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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manmohan Singh s/o Shri Nand Singh,

r/o Village Adamkae, Tehsil Sardulgarh, Distt. Mansa.
 
     -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Social Security Officer,  Mansa.


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

CC No. 2775  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The case is adjourned to 23.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           



( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar, #321 B-III,

Near Gaushalla, Sodiyan Wali Gali, Fazilka-152123

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director Personnel,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

 Patiala





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

Complaint Case No.  310 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Vijay Kumar appellant in person.

Shri Satwinder Singh Sodhi, Senior Executive Engineer, Sri Mukatsar Sahib  alongwith Shri Tara Singh, Superintending Engineer (Hqrs)-cum-Administration (West Zone), PSPCL, Bhatinda, Shri J.K. Vaid, Superintending Engineer (Hqrs), Administration (Southm Zone), PSPCL, Patiala and Shri Rakesh Kumar Chopra, Superintedent (P & M Circle), PSTCL, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The information has been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant.  Hence, the present complaint case is closed which has filed in the Commission on 2.1.2013.





           



( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

MS. Sunaina , S/o Shri Karanvir ShettyThamman 

Ward No. 07 , Mohalla  Imli Wala, tehsil  Banur

District SAS Nagar









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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Nagar Council, Banur,

 District SAS Nagar









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

Complaint Case No.  540  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ashok Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide its No.351-52 dated 21.3.2013, which bears an acknowledgement of the information-seeker indicating that she has received the information.  Separately, the complainant has also sent a fax-message stating that she has received the required information.
2.

In view of the above, the present complaint filed in the Commission on 21.1.2013 is closed.





           



( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar ,

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

Fazilka.







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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Engineer-in-Chief,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Bhatinda.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Chief Engineer (South Zone), 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala.







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

Complaint Case No.  571  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Vijay Kumar appellant in person.

Shri Satwinder Singh Sodhi, Senior Executive Engineer, Sri Mukatsar Sahib  alongwith Shri Tara Singh, Superintending Engineer (Hqrs)-cum-Administration (West Zone), PSPCL, Bhatinda, Shri J.K. Vaid, Superintending Engineer (Hqrs), Administration (Southm Zone), PSPCL, Patiala and Shri Rakesh Kumar Chopra, Superintedent (P & M Circle), PSTCL, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent submits that complainant has filed number of applications under the Right to Information Act, 2005 seeking same information. In any case in the present case CC-571/2013, the respondent pleads that request was transferred vide their memo No.3945 dated 13.3.2013 to the PIO-cum-Chief Engineer (P & M Division), PSPTL, Ludhiana under Section 6(3) of RTI Act and that they have further directed to deal with the matter under the provisions of  the RTI Act.
2.

The plea of the respondent is that since the present complainant has filed more than one case seeking the same information, the present complaint case may be closed particularly because it does not relate to the respondent-PSPCL.

3.

I have heard the parties.  In view of the fact that the complainant has filed more than one case on the same issue, the present complaint case is closed.






           



( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, S/o Sh. Bakhat Singh, 

# 16-C, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar, rajpur pura,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

Secretary,Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

The mall, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

Secretary,Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

The Mall, Patiala.






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

Appeal Case No.  263 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, Nodal PIO alongwith Shri Mohinder Pal Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent has furnished the information in the form of office noting on which the complaint of the present information-seeker was dealt with.  In this noting, a reference has been made regarding earlier report of Deputy Chief Engineer (DS Central), PSPCL, Ludhiana sent vide his letter No.16368 dated 6.12.2011.  A copy of this be also provided to the information-seeker.

2.

From the facts, it appears that PIO has not honoured even the direction of the First Appellate Authority, which had specifically asked him to give information within 10 days.  Consequently, the information-seeker had to move the State Information Commission by way of the present appeal case.  Shri R.S. Pabla, Deputy Chief Engineer (HRD), PSPCL, Patiala is hereby called upon to explain why he should not be proceeded again under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

To come up on 27.5.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




           





( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

CC

Shri R.S. Pabla, Deputy Chief Engineer (HRD), PSPCL, Patiala
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh, Hira Bagh ,

Gali no: 12, jagraon , District Ludhiana









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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

The Public Information Officer

Divisional Forest Officer, Sangrur

First Appellate Authority-

Conservator of forests, South Circle ,  Punjab, Patiala









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

Appeal Case No.  220  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Subhash Chander, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing. The respondent, who was present on the last date of hearing, had submitted a written reply with a copy of its letter No.3689 dated 6.9.2012 addressed to the present appellant furnishing the information.  The case, however, was adjourned to 22.3.2013 to enable the appellant to file his rejoinder/objection, if any.  The appellant has not availed of this opportunity and is absent today without any intimation.  Hence, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the present case filed in the Commission on 17.1.2013.





