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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Mal Bhatia, 471,

Sector IV, R.K. Puram,

New Delhi.







      -------------Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Divisional Forest Officer,

Opposite Post Office, Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority-

Conservator of Forests, Punjab,

Shivalik Circle, SCO 37-38, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 375  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Raj Mal Bhatia appellant in person.
Shri Gurmukh Singh, Superintendent alongwith Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This case was closed on 8.5.2013 as the appellant had remained absent on three consecutive dates of hearing on 13.7.2013, 16.4.2013 and thereafter on 8.5.2013 and the respondent had clearly stated that the information had been duly furnished to him.  Subsequently, however, the appellant moved an application requesting for reopening of the case closed on ex-party pleading.  The parties were summoned again.  I have heard them today.

2.

The appellant had asked information on five issues which primarily relate to his complaint dated 15.4.2011, in which he had alleged that a Mango Tree on his land had been destroyed while executing Narega Scheme. He sought  a copy of the instructions/scheme under which government may pass any order to destroy the property of a resident while executing Narega Works.
3.

The respondent’s plea is that on receipt of this complaint, a letter was issued bearing No.5158 dated 8.3.2013 conveying to the information-seeker that no action needs to be taken by the respondent-department and that FIR cannot be filed by the respondent-department.  The respondent has shown me copy of the original letter, which was issued to the information-seeker conveying that no action has been taken on his application dated 15.4.2011.  The respondent has also clarified that there is no office noting on this issue and the letter was issued on the direction the Divisional Forest Officer, Hoshiarpur.  Apart from this letter, there is no other record relating to this issue in the office of the respondent.
4.

From the facts, it appears that the respondent had not taken any action on the complaint dated 15.4.2011 and this fact has been duly conveyed to the information-seeker.  Why action was not taken on the issue, is a matter that concerns the administrative department. This Commission has no-jurisdiction to go into this question. 5.

Since the information asked by the appellant has been conveyed to him clearly stating that no action has been taken on his complaint dated 15.4.2011 and that FIR regarding destruction of tree is to be filed by the information-seeker himself, no further cause of action is left in the present appeal.  Therefore the file be consigned to the record.



( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kailash Thakural,

EM-104, Rasta Mohalla,

Jalandhar City-1.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority-

Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 982 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Ms. Maninder Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that in compliance with the directions given on 19.6.2013, they had allowed inspection of the relevant record and copies of the record as identified by the appellant were also given to him.  It is further submitted that appellant had given a receipt in acknowledgement of these documents.

2.

The appellant, however, has sent an e-mail that he is unwell and therefore unable to attend the proceedings.  He has requested for an adjournment, which is allowed.

3.

To come up on 21.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.



( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Massa Singh s/o Shri Santokh Singh,

Village Quilla Kavi Santokh Singh (Noordi),

Tehsil and District Tarntaran.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  1736    of 2013

Present:-
Shri Navjot Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, Nodal PIO alongwith Shri Shashi Kumar, Deputy Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent had given a reply vide its letter No.6403 dated 5.6.2013.  The stand of the respondent is that the information is not maintained in the format in which it has been asked by the information-seeker. To provide information in this format will require a research work and tabulation of data, which would amount to creation of fresh information.

2.

I have heard the parties.  The information-seeker wants to know the exact number of reserved vacancies and carry forward of the backlog of the posts of Junior Engineers-II.  The respondent agrees to furnish this information within a period of 15 days.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 30.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.



( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, # 397,  2nd Floor, 

Sector –9, Panchkula





     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o Managing Director, Bhai Mahan Singh College of Engineering,

Mukatsar







   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1197 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardvinder Goyal complainant in person.



Shri D.K. Raheja, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Parties request for an adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 14.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Kumar s/o Shri Ram Asra,

Village Sarthali, P.O. Takhatgarh,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib (Ropar).



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Roop Nagar.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2328 of 2013

Present:- 
Shri Varinder Kumar complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

None is present on behalf of the PIO/Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Roop Nagar.  The complainant submits that the information in response to his RTI request dated 8.1.2013 has still not been given by the respondent.  Issue fresh notice to the respondent for 30.8.2013.

2. 

To come up on 30.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sonu Maheshwari, Chairman,

Naujwan Welfare Society (Regd.),

#4395, Kikkar Bazar, Bathinda.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Divisional Forest Officer,

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority-

Conservator of Forests, Ferozepur.



