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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Raj Pal Singla,

# 403, Sector-44A,

Chandigarh. 







…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Secretary, 

Pb. State Electricity Board, 

Patiala. 







…… Respondent





  CC-1389 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

1.  
On 15.04.2009, order regarding provision of any further information, imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation for the detriment suffered by the complainant was reserved. 
2.  
The information and response to various observations submitted by the complainant had been provided to the complainant in parts vide Memo No. 4727/D-7205/T-1/RTI dated 12.08.2008, 9606/ET-69 dated 14.08.2008, 5710/D-7205/TI/RTI  dated 06.10.2008 and 437/D-7205/T-1 dated 29.01.2009.  Further, the Deputy Secretary, Technical-I, custodian of information, has also avered through his affidavit dated 05.03.2009 that “no more information as had been demanded by Er. Rajpal Singla in his original request dated 24.02.2008 is held on record of this i.e. file D. 7205 of Er. Rajpal Singla” 
3.   
I have carefully perused the documents placed on record.  I am of the opinion that information, as it existed on record, stands supplied.  An affidavit dated 05.03.2009 has been submitted by the Respondent to confirm non-availability of the balance information.  Thus, there is no deficiency in the provision of information. 
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4.  
There has been a delay of approximately seven months  in providing information I had given two opportunities (on 24.03.2009 and 25.04.2009) to the Respondent/PIO to submit affidavit in response to complainant’s submission dated 05.03.2009 for imposition of penalty on him for the delay in providing information and award of compensation for the detriment suffered. It is pertinent to mention here that due to poor response of the respondent to the orders being issued, the case had been referred to the Chairman, PSEB vide my orders dated 16.10.2008 and 25.11.2008.
5.  
 Despite of two opportunities having been given, the PIO has not submitted the requisite affidavit.  Therefore, it is being concluded that the Respondent has no explanation/ justification.  

6.  
I have observed that the PIO had to collect information from different departments and forward the same after compiling it.  I am therefore, of the view that this is not a fit case for imposing penalty as no single individual is to be blamed for the delay.  However, ends of justice will be met if the complainant is given a compensation amounting to Rs.3000/- (Rs. Three Thousand Only) for the detriment suffered.  This amount will be paid by 01.07.2009.
7.  
To come up for compliance of order on 14.07.2009 at 2.00 PM. 
8.  
Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





     
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009



     

   Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

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

S/o S. Avtar Singh,

R/o H.No. 263-A/13,

Gali No. 8, Hussainpura East,

Amritsar.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







…… Respondent





  CC – 34 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

1.

Order regarding provision of any further information to the complainant was reserved on 06.05.2009. 
2.

In this case, the complainant has filed three applications seeking copies of eight documents.  These cases were filed on 04.08.2008, 30.10.2008 and 25.06.2008 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 09.01.2009.

3. 

The respondent submitted an affidavit dated 24.04.2009. Through this affidavit the respondent has explained, in detail, that documents as held on record stand provided.  Also a similar case filed by the complainant as CC-2384/2008 stands disposed on 09.01.2009.  The respondent has also stated that, “ it is crystal clear that no public interest is involved in the applications filed by the complainant rather it is only a tactic to harass the officers of Corporation as the complainant is fully aware of all these facts that all applications filed by him with regard to enhancement of his contract period and payment of wages has been disposed off”. 

4. 

I have perused the documents placed on record and I am of the view that information as was available on record stands provided as per Section 2 (f) and Section 2(j) of the RTI Act.  
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5.

The case is thus disposed of and closed. 

6. 

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





        ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009


      

        Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jiwan Parkash Sobti, 

Deputy Chief Engineer (Retd.),

Neelkanth Complex, BI-1176/1, 

2nd Floor, Satsang Road, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana – 141 001.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Secretary (RTI),

Punjab State Electricity Board, HO,

Patiala (Pb.).







…… Respondent





  CC – 2244 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

1. 

Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation for the detriment suffered by the Complainant in obtaining information was reserved on 05.05.2009.

2.  

