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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 831 of 2013
Sh. Manohar Lal Bansal,

President Citizen Welfare Society Reg.

H.No. 158, Kamla Nehru Nagar,

Bathinda. 






……………………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DFSC, Bathinda.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Director Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Sector-17, Chandigarh.


…..……………Respondents
Present:
Sh. Manohar Lal Bansal appellant in person.  (94171-30801)
For the respondent: Sh. Sawaran Singh, AFSO, office of DFSC, Bathinda. (98150-76592)   

ORDER
1.
The appellant states that the information provided by the PIO office of DFSC, Bathinda contains deficiencies which have been pointed out to the respondent. 
2.
Sh. Sawaran Singh, AFSO, office of DFSC, Bathinda undertakes that the pointed out deficiencies shall be removed within two weeks.
3.
PIO is hereby directed to remove the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant before the next date of hearing. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 09.07.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


    

Sd/- 
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 24.06.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 833 of 2013 
Sh. Lashkar Singh

H. No. 69, New Shaheed Bhagat Singh Colony,

Rajpura (Town), Distt. Patiala-140401


   …………………….Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Rajpura. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Rajpura.





…..……………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Lashkar Singh appellant in person. (9316118248)
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that though he has received the information comprising of 20 pages from the office of the PIO but this is uncertified. He requests that the PIO be directed to certify the 20 pages. 
2.
None on behalf of the respondent PIO is present. However, a letter has been received in the Commission at diary no.14131 .dated 17.06.2013 intimating that after calling Patwari of village Damanhari and Sardargarh the record of these villages and that of the office was inspected by the appellant who has been provided 20 pages of information. It further states that there is no other information available on record.
3.
The PIO is hereby directed to certify the information comprising of 20 pages already provided to the appellant. The matter shall come up for further hearing on 04.07.2013 at 2:00 P.M.    

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

    
Sd/-
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 24.06.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 848 of 2013

Date of decision 24.06.2013
Sh. Jasbir Singh S/o Sh. Harbans Singh 

R/o Village Jalalkhera, P.O. Sular,

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala. 




…………………….Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala .






..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Jasbir Singh appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh, Junior Assistant , Peshi Branch  office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala. 

ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 14.01.2013 the information seeker had sought information pertaining to no. 2098/Peshi dated 26.03.2012 from the PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala. On not getting the requisite information within 30 days as stipulated in section 7 (1) of the RTI Act from the PIO, the appellant filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala and then second appeal with the Commission  on 25.03.2013 under Section 19 of the Act.
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 21.05.2013 in the Commission. 
3.
The appellant is present and states that he has received the complete information and requests that the case may be disposed of.
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4.
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Junior Assistant , Peshi Branch  office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala files reply to the Notice of the Commission vide letter no. 949/Peshi dated 24.06.2013 which is taken on record, indicating that the information has already been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 61/Peshi, dated 22.02.2013. He further requests that the case may be disposed of.
5. 
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is revealed that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant. The appellant tenders in writing that the complete information has been received to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of. Therefore, the instant appeal case is closed and disposed of.
 6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)
Dated: 24.06.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1158 of 2013 

Date of decision: 24.06.2013
Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No.306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, Tehsil & Distt.

Barnala. PIN-148101




……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala.







…..……………Respondent
Present:
None present on behalf of the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Jatinder Rajpal, Clerk office of Sub-Registrar, Patiala. 
ORDER 
1. Vide his RTI application dated 06.02.2013 the information seeker has sought information regarding random checking of sale deeds. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 14.03.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 26.04.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant is not present in the Commission. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of his absence.
4.
Sh. Jatinder Rajpal, Clerk office of Tehsil, Nabha states that the complete information has been sent to the complainant vide letter no.718/HRC , dated 03.06.2013 copy of which is taken on record. He further states that no more information remains pending with the office of PIO and requests that the case may be disposed of.
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide letter 











Cont….p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1158 of 2013 

no. 718/HRC , dated 03.06.2013. Nothing contrary to this fact has been received from the complainant who has abstained the hearing of the Commission consequtively twice, presuming thereby that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent PIO. As such, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-


Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 24.06.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1442 of 2013 

Sh. Ram Kishan 

Addl. Supt. Engineer (Retd.) PSPCL

R/o H.No. 719, New Sham Nagar,

Near Railway Crossing, Sunet,

Ludhiana-141012 





……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary/Services -1,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd. 

Patiala.






