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Ms. Nitika D/o Sh. Shalinder Singh,

Ward No. 8,  Tehsil – Nalagarh,

Solan (H. P.)








……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, Pb.

Circle Jalandhar (Punjab)





 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2665 of 2015
Present :
Ms. Nitika,  the complainant, in person.

Sh. S. S. Dhaliwal, S. D. O., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 27.08.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  10.11.2015. 

Sh. S. S. Dhaliwal, S. D. O., appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing. 
The complainant, Ms. Nitika, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states 

that no information has been supplied to her by the respondent PIO so far. 

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act.

Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. 

Raj Kumar Talwar, Superintending Engineer, Water Supply & Sanitation, Punjab, Circle Jalandhar with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 
she is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
(Regd. Post)

 
Sh. Raj Kumar Talwar,

 Superintending Engineer-cum-

 First Appellate Authority, 


 Water Supply & Sanitation, Pb.

Encl :



Circle Jalandhar (Punjab)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Nitika D/o Sh. Shalinder Singh,

Ward No. 8, Tehsil – Nalagarh,

Solan (H. P.)









..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Local Government, Pb.,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh  (Punjab)



  



    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  3633 of 2015
Present :
Ms. Nitika,  the complainant, in person.

i) Sh. Jasvir Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO O/o Secretary, Local Government, Pb. ;

ii) Sh. Anil Kumar, Clerk O/o Imp. Trust, Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 02.05.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  10.11.2015. 

Sh. Jasvir Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO of office of Secretary, Local 

Government, Punjab, appeared in person and Sh. Anil Kumar, Clerk, appeared on behalf of  PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar in today’s hearing, submit a reply vide letter no. 4358 dated 01.02.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Ms. Nitika vide letter no. 7347 dated 31.03.2015. It is taken on record.
The complainant, Ms. Nitika, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states 

that incomplete information has been supplied to her by the respondent PIO. She also alleges that the respondent PIO is harassing her deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to her.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that complete 

information has not been supplied to the information seeker by the respondent PIO till date.

Sh. Anil Kumar states that Sh.  Jitender Singh, Executive Officer, is present PIO of 

office of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar in this case. 

In view of the above,  PIO - Sh.  Jitender Singh, Executive Officer, is present PIO of 

office of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
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In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.


He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
He is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.

The case is adjourned to 16th March, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Sh.  Jitender Singh, 
Executive Officer-cum-PIO,




 Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar (Punjab)

Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Singh,

Anand Nagar,

Street – 3,

Kotkapura,

Distt. – Faridkot (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Managing Director,

MARKFED,

Markfed House, Sector 35 - B, 

Chandigarh







 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2761 of 2015
Present :
Sh.  Balbir Singh,  the complainant, in person.

Ms. Saroj Bala, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 29.09.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  24.11.2015. 

Ms. Saroj Bala, Senior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 
today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Balbir Singh.
The complainant, Sh. Balbir Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
Orally states that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. 

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Singh,

Anand Nagar,

Street – 3,

Kotkapura,

Distt. – Faridkot (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Managing Director,

MARKFED,

Markfed House, Sector 35 - B, 

Chandigarh







 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2762 of 2015
Present :
Sh.  Balbir Singh,  the complainant, in person.

Ms. Saroj Bala, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  29.09.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

Dated 24.11.2015. 

Ms. Saroj Bala, Senior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Balbir Singh.
The complainant, Sh. Balbir Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. 

Sh. Sandeep Hans, Addl. Managing Director(G), office of MARKFED, Chandigarh  with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.
Contd…2/-
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If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


(Regd. Post)

Sh. Sandeep Hans, 

Addl. Managing Director(G) -cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


MARKFED,

Markfed House, Sector 35 - B, 

Chandigarh

Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Singh,

Anand Nagar,

Street – 3,

Kotkapura,

Distt. – Faridkot (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Managing Director,

MARKFED,

Markfed House, Sector 35 - B, 

Chandigarh







 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2763 of 2015
Present :
Sh.  Balbir Singh,  the complainant, in person.

Ms. Saroj Bala, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  29.09.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

Dated 24.11.2015. 

Ms. Saroj Bala, Senior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Balbir Singh.
The complainant, Sh. Balbir Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.
After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. 

Sh. Sandeep Hans, Addl. Managing Director(G), office of MARKFED, Chandigarh  with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.
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If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 
he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


(Regd. Post)

Sh. Sandeep Hans, 

Addl. Managing Director(G) -cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


MARKFED,

Markfed House, Sector 35 - B, 

Chandigarh

Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rajesh Kumar

S/o Sh. Ajmer Singh,

H. No. 101, Ward – 5,

Kurali, 

Distt. - Mohali (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Executive Officer,

Punjab Wakf Board,

SCO 1062-1063,

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh





 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2769 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Rajesh Kumar,  the complainant, in person.

