requested that the Respondent be penalized as per Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act for the delay in providing information and he be compensated for the detriment suffered for a period of approximately seven months in obtaining the requite information. 

5. Accordingly, the Respondent was directed to submit an affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in supplying information under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant for the detriment suffered by the complainant.

                                                                                                                  Contd page..2.. 
      ..2.. 
6.  
I have perused documents on record. In his affidavit dated 10.12.2008, Sh. M.M. Sandhu, Senior XEN cum PIO, PSEB, Moga has explained that information as demanded by the complainant and available on record was sent expeditiously. However, delay has taken place pertaining to a part of information that had to be obtained. There is no deliberate delay in providing information. 

7. In view of the foregoing and delay occurring for reasons beyond the control of the respondent, I find that this is not a fit case for imposing penalty. However, ends of justice would be met, should compensation amounting to 
Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees two thousand only) be paid to the complainant for the detriment suffered by him. 

8. 

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 20.01.2009 at 2.00 PM.  Copies of the orders be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh




     

 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009





   Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






     

State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Nirmal Singh,

# 788/1, Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.)






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Hoshiarpur.







…… Respondent





  CC – 527 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harbhajan Lal, Deputy Chief Engineer (Operation) – cum – PIO, PSEB, Hoshiarpur; Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information & Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala and Sh. K.C.Mahajan, Counsel for the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 02.12.2008, it was directed that an attested copy of the information demanded in Item No. 1 be provided to the Complainant. 

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that a copy of the said document had been sent to the Complainant. The Complainant requests that all annexures attached to the document be also given. The same is handed over to the Complainant by Respondent in my presence. 
3. 

Since the information stands supplied the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



                 
         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Makhan Singh, 

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh, 

Vill. Bikka, 

Tehsil: Banga, 

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar, 

Distt. Nawan Shehar.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Banga, Tehsil: Banga, 

Distt. Nawan Shehar (Pb.)





…… Respondent





  CC – 2461 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Nirmal Singh, Panchayat Officer, Sh. Rajinder Pal, Retd. Kanugo, Sh. Ajit Singh, Sarpanch on behalf of the Respondent.

1. 

The Complainant is not present. He is given one more opportunity to progress his case. However, the Respondent states that information as had been demanded by the Complainant has been supplied vide letter No. 2585 dated 31.12.2008. He also brings out that the individual has blocked the passage and therefore, he is trying to pressurize the BDPO authorities. 
2. 

To come up on 27.01.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

3.  

 Copies be sent to both the parties. 
Chandigarh



                 
             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

                                                     State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Para Singh, 

Husband of Smt. Gurbaksh Kaur, 

19/41, Fatehgarh Road, 

Session Chowk,

Hoshiarpur.  







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Nagar Council,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.)






…… Respondent





  CC – 2454 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Piara Singh Complainant in person.

Sh. Randhir Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

1. 

The case relates to properties of Fatehgarh Road, Hoshiarpur. It was filed by, late Smt. Gurbaksh Kaur, W/o Sh. Piara Singh who passed away on 05.09.2008. Initial request  was filed on 10.01.2007 and it had two items. 

2. 

During the proceedings, today, it transpires that information as had been demanded had been provided to the Complainant vide letter No. 208 dated 15.01.2007. Sh. Piara Singh has confirmed having received the information on 18.01.2007.  
 

3. 

Sh. Piara Singh however, filed a complainant on 25.09.2008 on behalf of his late wife Smt. Gurbaksh Kaur. The Respondent during the proceedings highlights the contents of his letter to the Complainant and also makes a written submission vide letter No. 898 dated 23.12.2008. The case is therefore, disposed of and closed as information stands supplied. 
4.  

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 
Chandigarh



                 
             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

                                                                        State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Amardeep Singh, 

S/o Sh. Malkiat Singh, 

Ward No. 2, 

Post Office Road, Khamano, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Executive Officer, 

Nagar Panchayat,

Khamano, 

Distt. Fatehgarh (Pb.)





…… Respondent





  CC – 2470 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Amardeep Singh Complainant in person.

Sh. Bahadur Singh, Clerk, Nagar Panchayat on behalf of the Respondent.

1. 

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to the property owned by the Complainant. Initial request was made on 16.09.2008 and on not getting a response the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 16.10.2008.