    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1431 of 2013

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri S.K. Singla, Administrative Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent has placed on record a written reply vide its No.RTI/98/2716 dated 23.7.2013 with a copy to the information-seeker.  The plea of the respondent is that complete information stands duly furnished to the information-seeker and that there is no merit in the present appeal.

2. 

Since the appellant is absent today without intimation, proceedings are adjourned to 30.8.2013 to enable the appellant to file his rejoinder/objections, if any.

3. 

On the request of the respondent, his presence on the next date of hearing is exempted.

4. 

To come up on 30.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Kumar s/o Shri Ram Asra,

Village Sarthali, P.O. Takhatgarh,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib (Ropar).




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi (Roop Nagar).





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2327 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Varinder Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Parhlad Singh, Panchayat Officer o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been supplied to the satisfaction of the complainant vide Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi’s letter No.1293 dated 25.7.2013 with an endorsement to the State Information Commission, Punjab.  The only issue pressed by complainant is delay in furnishing of the information, as the complainant had applied on 3.4.2013.  The plea of the respondent is that they were busy with the Panchayat Election, which is a time bound exercise and consequently some delay occurred which was entirely unintentional.

2.

I have heard the parties. In view of the fact that the information stands furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant, the plea of the respondent regarding the delay is accepted and the present complaint case is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dewan Singh Jaggi,

#136/10, Central Town,

Jalandhar.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2320 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Dewan Singh Jaggi complainant in person.


Shri Parampal Singh, ATP on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply vide No.37/MTP dated 5.8.2013, a copy of which alongwith a copy of the enclosure has been given to the complainant.  The complainant had sought information as to action taken on his complaints dated 6.8.2010 and 27.1.2011 addressed to the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  The plea of the complainant is that in earlier RTI cases wrong and factually incorrect information has been given and he has complained in this regard.  Now he wants to know under the Right to Information Act, 2005, if any action was taken against employees responsible for giving wrong and factually incorrect information regarding demolition of unauthorized construction.  The respondent shall answer this particular query and give a written reply to the complainant as to action taken, if any, against employees responsible for giving wrong and factually incorrect information.

2.

As regards action taken on the complaints, the respondent has clarified that they have not been able to remove the unauthorized construction due to the reason that the required police help has not been provided by the police authorities.

3.

The matter has been pending since 2007, the Municipal Corporation should act promptly in the matter and a copy of this order be endorsed to the Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar for appropriate action.

4.

With this direction, the present complaint case is closed.





( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

CC
The Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rajneesh Madhok,

#B-XXX/63, Nehru Nagar,

Street No.2,

Railway Road, Phagwara.





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Improvement Trust, Phagwara.

First Appellate Authority-

Regional Deputy Director,

Local Government, Punjab,

Jalandhar.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1455  of 2013

Present:- 
Shri Rajnish Madhok complainant in person.

Shri Lokesh Narang, Advocate alongwith Shri Pawan Kumar, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The appellant had moved an application on 11.4.013 to the PIO/Improvement Trust, Phagwara raising 12 queries in all and there are many sub-queries within these 12 queries which make the information extremely voluminous and  in some cases relating to third parties.  The respondent had replied vide their letter No.614 dated 23.4.2013 and offered appellant to inspect the record in view of the voluminous nature of the information.  The present position of the case is that inspection was carried out by the appellant and copies of 38 pages of the concerned file were given by the respondent.

2. 

The background of the case is that the present appellant was allotted a plot in New Hargobind Nagar, Phagwara. It was subsequently resumed by the Improvement Trust.  The appellant moved Consumer Forum, which restored the plot.  The matter went before the State Consumer Forum and is admittedly pending with the National Consumer Forum, Delhi.

3. 

The stand of the respondent is that Consumer Forum had directed them to hand over the physical possession of the plot to the appellant and accordingly the possession of the plot was handed over to him.  From the office record, it appears that appellant had signed the relevant papers taking over possession though his contention is that the size of the plot is less than what was originally allotted to him.  This issue does not concern the Right to Information Act, 2005 and without going into this aspect, the fact is that the possession of the plot as it appears on record, was passed on to the appellant.

4. 

