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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Singh, S/o S. Karnail Singh,

Village Tunga, Post Office Chhittanwala , 

Tehsil Nabha , District Patiala.




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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab State Power Corporation,

Patiala.







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

Complaint Case No. 1205 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Ranjit Singh, Additional Superintending Engineer, PSPCL, Nabha on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent orally submits that the complaint made by the present information-seeker on 7.2.2013 is still pending for consideration in the office of the Chief Engineer (South), PSPCL, Patiala.

2.

The respondent is directed to convey the present position in writing to the present complainant within one week.

3.

To come up on 30.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           



( R.I. Singh)


April 15, 2013.   
  




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh, S/o Shri Harbans Singh,

Village Jallalkhera, Post Office Sular, 

Tehsil and District Patiala.





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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Sular Cantt., Patiala City. 





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

Complaint Case No. 1218  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Santokh Singh, Sub Divisional Officer (Mobile No.96461-10041) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply enclosing a copy of its letter No.5417 dated 21.2.2013 alongwith its enclosures which consist of the information which has been given to the complainant.  The plea of the respondent is that there is no merit in the present complaint and that it may be filed.  The complainant, however, is absent without intimation.  To afford him one opportunity to file his objections/rejoinder, if any, to the stand taken by the respondent, the case is adjourned to 30.4.2013 making it clear that no further extension will be allowed.

2.

To come up on 30.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           



( R.I. Singh)


April 15, 2013.   
  




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh, S/o Shri Harbans Singh,

Village Jallalkhera, Post Office Sular, 

Tehsil and District Patiala.





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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Sular Cantt., Patiala City. 





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

Complaint Case No. 1219 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Santokh Singh, Sub Divisional Officer (Mobile No.96461-10041) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply stating that vide their letter No.5488 dated 13.3.2013, they had sought fee of RS.110/-, Rs.38/- and Rs.25/- towards the cost of documents sought by the complainant.  It is averred that complainant has not so far deposited the requisite fee and as such information could not be furnished to him.  

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To afford him one opportunity to file his objections/rejoinder, if any, to the stand taken by the respondent, the case is adjourned to 30.4.2013 making it clear that no further extension will be allowed.

2.

To come up on 30.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




           



( R.I. Singh)


April 15, 2013.   
  




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohinder Pal, S/o Shri Beli Ram,

Village Basti Roruana, Po Kalwan,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, District Roop Nagar.


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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, District Roopnagar




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

Complaint Case No.  1224 of 2013

&

Shri Mohinder Pal, S/o Shri Beli Ram,

Village Basti Roruana, Po Kalwan,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, District Roop Nagar.


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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, District Roopnagar




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

Complaint Case No.  1225 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Mohinder Pal complainant in person.


Shri Sukhbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Mohinder Pal, complainant, has appeared in person in both the cases, which were filed in the Commission on 18.3.2013.  He has expressed his satisfaction with the information, which he says, has been furnished by the respondent.  In view of this, both the complainant cases are closed.






           



( R.I. Singh)


April 15, 2013.   
  




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi Dhuri, 

District Sangrur 






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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Bhadour, District Barnala  

First Appellate Authority-cum- 

SDO, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Bhadour, District Barnala 





    -------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 666 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Sushil Kumar, AAE on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information was received by the appellant, who gave an acknowledgement receipt dated 8.4.2013.  The respondent shows me a copy of the same placed in his office file.
2.

It appears that the appeal case was filed on 15.3.2013 whereas as per the version of the respondent, the information was furnished on 8.4.2013.  It may be that for this reason that the appellant is not present today.  However, to afford him one opportunity to file his objections/rejoinder, if any, to the stand of the respondent, I adjourn this case to 30.4.2013 making it clear that no further extension will be allowed.

3.

To come up on 30.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           



( R.I. Singh)


April 15, 2013.   
  




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bal Ram Sharma,

# 102, Street No 1A,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Gurbax Colony, 

Patiala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala







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

Appeal Case No.716 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Balram Sharma appellant in person.
Shri Rashpal Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Rakesh Kumar Bawa, APIO(Recruitment) and Shri K.S. Bhatia,  APIO on behalf o the respondent.

ORDER



Parties are allowed one adjournment, after discussion on the nature of the queries of the information-seeker.

2.

To come up on 30.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           



( R.I. Singh)


April 15, 2013.   
  




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar ,

#321B III, Near Gaushala, Sodhian Wali Street, 

Fazilka.









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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Power Transmission Limited,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib. 









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

Complaint Case No. 570  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Shashi Kant, UDC on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information was furnished vide his No.256-257 dated 9.4.2013., A copy of the same alongwith its enclosures has been placed by the respondent on the case file.  The complainant is absent without intimation.  To afford him one opportunity to file his rejoinder/objections, if any, to the stand of the respondent, the case is adjourned to 30.4.2013 making it clear that no further extension will be allowed.

2.

To come up on 30.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
       



( R.I. Singh)



April 15, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Rohit Sabharwal, President,

Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.






     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Dayanand Medical College & Hospital, Ludhiana.

   -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 298  of 2012

&

Dr. Sandeep Kumar, #1778

Sector-14, Hisar. 





     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Dayanand Medical College & Hospital, Ludhiana.

   -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1191  of 2012
Present:-
Shri S.S.Saini, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent has moved these two applications in CC-298/2012 and CC-1191/2012, which were dispose of by this Commission vide a Single Order dated 12.3.2013 giving direction that the respondent-Dayanand Medical College and Hospital, Ludhiana shall take all appropriate measures to implement the Right to Information Act, 2005 including appointment of a PIO within one month of the said order.
2.

The present  applications were received in the Commission on 9.4.2013. Today the respondent-Dayanand Medical College and Hospital, Ludhiana was heard.
3.

The plea of the respondent is that attested copy of the order dated 12.3.2013 was received by the respondent on 22.3.2013 and that they want to challenge this order in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court by way of a Civil Writ Petition and time of one month granted vide order dated 12.3.2013 is inadequate.  The respondent pleads that in the interest of law, justice and equity and to give a fair chance to the respondent to avail legal recourse, extension in time for a period of another two months may be granted.

4.

It is pleaded by the counsel for the respondent that the balance of convenience lies in the favour of the respondent as otherwise they will have to make an appointment of PIO. As held by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Namit Sharma vs. Union of India, a PIO should preferably be a person with a law degree or knowledge of law.  Since the respondent is a medical college, they do not have a person with the requisite background and they will have to advertise the post.  It is further pleaded that the respondent intends to approach the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court to grant stay on the operation of the Commission’s order dated 12.3.2013 and that in case such a stay is granted, the entire process of selection and appointment of a PIO would become anfractuous and wasteful.  It is, therefore, pleaded that to enable the respondent to exercise its right to move the constitutional court, extension in period of two months may be allowed.

5.

Considered.  As an interim order, extension is allowed till 15.5.2013.  Issue notice to the complainants in both these cases to file their reply/rejoinder, if any. The case is adjourned to 15.5.2013.
6.

To come up on 15.5.2013 at 12.30 P.M.
(Surinder Awasathi)


(Chander Parkash

    
(R.I. Singh)

 
     S.I.C.


 
        S.I.C



    C.I.C


   Punjab


  
     Punjab



  Punjab
Dated :15.04.2013