The case relates to seeking information regarding deputation by employees of PSEB.  Initial request was made on 01.07.2008 and it had five items.  The requisite information was sent initially vide Memo No. 116439/RTI-350 dated 22.09.2008.  However, the Complainant brought out serious anomalies in the information provided vide his letter dated 29.09.2008.
2. 
Information as had been demanded by the complainant was finally provided to him vide Respondent’s letter No. 749 dated 04.05.2009 during the fifth hearing.
4. 
A request was made by the Complainant that penalty be imposed on the Respondent for supplying information after a period of approximately 10 months and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.   Accordingly, the PIO/ Respondent was directed to submit an affidavit as to why penalty under the provisions of Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, not be imposed on him for non-supply/delay in providing information.  He was also 
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to submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why compensation not be given to the complainant for the detriment suffered by him, in seeking this information.  In response the PIO in her affidavit dated 19.03.2009 brought out systemic problems existing in various departments of the respondent in obtaining and collating information. 

5. 
Accordingly, both Deputy Secretary (Personnel) and Chief Accounts Officer (Pension), custodian of the information were directed to be present with a copy of the information to be supplied to the complainant. 

6. 
Thus, information as had been demanded was finally provided on 05.05.2009.

7.  
 I have perused all documents placed on record carefully and I am of the opinion that there has been a systemic failure in providing information. It was discerned that as per instructions of PSEB, old record was destroyed with the approval of the competent authority alongwith the requisioned record in the year 2000.  As such there was no record available for supplying information.  Thus no one single individual/ PIO is totally responsible for the delay and as such no individual specifically is to be blamed.  I am therefore, of the opinion that this is not a fit case for imposing any penalty. 

8. 
For the detriment suffered by the Complainant, however, 
an award of compensation amounting to Rs. 2500/- (Rs. Two Thousand Five Hundred only) would meet the ends of justice. I direct that this amount be paid to the Complainant  by the Respondent department by 01.07.2009.

9. 
To come up for compliance of order on 14.07.2009 at 2.00 PM. 


8. 
Copies be sent to both the parties. 



Chandigarh





      
( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009 


      

        
Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira, 

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum, 

Gill Road Chapter, 

3344, Chet Singh Nagar, 

Ludhiana. 







……..Applicant


          




Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Dr. D.N Kotnis Health & Education Centre, 

Salem Tabri, Ludhiana. 





…… Respondent
MR-123/2008

ORDER 

1. 

On 05.05.2009, order regarding status of the respondent in terms of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act 2005 was reserved. 

2. 

In the instant case, the grievance made by the applicant is that the Respondent has refused to provide information to the applicant under the RTI Act, 2005 on the plea  that the Respondent is not a ‘public authority’ as defined under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005.  The applicant contends that the Respondent is receiving grant from the Government of India regularly.  In this premise, the applicant submits that the Respondent is a ‘public authority’ and has an obligation to provide information under the RTI Act, 2005. The case of the Respondent is that the Respondent is not a ‘public authority’ under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
3.  
 
In support of its stand that the Respondent is not a public authority, the Respondent has filed written submissions on two dates, i.e., 10.04.2009 and 30.04.2009.  In the written submissions, the Respondent has given the following reasons in support of his contention that the Respondent hospital is not a public authority:- 

 (a) As per the definition contained in Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005, public authority has been defined to mean “any authority or body or institution of self government established or constituted 
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 by or under the constitution, by any other law made by the  Parliament or State Legislature or by notification issued or order made by the appropriate Government and includes


 

 
(i)      Body owned, controlled or substantially financed. 

(ii) Non-government Organisation substantially finances, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate government. 

  (b) The Respondent hospital is a privately managed and privately funded hospital, except one branch i.e. the Drug 
De-addiction Centre of hospital, which receives funding partly from the Govt. of India.  Therefore, the private hospital is wholly not a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Act. 

4.

In these premises, it is submitted, on behalf of the Respondent, that the respondent hospital does not come within the definition of the term ‘public authority’ as set out in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.

5. 

