STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kanwaljit Singh

Govt. Senior Secondary School, 

Maroon, Jalandhar 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(S) Jalandhar 

First Appellate Authority

O/o DEO (S), Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1359 of 2013

Present :  
(i) Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Hemraj, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 


ORDER

Heard

2.         Vide RTI application dated 15.02.2013 addressed to the Respondent, Sh. Kanwaljit Singh had sought information on fifteen points.

3.       The present appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.06.2013.

4.        Respondent states that most of the information has already been provided to the Appellant and in the hearing dated 01.08.213, Commission was directed that remaining information be provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Hemraj, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the commission in the last hearing, complete information according to the RTI application of the Appellant has been provided to him.  Appellant states that he has received the information but it is incomplete. 
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5.      I have carefully considered the objections of the Appellant that is without substance. Appellant is advised, for his grievances, he may approach the concerned authorities. 

6.
Since, information has been provided as per record. No further cause of action is required. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kanwaljit Singh

Govt. Senior Secondary School, 

Maroon, Jalandhar 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(S) Jalandhar 

First Appellate Authority

O/o DEO (S), Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1358 of 2013

Present :  
(i) Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Hemraj, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 


ORDER

Heard

2.         Vide RTI application dated 27.12.2012 addressed to the Respondent, Sh. Kanwaljit Singh had sought information on fourteen points.

3.       The present appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.06.2013.

4.        Respondent states that most of the information has already been provided to the Appellant and in the hearing dated 01.08.213, Commission was directed that remaining information be provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Hemraj, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the commission in the last hearing, complete information according to the RTI application of the Appellant has been provided to him.  Appellant states that he has received the information but it is incomplete. 
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5.      I have carefully considered the objections of the Appellant that is without substance. Appellant is advised, for his grievances, he may approach the concerned authorities. 

6.
Since, information has been provided as per record. No further cause of action is required. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase – 7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police

SAS Nagar, Mohali

First Appellate Authority

IGP (Zonal-I), Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No 1814 of 2013

Present
(i) Sh. Harminder Singh, the Appellant



(ii)Sh. Pawandev Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

       Heard

2 .          Vide RTI application dated 12.09.2012 addressed to the Respondent, Sh. Harminder Singh had sought information regarding zimni orders.  

3.       The present appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.12.2012.

4.     The Appellant states that most of the time has been lapsed but the information is still pending.  The sought for information is delayed as the same case is pending before the larger bench and the larger bench has reserved its orders.  The information can not be provided till the decision of the larger bench of the Commission.  

5.    
In this view of the matter, I deem it appropriate that the instant appeal is adjourned sine die. The case is, accordingly, adjourned sine die till the decision of the larger bench.   Copies of the orders be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase – 7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police

SAS Nagar, Mohali

First Appellate Authority

IGP (Zonal-I), Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No 20 of 2013

Present
(i) Sh. Harminder Singh, the Appellant



(ii)Sh. Pawandev Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

       Heard

2 .          Vide RTI application dated 12.09.2012 addressed to the Respondent, Sh. Harminder Singh had sought information regarding zimni orders.  

3.       The present appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.12.2012.

4.        The Appellant states that most of the time has been lapsed but the information is still pending.  The sought for information is delayed as the same case is pending before the larger bench and the larger bench has reserved its orders.  The information can not be provided till the decision of the larger bench of the Commission.  

5.    
In this view of the matter, I deem it appropriate that the instant appeal is adjourned sine die. The case is, accordingly, adjourned sine die till the decision of the larger bench.   Copies of the orders be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagat Singh, Sabka Sarpanch

Vill Boolpur, Tehsil Sultanpurlodhi

Distt. Kapurthala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Sultanpur Lodhi

Distt. Kapurthala 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2214 of 2013
Present :

None for the parties.
ORDER

2.    Vide RTI application dated 06.05.2013 addressed to the Respondent, Sh. Sh. Jagat Singh had sought information on four points.

3.       The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 17.06.2013.   
4.   In the hearing dated 01.08.2013, Sh. Harminder Singh, Panchayat Secy., appeared in person and stated that some more time be given to him to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  Sh. Harbilas Bagla  BDPO, appeared on 03.09.2013 stated that as directed by the Commission, the sought for information had already been provided to the Complainant and had shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information and Complainant has also informed the Commission on telephone that he has received the information and is satisfied.
5.
In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                       (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                       State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Naresh Dilawari,

# 3440, Sector 35/D,

Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police 

SAS Nagar Mohali

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 276 of 2013

Present :        (i) Sh. Naresh Dilawari, the Complainant 



(ii)Sh. Pawandev Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.
Arguments heard, judgment is reserved.

Sd/-
                                                                                       (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                       State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukh Chand, JBT Teacher (retd.)

H.No. 609/1, Saloh Road,

Opp.Kartar Furniture House,

Nawanshahr

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

SBS Nagar

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 925 of 2013

Present
(i) Sh. Sukh Chand, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

      Heard

2.         Vide RTI application dated 17.11.2012 addressed to the Respondent, Sh. Sukh Chand had sought information on twelve points.

