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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kabal Singh s/o Shri Karnail Singh

Qr. No.2/5, Block No.1,

Ucha Khera Colony, Ranjit Sagar Dam,

Pathankot.







      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Shiromani Gurudwara Parbanchak Committee,

Shri Amritsar Sahib.

First Appellate Authority-

Shiromani Gurudwara Parbanchak Committee,

Shri Amritsar Sahib.






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

Appeal Case No.  1784    of 2013
Present:-
Shri Kabal Singh appellant in person.



Shri Simarjit Singh, GPA-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The stand of the respondent is that the complainant has asked for personal information of a third party, who is an employee of the respondent-public authority.  The third party namely-Shri Harpreet Singh has given in writing that his information should not be given.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  It is a case where the third party namely Shri Harpreet Singh is alleged to have married second time, during the validity of the first marriage.  A criminal case is pending.  A crime is a crime not against the individual concerned but against the society at large. Therefore, a public interest in disclosure of the information pertaining to an inquiry conducted by the respondent is obvious in the present case.  Accordingly, I direct that a copy of the inquiry report alongwith copies of the statements recorded by the respondent shall be furnished to the information-seeker within 15 days of the order.  With this direction, the case is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

September 16, 2013




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohinder Pal Bhalla

#59, Purani Abkari,

Sunami Gate, Sangrur.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Employment Generation and

Training, Chandigarh.





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

Complaint Case No. 3003 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Mohinder Pal Bhalla complainant in person.
Ms. Meenakshi Goyal, District Employment Generation Officer alongwith Shri Sukhminder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant is seeking information pertaining to his Annual Confidential Report and wants to know the reasons why a certain entry was made in his report.  The respondent has filed a written reply conveying that the queries of the information-seeker do not fall within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act. 2005. 

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Why a particular entry was made by the reporting or supervisory officer in the Annual Confidential Report of an employee is not covered within the meaning of information as given in Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.  The reasons for recording such an entry in the ACR are to be seen from the observations of the recording/reporting officer.  If such reasons are recorded, the information-seeker has a right to access those. However, if the remark or entry in the Annual Confidential Report is not self-speaking, then the public authority is not required to give fresh reasons which otherwise do not exist on record.  Hence, there is no merit in the complaint filed in the Commission on 14.8.2013 and the same is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

September 16, 2013




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Kumar

s/o Shri Hukam Chand,

VPO Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib (Roop Nagar).



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Roop Nagar.







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

Complaint Case No. 2744 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Notices issued to the parties have not been returned un-served by the postal authorities.  It is, therefore, presumed that these were served on the parties.
2.

However, to afford one opportunity, the case is adjourned to 14.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

September 16, 2013




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldarshan Singh

s/o Shri Malkit Singh,

VPO Mahina, Tehsil Malout,

District Sri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Malout.

District Sri Mukatsar Sahib.

First Appellate Authority-

Deputy Commissioner,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.






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

Appeal Case No. 1783     of 2013

Present:-
Shri Baldarshan Singh appellant in person.
Shri Sukhbir Singh Brar, Naib Tehsildar, Lambi alongwith Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Patwari on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant admits that he has received the information.  His plea, however, is that it has been given after a gap of nearly one and half year.

2.

The plea of the respondent on the other hand is that information-seeker had sought information pertaining to encroachments on the pathway number 1041 and 1042 and that there was no record on this subject with the respondent-public authority.  In the absence of any record, encroachment could be identified only after undertaking demarcation of the land for which a separate procedure has to be followed.  The demarcation exercise was also undertaken and copies of the report were forwarded to the appellant.  
3.

The present Naib Tehsildar-Shri Sukhbir Singh Brar has recently joined the post and he in any case is not responsible for the  delay.
4.

Since the information in this case has been delivered to the satisfaction of the appellant, after demarcation of the land, the present appeal case filed in the Commission on 24.7.2013 is closed with the direction to the respondent that the queries of the information-seeker should have been responded to within the stipulated time on the basis of available record.  If in the present case record pertaining to encroachment was not available with the respondent, a simple reply confirming this fact would have sufficed.
( R.I. Singh)

September 16, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Surinderjit Kaur

c/o S.S.Meelu, House No.364,

Sector 32-A, Chandigarh.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Engineer Thermal,

Guru Nanak Dev Thermal Plant,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Bathinda.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Secretary (Establishment)

Guru Nanak Dev Thermal Plant,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Bathinda.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Superintendent/Pension Mobile, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Patiala.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Chief Engineer/I.R. and CAO Pension Audit

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

The Chief Engineer (Thermal),

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Bathinda.

The Mukh Prabhandki/Pension Mobile/

IR, Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala.







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

Appeal Case No.  1169  of 2013

Present:-
Ms. Surinder Kaur appellant in person.

Mr. Harsh Garg, Advocate on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



As a last opportunity, on the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to 7.11.2013.

2.

To come up on 7.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

September 16, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Salok Singh Pangliya,

B-2/104, Mohalla Shanti Nagar,

Nawanshahar.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Executive Officer (D),

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

SBS Nagar.







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

Complaint Case No. 2045     of 2013

Present:-
Shri Salok Singh Pangliya complainant in person.

Shri Surinder Singh, Sub Divisional Officer (City), PSPCL, SBS Nagar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant-Shri Salok Singh Pangliya has submitted an affidavit, which is taken on record.  He further states that he is satisfied with the information given to him and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the complaint which was filed in the Commission on 4.6.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

September 16, 2013




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jawant Singh s/o Shri Khajan Singh,

r/o Basti Sunwan Wali (Khhuh  Chobare Wala),

Ferozepur-152002.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.



    -------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 1449 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaswant Singh appellant in person.



Shri Kundan Lal, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Parties agree to meet in the office of Shri Kundan Lal, Naib Teshildar so as to inspect the relevant record and thereafter copies of the required documents will be given.  The appellant, therefore, will visit the office of the respondent on 23.9.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

2.

To come up on 22.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

September 16, 2013




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manohar  Lal Sood, Foreman (Retd.)

# 6810,Gali No 2, Naveen Nagar, Jassian Road Haibowal Kalan

 Ludhiana


.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Chief Accounts Officer, Pension and Funds

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd, Patiala.






    



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

Complaint Case No. 2787 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Manohar Lal Sood, complainant in person.

Shri Pardeep Kumar, SAS Accountant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The case of the complainant is that he has retired from the service of the respondent-public authority on 31.8.2000 but his final pension is yet to be settled.  A period of 13 years has passed and the matter is still under consideration of the respondent.
2,

I have heard the parties.  It is obviously a case of extreme administrative callousness.  The respondent is, therefore, advised to settle the issue within a period of 90 days and convey its decision to the complainant.

3.

To come up on 5.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 
( R.I. Singh)

September 16, 2013




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
