STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



               Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Kulwant Singh,

S/o Shri Kirpal Singh,

Vill: Jalal Khera, PO: Sullar,

District: Patiala.



                    
       
  
        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o SDO, PSPCL, Sular, 

District: Patiala.






                     Respondent

CC No.1185 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Kulwant Singh, Complainant in person.


Shri Santokh Singh, APIO-cum-AE on behalf of Respondent.



Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 15.4.2011, with respect to his RTI application dated 14.3.2011, made to the address of PIO, O/o   SDO, PSPCL, Sular, District: Patiala, seeking information regarding A.P.Connections. 

2.

Both the parties are present. Respondent has provided the information to the complainant, he also placed the copy of the information on the record of the Commission and the complainant has also acknowledged the same.
3.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 17.08.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



               Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Narinder Singh,

# 3189/17,

Nai Haveli,Gate Hakima,

Amritsar-143001.



                    
            
        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation

Limited, Chandigarh.



                                          Respondent
CC No.1154 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Chander Mohan, PIO-cum-Superintendent on behalf of Respondent.



Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 11.4.2011 with respect to his RTI application dated 17.1.2011, made to the address of PIO, O/o   Managing Director, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation Limited, Chandigarh, seeking information in 2 points. 

2.

Today during hearing, respondent submitted that information has been procured from the Establishment Branch on 4.7.2011 and the same has been supplied to the complainant, vide letter No.PWC/RTI/F.No. /13826, dated 6.7.2011 by registered post. A copy of the Dispatch Register has been brought by the respondent and a copy of information supplied, has also been placed on the record of the Commission.

 3.

Complainant is not present today. The Complainant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 14.6.2011, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.

4.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 17.08.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



               Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.




                    
                
        Complainant

Versus    
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Health System 

Corporation Phase-IV,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).




                                              Respondent

CC No.1179 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, Complainant in person.


Shri Gurjaswinder Singh, Accountant, and Shri Gurinder Pal Singh, on 
 


behalf of Respondent.



Complainant filed an RTI application dated 7.2.2011, made to the address of PIO, O/o Punjab Health System Corporation, Phase IV, SAS Nagar (Mohali), seeking information in 6 points.

2.  
 
In response to the RTI application of the applicant, respondent filed reply vide letter No.PHSC/2011/534, dated 17.8.2011 in the Commission. After having received no reply from the PIO, complainant filed complaint in the Commission on 19.4.2011 with the grievance that PIO has provided him incomplete information and accordingly notice has been sent to the parties for today’s hearing.
3.

During hearing, point-wise discussion was made. Information regarding points No. (i), (ii) and (iii) has been supplied to the complainant and the complainant was satisfied with the explanation given by the respondent; and regarding points (iv), (v) and (vi), respondent submitted that the tendering process was not completed till date, so information regarding un-successful and successful bidders was not available in the office. Respondent assured that all information will be provided to the complainant as and when tendering process is completed.
4.

On the perusal of the record and submissions made by the respondent, it appears that respondent has supplied relevant information as per record available in the office. Hence, the complaint against the PIO regarding denial of information is not made out.

5.

In view of the above, the present complaint is dismissed.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   
 Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 17.08.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Harjeet Singh,

183-A/61-A, Main Bhagu Road,

Civil Line, Bathinda.



                    
             
        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health and  Family Welfare,

Punjab, Parivar and Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector:34-A, Chandigarh.




                              Respondent

CC No.1178 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Supinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.



Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 11.4.2011 with respect to his RTI application dated 14.12.2010, made to the address of PIO, O/o  Director Health and  Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh, with the grievance that incomplete information has been supplied to him. 

2.

Today during hearing, respondent pointed out that the application received in his Department. He sought information regarding three points at his letter head
 (RTI application dated 14.12.2010) from the PIO and the application which has been sent by him in the Commission, consisting of 12 points, are different. I take up the first RTI application dated 14.12.2010 which was given by him to the PIO for information on three points. In this regard, respondent submitted that the information duly certified, has been supplied to the complainant. A copy of the information has been placed on the record of the Commission. So far as the second application for similar information consisting of 12 points, which has been sent to the Commission, is not made out and filed.
3.

On perusal of the record and on the basis of submissions made by the respondent, I hold that full information has been provided regarding all the 3 points as per the RTI application dated 14.12.2010. So, no issue (for not providing the information) remains for consideration. This complaint is dismissed as such.
4.

As the information stands supplied to the complainant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 17.08.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

C/o S.Santokh Singh Gill,

Chamber No.21, Court Complex,

Ropar.                                                                                               --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurudwara Parbandhak 

Committee, Amritsar (Punjab)                                                             -------Respondent
CC No.2306 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Gurmukh Singh,Complainant in person.



Shri Simranjit Singh, General Attorney on behalf of Respondent/SGPC.



In compliance of the earlier order dated 13.7.2011, information has been provided to the complainant in three points sought by him as per his RTI application. Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him.
2.

With this, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

3.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 17.08.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Satish Kumar, JE(Retd),

S/o Shri Sham Lal,

Mohalla Shahpuri Gate

Near Mahajan Hall,

VPO: Sujanpur, Tehsil: Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur.



                    
            
        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Executive Engineer,







                     (Operation) Punjab State Power

Corporation Limited, Urban Division,

Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.



               -------------Respondent
CC No1157/2011
ORDER
Present: -
Shri Satish Kumar, JE (Retd),complainant in person.



Shri Ravi Bhushan Verma, SDO on behalf of Respondent/PIO.



Complaint dated 18.4.2011, with respect to RTI application dated 29.3.2010 has been taken today for hearing.
2.