Sh. Danishwar Ali, Addl. Law Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  13.05.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  26.11.2015. 

The complainant, Sh. Rajesh Kumar,  appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Sh. Danishwar Ali, Addl. Law Officer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 
today’s hearing, hands over a reply dated 02.02.2016 to the complainant, Sh. Rajesh Kumar, during the hearing  in the Commission today. A copy of the same is taken on record.
I have gone over the contents of the response given by the respondent PIO 
concerned, I found it satisfactory.



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

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dinesh Chadha, Advocate,

V.P.O. – Barwa,

Distt. – Ropar - 140117 (Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Managing Director,

Punjab Health System Corporation,

Phase – 6, S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Managing Director,

Punjab Health System Corporation,

Phase – 6, S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)

  



    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  3800 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Dinesh Chadha,  the appellant, in person.

i) Sh. Mayank Mathur, Legal Advisor ;
ii) Sh. Gurinder Pal Singh, Assistant-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 16.09.2014. First appeal is dated 27.01.2015. Second 
appeal with the Commission is dated 26.11.2015. 

Sh. Mayank Mathur, Legal Advisor and Sh. Gurinder Pal Singh, Assistant-cum-PIO, 
who appeared in person in today’s hearing, state that a speaking order has already been passed  by the First Appellate Authority and was also sent to the appellant, Sh. Dinesh Chadha vide letter no. 173-174 dated 24.03.2015.
The appellant, Sh. Dinesh Chadha, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses his dissatisfaction over the same.

Sh. Mathur and Sh. Gurinder Pal Singh has sought an adjournment in this case to 
file a reply. They also state that Dr. Gurinder Brar, Director, is PIO of office of Punjab Health System Corporation in this case.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the requisite 

information has not been supplied by the respondent PIO to the information seeker even after a period of one year.

In view of the above,  PIO - Dr. Gurinder Brar, Director, Punjab Health System 
Corporation, Mohali will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
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In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.
He will also show cause under Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act, as to why disciplinary 

action be  not  recommended against upon him for willful delay in supplying the information to the RTI applicant. under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
He is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.

The case is adjourned to 16th March, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties..
    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Dr. Gurinder Brar, 
Director-cum-PIO,




O/o The Managing Director,

Punjab Health System Corporation,

SIHFW (State Institute of Health & Family Welfare),
Near Civil Hospital

Phase – 6, S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)

Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Lakhbir Singh

S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

V.P.O.- Dhotian,

Teh. & Distt. – Tarn Taran - 143511 (Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Joint Sub Registrar

(Naib Tehsildar),

Naushehra Pannuan,

Distt. - Tarn Taran (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Joint Sub Registrar

(Naib Tehsildar),

Naushehra Pannuan,

Distt. - Tarn Taran (Punjab)


  



    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  3867 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 23.05.2015. First appeal is dated 02.07.2015. Second 
appeal with the Commission is dated 26.11.2015. 

The appellant, Sh. Lakhbir Singh, is not present in today’s hearing.

Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing, states that  the requisite information could not be supplied to the appellant, Sh. Lakhbir Singh as required revenue fee was not deposited by the appellant, about which the appellant was informed vide letter no. 14 dated 27.06.2015. 

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the respondent 

PIO has failed to demand the required fee within the stipulated time of ten days from the date of receipt of the RTI application as per rule 4 of Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007, the respondent PIO was bound to supply the requisite information to the complainant ‘free of cost’.

On this,  Sh. Deepak Kumar states that the requisite information would be supplied 

to the appellant. 
The case is adjourned to 16th March, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent PIO will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Deepak Kumar during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.      

    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Lakhbir Singh

S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

V.P.O.- Dhotian,

Teh. & Distt. – Tarn Taran - 143511 (Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Joint Sub Registrar

(Naib Tehsildar),

Naushehra Pannuan,

Distt. - Tarn Taran (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Joint Sub Registrar

(Naib Tehsildar),

Naushehra Pannuan,

Distt. - Tarn Taran (Punjab)


  



    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  3868 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 23.05.2015. First appeal is dated 02.07.2015. Second 

appeal with the Commission is dated 26.11.2015. 

The appellant, Sh. Lakhbir Singh, is not present in today’s hearing.

Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, states that  the requisite information could not be supplied to the appellant, Sh. Lakhbir Singh as required revenue fee was not deposited by the appellant, about which the appellant was informed vide letter no. 13 dated 27.06.2015. 

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the respondent 

PIO has failed to demand the required fee within the stipulated time of ten days from the date of receipt of the RTI application as per rule 4 of Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007, the respondent PIO was bound to supply the requisite information to the complainant ‘free of cost’.

On this,  Sh. Deepak Kumar states that the requisite information would be supplied 

to the appellant. 
The case is adjourned to 16th March, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent PIO will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Deepak Kumar during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.      

    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Lakhbir Singh

S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

V.P.O.- Dhotian,

Teh. & Distt. – Tarn Taran - 143511 (Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Joint Sub Registrar

(Naib Tehsildar),

Naushehra Pannuan,

Distt. - Tarn Taran (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Joint Sub Registrar

(Naib Tehsildar),

Naushehra Pannuan,

Distt. - Tarn Taran (Punjab)


  



    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  3869 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 23.05.2015. First appeal is dated 02.07.2015. Second 

appeal with the Commission is dated 26.11.2015. 

The appellant, Sh. Lakhbir Singh, is not present in today’s hearing.

Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, states that  the requisite information could not be supplied to the appellant, Sh. Lakhbir Singh as required revenue fee was not deposited by the appellant, about which the appellant was informed vide letter no. 16 dated 27.06.2015. 

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the respondent 

PIO has failed to demand the required fee within the stipulated time of ten days from the date of receipt of the RTI application as per rule 4 of Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007, the respondent PIO was bound to supply the requisite information to the complainant ‘free of cost’.

On this,  Sh. Deepak Kumar states that the requisite information would be supplied 

to the appellant. 
The case is adjourned to 16th March, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent PIO will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Deepak Kumar during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.      

    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Lakhbir Singh

S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

V.P.O.- Dhotian,

Teh. & Distt. – Tarn Taran - 143511 (Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Joint Sub Registrar

(Naib Tehsildar),

Naushehra Pannuan,

Distt. - Tarn Taran (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Joint Sub Registrar

(Naib Tehsildar),

Naushehra Pannuan,

Distt. - Tarn Taran (Punjab)


  



    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  3870 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 23.05.2015. First appeal is dated 02.07.2015. Second 

appeal with the Commission is dated 26.11.2015. 

The appellant, Sh. Lakhbir Singh, is not present in today’s hearing.

Sh. Deepak Kumar, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, states that  the requisite information could not be supplied to the appellant, Sh. Lakhbir Singh as required revenue fee was not deposited by the appellant, about which the appellant was informed vide letter no. 15 dated 27.06.2015. 

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the respondent 

PIO has failed to demand the required fee within the stipulated time of ten days from the date of receipt of the RTI application as per rule 4 of Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007, the respondent PIO was bound to supply the requisite information to the complainant ‘free of cost’.

On this,  Sh. Deepak Kumar states that the requisite information would be supplied 

to the appellant. 
The case is adjourned to 16th March, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent PIO will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Deepak Kumar during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.      

    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Karamjit Singh S/o Sh. Shingara Singh,

Mohalla Hastiran Wali Gali,

Ward – 7, Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil –Batala,

Distt. – Gurdaspur – 143602 (Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o S. D. O.,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Fatehgarh Churian, Distt. – Gurdaspur (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Addl. S. E.,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Gurdaspur (Punjab)






  
  …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.  2946 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Karamjit Singh, the appellant in person.

None  on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 15.12.2015, neither the appellant nor the 
Respondent was present in today’s hearing and another opportunity was given to the parties to  represent this case in person or through their representative.
The appellant, Sh. Karamjit Singh,  who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that incomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO.
Neither  the respondent PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing. 

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of 
the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Superintending Engineer of office of  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Gurdaspur with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.

        If the applicant is not satisfied with decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.     

    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
 (Regd. Post)

The Superintending Engineer(By Name)

-cum-First Appellate Authority,

O/o Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Encl :


Gurdaspur (Punjab)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jarnail Singh Brar,

Kothi No. 1235, 

Phase – 9, S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)





……. Complainant 

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)





                
  …Respondents
 

 Appeal  Case No.   1196 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Jarnail Singh Brar,  the appellant, in person.

Sh. Varinder Madan, Superintendent (Legal), on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 15.12.2015, Sh. Varinder Madan, 

Superintendent (Legal), Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, appeared on behalf of the respondent  PIO concerned in this case and sought for an adjournment with the promise that  complete information would be supplied to the appellant within fifteen days from that day. Last opportunity was also given to Mrs. Karan Jagdish Kaur, PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, Punjab School Education Board (PSEB) to file her reply in the shape of affidavit.


