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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jagdish Kumar s/o Shri Kulwant Rai,

#B-VII/380, Labhu Ram Street,

Kartarpura-151204.






…………….. Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,

Punjab, Sector 37-A,

Chandigarh.

FAA- The State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,

Punjab, Sector 37-A,

Chandigarh.




 

……………....Respondents.

AC-241 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jagdish Kumar appellant in person.
Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Neeraj Khullar, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant submits his written arguments with a copy to the respondent.  The respondent also places on record copies of orders passed by National Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission, New Delhi in Revision Petitions Nos..2384 of 2012 and 2385. of 2012.
2.

Heard the arguments.

3.

To come up on 11.4.2013 at 12.30 P.M. for orders.
(Chander Parkash)






( R.I. Singh)



State  Information Commissioner
     


Chief Information Commissioner
                                   
Punjab.



   
          


Punjab

Dated: 9.4.2013.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh , S/o Shri Harbans Singh , 

R/o Village Jalalkhera , PO Sular, 

Tehsil and District Patiala. 





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab state Power Corporation limited, 

Patiala.







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

Complaint Case No. 1050 of 2013

&  

Shri Jasbir Singh, S/o Shri Harbans Singh , 

r/o Village Jalalkhera, PO Saloor , 

Tehsil and District Patiala.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o SDO , Sullar Cantt, 

Punjab  State Power Corporation limited, 

Patiala . 







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

Complaint Case No. 1100 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jasbir Singh complainant in person.

Shri Gurmeet Singh, Additional Assistant Engineer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



These are two cases filed by Shri Jasbir Singh against Sub Divisional Officer, Sullar Cantt, Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Patiala.  The respondent has placed a reply enclosing copies of letter No.5416 dated 21.2.2013 and 5442 dated 1.3.2013 addressed to the information-seeker.  The queries of the information-seeker have been duly answered.

2.

The respondent further submits that there was litigation between the respondent-corporation and the present information-seeker and  that it has since beenresolved.  With this, both the cases filed in the Commission on 4.3.2013 and 6.3.2013 are closed.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 9, 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,

R/o Village Ghancham , Tehsil Payal 

District Ludhiana. 






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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Conservator of Forest,

Punjab,  Forest Complex,

Sector 68, Ajitgarh (Mohali) 




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

Complaint Case No. 1081  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Baldev Singh complainant in person.



Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have furnished information to the complainant, copies of which have been placed on record of the case file vide diary No.7956 dated 4.4.2013.  The plea of the complainant, however, is that in the complaint filed by Shri Mukhtiar Singh on 1.11.2012 certain names of individuals had been mentioned.  These individuals had removed sand from land damaging the trees.  However, in the inquiry report names of these individuals do not find any mention.  Therefore, it is alleged that the inquiry is incomplete or factually incorrect. 
2.

This aspect is to be dealt with either on the administrative side of the concerned department or information-seeker is free to approach the appropriate forum for redressal of his grievance. So far as his RTI request dated 1.11.2012 is concerned, the information has been furnished by the respondent, who states that the information is correct as per record.  Therefore, no further action is called for at the level of the Commission under Right to Information Act, 2005.  The complaint filed in the Commission on 7.3.2013 is closed.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 9, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagjeet Singh, 

279, Sector-10,

Chandigarh







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Pollution Control Board, 

The Mall Road, Patiala.





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

Complaint Case No. 1098 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Shiv Kumar, XEN for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has submitted a written reply vide his letter No.15338 dated 2.4.2013 enclosing copies of letters written to the information-seeker vide which the queries of the present complainant dated 15.1.2012 were answered.  The plea of the respondent is that there is no merit in this complainant as complete information stands furnished.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation. To give him one opportunity to file his rejoinder/petition, if any, the case is adjourned to 30.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
3.

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

           



( R.I. Singh)



April 9, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohinder Singh S/o Shri Kartar Singh 

Village Gulzar Nagar, Dudianwal

PO Bhullana District Kapurthala.




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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o ASC City Division,

Punjab State power Corporation Limited,

Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o ASC City Division,

Punjab State power Corporation Limited,

Kapurthala.







