                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

H.No.3402, Sector 71,

Mohali.











…Appellant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.

FAA:
Office of the Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.


                                                                          

           …Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2672 of 2013

Present:

Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate, appellant




Shri Varinder Madan, Superintendent-APIO, Punjab School 

                                    Education Board, Mohali on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER




At the last date of hearing on 5.2.2014, the PIO was directed to file written reply within 10 days time and also to be personally present at the next date of hearing. Today, the PIO is not present, however Shri Varinder Madan, Superintendent-APIO, Punjab School Education Board is present on behalf of the respondent and has provided some documents to the appellant at the time of hearing. The PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to file written reply and to explain reasons for delay in filing written reply and for not providing information within stipulated time.



To come up on 10.4.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED: 25.2.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

House No. 10904, Basant Road,

Indl. Area-B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana











…Appellant

Versus

1.  Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.  First Appellate Authority,

The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







…Respondent









AC No. 526 of 2013

Present:
Shri Gulshan Kumar on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Tajinderpal Singh, Superintendent and Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

 

At the last date of hearing on 14.1.2014 Sh. Raj Kumar the then PIO now working as M.T.P., Municipal Corporation, Amritsar and Sh. Tejinderpal Singh, present PIO, were directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar were directed to ensure the presence of the above officers in this Commission on the next date of hearing. The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was also directed to ensure the presence of a senior officer of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to attend the hearing in this Commission alongwith complete record pertaining to RTI request of the information seeker.  The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was also directed to provide posting details of the PIOs in the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana relating to the subject matter of the RTI request from 1-11-2012 till date.  Further the public authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed to pay an amount of Rs. 5000/- as compensation to the appellant, within 10 days’ time through bank draft.


Today Shri Raj Kumar, the then PIO and now working as Municipal Town Planner, Amritsar is absent. Shri Tajinderpal Singh, Superintendent, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana came present but he has failed to file his written explanation. Further the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has failed to provide the details of the PIOs posted in the Municipal Corporation w.e.f. 1.11.2012 till date. Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP-cum-PIO Building Branch also came present and filed an affidavit dated 21.2.2014 which is taken on record. Shri Rajinder Sharma has also filed an affidavit of Shri Kuljit Singh Draftsman of Building Branch dated 21.2.2014. Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP has provided bank draft of Rs. 5000/- in the name of the appellant to Shri Gulshan Kumar present on behalf of the appellant at the time of hearing. Taking a serious view of the non-compliance of the order of the Commission dated 14.1.2014 Shri Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar and Shri Tejinderpal Singh, Superintendent, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana are directed to be personally present to file their written submissions at the next date of hearing. The present PIO Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is also directed to be personally present along with posting details of the PIOs in the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana relating to the RTI request of the appellant from 1.11.2012 till date. 

To come up on 22-4-2014 at 11.00 AM.

                                                               ( NARINDERJIT SINGH)

DATED 25-2-2014                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER. 

CC:
A copy of the order is sent to the following for information and necessary action:-

1. The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

2. The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
3. Shri Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. 

4. Shri Tejinderpal Singh, Superintendent, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Parminder Singh,

 S/O Sh. Narata Singh,

Vill: Gobindgarh, 

Distt. Ludhiana.


                             Complainant.

      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-I.








CC-2177 of 2013
Present: -
Shri Harjinder Singh on behalf of the complainant Shri 

                         Parminder Singh.

 Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO, Lambi, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


At the last date of hearing on 14.1.2014, bailable warrant of Sh.Ranjit Singh, PIO, BDPO, Ludhiana-I was issued u/s 18(3) of the RTI, 2005 read with the relevant provisions of C.P.C.  to produce the relevant record relating to the complaint. A copy of the order alongwith bailable warrant was sent to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana for serving the same to the above named officer.A letter has been received from the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana regarding execution of the bailable warrant. Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO, Lambi came present and he states that he has since been transferred out of Ludhiana-1 Block with effect from November, 2013 and therefore seeks time to file his written submission in this regard. Accordingly Shri Ranjit Singh is directed to file written submission within four weeks time and a copy of the same may also be sent to the complainant through registered post. Shri Ranjit Singh is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO also states that village Gobindgarh relating to which the information has been sought, has now been transferred to Ludhiana-2 Block. Accordingly Shri Kanwaljit Singh, BDPO Ludhiana-1 and Shri Dhanwant Singh Randhawa, BDPO, Ludhiana-2 are directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing alongwith their explanation relating to delay in supply of the information to the complainant. 


