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Gurjeet Singh S/o Sh. Saudagar Singh,

Village -Lalwa, Tehsil – Patran,

Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and

Panchayat Officer (BDPO),

Patran, Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)





   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  321 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Gurjeet Singh, the complainant, in person.

i) Ms. Paramjit Kaur, B. D. P. O.-cum-PIO ;
ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 09.10.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 04.02.2016. 



The complainant, Sh. Gurjeet 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

Ms. Paramjit Kaur, B. D. P. O.-cum-PIO, who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Harinder Singh, Secretary in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 762 dated 12.04.2016 stating that  the requisite information could not be supplied to the complainant, Sh. Gurjeet Singh as required fee was not deposited by the complainant, which was demanded from him vide letter dated 29.02.2016. It is taken on record. 


After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the respondent PIO has failed to demand the required fee within the stipulated time of ten days from the date of receipt of the RTI application as per rule 4 of Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007, the respondent PIO was bound to supply the requisite information to the complainant ‘free of cost’.


On this, Ms. Paramjit Kaur states that the requisite information would be supplied to the complainant, Sh. Gurjeet Singh ‘free of cost’.
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 five months.



Hence, I am of the considered view that a show cause be issued to the then PIO concerned, when the RTI application was  moved by the applicant.


After hearing the parties concerned, it has come to the notice that Ms. Paramjit Kaur was PIO when the RTI application was  moved by the applicant and she is also working as present PIO.
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In view of the above, PIO – Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer (BDPO), Patran, will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her 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 her 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.


            She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 
She is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by her 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 her alongwith this order through registered post  for her ready reference.


A copy of this order be sent to Financial Commissioner (Development) and Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali with the advice to intervene into the matter and to take necessary steps to make the officials concerned more sensitive towards the implementation of the RTI Act  to bring transparency in the functioning of public authority concerned.

 The case is adjourned to  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
i) The Financial Commissioner (Development),
Pb. Civil Sectt. -  1, Chandigarh 

ii) The Director,

 Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali (Punjab)
(Regd. Post)
iii)
Ms. Paramjit Kaur, 




Block Development and




Panchayat Officer (BDPO)-cum-PIO,


 

Encl :

Patran,
Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)
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Baljit Singh

S/o Sh. Arjun Singh,

Village -Lalwa,

Tehsil – Patran,

Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and

Panchayat Officer (BDPO),

Patran,

Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)





 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  322 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Baljit Singh, the complainant, in person.

i) Ms. Paramjit Kaur, B. D. P. O.-cum-PIO ;
ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 09.10.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 04.02.2016. 



The complainant, Sh. Baljit 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

Ms. Paramjit Kaur, B. D. P. O.-cum-PIO, who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Harinder Singh, Secretary in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 762 dated 12.04.2016. It is taken on record. 


She also states that the requisite information would be supplied to the complainant, Sh. Baljit Singh  ‘free of cost’.

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 five months.



Hence, I am of the considered view that a show cause be issued to the then PIO concerned, when the RTI application was  moved by the applicant.


After hearing the parties concerned, it has come to the notice that Ms. Paramjit Kaur was PIO when the RTI application was  moved by the applicant and she is also working as present PIO.
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In view of the above, PIO – Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer (BDPO), Patran, will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her 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 her 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.


            She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 
She is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by her 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 her alongwith this order through registered post  for her ready reference.


A copy of this order be sent to Financial Commissioner (Development) and Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali with the advice to intervene into the matter and to take necessary steps to make the officials concerned more sensitive towards the implementation of the RTI Act  to bring transparency in the functioning of public authority concerned.

 The case is adjourned to  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
i) The Financial Commissioner (Development),
Pb. Civil Sectt. -  1, Chandigarh 

ii) The Director,

 Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali (Punjab)
(Regd. Post)
iii)
Ms. Paramjit Kaur, 




Block Development and




Panchayat Officer (BDPO)-cum-PIO,


 

Encl :

Patran,
Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)
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Gulzar Singh

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

Village -Laalwa,

Tehsil – Patran,

Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and

Panchayat Officer (BDPO),

Patran,

Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)





 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  323 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Gulzar Singh, the complainant, in person.

i) Ms. Paramjit Kaur, B. D. P. O.-cum-PIO ;
ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 09.10.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 04.02.2016. 



