STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kunal Guglani, Advocate,

14, Durga Colony,

Jalandhar.









…Appellant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

FAA: Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.









…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1754 of 2013

Date of hearing
21.11.2013

Date of decision:
21.11.2-13

Public Authority:
Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

Present:

None on behalf of the appellant.




Sh. Kewal Krishan, Inspector, and 

Sh.Ramesh Chhabra, ATP, MC Jalandhar 

ORDER:




At the last date of hearing on 15-10-2013, the respondent had filed written submission and submitted that the information demanded by the appellant had already been supplied to him. The appellant was not present and therefore, he was given a last opportunity to raise his objections, if any, and the case was adjourned for today.  Today again, the appellant is not present. The respondent submits that till date no objection has been raised by the appellant. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.







         (Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagdish Raj Raja,

Ward No.37,

 326 Shaheed Bhagar Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.









…Appellant.
      


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

FAA: Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.









…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1763 of 2013

Present:
Sh. Surinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of appellant.



Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Executive Engineer, MC, Jalandhar.

ORDER:



Sh. Surinder Singh, Advocate appeared on behalf of the appellant. The notice of hearing sent to the appellant has been received back undelivered from the postal authorities with the remarks” no such person in address”. The notice in original was handed over to Shri Surinder Singh, Advocate at the time of hearing. The respondent has not filed written reply as required in the notice of hearing. The PIO is directed to file written reply and a copy of the same be also sent to the appellant within 10 days’ time. Shri Surinder Singh, Advocate seeks adjournment of the case. 
                     Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 9-1-2013 at 11.00 AM.

                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagdish Raj Raja,

Ward No.37,

 326 Shaheed Bhagar Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.









…Appellant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

FAA: Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.









…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1764 of 2013
Present:
Sh. Surinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.



Sh. Ramesh Chhabra, ATP, MC, Jalandhar.

ORDER:
The respondent has not filed written reply as required in the notice of hearing. The PIO is directed to file written reply and a copy of the same be also sent to the appellant within 10 days’ time. 

To come up on 9-1-2014 at 11.00 AM.

                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagdish Raj Raja,

Ward No.37,

 326 Shaheed Bhagar Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.









…Appellant.
      


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

FAA: Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2947 of 2013

Present:
Sh. Surinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.



Sh. Ramesh Chhabra, ATP, MC, Jalandhar.
ORDER:



The respondent submits that the information demanded by the information seeker has already been provided to him. The respondent has filed written reply vide letter dated 14-10-2013. The complainant seeks adjournment of the case.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 9-1-2014 at 11.00 AM.
                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ved Parkash S/O Sh.Sain Dass,

Kothe Bhim Sain,

R/O: # 162, Ward No.3,

Dina Nagar, Distt. Gurdaspur.









…Complainant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2970 of 2013

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.

Sh. Varinder Madan, Supdt. Legal Cell, PSEB, Mohali on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:



The respondent has filed written reply which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of the written reply has also been sent to the complainant. The complainant is not present. As a last opportunity to the complainant to raise his objections, if any, the case is adjourned to 9-1-2014 at 11.00 AM.
                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Abishek S/O Sh.Chetan Kaushal,

Khalwara Gate, Tarkhana Di Gali,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.









…Complainant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,





Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2979 of 2013

Date of hearing:
21-11-2013

Date of decision:
21-11-2013

Public Authority:
Municipal Corporation, Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.

Sh. Tilak Raj, Inspector, MC. Phagwara on behalf of respondent.
ORDER:




At the last date of hearing on 15-10-2013, the respondent had submitted that the information demanded by the complainant had already been provided to him. The complainant was not present and therefore, he was given a last opportunity to raise his objections, if any and the case was adjourned for today.  Today again, the complainant is not present. The respondent submits that till date no objections have been raised by the complainant.  In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.
                                                                     (Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

S. Gurbax Singh, Premier Complex,

Village Nichi Mangli, PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.








                       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

o/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.








                       ….Respondent

CC No. 1120/12 

Present:
Sh. Gurbax Singh, complainant.