To come up on 10.4.2014 at 11.00 AM.

                                                               ( NARINDERJIT SINGH)

DATED 25-2-2014                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER. 

CC:
1. Shri Kanwaljit Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

                            Ludhiana-1.

                        2. Shri Dhanwant Singh Randhawa, Block Development & Panchayat 

                            Officer, Ludhiana-2

                        3. Shri Ranjit Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Lambi,  

                            District Sri Muktsar Sahib,.


    For information & necessary action.

 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Harvinder Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No.740, 

7th Floor,

Distt. Courts, Ludhiana.

                                  Complainant.

      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-I.













CC-2178 of 2013

Present: -
Shri Harjinder Singh on behalf of the complainant Shri 

                        Harvinder Singh.

 Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO, Lambi, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


At the last date of hearing on 14.1.2014, bailable warrant of Sh.Ranjit Singh, PIO, BDPO, Ludhiana-I was issued u/s 18(3) of the RTI, 2005 read with the relevant provisions of C.P.C.  to produce the relevant record relating to the complaint. A copy of the order along with bailable warrant was sent to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana for serving the same to the above named officer. A letter has been received from the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana regarding execution of the bailable warrant. Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO, Lambi came present and he states that he has since been transferred out of Ludhiana-1 Block with effect from November, 2013 and therefore seeks time to file his written submission in this regard. Accordingly Shri Ranjit Singh is directed to file written submission within four weeks time and a copy of the same may also be sent to the complainant through registered post. Shri Ranjit Singh is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO also states that village Gobindgarh relating to which the information has been sought, has now been transferred to Ludhiana-2 Block. Accordingly Shri Kanwaljit Singh, BDPO Ludhiana-1 and Shri Dhanwant Singh Randhawa, BDPO, Ludhiana-2 are directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing along with their explanation relating to delay in supply of the information to the complainant.


To come up on 10.4.2014 at 11.00 AM.

                                                               ( NARINDERJIT SINGH)

DATED 25-2-2014                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER. 

CC:
1. Shri Kanwaljit Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

                            Ludhiana-1.

                        2. Shri Dhanwant Singh Randhawa, Block Development & Panchayat 

                            Officer, Ludhiana-2

                        3. Shri Ranjit Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Lambi,  

                            District Sri Muktsar Sahib,.


    For information & necessary action.

                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harwinder Singh, Advocate.

Chamber No. 710, District Courts,

Ludhiana. 

                             





…Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana-1,

Ludhiana.   





                                

 …Respondent

Complainant Case No.3154 of 2013
Present: -
Shri Harjinder Singh on behalf of the complainant Shri 

                         Harwinder Singh.

 Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO, Lambi, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


At the last date of hearing on 14.1.2014, bailable warrant of Sh.Ranjit Singh, PIO, BDPO, Ludhiana-I was issued u/s 18(3) of the RTI, 2005 read with the relevant provisions of C.P.C.  to produce the relevant record relating to the complaint. A copy of the order along with bailable warrant was sent to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana for serving the same to the above named officer. A letter has been received from the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana regarding execution of the bailable warrant. Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO, Lambi came present and he states that he has since been transferred out of Ludhiana-1 Block with effect from November, 2013 and therefore seeks time to file his written submission in this regard. Accordingly Shri Ranjit Singh is directed to file written submission within four weeks time and a copy of the same may also be sent to the complainant through registered post. Shri Ranjit Singh is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO also states that village Gobindgarh relating to which the information has been sought, has now been transferred to Ludhiana-2 Block. Accordingly Shri Kanwaljit Singh, BDPO Ludhiana-1 and Shri Dhanwant Singh Randhawa, BDPO, Ludhiana-2 are directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing along with their explanation relating to delay in supply of the information to the complainant.


To come up on 10.4.2014 at 11.00 AM.
                                                               ( NARINDERJIT SINGH)

DATED 25-2-2014                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER. 

CC:
1. Shri Kanwaljit Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

                            Ludhiana-1.

