STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Balbir Aggarwal, 

167-B, Industrial Estate, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana- 141003.








…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Officer, 

Sarabha Nagar Extension, PSPCL,  Ludhiana- 141002.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Sub Divisional Officer, PSPCL,

Model Town Extension, Ludhiana-141002.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2392 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Gulshan Kumar, on behalf of the appellant.

Smt. Daljeet Kaur Gabria, AEE Commercial, PSPCL, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 18-03-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding Meter No. W32MG161037, Health Centre, Jawahar Nagar. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  nil under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 18-07-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Smt. Daljeet Kaur Gabria, AEE Commercial, PSPCL, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, hands over information to the representative of the appellant in the court, who seeks time to study the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to  the PIO, with  a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to  17.11.2016  at 11.00 A.M.





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurmeet Singh Babloo,

c/o Bhagat Singh Youth Front, Shop No. 19,

Opp.HDFC Bank, Court Road, Amritsar.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




………Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2406 of 2016

Order

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, complainant, in person alongwith his Counsel Shri S. K. Sharma, Advocate. 



None  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 05-08-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding Shri Subash Chander Sharma, XEN.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated   04-07-2016under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 19-07-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet.  None is present on behalf of the respondents. However, a letter dated 05.10.2016 has been received from Shri Sukhwinder Singh Malhi, A.E., informing that he is unable to attend hearing today. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  
4.

Adjourned to  22.11.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurmeet Singh Babloo,

c/o Bhagat Singh Youth Front, Shop No. 19,

Opp.HDFC Bank, Court Road, Amritsar.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  2332 of 2016

Order

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, complainant, in person alongwith his Counsel Shri S. K. Sharma, Advocate. 



Shri Sanjay Kanwar,  XEN-cum-PIO(Civil),  M.C. Amritsar, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 31-07--2015  addressed to PIO sought certain information relating to Shri Samber Kumar, J.E. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  01-07-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-07-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Shri Sanjay Kanwar,  XEN-cum-PIO,  M.C. Amritsar, appearing on 

 behalf of the respondents , submits that the  information  has not been supplied to the 
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appellant as it relates to Shri Samber Kumar , JE. , who has not given his consent to supply the information. Consequently, the sought information is discussed in detail and it is observed that the sought information does not relate to third party as it exists in the office domain of the Public Authority. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him. 

4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to ensure the compliance of the orders.
5.

Adjourned to 22.11.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 06-10-2016


                        State Information Commissioner
CC:

Commissioner,




REGISTERED



Municipal Corporation, 



Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurmeet Singh Babloo,

c/o Bhagat Singh Youth Front, Shop No. 19,

Opp.HDFC Bank, Court Road, Amritsar.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No. 2333 of 2016 

Order

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, complainant, in person alongwith his Counsel Shri S. K. Sharma, Advocate. 



Shri Jagdish Raj, XEN, Division No. 2, M.C. Amritsar, on behalf of the respondent.
Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 31-07-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information relating to Shri Sunil Mahajan, XEN.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated   02-07-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  11-07-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Shri Jagdish Raj, XEN, Division No. 2, M.C. Amritsar, appearing on 

 behalf of the respondent, submits that the complainant has been informed vide letter 
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No. XEN-2/93, dated 02.09.2015 that the sought information relates to Shri Sunil Mahajan, XEN,  who has not given his consent to supply the information. Consequently, the sought information is discussed in detail and it is observed that the sought information does not relate to third party as it exists in the office domain of the Public Authority. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him. 

4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to ensure the compliance of the orders.
5.

Adjourned to 22.11.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 06-10-2016


                        State Information Commissioner
CC:

Commissioner,





REGISTERED



Municipal Corporation, 



Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Satnam Singh Sekhon s/o Sh.Kartar Singh,

Village: Tandi, PO: Laroya, Distt. Jalandhar.




…Appellant



                 Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer, PSPCL,

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Superintending Engineer, PSPCL,

Shakti Sadan, Jalandhar.