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

Appeal Case No. 574 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Mohinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Mukhtiar Singh, Divisional Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The plea of the respondent is that they had furnished the information vide their No.46 dated 15.1.2013 in response to his RTI application dated 3.12.2012 and that there is no merit in the present complaint case.  The appellant admits that he had received the information but his only grouse is that as per the relevant instructions regarding maintenance of meters installed outside the houses of consumers, it is that of the respondent-corporation.  The respondent has given a fresh attested copy of the instructions on this subject and therefore the grouse of the complainant is without any basis.  The complaint case filed in the Commission on 5.3.2013 is closed.

           



( R.I. Singh)



April 9, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmesh Lal S/o Shri Kartara 

Village Kheri, Tehsil Ananspur Sahib 

District Roopnagar.





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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, District Roopnagar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, District Roopnagar.




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

Appeal Case No. 578 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Harmesh Lal appellant in person.



Shri Balbir Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has furnished complete information, which runs into 286 pages.  With this, all the questions of the information-seeker raised in his RTI application dated 27.11.2012 have been duly answered.  Hence, there is no merit in the present appeal filed in the Commission on 5.3.2013; the case is closed.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 9, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harkirat Singh,

#3325, Sector-51-D, Chandigarh.




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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Punjab State Electricity regulatory Commission

SCO No. 221, Sector -34-A Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Punjab State Electricity regulatory Commission

SCO No. 221, Sector -34-A Chandigarh 



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

Appeal Case No. 620  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Y.P. Mehra on behalf of the appellant.

Shri B.S. Kamboj, Registrar-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Inder Mohan Singh, Director/RE on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The appellant had sought information from Punjab State Electricity Regulatory Commission, Chandigarh seeking head-wise value of various  components of Rs.5.02 to compute the fixed cost and variable cost as referred in the order dated 19.9.2012.   In response to Petition No.44 of 2011, the information-seeker had further given details of heads in respect of which he was seeking information.
2.

The stand of the respondent is that they have already furnished a copy of the order passed by Regulatory Commission and the reasons for arriving at the price are to be seen from the order itself.  Furthermore, the respondent has supplied information pertaining to details of all heads indicated by the information-seeker.

3.

The plea of the respondent is that subsequent to application under the RTI, the first appellate authority had directed the public authority to work out the details on basis of which cost was calculated.  The respondent agrees to furnish a copy of these details also to the information-seeker.  This be done within one week of this order.  With this direction, the case is closed.

           



( R.I. Singh)



April 9, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjit Kaur w/o S. Darshan Singh,

#1046, Phase-IV, Mohali.





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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o  Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd, Badali,

Tehsil and District Fatehgarh Sahib.

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Sirhind. 







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

Complaint Case No. 1128  of 2013

Present:-
Ms. Ranjit Kaur complainant in person.

Shri A.S. Gill, Senior Executive Engineer-cum-APIO alongwith 
Shri Pushpinder Kumar, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information except N.O.C. given by one of the co-owners of the joint-property.  The plea of the respondent-department is that they have searched the record and no such NOC is available.  The plea of the respondent is that either NOC was not obtained or the same may have gone missing.
2.

The plea of the complainant on the other hand is that the matter pertains to joint property and as per the existing instructions, the respondent could not have installed the tubewell without obtaining NOC from all the co-owners.

3.

I have heard the parties.  Let the respondent-PIO file an affidavit stating clearly that NOC is not available in the record of the public authority.

4.

To come up on 6.5.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 9, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harbans Singh Lambardar, 

s/o  Shri Ujagar Singh,

r/o Village  Nahl, Tehsil Shahkot,

District Jalandhar.






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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Lohian Khas, District Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

District Jalandhar.






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

Appeal Case No. 655 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Harbans Singh appellant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that he had received  a letter from Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Lohian Khas bearing No.683 dated 12.10.2012 in response to his RTI request dated 8.10.2012.  The Block Development and Panchayat Officer has denied the information on the ground that a case is pending and the information will be given only after the case is closed.  However, the Block Development and Panchayat Officer has not mentioned any details of any case and the plea of the information-seeker is that no case, in fact, is pending.  In any case, mere pendency of the case to deny the information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 is not a valid reason.  His plea is that information is being withheld without any valid ground.

2.

Since none has appeared on behalf of the respondents or filed any written reply, the case is adjourned as a last opportunity to the respondents.
3.

To come up on 20.5.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 9, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