Sh. Bhupinder Mohan Singh, PCS (Under Suspension) and


Sh.Damanjit Singh Mann, PCS, DTO, Mukatsar.
Order:



At the last date of hearing all the three PIOs connected with this case namely Shri Bhupinder Singh, PCS, Shri B.M.Singh, PCS, and Shri Harjit Singh Sandhu were directed to show cause why penalty may not be imposed upon them for the violation of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and they were directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing as an opportunity to be heard before imposition of penalty. 


Today Shri Bhupinder Mohan Singh, PCS came present and submits that he is under suspension and  therefore  could  not  file  explanation in                                      
the matter. Shri Bhupinder Singh, PCS and Sh. Harjit Singh Sandhu, PCS are not present.  All the above three officers are given a last opportunity to file their explanations, if any, in the matter within 4 weeks’ time failing which it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and an ex parte decision would be taken.


To come up on 9-1-2014 at 11.00 AM.








                                                                                (Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.

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

Village Bolapur Jhabewal, 

P.O. Ramgarh, 

District Ludhiana. 




                     …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/O District Transport Officer,

Sri Muktsar Sahib.



            
      ….Respondent

CC No.1411/12
Present:

Shri Jasbir Singh-complainant




Sh. B.M.Singh, PCS (under suspension) and



Sh.VPS Bajwa, PCS, SDM and DTO, Mukatsar 
ORDER



Sh. B.M.Singh, PCS (Under Suspension) came present and submits that he was placed under suspension by the State Government. Due to this, he could not file his explanation as per orders dated 17-10-2013 of this Commission. He seeks time for filing his written explanation.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 9-1-2014 at 11.00 AM.






(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Nitin Jetly, KG-2/105,

Vikas Puri, New Delhi.





…Appellant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala. 
FAA: Inspector General of Police

Zone-I, Patiala.












AC-1465 of 2013

Date of hearing:
21-11-2013

Date of decision:
21-11-2013

Public Authority:
Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.

Present:

None on behalf of the appellant.




Sh. Hakam Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER:




At the last date of hearing on 17-10-2013, the respondent had filed written submission and a copy of the same was also sent to the appellant. The appellant was not present and therefore, as a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objections, if any, the case was adjourned for today.  Today again, the appellant is not present and the respondent submits that till date no objection has been received from the appellant.  In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.
(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Raj Kumar S/O Gopi Ram,

Vill: Azimgarh, Teh: Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.





…Appellant


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Tehsildar, Abohar.

FAA: Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka.

AC-1466 of 2013

Date of hearing:
21-11-2013

Date of decision:
21-11-2013

Public Authority:
Tehsildar, Abohar.

Present:

None on behalf of the appellant.




Sh. Jaspal Singh Brar, Naib Tehsildar.
ORDER:




At the last date of hearing on 17-10-2013, the respondent had filed written reply which was taken on record. The respondent had also provided a copy of the written reply to the representative of the appellant i.e. Sh. Jagjit Singh who was present at the time of hearing. Shri Jagjit Singh had sought adjournment of the case. Today neither the appellant nor the representative is present. The respondent submits that till date no objection has been raised by the appellant. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.






(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sudhir Kumar,

# 3402, Sector-71,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).



          

 …Appellant.
      


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



            …Respondent

Office of the Commandant,

Home Guards, Faridkot.

FAA: Commandant,

Home Guards, Faridkot.










AC-1489 of 2013

Present: -
Shri S.S.Bedi, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Raj Kumar, Company Commander, Punjab Home Guards, 

                     Faridkot 
ORDER:



