STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagdish Chand, 

H.No. 6328/1, 

Mohalla Sukhdaspura, Near B-Tank, 

Patiala.







        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chief Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., 

Patiala.






                     Respondent
AC No. 922 of 2010

Present:
i)     Sh. Jagdish Chand, appellant in person. 

ii)    Sh. Dalbara Singh, Addl. SE Grid. on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the appellant was transferred to the Punjab State Transmission Corporation Ltd. (Transco). The respondent states that the verification of the service of the appellant from 03-11-1974 to 03-10-1978 has been taken up with the Regional Provident Fund  Commissioner  and  the issue of the dues of the appellant would be settled shortly. The appellant on the other hand states that he is not interested in the settlement of dues but he wants a certificate of verification of his work-charged service from the Power Corporation, to enable him to get its benefit for the purpose of pension after his retirement from the Corporation.  He states that his service record is available with the Corporation and an entry has been made in his service book about the work charged service which he has done from 03-11-1974 to 03-10-1978 and this service was taken into account when he was given promotion as Asstt. Lineman in 1979.   
  The respondent is directed to look up the records and to verify the work charged service of the appellant and give him the verification report before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-02-2011 for confirmation of compliance.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kamal Kishore Aggarwal, 

287, Focal Point, 

Amritsar.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


                     Respondent

CC No. 3284 of 2010
Present:
i)     None on  behalf of the complainant. 

  ii)    Sh. G.S.Sandhu, Manager (Legal)-cum-APIO, and Sh. Rajinder Singh, Sr. Asstt (Estate wing), on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that contrary to what the appellant has asserted in his appeal, the names and addresses of persons to whom the original allottees   sold their plots is not available at any one place in the records of the Corporation. A list of the names and addresses of the original allottees of plots in the Industrial Focal Point, Industrial Point Extention, Mehta Road and New Industrial Focal Point, Amritsar only is maintained in a register.


In view of the above, the information required by the complainant would need to be created by the respondent after consulting hundred of files, which is not required to be done under the RTI Act, 2005.


Disposed  of.  
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dev Raj Jain, 

House No. 577, Sector 11,

Panchkula. (Haryana)





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chairman,

Khadi & Village Industries Board, 

SCO No. 2429-30, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent
CC No. 3282 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant. 

ii)      Sh.  Davinder  Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO and Sh. Kamal Netar Mathur, Jr. Assistant..
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that all possible information which is available, running  into about 600 pages,  has already been provided to the complainant, but he has been pressing that the Board should create  information for him in accordance with a proforma which he has given, which is not required to be done under the provisions of the RTI Act,2005.  I agree with the respondent.
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurpreet Singh,

S/o. Sh. Naginder Singh,

Village Madhirawalan New ,

District Moga.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Muktsar.






                     Respondent

CC No.  3661 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Gurpreet Singh,   complainant in person. 

ii)        Sh.  Sham Lal, Supdt., on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 10-12-2010.


Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Harinder Pal Singh Grewal, Joint Director,

Department of  Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs,  Punjab, 

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh. 







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Food and Supplies Department,

Room No. 410, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh






                     Respondent

CC No.  3663 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Harinder Pal Singh Grewal, complainant in person. 

ii)        Sh.  Parveen Sapra and Ms. Baljinder Kaur,Sr. Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


There are two items of information mentioned in the application for information of the complainant.  He has received the information mentioned at item no 1. Insofar as item no 2 is concerned, the complainant has asked for copies of the proceedings concerning the complaints made against him during the karif season 2008-09. Having heard the respondent in the complainant’s absence, I observe that the complaints referred to in the application for information are of a sensitive nature and in fact, a decision is still to be taken whether they should be inquired into. In the meanwhile, I agree with the respondent that disclosure of the details of the complaint is exempted under Section 8 (1) (e, g, and h).  However, the respondent is directed to reconsider the application of the complainant if it is finally decided that an inquiry will not be held into the complaints.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Charanjit, 

S/o. Sh. Gurmit Ram,

C/o. R.P.I. Office, 

Chumber Shuttering Store, 

Bhanoki Road, Kot Rani, 

Tehsil Phagwara, District Kapurthala.



        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.






                     Respondent
CC No. 3664 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Charanjit,   complainant in person. 

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


Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission that the information required by the complainant consisting of two pages could not be sent to him because he has not yet deposited the prescribed fees. A copy of the letter of the respondent has been given to the complainant. The respondent is directed to give the required information to the complainant after he has deposited the prescribed fees.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldeep Kumar, 

VPO    Lang, 

Tehsil & District Patiala.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala






                     Respondent
CC No. 3666  of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Kuldeep Kumar,   complainant in person. 

ii)         Sh.  Sat   Pal, Patwari, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case was transferred by the respondent to the APIO-cum-Tehsildar,  Patiala,  since the records required by the complainant are in the custody of the Tehsildar, vide his letter dated 13-10-2010.  The complainant states that information in respect of point no. 1 of his application has been given to him by the Tehsildar, but point nos. 2 & 3 are still under collection, because the concerned Kanungo has told him that some of the records are in Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


In the above circumstances, the PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, is substituted as the respondent in this case and he is directed to ensure that complete information to the extent that it is available is given to the complainant  before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-02-2011 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

Copy is forwarded to the Tehsildar, Patiala in continuation of letter No. 11956 dated 13-10-2010  of Director, Land Records, Jalandhar, No. 11956 dated 13-10-2010 for immediate necessary action.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Jasvir Singh,

S/o. Sh. Dharam Singh,

S.E.T.C. , B.B.M.B.,

Talwara Township. Distt. Hoshiarpur.



