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Mahinder Singh

S/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,

Village – Suraajpur,

P. O. – Kalle Majra,

Tehsil – Nabha,

Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The  S. D. O.(Commercial),

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Nabha, Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)




 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  502 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Mahinder Singh, the complainant, in person.



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

The RTI application is dated 26.11.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 29.02.2016. 



The complainant, Sh. Mahinder Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

Sh. Ashok Sharma, S. D. O.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the required information would be supplied to the complainant, Sh. Mahinder Singh within four weeks from today and seeks an adjournment in this case.



 The case is adjourned to  21st June, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
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Parwinder Singh

S/o Sh. Hakam Singh,

Village – Jangpura,

P. O. – Banur,

Teh. & Distt. – S. A. S. Nagar (Punjab)





……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Pb. Subordinate Service Selection Board,

Forest Complex, Sector 68, 

S. A. S. Nagar Mohali (Punjab)





 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  510 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Parwinder Singh, the complainant, in person.



None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  28.01.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 01.03.2016. 



The complainant, Sh. Parwinder Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far. He also alleges that the respondent PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him

Neither  the respondent PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the requisite 

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


In view of the above,  PIO of office of Punjab Subordinate Service Selection Board, Mohali, will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.
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He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
He is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

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

 The case is adjourned to  14th June, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Public Information Officer (By Name)



O/o  Pb. Subordinate Service Selection Board,




Forest Complex, Sector 68, 




S. A. S. Nagar Mohali (Punjab)

Encl : RTI Request 
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Sukhdev Singh

(Regd. Post)

S/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,




V.P.O. –  Tanda,




Basti Amritsariyan,




Ward – 13,Tehsil – Dasuya,




Distt. - Hoshiapur (Punjab)



……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Ministry of Health,

Govt. of Punjab,

Pb. Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh






 

   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  527 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Ms. Aastha Bagga, legal Consultant ;
ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  03.08.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 03.03.2016. 



Ms. Aastha Bagga, Legal Consultant and Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Senior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit a reply vide letter no. 16035 dated 19.06.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sukhdev Singh. A copy of the same is taken on record.


The complainant, Sh. Sukhdev Singh, through a letter dated 10.05.2016, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 11807 dated 11.05.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.



I have gone over the contents of the response given by the representatives of the respondent PIO concerned and found it satisfactory.


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



A copy of the reply submitted by the respondent be sent to the complainant, Sh. Sukhdev Singh alongwith this order through registered post.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
Encl :
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Rattan Singh

S/o Sh. Kesar Singh,

H. No. 185, Beant Nagar,

Near Dharam Pal Atta Chakki,

P. O. – PAP Line,

Jalandhar - 144006 (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Deputy Ch. Engineer(Personnel),

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala (Punjab)




 


   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  531 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Rattan Singh, the complainant, in person.



Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Superintendent – I, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  26.09.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 18.02.2016. 



The complainant, Sh. Rattan Singh, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Superintendent – I, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the information sought for by the complainant, Sh. Rattan Singh is vague as he has failed to mention the specific period, for which he has sought connected information.

When asked about the specific information, whatever has been sought for by him, he has failed to come out with any satisfactory reply. 


As the information sought for by the complainant, Sh. Rattan Singh is vague and nor specific, this compliant case is dismissed while protecting his right to make another RTI application under RTI Act, 2005 to the respondent PIO concerned to seek information in a specific manner.


 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Ashok Anand

(Regd. Post)
S/o Sh. Pun Dutt,



H. No. 2033,Street – 1,



Basant Nagar, 

Encl : 

Ludhiana (Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Sub Division – 1, City Central Divn.,

(Circle East) Ludhiana (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

 Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  972 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.


Sh. Ashwini Kumar, Upper Division Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 17.11.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated   03.03.2016. 



Sh. Ashwini Kumar, Upper Division Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 1243 dated 10.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ashok Anand  and again sent the same through registered post on 10.05.2016. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information and copy of postal receipt is taken on record.



The appellant, Sh. Ashok Anand, is not present in today’s hearing.


A copy of the information submitted by the respondent be sent to the appellant, Sh. Ashok Anand alongwith this order through registered post.