                        2. Shri Dhanwant Singh Randhawa, Block Development & Panchayat 

                            Officer, Ludhiana-2

                        3. Shri Ranjit Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Lambi,  

                            District Sri Muktsar Sahib,.


    For information & necessary action.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Nazar Singh,

Son of Shri Joginder Singh,

Village Gobindgarh,

Post Office Jugiana,

District Ludhiana. 

                             





…Complainant


Versus

      The Public Information Officer,

      Office of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

      Ludhiana-1,

      Ludhiana.





                                

 …Respondent








Complainant Case No.3155 of 2013
Present: -
Shri Harjinder Singh on behalf of the complainant Shri 

                        Nazar Singh.

 Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO, Lambi, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


At the last date of hearing on 14.1.2014, bailable warrant of Sh.Ranjit Singh, PIO, BDPO, Ludhiana-I was issued u/s 18(3) of the RTI, 2005 read with the relevant provisions of C.P.C.  to produce the relevant record relating to the complaint. A copy of the order along with bailable warrant was sent to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana for serving the same to the above named officer. A letter has been received from the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana regarding execution of the bailable warrant. Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO, Lambi came present and he states that he has since been transferred out of Ludhiana-1 Block with effect from November, 2013 and therefore seeks time to file his written submission in this regard. Accordingly Shri Ranjit Singh is directed to file written submission within four weeks time and a copy of the same may also be sent to the complainant through registered post. Shri Ranjit Singh is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. Shri Ranjit Singh, BDPO also states that village Gobindgarh relating to which the information has been sought, has now been transferred to Ludhiana-2 Block. Accordingly Shri Kanwaljit Singh, BDPO Ludhiana-1 and Shri Dhanwant Singh Randhawa, BDPO, Ludhiana-2 are directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing along with their explanation relating to delay in supply of the information to the complainant.


To come up on 10.4.2014 at 11.00 AM.
                                                               ( NARINDERJIT SINGH)

DATED 25-2-2014                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER. 

CC:
1. Shri Kanwaljit Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

                            Ludhiana-1.

                        2. Shri Dhanwant Singh Randhawa, Block Development & Panchayat 

                            Officer, Ludhiana-2

                        3. Shri Ranjit Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Lambi,  

                            District Sri Muktsar Sahib,.


    For information & necessary action.

                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Janak Singh,

Son of Shri Ujagar Singh,

Village Behlolpur,

Tehsil and District SAS Nagar (Mohali)










…Complaint



Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

                                  

Majri,

District SAS Nagar.






…Respondent



CC No. 3157 of 2013

Present: -
Shri Janak Singh complainant 

 Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent office of BDPO,Majri on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


At the last date of hearing the complainant has raised certain objections regarding the information supplied to him. The PIO was directed to provide response regarding the objections raised by the complainant within 10 days time. Today the PIO is not present. The complainant states that he has not received any response regarding the objections raised by him. The complainant states that he has faced harassment and detriment due to delay in providing information by the respondent, therefore he may be compensated. In view of the harassment and detriment faced by the complainant, the public authority i.e. BDPO, Majri is directed to pay an amount of Rs. 5000/-  to the complainant through Bank draft within 15 days time. The PIO is directed to provide response regarding the objections raised by the complainant within two weeks time and also to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 27.3.2014 at 11.00 AM.

( NARINDERJIT SINGH)

DATED 25-2-2014                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Harminder Singh,

Hose No. 2877, Phase-7,

SAS Nagar Mohali. 

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office the Superintendent Chief Engineer (Operation Circle),

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

220 KV Sub Station Industrial Area Phase-7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.





                                       

  …Respondent

Complaint Case  No.116 of 2014

Date of hearing:25.2.2014
Date of decision:25.2.2014

Public Authority:Addl. Superintending Engineer, Operation Circle, PSPCL, Mohali.

Present:-
Shri Harminder Singh, complainant.