The limited issue pressed by the appellant before the Commission is that he should be given a copy of the order by which the Improvement Trust directed the removal of a small wall/gate built on this plot.  The stand of the respondent is that there is no formal order on record directing removal of the wall/gate on the land/plot. A perusal of the relevant file, which has been inspected by the appellant also shows that there is no formal order on record vide which the alleged demolition was ordered by the Improvement Trust.  The plea of the respondent is that the Consumer Forum, Kapurthala vide its order dated 9.3.2013 had directed the respondent to hand over the possession of the plot within three days of the order and accordingly possession was handed over and compliance report was given to the Consumer Forum.  It is further stated that no formal order directing demolition of any wall or gate was passed by respondent.
5. 

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Since no formal order directing demolition of the wall/gate exists on file, copy of the same cannot be given.  The definition of information under Section 2(f) read with Section 2(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is very clear that it is only material information which is held by or under the control of a public authority which may be accessed by an information-seeker.  Since the alleged order directing demolition is not available on the file, the same naturally cannot be given.  The respondent further submits that they have adequate power under Section 81 of the Punjab Town Improvement Act to remove encroachments on the property of the Improvement Trust. 
6. 

The appellant further submits that he has not been furnished any information pertaining to his queries at Sr. No.6, 7 and 9 relating to demolition.  The respondent has explained that no formal order regarding demolition was passed and therefore, it does not exist on record. As regard query at Sr. No.8, the information-seeker has sought a list of officials posted during last 10 years.  The stand of the respondent is that no information in consolidated form is maintained which may indicate the names and designations of the officers posted as Junior Engineers, Assistant Engineers, Executive Engineers and officials of Public Works Department in the last ten years.  Since the list does not exist in the consolidated form, the respondent is not required to undertake a research or tabulation work to prepare the list from different files/record and thereafter furnish it to the appellant.
7.

The position regarding Sr. No.10 and 11 is similar to the legal position pertaining to query at Sr. No.9.  These details are not maintained in tabulated form of a list and therefore cannot be supplied.  The remedy open to the information-seeker is to apply for copies of each order in respect of each property which may have been resumed or subsequently restored. Queries like ‘does the demolition drive make government agencies suffer losses’ are in the nature of questions.  What, why, whether, where are the kind of questions not covered within the definition of information in Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

8.

I am satisfied that the respondent has adequately replied to queries of the appellant under the RTI Act.  The appellant was allowed inspection of the entire record and the documents identified by him after inspection have already been furnished to him.  I, therefore, do not find any merit in this appeal case filed in the Commissionon 25.6.2013 and close the same.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Kumar Bajaj

s/o Shri Hari Chand Bajaj,

Street No.1, Ward No.2/397,

#4/126, Gobind Nagar, Malout (Sri Mukatsar Sahib).

    -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., 

City Sub Division, Malout (Sri Mukatsar Sahib).


    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2311 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Devinder Kumar advocate on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Raj Kumar, Revenue Accountant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Devinder Kumar, Advocate submits that complainant does not want to pursue the case.  The respondent also submits a written submission from Shri Surinder Kumar Bajaj, the present complainant, dated 5.8.2013 that he has received the information and that the complaint case may be consigned to record.  In view of this, the complaint case filed in the Commission on 25.6.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16, Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Chairman, Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Chairman, Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1496  of 2013

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant .

Shri Babu Lal, Additional Superintending Engineer on behalf of the respondent.

Order


The respondent submits a written reply vide memo No.10595-96 dated 5.8.2013 with a copy to the appellant, who however has sent an e-mail stating that he has not received any written reply.  The respondent is, therefore, directed to send a fresh written reply to the appellant before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 30.8.2013.

2. 

To come up on 30.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Singh

s/o Shri Banta Singh,

Village Ghangash,

Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer (Hqrs),

Roop Nagar Head Works Division,

Roop Nagar.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2306  of 2013

Subject:- 
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sucha Singh, AE alongwith Shri Amarjit Singh, JE on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent submits a photocopy of its letter No.2757/16-E dated 20.5.2013 written to the Shri Baldev Singh, the present complainant.  The plea of the respondent is that they have furnished complete information regarding the queries dated 18.4.2013.

2. 

Since the complainant is absent today without intimation, the case is adjourned to 30.8.2013 to enable him to file his rejoinder/objections, if any.  

3. 

To come up on 30.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vipan Kumar s/o Shri Krishan Kumar

r/o 319-B. Ward No.23, New Abadi,

Khanna.







      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,

PSPCL, Khanna City-2.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Executive Engineer,

PSPCL, Khanna.






