STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/O Sh. Swaran Singh,

Vill: & PO: Jalal Usma,

 Teh: Baha Bakala,

 Distt. Amritsar.

                            





…Complainant.






Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.

2. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Commandant, 9th Battalions, Punjab Armed Police, 

Amritsar





           …Respondents

Complaint Case  No.741 of 2014 
Date of hearing: 10.6.2014
Date of decision:10.6.2014

Public Authority: Commissioner of Police, Amritsar.

Present:-
Shri Raj Karan Singh Verka, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Vivek Kumar, Incharge Recruitment Cell, alonwith Shri Seetal Singh, 

                        ASI, RTI Cell, office of the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar on behalf 
                        of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the order of this Commission dated 28.5.2014 has been complied with and information has been provided to the complainant through speed post. Shri Raj Karan Singh Verka, Advocate present on behalf of the complainant states that till date the complainant has not received the information from the respondent. The respondent has provided another copy of the information to Shri Raj Karan Singh Verka, Advocate at the time of hearing and he is satisfied with the response of the respondent. 
                         Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 
DATED: 10.6.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurvinder Singh S/O Sh. Nirmal Singh,

Vill: Devi Nagar, Tehsil: Dera Bassi,

Distt. Mohali.

                             





…Complainant..






Versus

The Public Information Officer,




… Respondent.

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).

Complaint Case  No. 916 of 2014

Date of hearing: 10.6.2014

Date of decision:10.6.2014

Public Authority:Senior Superintendent of Police, SAS Nagar.
Present:
Shri Gurwinder Singh complainant



Shri Pawandeep Singh, ASI, office of the SSP, SAS Nagar, on 

                        behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



At the last date of hearing on 14.5.2014 the respondent had filed written reply which was taken on record. The respondent had submitted that a copy of the written reply had already been sent to the complainant. The complainant was not present, therefore, as a last opportunity to him to raise objection, if any, the case was adjourned for today. Today, the complainant states that he is satisfied with the response of the respondent. 
                        Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 
DATED: 10.6.2014



        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)





                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Sohan Singh S/O Sh.Mehnga Singh,

Vill: Nalhoti (Upper),

PO: Khanpur Khuhi,

The: Anandpur Sahib, 

Distt. Rupnagar.









…Complainant.
      


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Block Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, Distt. Roopnagar.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2993 of 2013

Date of hearing: 10.6.2014

Date of decision:10.6.2014

Public Authority: Block Development & Panchayat Officer,Nurpur Bedi,
Present: -       Shri Sohan Singh complainant. 

                      Shri Sukhbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary, office of BDPO  Nurpur Bedi, on

                      behalf of   the respondent.

ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing on 20.5.2014 the respondent had submitted that amount of compensation as per order of this Commission dated 11.3.2014 had been paid to the complainant. The PIO had further stated that information had been provided to the complainant. The complainant sought time to peruse the same, accordingly the case was adjourned for today. Today the complainant states that he is satisfied with the information provided to him. 
                       Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 

DATED: 10.6.2014



        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)





                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

                                             (www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16- Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.








…Complainant.


                                        Versus

The  Public Information Officer,





Office of the Chairman,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3077 of 2013

Date of hearing: 10.6.2014

Date of decision:10.6.2014

Public Authority: Chairman,Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,Patiala.

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant 

                        Shri Rajinder Singh, Nodal Officer, RTI Cell, & Ms. Baljit Kaur, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO, office of the CMD, PSPCL, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:





This case was earlier heard on 12.2.2014, 20.3.2014 and 22.5.2014. On 12.2.2014 Shri S.K.Chawla, Public Information Officer, Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation City Circle, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Amritsar came present and had filed written submission which was taken on record. The PIO had stated that a copy of the written submission had also been supplied to the complainant. In his written submission Shri Chawla had submitted as under:-


“Shri Parbodh Chander Bali has applied for information under RTI Act and same was received from Dy.Secy.RTI Cell Office vie Memo. No. 82917 dated 13.8.13 (Annexure-A). This was received on 16.8.13.The information asked for under RTI was supplied by this office on 13.9.13 vide Memo.No. 12584/86 (Annexure –B) 
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and copies of the same were sent to Nodal Officer-cum-Dy.Secy.RTI as well as Addl.SE.Comml.Civil Line Divn. Asr.


