STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Navjit Singh s/o Sh. Karam Singh,

VPO: Manochahal Kalan, Distt. Tarn Taran.





…Appellant

            Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Secretary (recruitment),

PSPCL, The Mall, Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, HRD, PSPCL,

The Mall, Patiala.






…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  2819 of 2016

Order

Present:
None for the appellant. 




Smt. Sneh Lata, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Navjeet Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-04-2016  addressed to PIO sought certain information of waiting list prepared relating to Balmiki/  Mazbi candidates who appeared for interview for the post of JE in the year 1998.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  23-08-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 24-08-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that the information, available on record,  has been supplied to the appellant vide Memo. No. 1609, dated 10.05.2016. He further informs that First Appeal was heard and disposed of by First Appellate Authority on 22.06.2016.  Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to 22.12.2016  at 11.00 A.M.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  17-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ranjit Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 122, Mahatma Gandhi Complex,

District Courts, Patiala.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2812 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, office of SSP, Sangrur, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Ranjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 06-05-2016  addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding FIR No. 31, dated 20-02-2016 under section 306 of IPC in Police Station, Lehra, Distt. Sangrur.. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  06-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 19-08-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  23-08-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 127-Appeal/RTI, dated 09.11.2016 from SSP Sangrur vide which it has been informed that Report has been sent to the court of S.D.J.M.  Moonak and after its approval requisite information will be supplied to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant  as and when the report is approved by of the court of S.D.J.M.
4.

In these circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.








…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Zirakpur, District:  SAS Nagar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Zirakpur, District: SAS Nagar.




…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  2780 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Rajesh Kumar, J.E., Nagar Council, Zirakpur, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Jasbir Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-01-2016 addressed to PIO sought information regarding 14 projects mentioned in the RTI application. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  05-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 24-08-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 24-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Rajesh Kumar, J.E., Nagar Council, Zirakpur, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 02.06.2016. The appellant is not present. However, a letter dated 14.11.2016 has been received from him informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health. He has requested to adjourn  the case to some other date. Accordingly, the PIO  is directed to send one more copy of the provided information to the appellant . He is also directed to explain the position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be provided to the appellant without any further delay.
4.

Adjourned to  22.12.2016   at 11.00 A.M.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gagandeep Singh Janjua,

Village: Tura, PO: Kumbh,

Tehsil Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Executive Engineer, PSPCL,

Garhshanker Road, Nawanshehar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, PSPCL, Jalandhar.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2763 of 2016 

Order

Present: 
Shri Gagandeep Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Satwinder Singh Sehmbi, Addl. S.E. Nawanshahar, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Gagandeep Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14-05-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding Shri Ashwani Kumar, JE.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 22-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 13-08-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that the appellant did not appear before the First Appellate Authority. The appellant informs that no hearing notice has been received from the First Appellate Authority. Consequently, the case is discussed at length. After discussing the matter and hearing both the parties, it is observed that the information regarding Points No. 2, 3 and 4 cannot be supplied as it relates to third party. However, it is directed that the information regarding Point No. 1 be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 


4.

Adjourned to 22.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:
17-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Dhaliwal,

16, Maharaja Yadvindra Enclave,

Nabha Road, Patiala- 1476001.





….…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Superintending Engineer, Technical,

PSPCL, The Mall, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, HRD,PSPCL,

The Mall, Patiala.






….…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2758 of 2016

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

Shri Ravi Verma, Joint Secretary Technical, PSPCL, Patiala, on behalf of the  respondents.
 

Shri H.S.,Dhaliwal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-11-2015 addressed to PIO sought  information regarding number of disciplinary cases decided by the Chairman, PSPCL from 01-01-2010 to till date.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 13-01-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 01-06-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  18-08-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

The appellant is not present. However, a letter dated 16.11.2016 has been received from him through e-mail  informing that due to operational requirements of his 
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job it is difficult for him to stay away from the Power Plant for 2-3 days. He has requested to re-schedule the date of hearing on any  Monday or Friday. 
Accordingly, the appellant is informed that the days allotted to this Bench for hearing  the cases are Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday.
4.