Complainant submitted that he has not received any relevant information. On the other hand, respondent submitted that information has been supplied to him. Complainant’s grievance was that he was not able to get his pension because he has been marked absent wrongly on 4.2.2009. On 3.2.2009, in compliance of the order of his the then SDO, he had visited Patiala on 4.2.2009 to bring his personal code from the office of Chief Engineer, Stores and Disposal, Patiala. In this behalf, he filed his explanation to the Superintending Engineer requesting that the entry ‘marked as absent’ on 4.2.2009, made in his Service Book may be deleted. He had also enclosed the photocopy of the pay certificate as evidence with his representation.
3.

Today during hearing, on perusal of the record, it has been seen that the complainant wants to know what action has been taken on his representation by the competent authority in regard to the deletion of the wrong entry. The respondent explained that entry has not been deleted by the competent authority. So the information which has been sought by him in actual practice has not been provided to 
Cont…p/2

-2-

him till date.
4.

Commission is of the view that follow up action has not been taken by the respondent department. On the request made by the complainant, as the information does not exist in the office, therefore, no action has been taken and the information/document sought by the complainant could not be provided to him. Therefore, information stands supplied as exists in the office. If the complainant has grievance that he has been marked absent wrongly, he may approach the Civil Court to redress his grievance.  

5.

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

6.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 17.08.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

             SCO NO. 84-85,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 



                         Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Major Singh,

S/o Shri Hakam Singh,

VPO: Pacca Kalan,

Tehsil: Talwandi Sabo,

Bathinda.
                                                                                           …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Director Education SGPC,

Plot No.6, Sector: 27-B, Chandigarh.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

S.G.P.C. Amritsar.                                                                               ….Respondent

AC-58/2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant..



Shri Simranjit Singh, General Attorney and Shri Parbhjit Singh, Assistant 
 

Director Education, on behalf of Respondent/SGPC.



Respondent submitted that information sought is voluminous. It will take a lot of time to provide the information to the appellant. He further submitted that most of the information demanded by him in question form. He sought adequate time to provide the information.
2.

On the request of the respondent, one more opportunity is granted to him to supply information to the appellant.
3.  
 
The case is adjourned to 31.10.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 17.08.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate,

S/o Shri Muhru Ram,

C/o Lawyers for Social Action,

# 539/112/3, St.1-E, New Vishnu Puri,

New Shivpuri Road, PO: Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana- 141 007.                                                                           --------Complainant

                                             Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurudwara Parbandhak 

Committee, Amritsar (Punjab).                                                           -------Respondent
CC No.37 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Simranjit Singh, General Attorney on behalf of Respondent/SGPC.



In compliance of the earlier order dated 13.7.2011, respondent submitted that information running into 549 pages, has been supplied to the complainant through parcel. 

2.

 The complainant is not present today. He had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through orders dated 13.7.2011, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.
3.

With this, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 17.08.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Baldev Singh Sharma,

VPO: Sarangdev,

Tehsil: Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.                                                          --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Shiromani Gurudwara Parbandhak 

Committee, Amritsar (Punjab).                                                            -------Respondent
CC No.388, 389, 393, 397, 399 & 263 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Simranjit Singh, General Attorney on behalf of Respondent/SGPC.



Respondent appeared and submitted that due to busy schedule in the SGPC elections to be held recently, he could not find time to provide the information. He also submitted that information in some cases is lengthy and voluminous and there are some cases in which the information is in questionnaire form. 

2.

During hearing, point-wise information was discussed. It was made clarified to the respondent that the information which is in questionnaire form and not on record, needs not to be provided and if the information is voluminous or if the respondent feels that it will divert the resources of the public authority, he may take decision at his own level. He can ask him for the specific information or can ask him for inspection of the relevant record. The respondent appeared on behalf of the SGPC, sought a long adjournment to dispose of the request for information. 
3.

In view of the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to 31.10.2011 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 17.08.2011
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



            Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Charan Kaur

69, Rose Enclave

Near Rose Garden,

Ludhiana.
                                                                                         …. Complainant

Versus

PIO, O/O District Education Officer (Sec.)

Ludhiana.                                                                                                … Respondent

CC No. 556 of 2006

ORDER


This case was earlier heard by  the Bench of former S.I.C. Smt. Rupan Deol Bajaj which  has now been re-allocated to this Bench for hearing..

2
A perusal of the file shows that the complainant had filed her complainant before the Commission with respect to her RTI application seeking  information from the PIO–cum-District Education Officer on three points.  Information on two points was supplied to the complainant but on one point regarding statements of teachers taken by the inquiry officer,  the PIO had claimed exemption  under Section 8(g)  of the RTI Act.  In the order dated 15.11.2006, that Bench had directed the LA of the O/O of D.E.O.Ludhiana to file a copy of the documents supplied to the complainant in the court and also to separately supply copy of such documents in relation to which the exemption is claimed under cover.  It was further observed that these documents will be examined and tested against the touch stone of section 8(g) of the RTI Act.  The case was adjourned for 6th of December 2006 for consideration.  Even though the letter dated 1.05,07 written by the complainant to the CI.C indicates that the case was further fixed for hearing on 24.01.07 and again on 07.03.07, but no such orders are available on record.

3
It is not clear as to why this case remained pending before the previous Bench for such a long time.  The concerned parties have also not tried to pursue the matter. It appears that the complainant might be satisfied with the information supplied to him by the respondent.   Under these circumstances, it may not be advisable to re-open this matter after such a long time.  Accordingly, this case is closed.  










   Sd/-

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 11.07.2011                                               State Information Commissioner.