           



( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

SCO  No.84-85 Sector 17C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Harwinder Siingh s/o Sh. Hakam Singh,

Village Popna, Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali

M.9779034323




        ---Complainant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Developmente & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar ( S.A.S.Nagar)




-----Respondent




CC No.655 of 2013

Present:-  
Sh. Harwinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Nishan Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kharar alongwith Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent submits that so-far no inquiry has not been conducted against the Sarpanch Village Popnan. Therefore, action taken report could not be furnished to the complainant.  The respondent submits that inquiry is likely to be conducted and completed in the next fortnight. He, therefore, pleads that after completion of the inquiry, action taken report will be furnished to the complainant.

2.

To come up on 12.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           



( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

SCO  No.84-85 Sector 17C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Jarnail Singh Kranti,



        ---Appellant

# 57, Phase-IV, SAS Nagar,

Mohali-160059




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development

Mohali

FAA-Director Rural Development & Panchayats

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,Mohali


    -----Respondents




AC No.284 of 2013

Present:-  
Sh. Jarnail Singh Kranti appellant in person.

Shri Nishan Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kharar alongwith Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Superintendent and Shri Ravinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that he has received the information and his queries stand answered.  However his plea is that he had applied for information on 31.8.2012 and there was delay of nearly six months.

2.

The respondent representing Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali has explained that record was in the custody of Shri Sucha Singh, Panchayat Secretary and he was primarily responsible for non-furnishing of the information.  He was placed under suspension on this ground and inquiry has also been conducted.  Therefore, it is pleaded that there was no intentional delay on the part of office of the Block Development 
and Panchayat Officer, Mohali.

3.

In view of the fact that the information has been furnished, I accept the above explanation and close the case filed in the Commission on 29.1.2013.







           



( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinder Singh, #1334,

Sector 35-B, Chandigarh.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Kharar (Mohali).

First Appellate Authority-District Development and

Panchayat Officer, Mohali.





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

Appeal Case No. 103 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Gurinder Singh appellant in person.

Shri Nishan Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kharar alongwith Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits that they have not received original RTI request and even two earlier notices issued by the State Information Commission.  A copy of the original RTI request has now been furnished to the respondent with the direction to deal the same in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 within 15 days of this order.
2.

To come up on 12.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           



( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Raj Kumar, S/o Shri Bal Krishan,

Village Chonda, District Sangrur

Tehsil Malerkotla 






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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

o/o Bhakra Main Line Division,

Patiala 







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

Complaint Case No. 473 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Raj Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Kuljit Singh, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that in accordance with the direction given by the Commission, parties had meet in the office of the respondent and entire record was allowed for inspection by the information-seeker.  Thereafter, copies of the documents requested by the information-seeker were also provided.  A letter was also written to the information-seeker vide respondent’s No.90 dated 4.12.2012, a copy of which has been placed on record.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that complete information stands duly furnished and for this reason complainant has not turned up today.  It is further pleaded that the present complaint has no merit and the same may be closed.

3.

In view of the fact that the appellant has given a receipt on the body of the photocopy of letter No.90 dated 4.12.2012, I accept the plea of the respondent that information stands furnished to the satisfaction of the appellant and therefore, close this case which was filed in the Commission on 15.1.2013.






           



( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhola Singh s/o Shri Joginder Singh,

Village Nagla, Tehsil Lehra Gaga,

District Sangrur.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Forest Range Officer,

Range Lehra Gaga, Tehsil Lehra Gaga,

District Sangrur.






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

Complaint Case No.  757  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant was absent.  The respondent, however, had placed on record photocopies of the information sent to the complainant vide respondent’s letter No.8157 and No.1216 dated 1.2.2012 and 29.5.2012 respectively.  The case was adjourned to 22.3.2013 to afford an opportunity to the information-seeker.  He has however not availed of this opportunity and is again absent today without any intimation.  Hence, I accept the plea of the respondent that information has been furnished and close the present complaint case filed in the Commission on 8.2.2013.





           



( R.I. Singh)



March 22, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