After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. H. S. Jogi, Deputy Chief Engineer, City East Circle, Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana, with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference.
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If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


(Regd. Post)

Sh. H. S. Jogi, 




Deputy Chief Engineer-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 





City East Circle, 




Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.




Sarabha Nagar,




Ludhiana (Punjab)

Encl : 
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Jaipal Singh S/o Sh. Nihal Singh,

Plot Mo. 22, Street – 2,

Inder Vihar Colony,

Near Balaji Mandir, Noorwala Road,

Ludhiana(Punjab)








..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Kakowal Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Kakowal Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)




  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  984 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Jaipal Singh , the appellant, in person.



Sh. Hitesh Bhargav, Revenue Accountant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 09.06.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated  04.03.2016. 

The appellant, Sh. Jaipal Singh, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Sh. Hitesh Bhargav, Revenue Accountant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 1222 dated 11.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Jaipal Singh. He also hands over a copy of the same to the appellant during the hearing in the Commission today. A copy of the same is taken on record.

I have gone over the contents of the response given by Sh. Hitesh Bhargav and found it satisfactory.


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

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Balbir Aggarwal,

167 – B, Ind. Area,

Mikller Ganj, 

Ludhiana(Punjab)








..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana (Punjab)




  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1085 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 31.08.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated  15.03.2016. 


The appellant, Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, through a letter dated 05.05.2016, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 11281 dated 05.05.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.


Neither  the respondent PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.
Another opportunity is given to the parties to  represent this case in person or 

through their representative, on the next date of hearing.


 The case is adjourned to  14th June, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
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H. S. Hundal, Advocate,



Ch. No. 82, District Courts,



Phse – 3 B 1, S. A. S. Nagar - 160059 (Punjab)


……. Complainant


   


   Vs


Public Information Officer,



O/o The  Assistant Excise and



Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,


(Mobile Wing), 
S.C.O.   9 – 10, Sector 68,



S. A. S. Nagar
- 160062 (Punjab)


 
   ..…Respondent



    
  Complaint  Case No.  2493 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.


Sh.  Upkar Singh, E.T.O.-cum-PIO O/o AETC (Mobile Wing), Chandigarh, in person.
ORDER 




Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Sh. S. S. Channy, vide his office  note dated 05.02.2016 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case. Accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.


The complainant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, is not present in today’s hearing.

Sh.  Upkar Singh, E.T.O.-cum-PIO of office of AETC (Mobile Wing), Chandigarh, appeared in person in today’s hearing and submits a reply dated 12.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. H. S. Hundal. It is taken on record.

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




Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Joint Director (Investigation) office of Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Patiala Division, Bhupindra Road, Patiala, with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner



The Joint Director (By name)




-cum-First Appellate Authority
(Investigation),

(Regd. Post)

 O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 




Patiala Division, Bhupindra Road,


Encl : 

 Patiala
(Punjab)
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H. S. Hundal, Advocate,



Ch. No. 82, District Courts,



Phse – 3 B 1, S. A. S. Nagar - 160059 (Punjab)


……. Complainant


   


   Vs


Public Information Officer,



O/o The  Assistant Excise and



Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,



(Mobile Wing), 
S.C.O.   9 – 10, Sector 68,



S. A. S. Nagar
- 160062 (Punjab)


 
   ..…Respondent



    
  Complaint  Case No.  2569 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.



Sh.  Upkar Singh, E.T.O.-cum-PIO O/o AETC (Mobile Wing), Chandigarh, in person.
ORDER 




Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Sh. S. S. Channy, vide his office  note dated 01.01.2016 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case. Accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.


The complainant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, is not present in today’s hearing.


Sh.  Upkar Singh, E.T.O.-cum-PIO of office of AETC (Mobile Wing), Chandigarh, appeared in person in today’s hearing and submits a reply dated 12.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. H. S. Hundal. It is taken on record.