2. 

During the proceedings, today, the Respondent hands over the requisite information to the Complainant. The Complainant had sent post order for Rs. 10/- to the Commission as fee which is handed over to him and he acknowledges it through a receipt. The case is therefore, disposed of and closed.  
 
3. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 
Chandigarh



                 
             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

                                                                        State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ramesh Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Joginder Nath, 

Ward No. 12, 

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Basti, 

Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur (Pb.)




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Nagar Council,

Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur (Pb.)




…… Respondent





  CC – 2448 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Ramesh Kumar Complainant in person.

Sh. Happy Kumar, Accountant on behalf of the Respondent.

1. 

 The case relates to seeking information regarding water supply connections. Initial request was made on 05.09.2008 and had six items. The Complainant simultaneously filed a complaint with the Commission on 12.09.2008. 
2. 

During the proceedings, today, the Respondent states that the Complainant had been informed on different occasions on 23.09.2008, 17.10.2008, 31.10.2008 and 23.12.2008 to deposit the requisite fee amounting to Rs. 16,064/- 
( Rupees Sixteen Thousand and Sixty Four only) and collect the information. Since he had not done so the information was not supplied. The Respondent also submits a copy of the letter written to the Complainant by first Appellate Authority letter sent by Sh. Pawan Kaushal, the first Appellate Authority who had interacted with the Complainant.  A copy of the letter No. 2585 dated 31.12.2008 is handed over to the Commission and is taken on record. On the next date of hearing the Respondent will bring the dispatch register wherein details of letters dispatched to the Complainant have been recorded for perusal by the Commission. 
3. 

Adjourned to 27.01.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
4.

Announced in the hearing. Copies be sent to both the parties.  


Chandigarh



                 
             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

                                                                        State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Raj Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Bakshish Singh, 

V.P.O. Mehalanwali,

Dist. Hoshiarpur (Pb.)





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.





…… Respondent





  CC – 2450 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Raj Kumar, Complainant in person.

Sh. Mahan Singh, Panchayat Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

1. 

The case relates to seeking information on action taken by the Respondent on letter No. 694 dated 04.06.2008 regarding encroachment of Panchayat land. 
2.  
Initial request was filed by a number of individuals on 16.07.2008. The present Complainant Sh. Raj Kumar was one of them. On not getting a response he filed a complainant with the Commission on 16.10.2008.
3.  
During the proceedings, today, the Respondent is unable to bring out the status/action taken on Complainant’s letter no. 694 dated 04.06.2008.  The Respondent is, therefore, directed to supply him exact status of action initiated by 10.01.2009. 
4.  
Adjourned to 27.01.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

5. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 
Chandigarh



                 
             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

                                                                        State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hansa Singh S/o Sh. Gurdas Singh,

Vill: Sultani, P.O. Behrampur, 

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur (Pb.)




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The Director,

Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Sector-17, 

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 2453 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hansa Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Yudhvir Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

1. 

The case relates to seeking status report on the order passed on letter No. 1148 dated 10.06.2003.  Initial request was made on 13.08.2008 and on not getting a response the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 13.10.2008. 

2. 
 
During the proceedings, today the Respondent states that he had sought information from BDPO, Dinanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur. He has been conveyed that information had been sent but neither the Complainant nor the Respondent present himself has received the same. 

3. 
 
In view of the foregoing, the Respondent is directed to obtain the status report/ action taken report sent to Complainant by registered post free of cost by 10.01.2009. 

4. 
 
To come up on 27.01.2009 at 2.00 PM for compliance of order. 

5. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and BDPO, Dinanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur, ADC (D), Gurdaspur and Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Sector-17, Chandigarh. Both  ADC (D), Gurdaspur and Director Rural Development & Panchayats are requested to ensure that information as sought by the Complainant is sent to him by 10.01.2009.

Chandigarh



                 
             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

      State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.C.Arora,,

# 2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh.







…… Complainant





          Vs

1. Sh. Ashok Bhandari,

    Public Information Officer& Superintendent,

    Deptt. of Health & Family Welfare,

    Govt. of Pb. (Health – I Br.), Mini Sectt.,

    Sector – 9, Chandigarh.