The complainant, Sh. Gulzar, 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

Ms. Paramjit Kaur, B. D. P. O.-cum-PIO, who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Harinder Singh, Secretary in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 762 dated 12.04.2016. It is taken on record. 

        She also states that the requisite information would be supplied to the complainant, Sh. Gulzar Singh  ‘free of cost’.

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 five months.



Hence, I am of the considered view that a show cause be issued to the then PIO concerned, when the RTI application was  moved by the applicant.


After hearing the parties concerned, it has come to the notice that Ms. Paramjit Kaur was PIO when the RTI application was  moved by the applicant and she is also working as present PIO.
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In view of the above, PIO – Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer (BDPO), Patran, will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her 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 her 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.


            She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 
She is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by her 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 her alongwith this order through registered post  for her ready reference.


A copy of this order be sent to Financial Commissioner (Development) and Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali with the advice to intervene into the matter and to take necessary steps to make the officials concerned more sensitive towards the implementation of the RTI Act  to bring transparency in the functioning of public authority concerned.

 The case is adjourned to  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
i) The Financial Commissioner (Development),
Pb. Civil Sectt. -  1, Chandigarh 

ii) The Director,

 Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali (Punjab)
(Regd. Post)
iii)
Ms. Paramjit Kaur, 




Block Development and




Panchayat Officer (BDPO)-cum-PIO,


 

Encl :

Patran,
Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)


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

S/o Sh. Harinder Singh,

2446/3, Moran Wali Gali,

Kharadian Mohalla,

Patiala (Punjab)







……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Supdt. of Police,

Patiala (Punjab)





 
 
  ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  324 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Suneer, the complainant, in person.



Sh. Guriqbal Singh, S. I., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 12.06.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  30.01.2016. 



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



Sh. Guriqbal Singh, S. I., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 534 dated 14.04.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Suneer. He also hands over a copy of the same to the complainant during the hearing  in the Commission today. It is taken on record.


I have gone over the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I 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)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
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               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Harbhaj Ram S/o Sh. Amar Chand,

V.P.O. – Garle Daha,

Tehsil – Balachaur,

Distt. – Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar (Punjab)


   
    ……. Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

Pb. School Education Board,

P.S.E.B. Complex, Sector 62, 

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)





 
 
.…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  329 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Harbhaj Ram, the complainant, in person.



Sh. Varinder Madan, Superintendent (Legal), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 15.10.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 02.02.2016. 



Sh. Varinder Madan, Superintendent (Legal), who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that whatever information is available in the office record, has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Harbhaj Ram.


The complainant, Sh. Harbhaj Ram, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority (FAA) under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. 

Suresh Kumar Tondon, Vice-Chairman, Punjab School Education Board, Mohali, 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 enclosed for ready reference of FAA, 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.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner



Sh. Suresh Kumar Tondon, 




Vice Chairman-cum-First Appellate Authority
(Regd. Post)


Pb. School Education Board, P.S.E.B. Complex,


Encl :

Sector 62, S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) (Punjab)
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Gurjeet Singh

S/o Sh. Hazoora Singh,

Village - Phumannwal,

P.O. – Majhi Via Bhawanigarh - 148026,

Tehsil & Distt. - Sangrur (Punjab)





……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and

Panchayat Officer (BDPO),

Bhawanigarh,

Distt. - Sangrur (Punjab)





 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  333 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Gurjeet Singh, the complainant, in person.



Sh. Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 01.06.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  22.01.2016. 



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

Sh. Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Gurjeet Singh on 11.04.2016 through registered post. He also hands over a copy of the same to the complainant during the hearing  in the Commission today. A copy of the supplied information and copy of the postal receipt is taken on record.
I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Gurjeet Singh, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I 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)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Anil Kumar

S/o Sh. Kewal Krishan,

H. No. 2728,

Phirni Road, Adarsh Nagar,

Fazilka - 152123 (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Estate Officer,

Pb. Urban Dev. Authority (PUDA),,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali (Punjab)



 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  334 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Anil Kumar, the complainant, in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

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

dated  05.02.2016. 

Neither  the respondent PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.



The complainant, Sh. Anil Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that incomplete 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.


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 five months.