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




Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Joint Director (Investigation) office of Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Patiala Division, Bhupindra Road, Patiala, with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner



The Joint Director (By name)




-cum-First Appellate Authority
(Investigation),

(Regd. Post)

 O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 




Patiala Division, Bhupindra Road,


Encl : 

 Patiala
(Punjab)
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R. S. Pawan,

H. No. 35, Jiwan Preet Nagar,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana - 141012



     


 ..…Appellant


Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Khalsa College,

Gardhiwala – 144207, 

Distt. – Hoshiarpur (Punjab)
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Principal,

Khalsa College,

Gardhiwala – 144207,
 Distt. – Hoshiarpur (Punjab)





                  …Respondents



          
   Appeal  Case No.  1289 of 2015
Present :
Sh. R. S. Pawan , the appellant, in person.



Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Accounts Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 




Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Sh. S. S. Channy, vide his office  note dated 08.12.2015 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case. Accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.


The appellant, Sh. R. S. Pawan, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Accounts Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply dated 11.05.2016 and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.


I have gone through the documents placed on record and found that a note was sent to the Hon’ble C.I.C. stating that since an important matter is involved in this case and the case was sent to Hon’ble C.I.C. to constitute a Full Bench/Larger Bench to decide this issue headed by the Hon’ble C.I.C himself.


Hon’ble C.I.C. vide office orders dated 08.12.2015 sent the case file back to the bench of the undersigned to decide the same.


As I am demitting the office on 10.08.2016, I am of the considered view that the matter involved in the instant appeal case requires number of hearings to decide this issue so this case-file be sent to the Deputy Registrar for placing it before the Hon’ble  Chief Information Commissioner to constitute a Full Bench/Larger Bench to decide the issue.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
The Deputy Registrar

Encl :
 Case-File
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Jagjyot Singh Swani,

(Regd. Post)
H. No. 316,



Sector 9, Chandigarh


  


    
..…Appellant


Vs


Public Information Officer,



O/o The Secretary,



Punjab Vidhan Sabha,



Vidhan Bhawan,



First Appellate Authority,



O/o The Secretary,



Punjab Vidhan Sabha,



Vidhan Bhawan,



Chandigarh
  





  ..…Respondents





Appeal  Case No.  1351 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.


Sh. Gurmel Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER 




Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Sh. S. S. Channy, vide his office  note dated 01.10.2015 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case. Accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.




Sh. Gurmel Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 9217 dated 20.04.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Jagjyot Singh Swani. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record.



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



I have gone over the contents of the response submitted by Sh. Gurmel Singh, I found it satisfactory.



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

A copy of the information submitted by the respondent be sent to the appellant, Sh. Jagjyot Singh Swani alongwith this order through registered post.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
Encl :
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Prabodh Chander Bali,



121 – A, Krishna Square – II,



Amritsar - 143001 (Punjab)




……. Complainant

Vs
i) Public Information Officer,




O/o His Excellency(HE),




The Governor of Punjab,




Chandigarh

ii) Public Information Officer,
(Regd. Post)

O/o Deptt. of Governing Reforms, Punjab,

    Encl :
Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh



   ..…Respondents



              Appeal  Case No.  1701 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali, the appellant, in person.

i) Sh. Jagpal Singh, Superintendent ;
ii) Sh. Jasvir Singh, Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 




Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Sh. S. S. Channy, vide his office note dated 08.12.2015 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case. Accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.




The appellant, Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali, appeared in person in today’s hearing.




Sh. Jagpal Singh, Superintendent and Sh. Jasvir Singh, Assistant, appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing.



After examining the documents placed on record, I am of the view that PIO of Department of Governing Reforms, Punjab, Chandigarh be impleaded as necessary party in this case. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference. He is directed to represent this case in person or through his representative on the next date of hearing.

 The case is adjourned to  14th June, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
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Prabhjot Singh,

(Regd. Post)
Junior Engineer,



Sub Division – Jandiala Guru,



Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,



Jandiala Guru, Distt. – Amritsar- 143115 (Punjab)


..…Appellant




Vs




Public Information Officer,

(Regd. Post)
O/o The Executive Engineer,



Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,



Jandiala Guru, Distt. – Amritsar- 143115 (Punjab)



First Appellate Authority,

(Regd. Post)
O/o The Chief Engineer,



D/S Border, Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,



Ajnala Road, Amritsar (Punjab)



 ..…Respondents



Sh. Jasbir Singh S/o Sh. Dilbagh Singh,

(Regd. Post)
V.P.O. – Rakh Manawala,



Distt. – Amritsar – 143109 (Punjab)



(Information Seeker)






Appeal  Case No.  3580 of 2015
Present :
Sh.  Prabhjot Singh , the appellant, in person.