2. Sh. Roshan Sunkaria, IAS,

    Public Information Officer, Health – I and Health VI Br.

    and Secretary to Government, Punjab,

    Health & Family Welfare Deptt. Mini Sectt.,

    Pb. Sector – 9, Chandigarh.




…… Respondents

        CC –  362  of  2008

ORDER

Present:
Sh. J.S Rana on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Lakhvir Singh. Sr. Asstt., Health – I,Br., Mini Sectt., Pb., 
Sector - 9, Chandigarh and Sh. Ramesh Bhandari, Retd. Suptd., Deptt. of H & FW, Govt. of Pb (Health –I) Branch.






       -------
1.  
On the last date of hearing on 11.12.2008 a copy of Respondent’s letter No. 37/15/07-4C 1/0416 dated 25.08.2008 was handed over to the Complainant. He was free to make oral as well as written submission by 20.12.2008.
2. 
During the proceedings, today, the Complainant highlights the contents of Para 1 & 2 (appended as below) of the reply submitted by Dr. Roshan Sunkaria, IAS now Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Chandigarh:- 
“However, this information was wrongly and incorrectly recorded/entered in the records that judgment of lower court has been stayed by the Hon’ble High Court. This information was wrongly recorded/entered in the records purely as a clerical error and not intentionally by any official. 
That when Sh. H.C. Arora, Complainant applied for certain information and the same was supplied on 07.01.2008 as stood entered/recorded in the record. The information when supplied on 07.01.2008, the answering Respondent was neither P.I.O. nor the file was 
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put up to him for orders. The said information was supplied at the level of Joint Secretary Health and the information was supplied under the signatures of Sh. Ashok Bhandari, the then Superintendent, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh.”
3. 
The Complainant requests that necessary cognizance of the said response be taken which resulted in provision of incorrect information to him. 
4. 
Order regarding complaint filed under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 for supplying false information is reserved. 
5.  

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



                 
             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

                                                                       State Information Commissioner 

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Nirmal Singh,

# 788/1, Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.)






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Hoshiarpur.







…… Respondent





  CC – 1631 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harbhajan Lal, Deputy Chief Engineer (Operation) – cum – PIO, PSEB, Hoshiarpur; Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information & Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala and Sh. K.C.Mahajan, Counsel for the Respondent.

1. 

On the last date of hearing, on 02.12.2008, the Respondent had been directed to reconsider his submission and provide a response by 20.12.2008 to the Commission with a copy to the Complainant. The Respondent was also to bring out any document for which he had sought exemption under Section 8 and 9 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. 
During the proceedings, today, it transpires that the Respondent vide his letter No. 41691/92 dated 19.12.2008 has made a written submission seeking orders of various issues. A copy of the same was sent to the Complainant. In response the Complainant has made a written submission vide his letter No. 246/A/10 dated 20.12.2008. A photocopy of the said letter of the Complainant is handed over to Respondent on his request. The Complainant also states that said letter was sent through courier but which had been refused acceptance. 

3.  
Order regarding supply of information to the Complainant is reserved. 
4. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



                 
             ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

                                                                              State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Nirmal Singh,

# 788/1, Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur (Pb.)






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Hoshiarpur.







…… Respondent





  CC – 972 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harbhajan Lal, Deputy Chief Engineer (Operation) – cum – PIO, PSEB, Hoshiarpur; Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information & Public Relations Officer, PSEB, HO, Patiala and Sh. K.C.Mahajan, Counsel for the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 02.12.2008, information running into 79 pages was handed over to the Complainant. He is free to submit his observations by 20.12.2008.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the complainant submitted his observations vide his letter dated 11.12.2008 to the Respondent. The Respondent provided deficient information as well as his response running into 17 pages to the Complainant with a copy of the covering letter No.43069 dated 31.12.2008 to the Commission which is taken on record.  
3.

Since the information stands supplied the case is disposed of and closed.
4. 

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



                 
         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Garg,

Garg General Store,

Opposite Navyug Cloth House,

Sadar Bazar,

Bathinda (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sub Divisional Officer,

City Sub Division,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Bathinda (Pb.).






…… Respondent





  CC – 2125 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Garg Complainant in person.