…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  2359 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Jaswant Singh, Sr. XEN, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Satnam Singh Sekhon,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 08-03-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on five points regarding Motors(Pump Sets) installed in 11 villages for supply of drinking water.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated   12-07-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13-07-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Jaswant Singh, Sr. XEN, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submits that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present. However, a letter dated 04.10.2016 has been received through FAX from him  informing that requisite information has been supplied to him. He has requested to close the case. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurmeet Singh Babloo,

c/o Bhagat Singh Youth Front, Shop No. 19,

Opp.HDFC Bank, Court Road, Amritsar.




………Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




………..Respondent
Complaint Case No.1345 of 2016

ORDER
Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, complainant, in person alongwith his Counsel Shri S. K. Sharma, Advocate. 


Shri Jagdish Raj, XEN, Division No. 2, M.C. Amritsar, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 31-07-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, sought various information/ documents relating to Shri P.K.Goel, S.E.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo,   filed a complaint dated 04-07-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 11-07-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

Shri Jagdish Raj, XEN, Division No. 2, M.C. Amritsar, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits that the complainant has been informed vide letter No. XEN-2/87, dated 02.08.2015 that the sought information relates to Shri P.K. Goyal, 
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S.E.(Civil), who has not given his consent to supply the information. Consequently, the sought information is discussed in detail and it is observed that the sought information does not relate to third party as it exists in the office domain of the Public Authority. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him. 
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to ensure the compliance of the orders.
5.

Adjourned to 22.11.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 06-10-2016


                        State Information Commissioner
CC:

Commissioner,




REGISTERED


Municipal Corporation, 



Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh,

4651-A, Guru Nanak Wara,

PO: Khalsa College, Amritsar.




…………Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.




……………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1381 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Gurdip Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Bakshish Singh, Naib Tehsildar and Shri Tarsem Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Director Local Government, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 27-04-2016  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Gurdeep Singh, sought copy of notification acquiring land relating to Plot  SCF No. 12, Kabir Park, Opp Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar in khasra number 318, Kot Khalsa , Amritsar.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gurdeep Singh,  filed a complaint dated 15-07-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 19-07-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. Shri Bakshish Singh, Naib Tehsildar, appearing on behalf of the respondent is unable to explain the position of the case and during discussion it comes to the notice the RTI application submitted by the complainant is not in his possession. Consequently, a copy of RTI application is handed over to him and the PIO is directed to explain the factual position of the case in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay.
4.
Adjourned to 23.11.2016 at  11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 06-10-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

V&PO: Rasulpur, District: Ludhiana. 





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 713 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Nirmal Singh, ASI  and Shri Harpreet Singh, H.C., office of SSP,  Ludhiana(Rural),  on behalf of the respondents.
Shri. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  26.11.2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information alongwith copies of documents regarding filing an FIR against  Shri Gurinder Singh, the then SHO. He also sought inspection of concerned  file.

2.

On 10.12.2015,  the appellant submitted  a copy of report dated 03.11.2015 of an inquiry conducted by D.G.P., Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh,  alongwith his representation No. 1210, dated 10.12.2015, which was  handed over to the respondent for taking appropriate necessary action.  He submitted  a copy of the same to the Commission, which  was  taken on record.  Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply Action Taken Report on the Inquiry Report of DGP,  Human Rights Commission and the representation of the appellant, before the 
next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.03.2015.
3.

On 03.03.2016,   the appellant submitted  a letter dated 03.03.2016  
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informing that SSP Jagraon was  not taking any action on the report of DGP, Human 

Rights Commission. He  requested to take  action against the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

The respondent submitted  a letter No. 212/RTI, dated 02.03.2016 from 
SSP Ludhiana(Rural) informing that DGP, Human Rights Commission has written to 
Secretary, Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh  vide Memo. No. 1633/PA/DGP/PSHRC, dated 03.11.2015 to pass appropriate orders and on receiving the orders, further necessary action will be taken.  A copy of Memo. written by the DGP was  submitted, which was  taken on record. Accordingly, a copy of the order was  forwarded to Secretary, Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh  to pass appropriate orders so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 10.05.2016. 