Sh. Jasbir Singh, Information Seeker, in person.

i) Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Senior Executive Engineer ;
ii) Sh. Shashi Pal, Executive Engineer ;
iii) Sh. Paramjit Singh, Superintendent ;  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 




Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Sh. S. S. Channy, vide his office  note dated 08.12.2015 has allocated the above mentioned case to the undersigned to hear this case. Accordingly, the case is fixed for hearing for today.


The appellant, Sh. Prabhjot Singh, appeared in person in today’s hearing.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, Information Seeker, appeared in person in today’s hearing.




Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Senior Executive Engineer;Sh. Shashi Pal, Executive Engineer and Sh. Paramjit Singh, Superintendent, appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing.

After hearing the parties concerned and examining the documents placed on record, it is found that
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Information Seeker has been harassed deliberately and the respondent PIO has made inordinate delay in supplying the requisite information to him.


In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. Pradeep Saini, Superintending Engineer, Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd Sub Urban Circle, Maqbulpura Road, Amritsar, will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
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He will also show cause under Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act, as to why disciplinary action be  not  recommended against upon him for willful delay in supplying the information to the RTI applicant under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.


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

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

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

has suffered detriments on account of not getting the complete information and hence an interim compensation of Rs. 5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) is awarded to the Sh. Jasbir Singh, Information Seeker. The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Jasbir Singh.  The crossed cheque/Demand Draft  shall be made from the bank account of  public authority concerned  and not from the individual official.

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

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



The case is adjourned to  21st June, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.


 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.
      (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
         State Information Commissioner
 (Regd. Post)

Sh. Pradeep Saini, 



Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO,




 Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,




Sub Urban Circle, Maqbulpura Road,



 Amritsar (Punjab)

Encl : RTI Request 



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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Bhupinder Singh,

Kothi No. 933, Phase – XI,

Sector 65, 

Mohali - 160062 (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Administrative Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, 

Sector 62, S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali) 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Administrative Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, 

Sector 62, S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)
         


     

    …Respondents



  
Appeal  Case No.   1929 of 2015

Present :
Sh. Jaswant Singh,  on behalf of the the appellant. 

i) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate, 

ii) Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO-cum-Assistant Estate Officer, in person

iii) Sh. Jagwinder Singh Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER



On the last date of hearing held on 30.03.2016, an interim compensation of Rs. 5000/- was awarded to  the  appellant.

The appellant, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, through a letter dated 10.05.2016, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 11802 dated 11.05.2016, has requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.



Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate ;  Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO-cum-Assistant Estate Officer and Sh. Jagwinder Singh, Senior Assistant, who appeared in today’s hearing, submit an office order 11.05.2015 stating that compensation amount of Rs. 5000/- has been paid to the appellant, Sh. Bhupinder Singh through Cheque no. 000499 dated 12.05.2016 through registered post today itself i. e. 12.05.2016. He has also produced a copy of the postal receipt. Copies of the same are taken on record.
On the hearing held on 10.02.2016, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, Assistant Estate Officer-cum-

PIO, has submitted a reply dated 10.02.2016 in an affidavit to the show cause issued to her vide orders dated 07.01.2016.
I have gone over the reply, dated 10.02.2016 already submitted by Ms. Dalbir Kaur 

and found that the explanation given by her is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show cause issued to her is dropped.



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



 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Bhupinder Singh,

Kothi No. 933,

Phase – XI, Sector 65,

Mohali - 160062 (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Administrative Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, 

Sector 62, S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali) 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Administrative Officer,

GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, 

Sector 62, S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)
         


     

    …Respondents



  
Appeal  Case No.   2435 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Jaswant Singh,  on behalf of the the appellant. 

i) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate, 

ii) Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO-cum-Assistant Estate Officer, in person

iii) Sh. Jagwinder Singh Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER



On the last date of hearing held on 30.03.2016, an interim compensation of Rs. 5000/- was awarded to  the  appellant.


The appellant, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, through a letter dated 10.05.2016, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 11563 dated 10.05.2016, has requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.



Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate ;  Ms. Dalbir Kaur, PIO-cum-Assistant Estate Officer and Sh. Jagwinder Singh, Senior Assistant, who appeared in today’s hearing, submit an office order 11.05.2015 stating that compensation amount of Rs. 5000/- has been paid to the appellant, Sh. Bhupinder Singh through Cheque no. 000498 dated 12.05.2016 through registered post today itself i. e. 12.05.2016. He has also produced a copy of the postal receipt. Copies of the same are taken on record.

On the hearing held on 10.02.2016, Ms. Dalbir Kaur, Assistant Estate Officer-cum-

PIO, has submitted a reply dated 10.02.2016 in an affidavit to the show cause issued to her vide orders dated 07.01.2016.
I have gone over the reply, dated 10.02.2016 already submitted by Ms. Dalbir Kaur 

and found that the explanation given by her is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show cause issued to her is dropped.



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



 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner


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








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Prabodh Chander Bali,



121 – A, Krishna Square – II,

Batala Road,

Amritsar – 143001(Punjab)




..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o His Excellency

The Governor of Punjab, 

Governor House, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o His Excellency

The Governor of Punjab, 

Governor House, Chandigarh


  


 
   ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  3804 of 
2015
Present :
Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali,  the appellant in person.

i) Sh. Jagpal Singh, Superintendent ;
ii) Sh. Jasvir Singh, Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


This case was last heard on  03.05.2016.


Sh. Jagpal Singh, Superintendent and Sh. Jasvir Singh, Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit a reply vide letter no. 15bdated 06.10.2015. It is taken on record.


The appellant, Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, alleges that information against the queries raised by him in his RTI request has been denied by the respondent PIO concerned from office of His Excellency, the Governor of Punjab on the pretext that office of His Excellency, the Governor of Punjab is not ‘public authority’.


He also alleges that the respondent PIO of office  Punjab Raj Bhawan, who is Sh. Nagender Singh, in his submission made to the Commission, has taken a plea that “ vide letter/order dated 13.08.2013, Government of India, Ministry of Home Affairs, new Delhi has sent a RTI related reference to Raj Bhawan and mentioned that two Writ Petition Nos. 478 of 2008 and 237 of 2011 relating to RTI Act, 2005 were filed by Sh. Manohar Parikar in the High Court of Bombay at Goa where he sought the copies of report of the Governor sent to the Union Home Minister under the RTI Act. Union Government has filed the SLP in the Supreme Court of India against the order of the Bombay High Court at Panaji and is pending in the Supreme Court.
Contd…2/-
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The Supreme Court has stayed all the proceedings of the High Court of Bombay at Goa. The stand of the Government of India taken in the SLP is that the Governor is not a Public Authority under the ambit of RTI Act in addition to the negating of the constitution immunity granted to the Governor under Article 361 of the Constitution on the performance of his powers and duties of his office by subjecting him to directions of a Statutory Commission for which he is the appointing authority would also not be appropriate. In view of the Supreme Court’s Stay Order and the status of the constitutional office of the Governor, it is imperative to claim privilege under Section 8 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005. It would be necessary to keep all communications between the governors and the Central Govt. outside the ambit of the RTI Act. Any concession in this regard will seriously impede the working of Governor’s office and have implications on national security and would also undermine the constitutional offices and their functions”.



Sh. Bali states that Hon’ble Supreme Court neither decided that office of Governor is not ‘public authority’ as per provisions of the RTI Act nor the respondent PIO concerned has produced any document to establish the fact that office of Governor, State of Punjab is not ‘public authority’.


After hearing the parties concerned and examining the documents placed on record, Sh. Nagender Singh, the concerned PIO is directed to file an affidavit by claiming that office of Governor, State of Punjab is not ‘public authority’ as per any judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court. He will also clarify the fact whether a stay granted by Hon’ble Supreme Court in SLP 333225 of 2011 or has there any order, in which   office of Governor, State of Punjab has been declared as ‘public authority’.



Sh. Nagender is also directed to explain as to what was the status of the office of Governor, State of Punjab from 2005, when RTI Act was enacted and what is its status from 2011 when Hon’ble Supreme Court stayed orders of the High Court of Bombay in the said SLP.

The case is adjourned to  14th June, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
12th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