 I shall deal with the various submissions of the Respondent.  The Respondent has highlighted that Dr. D.N. Kotnis Health and Education Centre, Salem Tabri, Ludhiana is a private institution and is not aided or funded by the Govt. or Semi Govt.  Institution/Grant.  It is a Charitable, Social, Cultural, Educational, Non- Political and Non-profitable Institution owned, controlled and managed by private persons in the shape of Working Committee and the same is duly registered with the Registrar of Firms and Societies vide Memo No. 277 dated 14.11.1977.    Only one Department/ Branch, i.e., Prohibition of Drug Abuse Prevention, which has been enrolled with the Director, Social Security and Women and Child Development, Punjab vide allotted registration No. S.S/ 196/117 dated 01.08.1996 is run under the supervision of Director Social Security and Women Child Development, Punjab and the grant for the same is received from the Central Govt. Ministry of Social Justice and Empowerment, New Delhi on the recommendation of Director/ Secretary Social Security, Punjab. 
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6. 
 It has also been highlighted that no other grant/ financial assistance is provided to the Respondent.  Exemption accorded by the Income Tax Department benefits the donors and not the recipients.  
 
7. 
The appellant has not been able to submit any arguments/documents to counter the contention of the respondent.

8. 
I have carefully perused the documents placed on record.  Grants received from Government of India are for Drug De-addiction Centre which is only a part of the hospital. I am thus of the view that the Respondent hospital as a whole does not fall under the perview of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act 2005. 

9. 
Petition of the applicant is thus dismissed. 
10. 
Copies be sent to both the parties. 
Chandigarh





      
( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009


      

        
Lt. Gen. (Retd.)

    
 





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

 


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

138, Gali No. 5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road,

Amritsar – 143004.






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

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

Deptt. of Local Govt., Pb. Mini Sectt., Sec.9,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  AC – 489 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

1.  
On 30.04.2009, order regarding provision of information to the appellant was reserved. 
2.  
The case relates to seeking information regarding status of the 
appeals/complaints dated 22.09.2007 and 08.05.2008 filed by the appellant.  Initial request was sent on 04.06.2008 and on not receiving a response, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 04.08.2008.

3.  
The Respondent has brought out that cases with identical requirements have been dealt as AC-105/2008 and AC-176/2008 by the bench of Sh. R.K. Gupta, SIC. 

4.  
I have carefully perused the documents placed on record and also perused the progress of various other appeals/ complaints filed by the appellant being dealt by other benches AC-33/2008, CC-170/2008, AC-172/2008, AC-175/2008, AC-176/2008 and 274/2007.

5.  
The genesis of all appeals/complaints is a family dispute between brothers.  Sh. Rajinder Singh, the appellant has chosen to utilize the RTI Act even though he could not justify public interest that would be served in seeking such information. 
6.  
Notwithstanding the above, the appellant has a right to know the status of his complaints.  It has amply been brought out by the Respondent vide his 
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Memo No. 14/127/07-5 CC 1/5643 dated 11.07.2008 that outcome will be intimated to him as and when the requisite information is available. 
7.  In view of the foregoing, it is directed that information be 
provided to him as and when the requisite information is available.  The case is 
therefore, disposed of and closed. 

8. Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      
( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009



      

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. R.K.Maurya (Advocate),

Legal Correspondent Dainik Bhaskar,

Hall No. 1, Opp. to Room No. 106,

Ist Floor, Lawyers’ Complex,

Distt. Courts, Ludhiana.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent





  CC – 1125 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 12.5.2009, the respondent was directed to send information to the complainant.  He was free to submit his observations/comments on the information supplied, by 25.5.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that he has not received any comments/observations from the complainant.  The complainant is also not present for the proceedings.  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: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

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:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Avtar Singh, Sr. XEN, Technical, O/o S.E. Operation Circle,  PSEB, Hoshiarpur and Sh. Satish Kumar, Circle Assistant, O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation – cum – PIO, PSEB, Hoshiarpur.

1.

On the last date of hearing, an opportunity was given to the complainant to be specific in his requirement of information that was deficient.  This was to be informed to the respondent by 20.5.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent hands over a letter from the complainant stating that he has received information and is satisfied with the same.  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: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Sushil Kumar Bagga,

S/o Sh. Som Dev,

Ro H. No. 1062, Ist Floor,

Sector 42 – B, Chandigarh.