In view of the above,  PIO of office of Estate Officer, Punjab Urban Development Authority (PUDA), 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  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
(Regd. Post)

Public Information Officer(By Name)



O/o The Estate Officer,




Pb. Urban Dev. Authority (PUDA),




PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali (Punjab) 

Encl :
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Kuldeep Singh

S/o Sh. Dass Singh,

Village – Mandofal,

Teh. & Distt. – Fatehgarh Sahib (Punjab)




……. Complainant

Vs
i) Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,
Fatehgarh Sahib (Punjab)


ii) Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development and

Panchayat Officer (DDPO),

Fatehgarh Sahib (Punjab)




 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  335 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Kuldeep Singh the complainant in person.


Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  04.09.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  05.02.2016. 



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

Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Kuldeep Singh. A copy of the set of supplied information is taken on record.
I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Kuldeep Singh, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.


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 Sh. Amrik Singh Sandhu, District Development and Panchayat Officer (DDPO), Fatehgarh Sahib, 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.
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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.


 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


(Regd. Post)

Sh. Amrik Singh Sandhu,



 District Development and



Panchayat Officer (DDPO),

cum-First Appellate Authority, 


Fatehgarh Sahib (Punjab)

Encl :
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Manpreet Sandhu
(Regd. Post)
S/o Sh. G. S. Sandhu,



Kothi. No. 1657,



Sector 7 – C,



Chandigarh 






……. Complainant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

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



Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,



Zirakpur Division,



Distt. – Mohali  (Punjab)



 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  523 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Manpreet Sandhu, the complainant, in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  14.01.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  02.03.2016. 


The complainant, Sh. Manpreet Sandhu, 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.
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.

Neither  the respondent PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.



In view of the above,  Public Information Officer of office of Punjab State Power Corporation ltd., Zirakpur Division, Distt. – 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 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.


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  5th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Public Information Officer (By Name),




O/o Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,




Zirakpur Division,




Distt. – Mohali  (Punjab)

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

S/o Sh. Ramji Dass,

H. No. 180, Ward – 15,

Maur Mandi – 151509,

Tehsil - Maur Mandi

Distt. - Bathinda (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Maur Mandi

Distt. - Bathinda (Punjab)





 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  505 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.


Sh. Rakesh Kumar Arora, Executive Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  15.01.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 27.02.2016. 



Sh. Rakesh Kumar Arora, Executive Officer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 12 dated 05.04.2016 showing that complainant, Sh. Vijay Kumar has been given an opportunity to visit the office and inspect the relevant official record on any working day and take copies of the information, which would be identified by him after inspection. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Vijay Kumar, is not present in today’s hearing. He is advised to avail the opportunity to inspect the relevant official record on any day during working hours, identify the information and take certified  copy of the same.


The respondent PIO is also directed to facilitate the applicant to inspect the relevant official record on any day during working hours so that the complainant could identify the information and take certified  copies of the same.



The case is adjourned to  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 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


Vijay Kumar

(Regd. Post)
S/o Sh. Ramji Dass,



H. No. 180, Ward – 15,



Maur Mandi – 151509,



Tehsil - Maur Mandi



Distt. - Bathinda (Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

Govt. Sr. Secondary (Girls) School,

Maur Mandi

Distt. - Bathinda (Punjab)



First Appellate Authority,

O/o The District Education Officer(Sec.),

Bathinda (Punjab)







    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  904 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Jagsir Singh, Lecturer (English,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 19.01.2016. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 27.02.2016. 


Sh. Jagsir Singh, Lecturer (English),  who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that he has brought the requisite information, vide letter no. 106 dated 16.04.2016, into the Commission to hand it over the same to the appellant, Sh. Vijay Kumar. A copy of the set of supplied information is taken on record.


The appellant, Sh. Vijay Kumar, is not present in today’s hearing.



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


The appellant, Sh. Vijay Kumar is advised to point out deficiencies in the information supplied to the respondent-PIO in writing and the respondent PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.
 The case is adjourned to  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
Encl :

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








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Hari Dev

S/o Sh. Chanan Ram,

Village – Thathal,

P. O. – Bassi Gulam Hussain,

Teh. & Distt. - Hoshiarpur  (Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)




First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)







    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  453 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 05.10.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 20.01.2016. 

Neither the appellant, Sh. Hari Dev nor the respondent is present in today’s 
hearing. No request has also been received for an adjournment from either party.



After examining the documents placed on record, it is also 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 Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur 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 of First Appellate Authority.