3.       The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 22.02.2013.

4.        During the hearing dated 30.07.2013, Respondent was directed to provide the information pertaining to point no. 9 to the Complainant, before the next date of hearing.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Balwinder Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the information pertaining to point no. 9 has been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
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5.
In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                             (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                       State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Manish Modi, Advocate,

Chamber No. 15, Civil Court complex,

Amloh, Tehsil Amloh,

District Fatehgarh Sahib

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Amloh, Tehsil Amloh,

Distt, Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1082 of 2013

alongwith

Complaint No. 1087 of 2013

Present
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Sunil Verma, Executive Officer  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

      Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 28.01.2013 addressed to the PIO, O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Amloh, Tehsil Amloh, Distt, Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab, Sh. Manish Modi had sought information on eight points. 
3.      The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 07.03.2013.

4.
During the hearing dated 30.07.2013, Respondent stated that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant but the Complainant was absent and he was advised to visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and get the information.  Sh. Sunil Verma, Executive Officer appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as advised by the Commission in the last hearing, neither Complainant has visited their office nor 
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he has pointed out any deficiency in the information provided.  In today’s hearing, Complainant is again absent and he has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.
5.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                             (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                       State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Suwinderjit Singh

162, Ajit Nagar,

Sultan Wind Road,

Amritsar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Additional S.E.

Commercial East Division,

Batala Road, Verka Complex
Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Amritsar
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2104 of 2013

Present
: 
(i) Sh. Suwinderjit Singh, the complainant 




(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

       Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 04.01.2013, addressed to the Respondent,  Sh. Suwinderjit Singh had sought the information regarding the electricity connection of House No. 57.
3.
Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission received in it on 07.06.2013.
4.
In the hearing 23.07.2013, Respondent was absent and Complainant stated that no information had been given to him. In the earlier hearing dated 22.08.2013 again, neither any appearance had been put in on behalf of the respondent-PIO nor had any communication been received from him. 
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Therefore, respondent-PIO was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  Today, It is observed that though a show cause notice had been issued to the respondent PIO, neither any explanation to the same had been received from him nor had he cared to appear before the Commission.

5.
Today, on telephonic conversation with Sh. Jodh Singh, Additional S.E. informed me that there is a mistake in the address of the Respondent in the last two orders by the Commission. The description of the Respondent in the instant complaint, therefore, needs to be corrected. I order accordingly.
6.
One more opportunity is granted to the Respondent to appear before the Commission alongwith the complete information and he is also directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause on the next date of hearing. 

7.
Adjourned to 10.10.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                       State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satnam Singh sekho,

S/o Late Sh. Kartar Singh

Village Tandi, P.O Ladoa,

Distt. Jalandhar 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o. BDPO, Bhogpur,

Distt. Jalandhar 

First Appellate Authority

O/o DDPO, Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 657 of 2013

alongwith

Appeal No. 658 of 2013

Present: 
(i) Sh. Satnam Singh, the Appellant



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 23.11.2012, addressed to BDPO, Bhogpur, Sh. Satnam Singh Sekho had sought information.

3.
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – DDPO, Jalandhar had been filed on 24.12.2012, whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 14.03.2013.
4.
In the hearing dated 02.05.2013, Appeal no. 657 of 2013 and Appeal No. 658 of 2013 had been clubbed together. Respondent was absent and Complainant stated that no information had been given to him.

5.
On 13.06.2013 again, neither any appearance had been put in on behalf of the respondent-PIO nor had any communication been received from him. 
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Therefore, respondent-PIO was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  On 04.07.2013, neither the appellant nor the respondent was present. 

6.
 Today, It is observed that though a show cause notice had been issued to the respondent PIO, neither any explanation to the same had been received from him nor had he cared to appear before the Commission. 

7.
I have looked into all the facts and circumstances of the case. In my view this is a fit case, where award of compensation under Section 19 (8) (b) is called for. I have no doubt in my mind that this states of affairs has come about on account of the absence of adequate machinery for handling the RTI work in the office of BDPO, Bhogpur. BDPO, Bhogpur, is thus, responsible for the inadequate handling of the RTI requests and in the instant case I, therefore, order that compensation of Rs. 5,000/- (Rs. five thousand only) be paid to the appellant by the office of BDPO, Bhogpur (public authority). It is clarified that the amount of compensation is to be paid by the public authority i.e  office of BDPO, Bhogpur and not by the PIO. BDPO, Bhogpur is also directed to personally present alongwith the information on the next date of hearing.
9.
To come up for confirmation and compliance on 26.09.2013 (11.00AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                       State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satnam Singh Sekhon,

s/o Shri Kartar Singh

Village Tandi, PO Tarua,

District Jalandhar 

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Bhogpur

First Appellate Authority 

O/o DDPO, Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1370 of 2013

Present :  
(i) Sh. Satnam Singh Sekhon, the Appellant




(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 21.02.2013- addressed to BDPO, Bhogpur, Sh. Satnam Singh had sought information on 07 points. 
3.
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – DDPO, Jalandhar had been filed on 21.02.2013, whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 13.06.2013.
4.
In the hearing dated  01.08.2013, Respondent was absent and Appellant stated that no information had been given to him. Today, again Respondent is absent and the Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent may note that this is the last opportunity given to him to  provide the information to the Appellant. He/she is also directed to appear before the commission alongwith the sought for information on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTIA ct 2005 will be initiated.
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5.
Adjourned to 26.09.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                       State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th September, 2013