5.

On 10.05.2016, a letter dated 10.05.2016 was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to some urgent work. He further informed that requisite information had  been supplied to him as yet. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
Shri Amarjit Singh, ASI, appearing on behalf of the respondents submitted  that appropriate orders had not yet been passed by Secretary, Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh.  He assured  that as and when the orders were  received from the Human Rights Commission, necessary action would  be taken and requisite information would  be supplied to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 19.07.2016. 
6.

On 19.07.2016,  Shri Nirmal Singh, ASI  and Shri Harpreet Singh, H.C., office of SSP,  Ludhiana(Rural),  appearing on behalf of the respondents,  submitted  that appropriate orders had  not been received from Human Rights Commission as yet. They assured  that as and when the orders were  received, necessary action would be taken and requisite information would be supplied to the appellant. The case was adjourned for today.
Contd……p/3
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7.

A  letter dated 06.10.2016 has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
8.

Shri Nirmal Singh, ASI  and Shri Harpreet Singh, H.C., office of SSP,  Ludhiana(Rural),  appearing on behalf of the respondents,  submit  that appropriate orders have   not been received from Human Rights Commission as yet. They again assure  that as and when the orders are   received, necessary action would be taken and requisite information would be supplied to the appellant.

9.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Secretary,
Punjab Human Rights Commission, Sector: 34, Chandigarh to ensure immediate necessary action in the matter  on their part so that requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay.
10.

Adjourned to  23.11.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  







                  Sd/-                       

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-10-2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Secretary,






REGISTERED



Punjab Human Rights Commission,



Sector: 34, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No. 18, Street No. 2, Kartar Nagar,

Amloh Road, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana- 141401.




…Appellant


                          Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Nangal, District:  Roopnagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, DC Office Complex, Ist Floor, Ludhiana.

…Respondents










Appeal Case  No.  305 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents. 
Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15 -07-2015 addressed to PIO sought copies of documents of Societies alongwith certified samples.

2.

The case was last heard on 02.08.2016, when the appellant handed  over a copy of deficiencies in the provided information to the respondent in the court. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies in the provided information pointed out by him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

None is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents. However, a letter dated 03.10.2016 has been received through e-mail from the appellant requesting for adjournment of the case  to some other date till the time a complaint filed by him with the Hon’ble Governor and CIC Punjab etc. is decided by them. He has also informed that deficiencies in the provided information have been sent to the PIO but no reply has been received and partial information provided to him  has also not been certified. 
4.

On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned to  01.12.2016   at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-10--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Yogesh Mahajan s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Officer (Construction),

Sub Division No. 1, PWD(B&R), Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o  Superintending Engineer ,

PWD(B&R) Amritsar.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  4116 of 2015

Order
Present:
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-10-2015 addressed to PIO sought attested copies of work order book for the period 15-09-2014 till date. 

2.

A  letter No. 1235, dated 16.09.2016 has been received from Executive Engineer, Construction Division No. 1, PWD(B&R), Amritsar informing that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 13.09.2016, which has been duly received by him. A copy of receipt taken from the appellant has also been sent along with the said letter.
3.

A telephonic message has been received from Shri Hardip Singh, Senior Assistant, office of XEN, Construction Sub Division No.1, Amritsar, informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health of his son. He has further informed that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 13.09.2016.
4.

Since requisite information stands provided to the appellant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed. 
0









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Yogesh Mahajan s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant  Sub Divisional Officer,

Water Supply & Sanitation Sub Division-11, SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o  Superintending Engineer 

Water Supply & Sanitation Circle,

SCO No. 158-160, Sector 34A, Chandigarh.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3918 of 2015 

Order
Present: 
None for  the  appellant.