After supplying information to Sh.Parbodh Chander Bali no appeal was filed by him with the appellant authority, however, fax message dated 12.11.13 was received in the office of PIO-cum-SE/HQ o/o CE Border Zone Amritsar and PIO cum-Dy. CE/HQ Border Zone vide their memo No. 13177 dated 5.11.13 (Annexure-C) has referred the fax message to PIO o/o Chairman RTI Cell Patiala with copy to this office. In the fax message, it was mentioned that the PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to explain the absence of his representative at hearings on 23.10.2013. The next date was 10.12.13. The other documents of hearing as well as copy of appeal filed with State Information Commission Chandigarh were also faxed to this office.


On going through the fax message and the contents of appeal filed before State Information Commission by Sh.Parbodh Chander Bali, it was observed that the applicant has not mentioned in his appeal that information has not been supplied by the authorities but in the brief facts leading to the complaint as well as in ground of complaint, it was mentioned that “PIO has transferred the application wrongly u/s 6(3) while the information relates to the original PIO”.


As per contents of the appeal, PIO o/o Chairman RTI Cell Patiala was asked by this office vide Memo. No. 16493/94 dated 25.11.13 (Annexure-D) that since the wrong transfer of application u/s 6(3) has been asked for by the applicant as such the same may be defended on 10.12.13 by the concerned officer. It was also mentioned that the information asked for by the applicant has already been supplied and in his appeal he has not mentioned anything about he non-receipt of the information. The copy of the above was also forwarded to CE/Border w.r.t their probable memo No. 13178 dated 15.11.13. 
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Another memo No. 120440 dated 19.12.13 (Annexure-E) was received from Nodal Officer-cum-Dy.Secy.RTI Cell Patiala regarding next date of hearing as 23.1.14 and order dated 10.12.13 of State Information Commission was enclosed. The seriousness of matter in the State Information Commission order dated 10.12.13 was sensed and in order to avoid any further delay, the o/o Dy.CE/Billing was contacted on telephone. The copy of contract agreement was received on e-mail from o/o Dy.CE/Billing and the same was supplied to Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali vide this office Memo.No. 454/58 dated 14.1.14 (Annexure-F) and the court of State Information Commission was attended by Addl. SE/Comml.Civil Line Division, ASR on 23.1.14. 


The perusal of the above clearly indicates that the information asked for by the applicant was supplied within 30 days. The contents of appeal were not related to this office and however after going through the seriousness of the order dated 10.12.13, personal approach was made to the office of Dy.CE/Billing Patiala and information supplied to Sh.Parbodh Chander Bali to his satisfaction, it is further stated that the contents of information asked for by Sh.Parbodh Chander Bali is also displayed on the portal of PSPCL”. 

                  The complainant had stated that although he had received the information sought by him vide his RTI request, however, there had been delay in supply of the information which was on the part of Public Information Officer, office of the Chairman, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Patiala as the Nodal Officer, RTI Cell, PSPCL, Patiala has transferred the application wrongly under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act to the PIO, Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation City Circle, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Amritsar whereas the information was sought by him from  the PIO, office of the Chairman, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Patiala. Shri Rajinder Singh, Nodal Officer, RTI Cell, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Patiala present on behalf of the Chairman PSPCL, Patiala had stated that he was working as Nodal Officer 
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in the RTI Cell, PSPCL, Patiala and there was another officer who had been designated as PIO in the office of the Chairman, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Patiala. Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, the complainant had stated that the PIO, office of the Chairman, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Patiala had never appeared before this Commission nor he intimated/sought permission for his absence from the hearings in this Commission. Accordingly the Public Information Officer, office of the Chairman, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Patiala was summoned to be personally present at he next date of hearing to provide his response regarding the complaint of Shri Parbodh Chander Bali. Shri S.K.Chawla Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation City Circle, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Amritsar was exempted from further hearings in this Commission. 



On 20.3.2014 Shri Rajinder Singh Nodal Officer, RTI Cell-cum-Public Relation Officer, PSPCL, Patiala present on behalf of the respondent submitted that there was no PIO in the Office of Chairman PSPCL as the OSD to CMD, who was designated as PIO, had been transferred and the post of PIO in the office of CMD was lying vacant. Shri Rajinder Singh, Nodal Officer, further stated that the matter regarding appointment of PIO in the office of CMD was already under consideration. The respondent had filed a copy of letter No. 191 dated 18.3.2014 in this regard. The respondent submitted that a copy of this letter would be sent to the complainant through registered post within 2 days’ time. The complainant was asked to raise his objection(s), if any, regarding the letter dated 18.3.2014 of the respondent. The complainant was not present; however, an e-mail had been received from him. A copy of the e-mail was provided to the respondent at the time of hearing. The respondent was directed to submit his response regarding the e-mail of the appellant.