Sh. Madan also sought for an adjournment on the previous date of hearing, held on 28.10.2015 with the same promise. Mrs. Karan Jagdish Kaur, Joint Secretary, was also  given an opportunity to file her reply in the shape of affidavit.

Sh. Varinder Madan, Superintendent (Legal), appeared on behalf of the respondent 
in today’s hearing. 

The appellant, Sh. Jarnail Singh Brar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that imcomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far. He also alleges that the respondent PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him. He also demands that penal action should be taken against the concerned respondent PIO and suitable compensation be awarded to him as per provisions of the RTI Act.
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After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the requisite 

information has not been supplied by the respondent PIO to the information seeker even after a period of one year.

Due to evasive attitude of the respondent PIO concerned, the information-seeker 

has suffered detriments on account not of attending the hearings in this case, hence an interim compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) is awarded to the appellant, Sh. Jarnail Singh Brar. The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Jarnail Singh Brar.  The crossed cheque/Demand Draft  shall be made from the bank account of  public authority concerned  and not from the individual official.

 The respondent PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the 

Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.

As incomplete information has been supplied , the PIO – Mrs. Karan Jagdish Kaur, 
Joint Secretary will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to her submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.
She will also show cause under Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act, as to why disciplinary 

action be  not  recommended against upon her for willful delay in supplying the information to the RTI applicant under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed against her ex-parte. 
She is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by her on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant, in the shape of an affidavit, which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record  and which must carry point wise  reply of all the queries, before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to her alongwith this order through registered post  for her ready reference.

A copy of this order be sent to   Chief Secretary,  Government of Punjab, Principal 
Secretary, Department of  Education,  Director  General, School Education,  Punjab and the Chairperson, Punjab School Education Board, Mohali through registered post with the directions to intervene into this matter to stop Mrs. Karan Jagdish Kaur to make mockery of law.                      
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If corrective steps are not taken by them, it will encourage the PIO of Punjab School Education Board and other departments not to implement the provisions of the RTI Act in its letter and spirit and hence, it will send a message to the people of State that no public authority is bothered to implement the RTI Act.


They are also directed to ensure the compliance of this order under intimation to the Commission before the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 16th March, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
i) The Chief Secretary

(Regd. Post)


 to Government of Punjab,

Pb. Civil Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh

ii) The Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

(Regd. Post)


Deptt. of Secondary Education, 
Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh

iii) The Director, 
(Regd. Post)


Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)
     
iv) The Chairperson, 
(Regd. Post)


Pb. School Education Board,

Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)
           

v) Ms. Karan Jagdish Kaur, 

(Regd. Post)


Joint Secretary-cum-PIO,





O/o The Director, 

Pb. School Education Board,




Sector 62, P.S.E.B Complex, 

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)
            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts Complex,

Mohali










..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Administrative Officer,

Greater Mohali Area Dev. Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)



First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Administrative Officer,

Greater Mohali Area Dev. Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)



         


     
    …Respondents




  


Appeal  Case No.   1822 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant in person.
i) Sh. Narinderpal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO O/o GMADA, Mohali ;
ii) Ms. Ravinder Kaur, Assistant Town Planner O/o District Town Planner, Mohali.  
ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 15.12.2015, the appellant was advised to point 

out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Sh. Narinderpal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO appeared on behalf of PIO of 

office of GMADA, Mohali and Ms. Ravinder Kaur, Assistant Town Planner appeared on behalf of PIO of District Town Planner, Mohali in today’s hearing and state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.
The appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states 

that he has received the requisite information except point no. 2 and 5 of his RTI application.

Sh. Narinderpal Singh, promises that information in connection with point no. 2 

and 5 of the RTI application would be supplied to the appellant positively.



On this, the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal states that if Sh. Narinderpal Singh fulfills his promise, then he will have no objection if the case is closed today itself.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed with the directions 
that the respondent PIO will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Narinderpal Singh during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.      

    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

(Regd. Post)
Chamber No. 82, 

District Courts,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)
- 160059




……. Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

(Regd. Post)
O/o The Tehsildar,

Majri  -  140110

Distt. -  S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)


First Appellate Authority,

(Regd. Post)
O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)




    ..…Respondent




      Appeal  Case No.  2291 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant, in person.
None on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 15.12.2015, the appellant, through a letter dated 
15.12.2015, had requested for an adjournment in this case to point out deficiencies.