 ………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Ram Kishan complainant in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. K.S. Bhatia, Joint Secretary, (96461-18786)
Sh. Shashi Kumar, Deputy Secretary Finance, Sh. Bhajan Singh, Account Officer, Sh. Manish Handa SAS, Superintendent and Sh. Harinder Singh, Noodle Officer RTI Cell and Sh. Ashok Kumar Deputy Secretary O/o Secretary/Services-1 Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd. Patiala. 
ORDER
1. The complainant states that he has not received the complete information. He points out that the copy of service book provided to him is not legible.  He further requests that the PIO be directed to provide the correct information on point no.3,5 and 6 immediately. He also files written submission dated 24.06.2013 which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the respondent.  
2. Sh. K.S. Bhatia, Joint Secretary, Sh. Shashi Kumar, Deputy Secretary Finance, Sh. Bhajan Singh, Account Officer, Sh. Manish Handa SAS, Superintendent and Sh. Harinder Singh, Noodle Officer RTI Cell and Sh. Ashok Kumar Deputy Secretary O/o Secretary/Services-1 Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd. Patiala are present in the 
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Commission. They state that information has already been provided to the complainant vide memo no. 3549 dated 07.06.2013 and memo no. 3726 dated 21.06.2013. The legible certified copy of service book is provided by the respondents in the Commission itself. They further state that remaining information on point no.3,5 and 6 has to be gathered from field for which as adjournment may be granted.
3. The RTI application of the information seeker was discussed thread bear and it emerges that information on point no. 1, 2 ,4,7,8,9,10,11,12 and 13 has been provide to the complainant. Accepting the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.07.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

   
Sd/-
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 24.06.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1527 of 2013
Sh. Jaspal Singh, Advocate 

Chamber No. 121 & 309, 

Judicial Courts Complex,

Hira Enclave, Nabha, 

Tehsil & Distt. Nabha.

PIN-147201






……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust, Nabha. 



   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Jaspal Singh, Advocate complainant in person (97814-23125)

None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

1.
The complainant is present in the Commission and states that there is deficiency in the information provided by the PIO office of Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nabha.Primarily, there are two deficiencies viz. in point no. 3 it has not been intimated as to who is the sanctioning authority of the plan and in point no. 4 norms of facilities as enumerated in the noting portion has not been provided.  He further points out that he has been harassed by their official from Improvement Trust in providing the information which has been provided incomplete and that too after considerable delay. In the end, he requests that penal action against the PIO may be taken for providing the information late.
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2.
A letter has been received in the Commission at diary no. 14598, dated 24.06.2013 and initiating that the respondent is unable to attend the hearing on account of duty in Panchayat elections.
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 10.07.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-




Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 24.06.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1553 of 2013
Sh. Lal Mohammand 

S/o Sh. Sadique Mohammand

R/o VPO Kothala, Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur. Pin-1480201,



……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar 

      Malerkotla. 





   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Mohd Aslam, Clerk office of Tehsildar Malerkotla.
ORDER 
1. The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a fax has been received in the Commission at diary no.14516 dated 24.06.2013 intimating that he may be exempted for appearance on account of being candidate of Punjab Panchayat Elections.
2. Sh. Mohd Aslam, Clerk office of Tehsildar Malerkotla files reply to the Notice vide letter no. 461/RTI, dated 17.06.2013 which is taken on record.  
3. Accepting the requests of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 10.07.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-



Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 24.06.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1556 of 2013
Date of decision: 24.06.2013
Sh. Diwan Singh 

S/o Sh. Bahadur Singh 

R/o VPO- Mehta,

Tehsil- Baba Bakala,

Amritsar






……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Sports, Punjab,

SCO No.116-117, Sector-34, 

Chandigarh.
 





   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
None present on behalf of the complainant.

For the respondent: Smt. Surinder Kaur, Senior Assistant office of Director Sports, Punjab, Chandigarh.
ORDER 
3. Vide his RTI application dated 31.12.2012 the information seeker has sought information regarding appointments of clerk-cum-data entry operators in Co-Operative Banks for the last 6 months. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 16.04.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

4. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 31.05.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant is not present in the Commission. No intimation has been received from him about the reason for not attending the hearing consecutively twice.  

4. Smt. Surinder Kaur, Senior Assistant office of Director Sports, Punjab, Chandigarh states that on last date of hearing on 31.05.2013 requisite information was brought in the Commission to give to the complainant by hand. Thereafter the information comprising of 36 pages was sent to the complainant by registered post vide 
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letter no. Sports-SS2-DA-11-2013/7963 dated 30.05.2013 which was received back undelivered with the comments that no person of this name resides at the given address.  
5. After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that the Notice of the Commission sent by registered post to the complainant was received back undelivered. Similarly, the information sent by the PIO office of Director Sports vide letter no Sports-SS2-DA-11-2013/7963 dated 30.05.2013 has also been received back undelivered with the comments that no person by this name resides at the given address.  It appears that the inforamtion has been sought pseudonymously. In view of aforementioned, the case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-



Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 24.06.2013


               
State Information Commissioner