On 22.5.2014 Smt.Baljit Kaur, PIO along with Shri Rajinder Singh, Nodal Officer, RTI Cell, PSPCL, Patiala came present and submitted that vide Office Order dated 16.5.2014, Public Information Officer had been appointed in the office of the 
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Chairman-cum-Managing Director, PSPCL, Patiala.  The PIO further submitted that in compliance of the order of this Commission dated 20.3.2014, a copy of letter No. 191 dated 18.3.2014 had been sent to the complainant through registered post. As regards the objections raised by the complainant in his e-mail, the PIO submits that the position regarding the same has already been explained in the submissions in the letter dated 18.3.2014. 



The complainant was not present, however, a letter dated 18.5.2014 had been received from him. A copy of this letter was provided to the respondent at the time of hearing. The respondent was directed to provide his response regarding the same within one week’s time. 



Today the PIO submits that in compliance with the order of this Commission dated 22.5.2014 response has been provided to the complainant through speed post vide letter dated 26.5.2014. The PIO submits that objections raised in the letter dated 18.5.2014 by the complainant are same which had already been clarified/explained to the complainant vide letter No. 191 dated 18.3.2014 and no further clarification is required. The complainant is not present, however, he has sent an e-mail which has been diarized in this Commission vide No. 12624 dated 4.6.2014. In this communication, the complainant had made following prayer:-


“1. The PIO be penalized for extraordinary delay.



  2. A suitable compensation be awarded to me for my wastage of time, 

                               money and energy.



  3.  Other relief sought in complaint be awarded.



  4.  My personal presence may please be exempted as I have nothing to 

                               plead more.”
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During hearing of this case on 10.6.2014, the PIO  submits that there had been no delay in supply of the information as information was supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 12584/86 dated 13.9.2013 signed by PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer/Distribution, City Circle, Amritsar. The PIO further submits that the complainant has not mentioned in his appeal that information has not been supplied by the authorities but in the brief facts leading to the complaint as well as in the grounds of complaint, it was mentioned that the PIO had transferred the application wrongly. The PIO further submits that the main contents of the information asked for by Shri Parbodh Chander Bali have also been displayed on the portal of PSCL. The PIO further submits that there is no question of any compensation or other relief as the information has been supplied. The PIO further submits that the officers of the PSPCL have not malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect, incomplete or misleading information or destroyed information which was the subject of the request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information.


In view of the submissions of the respondent, it is observed that there was no PIO in the office of CMD, PSPCL and subsequently the PIO has been appointed. The Chairman, PSPCL should ensure in future that the post of PIO should be filled up immediately after transfer or adjustment of the incumbent officer . In view of the submission of the PIO the case is disposed of and closed. 







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.6.2014.     
              State Information Commissioner

.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kulwant Singh S/O Sh.Surjeet Singh,

Vill: Naudharani,

Malerkotla,

Distt.: Sangrur.

 Complainant..






Versus

The Public Information Officer,




… Respondent.

Office of the Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, Punjab,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.

Complaint Case  No. 1034 of 2014
Date of hearing: 10.6.2014
Date of decision:10.6.2014

Public Authority: Executive Engineer,Water Supply & Sanitation, Malerkotla, 
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Shamsher Singh, Junior Engineer, office of the Water Supply & Sanitation,  Sub Division No. 2, Malerkotla, on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing on 22.5.2014, the respondent had filed a copy of letter dated 28.4.2014 which was taken on record. The respondent submitted that the information demanded by the complainant had already been provided to him. The complainant stated that he was not satisfied with the reply of the respondent as complete information had not been supplied. To sort out the matter the respondent was directed to allow inspection of record to the complainant on the mutually agreed date i.e. on 28.5.2014 during office hours and the respondent was to provide copies of the documents so identified by the complainant at the time of inspection in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, and the case was adjourned for today.


Today the respondent has submitted a letter dated 9.6.2014 mentioning that  the  complainant  did  not  turn  up  for  inspection  of  record  on   28.5.2014. The 
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respondent submits that till 9.6.2014, the respondent has not contacted the PIO for inspection of record. The complainant is not present. The PIO is directed to allow inspection of record to the complainant whenever he visits his office for the same and provide copies of documents so identified by the complainant in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
                              With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed. 







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 10.6.2014

            State Information Commissioner