….….Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Estate Officer,

Greater Mohali Area Dev. Authority (GMADA),

Phase – VIII, Mohali.





…… Respondent






  AC – 671 of 2008



             

 


                   
         ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant or the Respondent.

1.

On 12.5.2009, an opportunity had been given to the appellant to progress his case.  The appellant is, once again, not present.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed for non-prosecution.

2.

Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Anwar Halim,

S/o Sh. Mohammad Halim,

Islam Basti, Meena Masjid,

Backside Tubewell Colony,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  Nagar Council,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.





…… Respondent



 

  CC – 164 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Amrik Singh, Accountant, Municipal Council, Malerkotla.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter wherein the initial request for information was sent on 24.8.2008 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 27.1.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that information has been sent to the complainant vide letters No. 552 dated 6.2.2009 and No. 887 dated 10.3.2009, copies of which are taken on record.
3.

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

4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Nachattar Singh,

Drawing Master (Retd.),

Devi Kala Road,

St. No. 7, Kotkapura,

Distt. Faridkot. 






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Education Officer (E),

Faridkot. 







…… Respondent





  CC – 192 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER 

Present:
Sh. Nachattar Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Charanjit Singh, DEO (E), Faridkot and Sh. Darshan Lal Sharma, Office Superintendent O/o DEO (E), Faridkot.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 14.5.2009, the respondent/PIO had been directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant by registered post free of cost, by 31.05.2009. The Respondent/PIO was to be personally present with a copy of information supplied to the complainant.   He was also to justify his absence from the proceedings held on 14.5.2009.  
2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent hands over copies of the documents demanded by the complainant.  The respondent also states that certified copy of one document which was deficient, will be provided to the complainant, by 30.6.2009.  On request of both sides, the case is disposed of and closed.

3.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Karnail Singh Sidhu,

S/o Sh. Bikar Singh Sidhu,

H. No. 277, Phase – II,

Model Town,

Bathinda – 151 001.

  




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The Director of Public Instructions (SE), Pb.,

Sector – 17, Chandigarh.





…… Respondent



 

  CC – 177 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Karnail Singh Sidhu, Complainant in person.

Sh. Rattan Singh, Sr. Assistant, Services I Br. O/o DPI (S), Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 12.5.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide requisite information, by 31.5.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent present hands over information pertaining to Jalandhar and Faridkot Circles.  He states that information pertaining to Nabha Circle, will be sent by 25.6.2009.

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 26.6.2009 at 11.00 A.M.

4.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Kanwar Naresh Sodhi,

S/o late Tikka Atam Jit Singh Sodhi,

R/o H. No. 17, Gulmohar Avenue,

Dhakoli, NAC Zirakpur,

Distt. Mohali.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The Divisional Deputy Director,

Village Development & Panchayat Ferozepur,

Distt. Ferozepur.






…… Respondent



 

  CC – 595 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Kanwar Naresh Sodhi, Complainant in person.
Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Clerk, O/o Divisional Deputy Director, Village Dev. & Panchayat Ferozepur.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter. Initial request containing ten items sent on 21.7.2008 by registered post and on not receiving a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 4.3.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent present states that his office has not received Form ‘A’ dated 21.7.2008 from the complainant.

3.

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that :-

(a)  The complainant will obtain proof from the Postal Department for the delivery of the said registered letter to the respondent.

(b)  The respondent PIO after carrying out necessary investigation will submit an affidavit stating non-receipt of the requisition for information sent by registered post by the complainant on 21.7.2008.  This affidavit will be submitted by 25.6.2009.
4.

To come up on 7.7.2009 at 2.00 PM wherein PIO/APIO respondent will be personally present.
5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Dhanjit Singh, 

H. No. 409, Phase-1,

Mohali. 







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,

Derabassi. 







…… Respondent





  CC – 202 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER 

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Gurminder Singh, Tehsildar, Dera Bassi.