At the last date of hearing on 17-10-2013, the respondent had filed written reply and a copy of which had already been sent to the appellant. The appellant had sought adjournment of the case and therefore, the case was adjourned for today. Today Sh. S.S Bedi, Advocate came present and states that he is not satisfied with the response of the PIO. The counsel states that in para 1 of the written submission, the PIO has given explanation regarding the procedure being following in the Punjab Home Guards Office, Faridkot. In para 3, the PIO has mentioned that the information could not be provided as Shri Gulzar Singh has not given his consent for the same. The PIO could not produce a copy of the speaking order passed by him in this regard as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Shri S.S.Bedi, Advocate on behalf of the appellant also states that he has not received any copy of the speaking order regarding denial of the information from the PIO as third party information. It is clear that the PIO is denying the information on the one pretext or other.  The PIO is directed to provide the information to the appellant within 10 days’ time, free of cost, through registered post. Shri S.S.Bedi, Advocate states that the appellant has faced harassment 
AC-1489 of 2013

                                                          -2-

and detriment due to delay in the supply of information by the respondent and therefore, he may be given compensation. Accordingly, the public authority i.e. the Commandant, Home Guards, Faridkot is directed to pay an amount of Rs.5000/- as compensation to the appellant to be given by way of bank draft through registered post, under intimation to this Commission.


To come up on 9-1-2014 at 11.00 AM.





(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
                                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Mohan Sharma ‘Tiwari’,

H.O739/7, Near Shiv Temple,

Gurbax Colony, 

Patiala.




                               …Complainant.


                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





Office of Addl.Superintending Engineer,

Commercial Division,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3500 of 2013

Date of hearing:

21-11-2013
Date of decision:
21-11-2013
Public Authority:

Superintending Engineer, Commercial Divn.PSPCL, Patiala.
Present:

Sh. Mohan Sharma, complainant.




Sh. Jatinder Garg, AEE, PSPCL, Patiala.

ORDER:




The respondent has filed written reply which is taken on record. A copy of the written reply has also been handed over to the complainant at the time of hearing. The respondent submits that the response regarding the application of the information seeker has already been supplied to him vide letter dated 30-7-2012.The respondent further submits that the information sought by the complainant relates to the record which is more than 35 years old and the same is not available. The respondent submits that this position has already been intimated to the complainant. The complainant states that he has sought information relating to Harbans Tea Stall situated outside near Gate No.2 of Rajindera Hospital, Patiala on Sangrur Road which is located in Government land and is an un-authorised construction. The complainant further states that the PSPCL is continuing providing power connection to the above un-authorised construction although the same has earlier been demolished by the MC, Patiala. This is an administrative 
Complaint Case No. 3500 of 2013

                                                       -2-

matter and the complainant needs to take up the same with the appropriate authorities i.e. Chairman, PSPCL, Patiala and the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala.  
                              Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.

(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Harjinder Pal Singh 

S/O Sh.Ranjeet Singh,

# 4905, Gurunagar, near 132 KV Colony,

Ropar.








…Complainant.
      


                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





 Office of Punjab State Power Corpn.Ltd.,

H.O. Patiala.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3505 of 2013

Date of hearing:
21-11-2013

Date decision:
21-11-2013

Public authority:
Punjab State Power Corpn. Ltd., HO, Patiala.

Present:

Sh. Harjinderpal Singh, complainant.



Sh. Jaswinder Pal, PIO, PSPCL, Patiala.
ORDER:




The respondent submits that the application of the complainant for providing information was received by him on 22-11-2011. The complainant was asked to deposit an amount of Rs.524/- as documentation fee and thereafter when the complainant deposited the amount, information was provided to him on 16-12-2012. The respondent states that the complainant has not filed any 1st appeal with the First Appellate Authority and now after a period of two years, he has filed a complaint in this Commission. The respondent states that now in his complaint the complainant has mentioned that the information provided to him is incomplete but he has not pointed out any deficiency in the information supplied to him. However, the respondent has offered to allow the inspection of record to the complainant. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to allow inspection of the record on a mutually agreed date i.e. 4-12-2013 during office hours. The respondent would provide copies of the documents identified by the complainant at the time of inspection. 
                           With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed. 

(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harbans Singh,

Vill: Bhulewala.

Teh. & Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib,

H.No.1064, Sector-64,

Mohali.








…Complainant.
      


                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





 Office of the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3517 of 2013

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.