Shri A.K.Sharma, Additional Superintending Engineer, Operation Circle, 

                        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 already been provided to the complainant. The respondent submits that complete information as available in his record has been provided to the complainant. The complainant states that call details relating to Mobile No. 9646110412 has not been provided whereas call details of other Mobile phones have been provided to him. The respondent submits that information as available in his record has been provided and no other information regarding call details of above Mobile number is available in the record. The complainant wants that he may be allowed inspection of the record. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to allow inspection of record to the complainant on any working day during office hours and after inspection, the respondent may provide attested Photostat copies of the information to the complainant free of cost. With these directions the case is disposed of and closed.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.2.2014

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Paramjit,

Son of Shri Gurdev Ram,

Ravidas Nagar,

Village Chachoki,

Tehsil Phagwara,

District Kapurthala. 

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office the Assistant Executive Engineer (Commercial),

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Sub Division No.2, Model town,

Jalandhar.


                                       

  …Respondent

Complaint Case  No.147 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Sukhminder Singh, Assistant Executive Engineer, Sub Division No.2, 

                        PSPCL, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent has filed written reply which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the complete information has been provided to the complainant which was personally received by him on 20.12.2013 under his signatures. The respondent further submits that earlier the information was sent through registered post but the same was received undelivered from the postal authorities. The complainant is not present, however, a letter dated 12.2.2014 has been received from him raising certain objections relating to the information provided to him. A copy of this letter has been provided to the respondent with the directions to provide response to the complainant within 10 days time. 



To come up on 10.4.2014 at 11.00 A.M.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.2.2014

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Amarjit Singh,

Son of Shri Kallu Ram,

Village Dadhara,

Post Office Kalyan,

District Kapurthala. 

                            





…Appellant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office the Additional Superintending Engineer,

 (Operation Division East),

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala.



                                       

  …Respondent

First Appellate Authority









Office of the Additional Superintending Engineer,

Operation Division East,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Patiala.
Appeal Case No.92 of 2014
Present:-
Shri Amarjit Singh appellant.


Shri Lakhvir Singh, Lower Division Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


The respondent has filed written reply which is taken on record. The respondent has submitted in his reply as under:

           “that till date nobody has looked after or cared for the proper renovation of his office to make it healthy for keeping the goods and material of the office therein. There is also termite existing in the said building. There has been very much difficulty, rather it is not possible for this office for thorough verification and investigation of the said office to submit the said record because no indication or any information or existence of any such record is available in our office and the said record has been destroyed on account of seepage of water as well as destroyed by termite.”

                    The appellant states that he has filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority and the First Appellate Authority vide his order dated 30.11.2013 has directed the PIO to provide the information sought by the appellant within 7 days time. The appellant states that till date the order of the appellate authority has not been complied with. The PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing on 10.4.2014 to provide his response regarding the submission of the appellant.



To come up on 10.4.2014 at 11.00 A.M.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.2.2014

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal,

              Advocate

H.No. 3402, Sector 71, 

Mohali.

                             





…Appellant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office the Punjab School Education Board,

Phase-VIII, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali-160062.

                                       

  …Respondent

First Appellate Authority

Office the Punjab School Education Board,

Phase-VIII, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali-160062.










Appeal Case  No.97 of  2014

Present:

Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate, appellant




Shri Varinder Madan, Superintendent-APIO, Punjab School 

                                    Education Board, Mohali on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER:



The respondent has failed to file written reply. The PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to explain reasons for delay in filing the written reply. 



To come up on 10.4.2014 at 11.00 A.M.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.2.2014

            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Madan Lal Thapar,

Owner Shop No. 3, SCO No. 43,

PUDA Complex,

Opposite D.C.Office,

Jalandhar.

                             





…Appellant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office the Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar





First Appellate Authority

Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.  






  …Respondent

Appeal Case  No.139  of  2014
Present:-
Shri Mandan Lal Thapar, appellant.


Shri Swami Singh, Inspector, Office of the Municipal Corporation, 

                        Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

 The respondent has filed written reply which is taken on record.  The respondent submits that the complete information has been provided to the appellant. The appellant is not satisfied with the response of the respondent and would like to inspect the record. The respondent is therefore directed to allow the inspection of the record on a mutually agreed date i.e. 5.3.2014 during office hours. During inspection, the appellant would identify the documents relating to his RTI request and the respondent is directed to provide attested Photostat copies of the same to the appellant at the time of inspection. 
                       To come up on 10.4.2014 at 11.00 A.M.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.2.2014

            State Information Commissioner