1. 
On the last date of hearing, on 14.5.2009, the respondent PIO was directed to submit an affidavit 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 him.  This affidavit was to be submitted by 31.05.2009 with a copy to the complainant. 

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the respondent PIO submitted an affidavit dated 1.6.2009.  Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the complainant for the detriment suffered, is reserved.
3.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Prabhdeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Kulbir Singh,

R/o Nikki Mandi Patti,

Distt. Tarn Taran.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The Principal,

Govt. Sr. Secondary School (Boys),

Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran.





…… Respondent



 

  CC – 315 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Narinder Pal Dhir, Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Patti and Sh. Raj Singh, Vocational Lecturer, Govt. Sr. Secondary School, Patti

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 12.5.2009, the respondent had been directed to submit a written response for non-acceptance of request for information despite the orders of the DEO, by 21.5.2009.  The Principal, Govt. Sr. Secondary School (Boys), Patti, was to be personally present along with a copy of the information sought by the complainant.  

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent makes a written submission vide letter No. SP-1 dated 9.6.2009 which is taken on record.  The respondent confirms that information as had been demanded on 17.12.2008 by the complainant, has been supplied.  The respondent has not received any separate request for information.  Notwithstanding above, on request of the complainant dated 2.5.2009, identical information has been supplied to him vide letter No. 70/2009 dated 23.5.2009.

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: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Rajesh Kumar,

H. No. 33159, St. No. 01,

Partap Nagar,

Bathinda – 151 005.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The District Education Officer (S),

Gurdaspur.







…… Respondent



 

  CC – 317 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jai Singh Saini, Superintendent, O/o DEO (S),Gurdaspur and Sh. Gurjit Singh, Clerk. DEO (S), Gurdaspur.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 12.5.2009, the complainant had been given an opportunity to submit his observations on the information provided so far.  The complainant is not present  today.  He has also not submitted any comments/observations on the information provided.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
2.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

B -325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  Prem Sabha High School,

Sangrur.







…… Respondent



 

  CC – 168 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sham Lal Singla, Complainant in person.



Sh. Gurpreet Singh Gill, Counsel for the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 12.5.2009, the respondent was directed to provide the requisite information by registered post free of cost, by 20.5.2009 with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent hands over a copy of letter No. 754/09 dated 2.6.2009, addressed to the complainant, with a copy to the Commission.

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: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Raj Pal Madan,

91 – Krishna Square – I,

Shivala Road,

Amritsar.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,w
O/o  Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.







…… Respondent



 

  CC – 157 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Daman Bhalla, Accountant, O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar and Sh. Dinesh Suri, Inspector, Municipal Council, Jandiala Guru.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 12.5.2009, the respondent had been directed to supply the requisite information free of cost by registered post to the  complainant, by 25.5.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that information has been provided to the complainant vide letter No.AIT/DC/1369 dated 20.5.2009.  The complainant has acknowledged receipt of information.  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: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Harpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Wariam Singh,

Vill. Mahaun, P.O. Kotla Ajner,

Tehsil Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Khanna.







…… Respondent



 

  CC – 635 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Harpal Singh, Complainant in person..


Sh. Jagdish Singh, Panchayat Secretary, O/o BDPO, Khanna.

1.

The complainant vide letter dated 1.4.2009 has confirmed having received the information as had been requisitioned and he is satisfied with the same.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

2.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

District Commander (Retd.),

H. No. 201 – 204/100,

Block – J, B.R.S.Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

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

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice,

Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




…… Respondent



 

  CC – 1340 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Daljit Singh, Grewal, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

This case was last heard on 30.10.2008 by Hon’ble Sh. P.K.Verma, SIC.  The case was transferred to the present bench on 11.5.2009 on the orders of the Acting CIC.  This being the first hearing, another opportunity is given to the respondent to progress the case.

2.

Adjourned to 9.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

3.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. R.D.Jain,

3/142, Sunder Vihar,

Paschim Vihar,

New Delhi – 110 087.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent



 

  CC – 667 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. R.D.Jain, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding Ludhiana Mohan Cooperative House Building Society.  Initial request containing five items was sent on 29.1.2008 by registered post.  On not getting any response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 17.1.2009.
2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent is not present.  The complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far.