Sh. Baltej Singh, Junior Assistant o/o SDM, Mukatsar.
ORDER:




The respondent has filed a copy of letter dated 18-10-2013. The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to the complainant. The notice of hearing sent to the complainant has been received back undelivered from the postal authorities. Issue fresh notice to the complainant on the address “ Sh. Harbans Singh, House no. 1064, Sector-64, Mohali.




To come up on 9-1-2014 at 11.00 AM.
(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Prithi Chand S/O Sh.Jodha Ram,

R/O: Ward No.10, Bhogi Patti Dirba,

Teh: Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.








…Complainant.
      


                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





 Office of the Sub Divisional Officer,

Sub Division I.B.Balad Kothi,

Nabha.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3525 of 2013

Date of hearing:
21-11-2013

Date of decision:
21-11-2013

Public Authority:
SDO, IB Balad Kothi, Nabha.

Present:

Sh. Prithi Chand, complainant.




Sh. Rakesh Chand Gupta, SDO, Sub Divn. Nabha.
ORDER:




The respondent has filed written submission and a copy of the same has been supplied to the complainant at the time of hearing. The respondent submits that the information as available in record has been provided to him. The complainant states that the information provided to him relates to the present record whereas he needs information of 10 years old record. The respondent submits that in his original application seeking information the complainant has not mentioned the period relating to which he needs information and therefore a copy of the present record has been provided to him. The complainant is asked to send a request in writing to the respondent mentioning exact time period relating to which he needs the information and thereafter the respondent shall provide that information to the complainant as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act 2005.

                                With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed.
(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Karnail Singh S/O Sh. Dalbara Singh,

VPO: Dhamot Kalan,

Distt. Ludhiana.








…Complainant.
      


                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





 Office of the Sr.Executive Engineer,

PSPCL, Doraha.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3542 of 2013

Date of hearing:
21-11-2-13

Date of decision:
21-11-2013

Public Authority:
Sr.Executive Engineer, PSPCL, Doraha.

Present:

Sh. Karnail Singh, complainant.




Sh. Harjinderpal Singh, SDO, PSPCL, Doraha.

ORDER:




The respondent has filed written reply which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of the written reply has also been provided to the complainant. The complainant states that he has received information relating to para 1 and 3.The complainant states that in para 3 of his application, copy of work order was demanded by him. The respondent submits that copy of work order is not available as the work has been executed by the regular employees of the PSPCL and this position has been intimated to the complainant. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.
(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No.2, Kartar Nagar,

Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road, Khanna.







…Complainant.
      


                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





 Office of the Sr.Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board, 

Zonal 1, 20-21 Amar Palaza,

PF/LIC Complex, near Bus Stand,

Ludhiana.









…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3559 of 2013

Present:
Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, complainant.

Sh. Ashok Kumar, Environmental Engineer, Regional Office-II, Ludhiana.
ORDER:



The respondent has filed written reply vide his letter dated 12-11-2013. The respondent submits that a copy of the same has also been sent to the complainant. The complainant states that he has not received a copy of the written reply of the respondent. The respondent is directed to supply another copy of the response to the complainant within 10 days’ time. The complainant has raised objections in writing as under:

                     “that the subjected RTI was filed with the PIO of the o/o Sr.Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board of Zonal Office-I and the notice of hearing was sent to the subjected office but none of the PIO or authorized person of that Public Authority has not been present but the PIO of the other Public Authority from the o/o The Environment Engineer of the Regional Office has been appeared who is not the PIO of the subjected authority and does the PIO of other Public Authority has any authorization letter from the subjected PIO than it should be placed on record.

That no information from the subjected authority has been received neither in regards to the transfer of the application nor information or any other communication has been received from the subjected office till date as the RTI Application was filed under LIFE AND LIBERTY as the information was called as it was to be submitted in a case being heard by the SDM, Khanna under section 133 Cr.P.C. for which I had to undergo mental tension, harassment and is facing heavy litigation in the concerned court at Khanna for which the subjected court should be fined.