        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation,  Dasuya. 





 Distt. Hoshiarpur.







Respondent
CC No. 3303 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Jasvir Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)    Sh. Harish  Kumar Sharma, Sr. Executive Engineer, on      behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information supplied to the complainant by the S.D.O., Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Gardiwala, vide his letter dated 04-05-2010 is not the information for which the complainant had made his application.  On the other hand, I find that  the complainant has asked for information whether a third party was present or on leave  on several days mentioned in his application, spread over from 15-07-1999 to 31-12-2003,  and in case  he was on leave, the records concerning his taking the leave . I find that this information  falls squarely within the ambit of Section 11 of the RTI Act,  and the respondent is therefore directed to take action as has been laid down in the afore mentioned provision of the Act and then take a decision on the complainant’s application.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-02-2011 for confirmation of compliance.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Virsa Singh, Namberdar,

Village Bhangala, 

Tehsil Patti, 

District Taran Taran.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Food & Supplies Controller,

Taran Taran. 





                     Respondent

CC No. 3547 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant. 

ii)       Sh. Mohinder  Arora, Inspector , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant concerns the action taken on his complaint dated 27-07-2010 against irregularities being committed by the Khemkaran Gas Agency, Village Bhangala,  Tehsil Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran.  The respondent has submitted the report of the inquiry held into the complainant’s complaint dated 27-07-2010 and a copy of the same, along with a copy of the covering letter of the respondent, should be sent along with these orders to the complainant for his information.
The complainant has requested for an adjournment of this case. In case there is any further submission  he wishes to make,  he may do so at 10 AM on 10-02-2011.


It will not be necessary for the respondent to attend the hearings of this case till further notice.


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sant Ram Kataria,

ES-334, Abadpura,

Nakodar Road, 

Jalandhar City.






        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.






                     Respondent
CC No.  3690 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Sant Ram Kataria,   complainant in person. 

ii)         None  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information for which the complainant has applied in this case relates to personal details of  a third party, about whether she has sought permission from Government before acquiring  some property and whether leave was taken by her before attending a court case.  Such like information  relating to a third party is exempted from disclosure  under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H. P. Sharma,

Kothi No. 614, Phase 1,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.





        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Director, 

Food & Civil Supplies Deptt. Punjab, 

eevan Deep Building,Sector 17, Chandigarh.

                     Respondent

AC No. 1094 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant. 

ii)        Sh. Charanjeet Singth, Supdt.  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 13-01-2011.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. C.L. Pawar,

Kothi No. 599, Phase 2,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.





        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent





AC No. 1092 of 2010
 Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the appellant. 

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


Heard.


The respondent states that  the appellant has been informed that no action can be taken on his application  for information,  since the information concerns several departments and action under Section 6(3) was not taken because of multiplicity of PIOs involved,  in view of the guidelines of Government of India, circulated vide their memo. dated 12-06-2009.  

The appellant is not present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ramesh Chander Arora,

S/o. Sh. Niamat Rai Arora,

Inspector Food & Supplies (Retd.),

R/o. Street No. 9, Arya Nagar, 

Fazilka, District- Ferozepur-152123.
  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Director ,

 Food & Civil Supplies Department, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep  Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh-160017.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 2388 of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant 

ii) Sh. Charanjeet Singh, Supdt.  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information for which the complainant had applied has been given to him vide letter dated 10-01-2011, consisting of a copy of the orders dated 29-09-2000, in which the reasons for the imposition of the penalty of Rs. 9731.75/- on the complainant have  been mentioned.


The respondent has requested for an adjournment.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 10-02-2011 for consideration of the respondent’s reply to the show cause notice issued to him in the orders dated 
23-12-2010.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.  P.J.S. Mehta,

Lt. Col. (Retd.),

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

S.C.F. 29-30, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.




   
   
…………Complainant

Vs.

Ms. Balraj Kaur,

 (By Regd. Post)
Public Information Officer-cum-
District Revenue Officer, 
Ludhiana. 
 




        
…………Respondent

CC No. 2216 of 2008
Present:
i)  Sh.  P.J.S. Mehta, complainant in person.



ii) None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


Vide orders dated 30-12-2010, a final opportunity had been given to the PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana  to comply with the orders dated 09-12-2010,  but neither the PIO nor any authorized representative  on his behalf is present in the Court.  The complainant states that he has not received any reply from the PIO, concerning the assertion of the police authorities of Ludhiana District that letter No. 547/Rehab. dated 06-05-1975, offering the sale of a plot measuring 760 sq. yards to Sh. Gurdarshan Singh Dhaliwal, was issued  by the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Ms. Balraj Kaur, PIO-cum-District Revenue Officer, Ludhiana,  to show cause at 10 AM on 10-02-2011 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the orders of the Commission dated 09-12-2010 should not be imposed upon her u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

# 1151, Street No. 1, Dutt Road,

Moga- 142001.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Moga.







__________ Respondent

CC No. 3384 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None  on  behalf of the complainant.. 

ii)        Sh. Balwant Singh, ETO, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought an attested  copy of his letter dated 21-09-2010,  which is sent to the  complainant along with these orders. The complainant has  requested for   an  adjournment .  This case is adjourned to 10 AM on 10-02-2011 for giving an opportunity to  the complainant to make any further submission concerning his application for information and the replies received by him from the respondent
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2011.