Shri Ravi Verma, Joint Secretary Technical, PSPCL, Patiala, appearing on behalf of the  respondents, submits a Memo. No. 5365/D-8937, dated 17.11.2016 from PIO-cum-SE/Technical, PSPCL, Patiala vide which it has been informed that the information sought by the appellant is not readily maintained by the office and comes under Section 2(j)(ii) of RTI Act, 2005 and the appellant has been offered to inspect the files/record for the information he desires. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send  a copy of this Memo. to the appellant by registered post and the appellant is advised to ask for some specific information  or inspect the record to identify the requisite information so that the same could be provided to him. 
5.

Adjourned to 22.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Mukesh Kumar Sharma, Advocate,

H.No. 258, MDC Sector-4,

Panchkula.









…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat,

Lalru, Distt. SAS Nagar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat,

LALRU,  District:  SAs Nagar.





…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 2730 of 2016 

Order

Present: 
Shri  Mukesh Sharma, Appellant, in person.


Shri Daman Davinder Singh, A.M.E., on behalf of the respondents.

 

Shri Mukesh K. Sharma Appellant vide an RTI application dated 10-06-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on 16 points  regarding Elections of Penta VIP Towers Residents’ Welfare Committee, Zirakpur. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  13-07-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 17-08-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Daman Davinder Singh, A.M.E., appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that information, available in their record, has already been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them and the appellant has been informed accordingly. Therefore, the appellant is advised to seek remaining information by filling a fresh RTI application with the concerned PIO.
4.

Accordingly, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Navjit Singh s/o Sh. Karam Singh,

VPO: Manochahal Kalan, Distt. Tarn Taran.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Secretary (Recruitment) PSPCL,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer (HRD) PSPCL,

Patiala.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2667 of 2016

Order

Present:
None for the appellant. 



Smt. Sneh Lata, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Navjit Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 08-03-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding recruitment of JEs belonging to Scheduled Caste category.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  25-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 08-08-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 08-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that the requisite information has been supplied by First Appellate Authority to the appellant  on 24.06.2016. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to 22.12.2016  at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-


 

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  17-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Hardeep Singh s/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

Village: Thathgarh, Distt. Tarn Taran.




…….Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Additional Superintending Engineer,

PSPCL, (Operations) Tarn Taran.





………Respondent

Complaint Case No.  1161 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Hardeep Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Ramesh Kumar, SDO and Shri Malkiat Singh, Revenue Accounts, PSPCL, Tarn-Taran, on behalf of  the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 04-02-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Hardeep Singh sought information regarding issue of electric connections to the residents of village Thathgarh (mentioned in the RTI application). 

2.

The case was last heard on 06.10.2016, when  the complainant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete and misleading. Accordingly, he was  directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy  to the Commission.  None was  present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. Viewing the callous attitude of the PIO seriously, he was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant after removing the deficiencies, before the next date of hearing.  He was  also directed to bring the relevant record to  explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay, failing which punitive action would  be initiated against him as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned for today. 
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant to the satisfaction of the complainant. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 17-11-2016


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh s/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

Village: Thathgarh, Distt. Tarn Taran.




……..Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Additional Superintending Engineer,

PSPCL, (Urban Div.) Tarn Taran.





………..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1160 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Hardeep Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Ramesh Kumar, SDO and Shri Malkiat Singh, Revenue Accounts, PSPCL, Tarn-Taran, on behalf of  the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 07-12-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Hardeep Singh sought information regarding installation of electric meters under BPL scheme in village Thathgarh. 

2.

The case was last heard on 06.10.2016, when  the complainant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete and misleading. Accordingly, he was  directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy  to the Commission.  None was  present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. Viewing the callous attitude of the PIO seriously, he was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant after removing the deficiencies, before the next date of hearing.  He was  also directed to bring the relevant record to  explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay, failing which punitive action would  be initiated against him as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned for today. 

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant to the satisfaction of the complainant. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 17-11-2016


                       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Vijay Kumar,

252, Friends Colony, Gopal Nagar,

Hari Mandir, Amritsar- 143001.





…….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.




            ………Respondent
Complaint Case No. 666 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 01-09-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Vijay Kumar sought various information/ documents relating to Flat No. 12-FF (MIG) on Ajnala Road, C-Block, Amritsar.

2.

The case was last heard on 20.10.2016, when A letter No. AITT/7847, dated 07.10.2016 was  received from the PIO, wherein she had  explained factual position of the case, a copy of which was  handed over to the complainant to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The complainant submitted  that the information had been supplied after 1 year. Consequently, the respondent explains reasons for delay in the supply of information. Accordingly, she was  warned to be careful in future in handling RTI cases. 