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)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
(Regd. Post)

The Deputy Commissioner,




-cum-First Appellate Authority, 


Hoshiarpur (Punjab)


Encl :

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








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
B. S. Saini

S/o Sh. Gokul Singh,

H. No. B – 14, Green Avenue,

Roopnagar - 140001  (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Punjab Gramin Bank,

Jalandhar Road,

H.O. – Kapurthala (Punjab)




First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Chairman,

Punjab Gramin Bank,

Jalandhar Road,

H.O. – Kapurthala (Punjab)






    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  457 of 2016
Present :
Sh. B. S. Saini,  the appellant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 21.10.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  27.01.2016. 



The appellant, Sh. B. S. Saini, appeared in person in today’s hearing.


The respondent PIO has sent a reply vide letter no. 1932 dated 15.03.2016, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 7347 dated 21.03.2016. In that reply, the CPIO has stated that Punjab Gramin Bank is a statutory Body incorporated under Regional Rural Act, 1976, by a Gazette Notification dated 12.09.2015 of Government of India and  Punjab Gramin Bank is a Public Authoruty under Government of India and not under Government of Punjab. Hence, the present appeal of the applicant is preferable before Central Information Commission, New Delhi. It is taken on record.



As Punjab Gramin Bank comes under the jurisdiction of Centre Government of India, hence, the appellant, Sh. B. S. Saini is advised to approach office of Central Information Commission, August Kranti Bhawan, Bhikaji Cama Place, New Delhi – 110066.
    
As no action is required to be taken in this case, the case is disposed of and closed.



 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Harnek Singh

S/o Sh. Kapoor Singh,

H. No. 589, Prem Street – 2,

SriGuru Harkrishan Nagar,

M. K. Road, Khanna,

Distt. – Ludhiana – 141401 (Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Co-op. Societies, Punjab,

Near G.P.O., Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Registrar,

Co-op. Societies, Punjab, 

Near G.P.O., Sector 17,

Chandigarh





  


    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  3670 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant. 

i) Sh. Kewal Krishan, Establishment Officer ;
ii) Sh. Narinder Sarin, Superintendent-cum-APIO ;
iii) Ms. Kamli Devi, Superintendent ;
iv) Sh. Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 




On the last date of hearing, held on 21.03.2016, Sh. Narinder Sarin, Superintendent and Sh. Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant,  stated  that requisite information would be supplied to the information seeker within  fifteen days from that day. An interim compensation of Rs. 2,000/- was also awarded to the applicant. An opportunity was also given to Ms. Nisha Rana, Additional Registrar (D)-cum-PIO to submit her reply to the show cause issued  to her vide order dated 09.02.2016. 


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



Sh. Kewal Krishan, Establishment Officer ; Sh. Narinder Sarin, Superintendent-cum-APIO ; Ms. Kamli Devi, Superintendent and Sh. Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Harnek Singh. 



They also submit a reply vide letter no. 3822 dated 18.04.2016 showing that the compensation amount of Rs. 2000/- has been paid to the appellant, Sh. Harnek Singh through demand draft no. 227095 dated 18.04.2016 through registered post. He has also produced a photostat copy of the demand draft. A copy of the reply alongwith a copy of the demand draft is taken on record.

  Contd..2/
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They also submit a reply signed by Ms. Nisha Rana, Additional Registrar-cum-PIO, to the show cause issued to her vide orders dated 09.02.2016, which is taken on record.

I have gone over the reply sent by Ms. Nisha Rana 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)
18th April, 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
H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, 

Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali)- 160059 (Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Town Planner,

PUDA Bhawan, 6th Floor,

Sector 62, Mohali - 160062 (Punjab)



First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Chief Town Planner,

PUDA Bhawan, 6th Floor,

Sector 62, Mohali - 160062 (Punjab)





    ..…Respondent


  


Appeal  Case No.  26 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Sandeep Kumar, Planning Officer, on behalf of the respondent.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      

ORDER


On the last date of hearing, held on 17.03.2016, the respondent PIO was directed  to facilitate the appellant for inspection of record and supply him the information, duly identified by the appellant, free of cost.

Sh. Sandeep Kumar, Planning Officer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that he has brought the requisite information (158 pages), vide letter no. 466 dated 12.04.2016, into the Commission to hand it over the same to the appellant, Sh.  H. S. Hundal.




The appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal through a letter dated 18.04.2015, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 9443 dated 18.04.2016, 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.