That the point for which the information is called relates to the subjected PIO because the letter number mentioned in the application was issued by the Sr.Environment Engineer of the Zonal Office-I to whose PIO the RTI Application was filed and the copy of the complete file which was at their end on the basis of which this letter was issued and the action taken report against the particular letter number mentioned in the application was called.”

                 Accordingly, the PIO Sh.Kulwant Singh, Senior Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Zonal-I, Ludhiana is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing to provide his response regarding the objections raised by the complainant and also to provide his response regarding the complaint.


To come up on 9-1-2014 at 11.00 AM.
(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gursharan Singh,

Vill: Gurditpura, PO: Manak Pur,

Teh: Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.





…Appellant.      


                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





 Office of the Executive Engineer,

 PSPCL, Rajpura.

FAA: Superintending Engineer,

PSPCL, Patiala.






…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2127 of 2013

Date of hearing:
21-11-2013

Date of decision:
21-11-2014

Public Authority:
Executive Engineer, PSPCL, Rajpura.

Present:

Sh. Gursharan Singh, appellant.




Sh. Amandeep Singh Dhindsa, AEE, PSPCL, Rajpura.
ORDER:




The respondent submits that information sought by the information seeker relates to third party information and the same could not be supplied. The respondent states that this position has already been intimated to the appellant. It appears that proper procedure for denying the information of the third party has not been followed. The RTI Act does not give a third party an automatic veto on disclosure of information. The PIO and AA are required to examine the third party’s case in terms of provisions of section 8 (1) (j) or section 11 (1) as the case may be and arrive at the findings by properly assessing the facts and circumstances of the case. A speaking order should thereafter be passed. 
                             Accordingly, the PIO is directed to follow the proper procedure and consider the request of information seeker as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act 2005. With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed.
(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.


  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Satinder Singh Rai, Advocate,

Chamber No.219 to 221,

Civil Courts, Nabha.






…Appellant

                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





 Office of the Sub Divisional Officer,

PSPCL, Nabha.

FAA: Executive Engineer,

PSPCL, Nabha.





          …Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2168 of 2013
Date of hearing:
21-11-2013

Date of decision:
21-11-2013

Public Authority:
SDO, PSPCL, Nabha.

Present:

Sh.Karnail Singh on behalf of appellant.




Sh. Ranjit Singh, Executive Engineer, PSPCL, Nabha.
ORDER:

 


Sh. Ranjit Singh, Executive Engineer, PSPCL, Nabha came present. The respondent has filed a copy of letter dated 11-11-2013. The respondent submits that this letter has also been sent to the appellant. The appellant states that although he has received the information but the same has been delayed. The respondent submits that the information was provided to the appellant on 27-6-2013. The appellant states that he has not been provided copies of documents sought by him vide above letter. The respondent submits that the post of SDO, Sub Urban, Sub Divn., PSPCL, Nabha is vacant and now complete information has been provided to the appellant. The appellant states that he has faced harassment and detriment due to non supply of documents in the first instance and therefore, he may be compensated.  Accordingly, the respondent public authority i.e. o/o  SDO, Sub Urban, Sub Divn., PSPCL, Nabha is directed to pay an amount of Rs.2000/- as compensation to be paid through 
bank draft within 10 days’ time under intimation to this Commission. With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed.
(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.


    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Varinder Kumar S/O Sh. Ram Asra,

Vill: Sarthali, PO: Takhatgarh,

The: Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Roopnagar.








…Appellant.
      


                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





 Office of the Distt. Development & 

Panchayat Officer,

Roopnagar.

FAA: Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar.









…Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2173 of 2013

Present:

Sh. Varinder Kumar, appellant.




Sh. Nitname Singh, Clerk, o/o DDPO, Roopnagar.
ORDER:




The respondent has failed to file written reply as required in the notice of hearing. The PIO is directed to file written reply within 10 days’ time and a copy of the same be also sent to the appellant. The PIO o/o the Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer, Roopnagar is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing in this Commission.




To come up on 9-1-2014 at 11.00 AM.
(Narinderjit Singh) 
Dated: 21-11-2013                            State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