Sh. R.K Singla, SDO, PSEB, Bathinda on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 16.12.2008 the respondent had been  directed: 
(a)  Submit an affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be paid to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by 05.12.2008.
(b)  Submit an affidavit explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings on 20.11.2008 and today, by 25.12.2008.
2.

During the proceedings today the Respondent submits an affidavit explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings on 20.11.2008 and 16.12.2008. He also explains his stance as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by the Complainant in the same affidavit.            
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3. 

Order regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered is reserved. 
4.  

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh



                 
    ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jodh Singh Saini,

Senior Executive Engineer,

Computer Service Centre,

City Circle, O/s Hall Gate,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Amritsar (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief, IR& W (RTI Cell),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






.…… Respondent





  AC – 438 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jodh Singh Saini, Appellant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum - Information & Public Relations Officer, Punjab State Electricity Board, HO, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 16.12.2009, on request of the Appellant PIO/Respondent was directed to make a written submission stating information as was existed on record stood provided.  

2.

During the proceedings, today, the Respondent makes a written submission vide Memo No. 2456/ RTI-217/Voil-II dated 31.12.2008 confirming non availability of any additional record. A copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant. Since the information stands provided the case is disposed of and closed. 
3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh



                 
    ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jodh Singh Saini,

Senior Executive Engineer,

Computer Service Centre,

City Circle, O/s Hall Gate,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Amritsar (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief, IR& W (RTI Cell),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).







…… Respondent





  CC – 1390 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jodh Singh Saini, Appellant in person.

Sh. C.S Suman, Chief Engineer, DS, Border, Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum - Information & Public Relations Officer, Punjab State Electricity Board, HO, Patiala. 
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 16.12.2008 it was directed that C.E./DS Border, PSEB, Amritsar, would provide the requisite information to the complainant at the earliest but not later than 25.12.2008.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent requests for some additional time to supply information. Accordingly, it is directed that requisite information pertaining to Item No. 3 and 18 be sent to the Complainant by registered post free of cost by 20.01.2009. The Complainant is free to submit any observations on the information supplied. 
3.

Adjourned to 03.02.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
4. Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties
Chandigarh



                 
    ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jodh Singh Saini,

Senior Executive Engineer,

Computer Service Centre,

City Circle, O/s Hall Gate,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Amritsar (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief, IR& W (RTI Cell),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






.…… Respondent





  AC – 143 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jodh Singh Saini, Appellant in person.

Sh. C.S Suman, Chief Engineer, DS, Boarder, Sh. Nachatar Singh, Deputy Secretary, Meetings, Sh. Ashok Kumar Verma, Superintendent, Deputy Secretary, Meetings and Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum - Information & Public Relations Officer, Punjab State Electricity Board, HO, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.  

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 16.12.2008, it was directed that the following information will be provided to the appellant at the earliest but not later than 31.12.2008:

(a)  Information pertaining to Items No. 4,5,6,7 and 8 will be provided by the Chief Engineer, D.S. (PSEB), Amritsar 

(b)  Information pertaining to Items No. 9, 10, 11 and 12 will be provided by Deputy Secretary (Meetings).

2. 

During the proceedings, today, wherein the Chief Engineer, DS, Border, PSEB, Amritsar is personally present information is provided to the Applicant pertaining to Items 4,5,6 and 8. Information pertaining to Items No. 9,10,11,12 still remains to be provided. This will be provided by Deputy Secretary,

                                                                                                                         contd page..2..              
                                                       ..2..
Meetings by 12.01.2009 by registered post free of cost to the Applicant.  

3. 

On the next date of hearing the Deputy Secretary, Meetings will be personally present alongwith a copy of information supplied to the Appellant. The Appellant is free to submit his observations by 20.01.2009 to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission.                                                                                                                                                                                                         
3.

To come up on 03.02.2009 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

 
At about 14.40 hours on 01.01.2009 Sh. Nachatar Singh, Deputy Secretary, (Meetings) and Sh. Ashok Kumar Verma, Superintendent, Deputy Secretary, (Meetings) appeared on behalf of the Respondent and made a written submission pertaining to Items No. 9,10,11 & 12 dated 01.01.2009. He is directed to send the same to the Complainant by registered post by 05.01.2009.

Chandigarh





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.01.2009.




          Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                   State Information Commissioner 