Shri Parveen Kumar, SDO and Shri Sahil Sharma, SDO,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Appellan, t vide an RTI application dated 04-08-2015 addressed to PIO sought attested copies of work order book for the period from 01-01-2014 to till date. 

2.

The case was last heard on 02.08.2016, when  Ld. Counsel for the appellant submitted  that the provided information was  incomplete and the  deficiencies in the provided information had   been furnished to the APIO vide letter No. ACC/16181-82, dated 12.04.2016, with a copy to the Commission. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant  after removing the deficiencies furnished by him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondents submit a letter No. 785, dated 05.10.2016 from the PIO-cum-SDE vide which it has been informed that as per the orders of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, requisite information after removing the deficiencies has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Hari Om Jindal,

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.





…Appellant

             Versus
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,  Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3364 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Hariom  Jindal,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Gurpal Singh, APIO, office of STC, Punjab, Chandigarh, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Hari Om Jindal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12-03-2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on nine points regarding contract given to M/S Agros Impex(I) Pvt. Ltd. to provide High Security Number Plates and regarding termination of contract thereafter.

2.

Today, the appellant informs that Action Taken Report against MRG Auto Pvt. Ltd. has not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant  within 20 days under intimation to the Commission. 
3.

Adjourned to 09.11.2016   at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.












Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 06-10-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh s/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

Village: Thathgarh, Distt. Tarn Taran.




…….Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Additional Superintending Engineer,

PSPCL, (Operations) Tarn Taran.





………Respondent

Complaint Case No.  1161 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Hardeep Singh, complainant, in person.




None for  the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 04-02-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Hardeep Singh sought information regarding issue of electric connections to the residents of village Thathgarh (mentioned in the RTI application). 

2.

Today, the complainant informs that the provided information is incomplete and misleading. Accordingly, he is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy  to the Commission. 

3.

None is present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. Viewing the callous attitude of the PIO seriously, he is directed to supply complete information to the complainant after removing the deficiencies, before the next date of hearing.  He is also directed to bring the relevant record to  explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.

4.

Adjourned to  17.11.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 06-10-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh s/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

Village: Thathgarh, Distt. Tarn Taran.




……..Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Additional Superintending Engineer,

PSPCL, (Urban Div.) Tarn Taran.





………..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1160 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Hardeep Singh, complainant, in person.




None for  the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 07-12-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Hardeep Singh sought information regarding installation of electric meters under BPL scheme in village Thathgarh. 

2.

Today, the complainant informs that the provided information is incomplete and misleading. Accordingly, he is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy  to the Commission. 

3.

None is present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. Viewing the callous attitude of the PIO seriously, he is directed to supply complete information to the complainant after removing the deficiencies, before the next date of hearing.  He is also directed to bring the relevant record to  explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
4.

Adjourned to  17.11.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 06-10-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo,

Shop No. 19, Opp. HDFC Bank,

Near Swani Motors, Court Road, Amritsar.



……….Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




………..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1314 of 2016

ORDER
Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, complainant, in person alongwith his Counsel Shri S. K. Sharma, Advocate. 



Shri Navtej Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, Division No. 5, M.C. Amritsar, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 25-12-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo sought various information/ documents relating to registration of Firm in the name of Shri Inderjit Singh.
2.

The case was last heard on 29.09.2016, when  Shri Rajinder Singh, SDO,  appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 4/122, dated 15.01.2016 and letter No. 7, dated 26.08.2016 and no observations had  been received from the complainant. Accordingly, the complainant was  directed to send his observations/deficiencies, if any, in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the complainant informs that information in respect 
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of Division No. 5 has been supplied  to the complainant  whereas the information in respect of Division No. 2, Division No. 3, Division No. 4 and DCFA is still pending. Accordingly, all the concerned PIOs are directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against them. 
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar,  to ensure the compliance of the orders.
5.

Adjourned to  22.11.2016 at  11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 06-10--2016


                        State Information Commissioner
CC:

Commissioner,





REGISTERED



Municipal Corporation, 



Amritsar.