The appellant, Sh. Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that details (‘Khasra’ or ‘Rakba’ numbers) of the concerned land has not been mentioned in the affidavit dated 15.12.2015, given by the respondent.

  Neither  the respondent PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.

The respondent PIO is directed to resubmit a reply in the shape of an affidavit 

alongwith mentioning details (‘Khasra’ or ‘Rakba’ numbers) of the concerned land by the next date of hearing.

 On the hearing, held on 01.10.2015, Sh. Pradeep Bains, had already submitted a 
reply vide letter no. 391 dated 30.09.2015 to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 27.08.2015.
A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Bains in connection with the show cause 

issued to him, will be taken later on.
The case is adjourned to 29th February, 2016(Monday) at 11:00 A. M. 

in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.
    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Prem Kumar Rattan,

H. No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, DHURI,

Distt. - Sangrur (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

S.C.O. 60 – 61, Sector 17 – D,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

S.C.O. 60 – 61, Sector 17 – D,

Chandigarh



         


     

    …Respondents




  


Appeal  Case No.   1603 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

i) Sh. Krishan Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO ;
ii) Sh. Parminder Kumar, H. C. ;
iii) Sh. Ajit Singh, A. S. I.,  on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing, held on 15.12.2015, the appellant was advised to point 

out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.

Sh. Krishan Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO ; Sh. Parminder Kumar, H. C. and Sh. 

Ajit Singh, ASI, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit a reply vide letter no. 4808 dated 01.02.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan vide letter no. 69822 dated 26.11.2015 through registered post. It is taken on record.

The appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,  through a letter dated 29.01.2016, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 2948 dated 01.02.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of 

the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Ms. Neerja, Director, Vigilance Bureau,Punjab Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, 
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after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he 

is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


(Regd. Post)

Ms. Neerja, 
Director-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

S.C.O. 60 – 61, Sector 17 – D,

Chandigarh
Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Prem Kumar Rattan,

(Regd. Post)
H. No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, DHURI,

Distt. - Sangrur (Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o State information Commission, Punjab,

S.C.O. 84 – 85, Sector 17 –C,

Chandigarh



First Appellate Authority,

O/o State information Commission, Punjab,

S.C.O. 84 – 85, Sector 17 –C,

Chandigarh



         


     

    …Respondents




  


Appeal  Case No.   1604 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

i) Sh. Ramesh Kumar, S. O. ;
ii) Sh. K. L. Jhamb, Private Secretary, on behalf of the respondents.  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 15.12.2015, another opportunity was given to 

the appellant to represent his case in person or through his representative.

The appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,  through a letter dated 29.01.2016, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 2947 dated 01.02.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

Sh. Ramesh Kumar, S. O. and Sh. K. L. Jhamb, Private Secretary, who appeared on 
behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit a reply vide letter dated 02.02.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan vide letter no. 422 dated 20.02.2015 and again vide letter no. 41 dated 20.02.2015 through registered post. A copy of the same alongwith copy of supplied information is taken on record. 

I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



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

A copy of the reply submitted by the respondent be sent to the appellant, Sh. Prem 

Kumar Rattan alongwith this order through registered post.
If the applicant is not satisfied with the information supplied by the respondent

PIO, he is free to approach the First Appellate Authority of the office concerned.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.      

    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016  

 Encl :            
        State Information Commissioner

      

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Prem Kumar Rattan,

H. No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, DHURI,

Distt. - Sangrur (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

S.C.O. 60 – 61,Sector 17 – D,

Chandigarh



First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Chief Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

S.C.O. 60 – 61,Sector 17 – D,

Chandigarh



         


     

    …Respondents





Appeal  Case No.   1605 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

i) Sh. Krishan Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO ;
ii) Sh. Parminder Kumar, H. C. ;
iii) Sh. Ajit Singh, A. S. I.,  on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing, held on 15.12.2015, the appellant was advised to point 

out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.

Sh. Krishan Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO ; Sh. Parminder Kumar, H. C. and Sh. 

Ajit Singh, ASI, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan. They also submit a reply vide letter no. 4794 dated 01.02.2016 showing that a vigilance enquiry no. 7/14 is still pending. It is taken on record.

The appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,  through a letter dated 29.01.2016, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 2948 dated 01.02.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of 

the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Ms. Neerja, Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI 
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Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he 

is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
    (Chander Parkash)
2nd February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


(Regd. Post)

Ms. Neerja,  

Director-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

S.C.O. 60 – 61, Sector 17 – D,

Chandigarh

Encl :