A set of the information submitted by Sh. Sandeep Kumar is taken on record so that it could be handed over to the appellant on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 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
H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, 

Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali)- 160059 (Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Phase – 6,

S. A. S. Nagar – 160055 (Punjab)



First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Phase – 6,

S. A. S. Nagar – 160055 (Punjab)





    ..…Respondent


  


Appeal  Case No.  95 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist, on behalf of the respondent.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 17.03.2016, Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist office of the Civil Surgeon, Mohali, stated that the requisite information consisting of 121 pages  would be supplied ‘free of cost’ to the appellant  through registered post within one week from that day.


Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist office of the Civil Surgeon, Mohali, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that he has brought the requisite information, consisting of 127 pages,  into the Commission to hand it over the same to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.



The appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal through a letter dated 18.04.2015, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 9444 dated 18.04.2016, 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.


A set of the information submitted by Sh. Singla is taken on record so that it could be handed over to the appellant on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 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
H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, 

Districts Courts,

Phase- 3 B 1,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali)- 160059 (Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Phase – 6,

S. A. S. Nagar – 160055 (Punjab)



First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Phase – 6,

S. A. S. Nagar – 160055 (Punjab)





    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  108 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist, on behalf of the respondent.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 17.03.2016, Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist office of the Civil Surgeon, Mohali, stated that the requisite information would be supplied to the appellant  through registered post  ‘free of cost’ within one week from that day.


Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist office of the Civil Surgeon, Mohali, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that he has brought the requisite information, consisting of 53 pages,  into the Commission to hand it over the same to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.




The appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal through a letter dated 18.04.2015, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 9446 dated 18.04.2016, 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.


A set of the information submitted by Sh. Singla is taken on record so that it could be handed over to the appellant on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 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
Gursharanbir Singh

S/o Sh. Amrik Singh,

1151/4, Street - 1, Dutt Road,

Moga - 142001 (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Phase – 6,

S. A. S. Nagar – 160055 (Punjab)



First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Phase – 6,

S. A. S. Nagar – 160055 (Punjab)





    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  94 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist, on behalf of the respondent.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 17.03.2016, Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist office of the Civil Surgeon, Mohali, stated that the requisite information would be supplied to the appellant  through registered post  ‘free of cost’ within one week from that day.


Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist office of the Civil Surgeon, Mohali, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that he has brought the requisite information, consisting of 136 pages,  into the Commission to hand it over the same to the appellant, Sh.  Gursharanbir Singh.




Sh. H. S. Hundal (representative of the appellant) through a letter dated 18.04.2015, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 9447 dated 18.04.2016, 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.


A set of the information submitted by Sh. Singla is taken on record so that it could be handed over to the appellant on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 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
Gursharanbir Singh

S/o Sh. Amrik Singh,

1151/4, Street - 1, Dutt Road,

Moga - 142001 (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Phase – 6,

S. A. S. Nagar – 160055 (Punjab)



First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Phase – 6,

S. A. S. Nagar – 160055 (Punjab)





    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  105 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist, on behalf of the respondent.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

ORDER

On the last date of hearing, held on 17.03.2016, Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist office of the Civil Surgeon, Mohali, stated that the requisite information would be supplied to the appellant  through registered post  ‘free of cost’ within one week from that day.


Sh. Ramesh Singla, Pharmacist office of the Civil Surgeon, Mohali, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that he has brought the requisite information into the Commission to hand it over the same to the appellant, Sh.  Gursharanbir Singh.




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




A set of the information submitted by Sh. Singla is taken on record so that it could be handed over to the appellant on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 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
Gursharanbir Singh

S/o Sh. Amrik Singh,

1151/4, Street - 1, Dutt Road,

Moga - 142001 (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Phase – 6,

S. A. S. Nagar – 160055 (Punjab)



First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Phase – 6,

S. A. S. Nagar – 160055 (Punjab)





    ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  110 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
None on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


On the last date of hearing, held on 17.03.2016, Dr. Jaswant Singh, Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Mohali stated that remaining information would be supplied to the appellant with fifteen days from that day.


Neither  the respondent PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.


Sh. H. S. Hundal (representative of the appellant, Sh. Gursharanbir Singh) through a letter dated 18.04.2015, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 9445 dated 18.04.2016, has requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

Nevertheless, 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  19th May, 2016(Thursday) 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)
18th April, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