3.

In view of the foregoing, it is directed that :-

(a)  The complainant will submit proof of delivery of his registered letter dated 29.1.2008 to the respondent.

(b)  The respondent will provide information as has been demanded by the complainant if not exempt under the provisions of the RTI Act, by 30.6.2009, by registered post free of cost.

(c)  The respondent will make a written submission explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings today.

(d)  On the next date of hearing, the respondent PIO will be personally present with a copy of information sought by the complainant.
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4.

To come up on 7.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Smt. Kamlesh Rani,

H. No. 724, Sector – 12 A,

Panchkula.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o  The Superintending Engineer,

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Mohali.







…… Respondent



 

  CC – 683 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. H.B.Garg, husband of Smt. Kamlesh Rani, Complainant.

Sh. Gurbax Singh, Assistant Estate Officer, GMADA, Mohali; Sh. S.K.Bains, SDO (Bldg.), GMADA, Mohali and Mrs. Parveen Sikka, Senior Assistant (Accounts) O/o Estate Officer, GMADA, Mohali.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding property – SCF No. 65, Phase 2, Mohali.  Initial request containing seven items was filed on  13.1.2009.  On not being satisfied with the response of the respondent, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 23.2.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that information has been supplied in parts vide Memo. No. 8904 dated 26.3.2009 and No. 6396 dated 4.3.2009.  The complainant is still not satisfied.  The respondent confirms that no additional information exists on record.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent will submit affidavit by 25.6.2009 to the Commission confirming non-availability of any additional information on record as has been sought by the complainant.
4.

The representative of the complainant does not have an authority letter.  On the next date of hearing he will submit authority letter from the complainant.
5.

To come up for compliance of order on 26.6.2009 at 11.00 A.M.

6.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Rajeev Sharma,

120, Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent



 

  CC – 698 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rajeev Sharma, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding allotment of Plot No. 210, Maharishi Balmik Nagar.  Initial request was sent on 13.10.2008 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission which was received in the Commission’s office on 17.3.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the complainant states that he has received no information so far.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant, if not exempt,  by registered post free of cost by 25.6.2009, with a copy to the Commission.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO respondent will be personally present along with a copy of information sought by the complainant.  He will also through a written submission explain reasons of his absence from the proceedings today.

4.

To come up on 2.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Rajeev Sharma,

120, Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent



 

  CC – 699 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rajeev Sharma, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to allotment of Plots to LDPs in 256 Acre Scheme.  Initial request was sent on 19.2.2008 and on not receiving a response, the complainant filed a complaint which was received in Commission’s office on 17.3.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the complainant states that he has received no information so far.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant, if not exempt, by registered post free of cost by 25.6.2009, with a copy to the Commission.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO respondent will be personally present along with a copy of information sought by the complainant.  He will also through a written submission explain reasons of his absence from the proceedings today.

4.

To come up on 2.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Rajeev Sharma,

120, Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent



 

  CC – 700 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rajeev Sharma, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

The case relates to seeking copies of certain documents.  Initial request containing two items was sent on 12.10.2008 and on not receiving a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission which was received in Commission’s office on 17.3.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the complainant states that he has received no information so far.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant, if not exempt,  by registered post free of cost by 25.6.2009, with a copy to the Commission.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO respondent will be personally present along with a copy of information sought by the complainant.  He will also through a written submission explain reasons of his absence from the proceedings today.

4.

To come up on 2.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Raj Kumar Bhagat,

26-A, Gurcharan Park,

Near Kochhar Market,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Director,

Deptt. of Ayurvedic, Punjab,

SCO No. 823-824, Sector 22 – A,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent


 
 

  CC – 203 of 2009



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.
1.

Vide my Order dated 14.5.2009, the respondent PIO had been directed to provide requisite information pertaining to Items No. 9, 10, 11 and 12, to the complainant, by 31.5.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  However, the respondent has informed vide letter No. 6079 dated 20.5.2009 that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant.  No comments have been received from the complainant nor is he present for the proceedings.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 09.06.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