3.

Today,  none is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. However, a letter dated 09.11.2016 has been received from the complainant submitting  that the information regarding Points No. 5 and 11 has not been supplied to him as yet. He has enclosed a copy of letter No. AIT/6396, dated 29.08.2016 from Trust Engineer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust, Amritsar vide which the complainant has been informed by the PIO that Point No. 5 relates to Sales Branch and 
Points No. 11 relates to Accounts Branch.  In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India 
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CC -  666 of 2016



-2-
rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of 
SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 17-11-2016 




State Information Commissioner
CC:

First Appellate Authority,



o/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Balbir Aggarwal, 

167-B, Industrial Estate, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana- 141003.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Officer, 

Sarabha Nagar Extension, PSPCL,  Ludhiana- 141002.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Sub Divisional Officer, PSPCL,

Model Town Extension, Ludhiana-141002.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2392 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for  the appellant.

Shri Kulwant Singh, SDO Commercial, PSPCL, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 18-03-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding Meter No. W32MG161037, Health Centre, Jawahar Nagar. 

2.

The case was last heard on 06.10.2016, when  Smt. Daljeet Kaur Gabria, AEE Commercial, PSPCL, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, handed  over information to the representative of the appellant in the court, who sought  time to study the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to  the PIO, with  a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant which his been duly received by him on 06.10.2016. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations, on the provided information, have been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rajneesh Bharara
c/o Union Bank of India,Civil Lines,

Roorkee-247667, Distt. Haridwar (Uttrakhand).




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2404 of 2016

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


Shri Gurvinder Singh, Steno/MTP, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Rajneesh Bharara Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17-11-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information on five points regarding issue of No Objection Certificate for registration of a sale deed.
2.

Today, the appellant is not present. However, a telephonic message has been received from him informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to official exigency as he is a bank employee. The respondent has brought the information for handing over the same to the appellant, who is not present. He submits a copy of information to the Commission, which is taken on record. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send this information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with  a copy to the Commission. 
3.

Adjourned to  29.12.2016  at 11.00 A.M.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Rajneesh Bharara
c/o Union Bank of India,Civil Lines,

Roorki-247667, Distt. Haridwar (Uttrakhand).




…Appellant


                      Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Director, 

Technical Education & Industrial Training,

Technical Bhawan, Sector 36, Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Additional Director, 

Technical Education & Industrial Training,

Technical Bhawan, Sector 36, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2405 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.


Shri Rashpal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Rajneesh Bharara Appellant vide an RTI application dated 18-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on twelve points courses run by Directorate of Technical Education and Industrial Training Punjab alongwith transfer policy for Fruit and Vegetable Preservation Instructors. 

2.

Today, the appellant is not present. However, a telephonic message has been received from him informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to official exigency as he is a bank employee. He has further informed that he has sent deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. 

3.

Adjourned to 29.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajneesh Bharara,

Union Bank of India,

Civil Lines, ROORKEE,

District: Haridwar – 247667.






…..Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Registrar, Amritsar-1.
2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.



….Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 4143 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Rajneesh Bharara, Appellant, in person.

Shri Pardeep Sngh Bains, Tehsildar Majitha with additional charge of Amritsar-1, on behalf of  the  respondents.
Shri Rajneesh Bharara, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  25/26th August, 2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 5 points regarding Circles of Amritsar District alongwith procedure being adopted for registering mutation.

2.

The case was last heard on 04.10.2016, when It was  noted with concern that none had  appeared on behalf of the respondents during any of the 6  hearings held so far in this case.  Viewing  the disobedience of the orders of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar and   of the Commission seriously, a Show-Cause Notice was issued to Shri Pardeep Singh Bains,  PIO-cum-Sub Registrar, Amritsar-1, to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information to the appellant and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him during long period of more than 25 months. The case was adjourned for today.
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3.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Pardeep Sngh Bains, Tehsildar Majitha with additional charge of Amritsar-1,  appears on behalf of  the  respondents. He informs that he has been recently given the additional charge of Tehsildar, Amritsar-1. He further informs that the information, available on record, has already been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available with them. He submits an affidavit in this regard. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send one more copy of the information to the appellant alongwith affidavit in original, a copy of which is retained in the Commission file. Besides, the respondent is directed to submit a reply to the Show-Cause Notice  on the next date of hearing. The appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to 29.12.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  17-11-2016


             State Information Commissioner