    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  1498 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Vipan Kumar appellant in person.
Shri Iqbal Singh, Assistant Engineer alongwith Shri Daljit Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent has furnished a detailed reply vide his No.7741 dated 30.7.2013 alongwith the relevant enclosures.  The reply of the respondent answers all the queries except pertaining to a meter installed in the DAV Public Senior Secondary School.  This is a third party information and no public interest has been shown in the disclosure of this information.  Hence, the respondent has denied the information on this limited issue.  I have heard the parties and gone through the record. Since the respondent has answered the queries of the appellant keeping in view the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005, I do not find any deficiency in the information and hence, close the present appeal case filed in the Commission on 4.7.2013.





( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Gurmail Kaur

w/o late Shri Balbir Singh

r/o Village Bhagthalla Kallan,

Tehsil and District Faridkot.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Sub Urban, Faridkot.





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2294 of 2013

Present:-
Mrs. Gurmail Kaur complainant in person.

Shri Mandeep Singh, AEE alongwith Shri Randhir Singh, Revenue Accountant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply pleading that the information regarding transfer of tubewell connection has been given to the complainant, but record relating to the supporting documents on the basis of which, this transfer was made from the name of Shri Chattar Singh to Shri Lakhbir Singh are not traceable. The respondent further undertakes to give a copy of the relevant ledger in which the transfer entry has been made.  The complainant is satisfied, if a certified copy of the ledger is given to her.  Accordingly the respondent is directed to furnish the same within 10 days of this order.  With this direction, the case filed in the Commission on 5.6.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Mona, #H-13/P,

Jagadhari Road, Mahesh Nagar,

Ambala Cantt.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority-

Regional Deputy Director,

Local Government, Jalandhar.




    -------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 1464 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Bhushan Kumar on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Mohinder Jaggi, Steno alongwith Shri Harbans Singh, Senior Assists on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have already furnished the requested information.  The appellant, however, gives a written submission pointing out certain deficiencies in the information.  The respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 19.8.2013.

2.

To come up on 19.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.



( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh 

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Singh,

Naka No.7, Sri Mukatsar Sahib.




      -------------Complainant.




Vs.
The Principal Chief Conservator of Forest, Punjab,

Ajitgarh.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2334  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.

Shri Kulraj Singh, Forest Range Officer, Hoshiarpur alongwith Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a copy of the written reply given to the information-seeker vide respondent’s No.4416 dated 24.6.2013.  The complainant is satisfied with the information given to him.  Hence, the present complaint filed in the Commission on 28.6.2013 is closed.



( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sushil Kumar,

#1410, Phase 1, Urban Estate,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana-141013.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala.





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2341  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sushil Kumar complainant in person.
Shri Surinder Singh, Additional Superintending Engineer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record a copy of letter No.2347 dated 30.7.2013 addressed to the information-seeker alongwith its enclosures.  The plea of the respondent is that the information being sought is purely personal information relating to service matter of the employee.  The information is between employer and employee and is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Nevertheless they have furnished the information.  I entirely agree with the stand of the respondent in view of the observations of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Girish Ramachandra Deshpande versus Central Information Commission and others decided on 3.10.2013.  In any case, the information has been given and therefore I order the closure of the present complaint case filed in the Commission on 28.6.2013.



( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar Pandey,

#2037, Sector 15-C,

Chandigarh.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Zirakpur.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2529 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Vidya Sagar Pandey complainant in person.


Shri Madan Singh,SDO (Commercial) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The background of the case is that the present complainant had purchased a house from a builder namely Mr. Vivek Bansal. An electricity bill of Rs.31993/- is still outstanding against the builder of Swastik Vihar, where the house of the complainant is located and as a consequence the present complainant has been denied a fresh electricity connection by PSPCL.

2.

The respondent admits the above facts and further states that they are taking steps to recover the amount from the builder. The respondent further states that they will take steps to ensure that electricity connection to the present complainant is allowed as per the due procedure of PSPCL.  The complainant is satisfied with the above assurance.  However, on his request, the case is adjourned to 11.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Gurbachan Singh,

# 3079, Sector 27-D,

Chandigarh.








        ---Appellant

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala

FAA-.Principal Chief Conservator of Forests Punjab,

Forest Complex, Sector 68,

Mohali.


Deputy Manager (RS), 

Indian Oil Corporation Ltd., Sangrur Division, 

Near Eshwan Beer, Elaval Road, Sangrur 



-----Respondents




AC No.799 of 2013

Present:-  
 Sh. Gurbachan Singh appellant in person.

Sh.S.K. Rajpal, Manager (RS), Indian Oil Corporation Ltd. alongwith Shri Sukhdev Singh, Superintendent o/o the  Divisional Forest Officer, Patiala for the respondents.
ORDER



I have heard the parties.  The appellant submits that he limits his request for information to certified copies of the maps indicating ‘Entry Point’ and ‘Exit Point’ from the public road as given by P.W.D. and Forest Department.  The plea of the appellant is that no commercial interest is involved in disclosure of this information and access from a public road to a private property is in the public domain.

2.

I have heard the respondent and the third party on this limited issue. I do not find any harm to commercial interest of the third party in disclosure of this limited information of entry and exit from public road as per the maps given by PWD and Divisional Forest Officer, Patiala.  This information shall be furnished within 10 days of this order by applying provisions of Section10 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  With this direction, the appeal case is closed.










( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Malkit Chand, Chowkidar

s/o Shri Munshi Ram, Power Colony,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.

Uchi Bassi, P.O. Dasuya, Tehsil Dasuha

District Hoshiarpur.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patran, District Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

Chief Engineer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1333   of 2013

Present:-        None on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 8.7.2013, the appellant was absent when the respondent had submitted a written reply and the case was adjourned to 6.8.2013 to give an opportunity to the appellant to file his rejoinder/objections, if any.  The appellant, however, has neither appeared today nor filed any written rejoinder.  In view of this, I accept the plea of the respondent as contained in their written reply dated 5.8.2013 and order the closure of the case which was filed in the Commission on 3.5.2013.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarlochan Singh s/o Shri Ami Chand,

r/o Village Jhanjeri, PO Roli,

Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District Roop Nagar.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi (Roop Nagar)





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2112     of 2013

Present:- 
Shri Tarlochan Singh complainant in person.

Shri Balbir Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Copies of pass-book of bank account of Gram Panchayat have been furnished.  The respondent further undertakes to furnish copies of the resolutions of the Gram Panchayat, Village Jhingri within one week from today.  The respondent is accordingly directed to ensure that copies of the resolution of Gram Panchayat are given to the respondent within the above time period.  With this, complete information on all the three issues raised in the RTI application dated 4.1.2013 will stand furnished to the information-seeker.  Therefore, the present complaint filed in the Commission on 7.6.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdeep Singh Aulakh

Advocate and others,

Chamber No.329,

New Courts, Jalandhar.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.2126 of 2013

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Bharat Bhushan, SDO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing, the respondent had placed on record, a copy of its letter dated 25.6.2013 vide which the information was said to have been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant.  Since the complainant was absent without intimation, the case was adjourned to 6.8.2013 to afford an opportunity to the complainant to file his rejoinder/objection, if any.  However, the complainant is again absent today without intimation and has not filed any written objections/rejoinder.  In view of this, I accept the plea of the respondent that complete information has been furnished and no further cause of action is left in the present complaint which was filed in the Commission on 10.6.2013.  Hence, the present complaint case is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Balkar Singh,#286/1,

Friends Avenue,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintending Engineer (Personnel),

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd,.

The Mall, Patiala.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.2144  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, Nodal PIO alongwith Shri Shashi Kumar, Deputy Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide its No.12467/RTI-1/Vol.2 dated 5.8.2013 with a copy to the complainant.  The information has been denied as it is pleaded that it does not fall within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However, the information relating to query at Sr. No.8 of the RTI application dated 7.8.2012 has been furnished.
2.

Since the complainant is absent today without intimation, the case is adjourned to 30.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M. to afford him an opportunity to file his rejoinder, if any.





( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avinash Garg,

#91-D/1, Model Town,

Patiala-147001.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2146  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, Nodal PIO alongwith Shri Shashi Kumar, Deputy Secretary and Shri Salin Dhir, Assistant Manager (H) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits that in compliance with the directions of the Commission dated 8.7.2013 complete information has been furnished to the complainant vide respondent’s memo No.41354-57 dated 22.7.2013.  The plea of the respondent is that the complainant is fully satisfied with the same.  The complainant has also sent a written submission received vide Commission’s diary No.18113 dated 5.8.2013 stating that he is satisfied with the documents furnished to him.  In view of this, the present complaint case filed in the Commission on 11.6.2013 is closed.



( R.I. Singh)



August 6, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

