STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Mohinder Singh Poruthi,

C/o Guru Teg Bahadur Colony,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.

(Mob: 98140-80251)                                                                        --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl Superintendent Engineer,

PSPCL (Rural) Punjab, Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur.                                                                                -------Respondent
Complaint Case No.1067 of 2015
ORDER

(Order was reserved on 01.06.2015)
Present: -
Shri Mohinder Singh Poruthi,Complainant in person.
Shri Harvinder Singh, SDO and Shri Ranjit Singh, JE on behalf of the PIO-
Respondent.



Complaint dated 5.5.2015 with respect to his RTI application dated 16.03.2015, made address to the PIO, O/o the Addl Superintendent Engineer, PSPCL (Rural) Punjab, Malerkotla, District: Sangrur, seeking information in 12 points regarding  application dated 20.09.2013 not to transfer the 11 K.V. Line, had been taken on 1.6.2015 in the presence of both the parties.

2.

On 01.06.2015, complainant stated that the information is denied  and after that information has been sent to them and they had raised objection why the information has been denied to them and, thus, respondent has made violation of the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. On the other hand, respondent stated that information had been denied (as third party information) under section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005 and, subsequently, their senior officers after seeking legal advice, allowed the PIO to furnish information (which has become public document now) to the information seeker, and therefore, the information had been sent to them by registered post vide No.932, dated 26.05.2015 under the RTI Act and a copy of the same was placed on Commission record. 
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3.

Respondents further argued that 9 (Nine) persons had filed an application in the court of CJ(JD) Malerkotla on 19.10.2010 U/o 1 rule 8 of CPC against defendants (Respondents in RTI application) on behalf of all other persons having the same interest in the subject matter of the suit for restraining the defendants either themselves or through their employees, agents, servants and associates from installing any proposed electric poles and laying/acrossing electric supply lines from point ‘CDEFB’ as shown in site plan mark ‘X’ with red colour from Sabzi Mandi Road (Islam Basti) to Meenu Street, situated near Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, Malerkotla, District: Sangrur etc….. On 20.10.2010, CJ (JD) Malerkotla had issued notice to defendants for 26.10.2010 in which the lord CJ had allowed their application. 

4.

It has been observed by the Commission that as per the complainants, stay was not granted. On the other hand, the view of the respondent was that the stay had been granted. In view of the legal aspect of the matter ‘application stands allowed’ I am of the view that it is not certain whether the ‘stay’ has been granted to the parties or not. It needs to be ascertained the status of the case and in order to decide the matter on merit, it is necessary to know the latest status of the case from the concerned court. Therefore, both the parties are directed to bring the same from the Hon’ble Court. 

5.

Parties were directed to take copy of the final status of the case from the Hon’ble court of the Addl. Civil Judge (JD) Malerkotla. In the meanwhile case was reserved because it was a little time consuming matter. 

6.

A certified copy of the decision, announced in the open court on 20.03.2014, of the Addl. Civil Judge (JD) Malerkotla has been received in the Commission from the side of the information-seeker. In the last para of the decision, it has been quoted that:-



“………..therefore, it cannot be said that the proposed electric lines are 


being laid without any sanction from the appropriate authority. Laying of 


electric lines serve the public purpose and far is within the nature of 


welfare activity. Therefore if the defendant board is restrained from laying
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the proposed electric line then it will cause inconvenience to the general 


masses. Therefore, there does not exist any prima facie case in favour of 


the plaintiff. Consequently, the present application is dismissed…….”

7.

In view of the interim order of the Addl. Civil Judge (JD) Malerkotla, there exists no stay in this case. PIO/respondent has failed to establish the fact that there exists stay in this case. Therefore, I am of the view that the PIO/respondent is bound to supply the information sought for by the complainants and respondent is hereby directed to supply the information before the next date of hearing.

8.

The order is announced in the open court today.
9.

To come up on 14.07.2015 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.
10.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                             (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 29.06.2015                                                      State Information Commissioner 

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Sarabjit Singh, S/o Shri Raghbir 
Singh, R/o Opposite Gali Diwan Singh, 

Kazikot Road, Tarn Taran.      


                   -------------Complainant





                 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Nagar Council, Tarn Taran.



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

Complaint Case No.2963 of 2014

ORDER
Present: 
Shri Sarabjit Singh, Complainant in person.

   
Shri Manmohan Singh, PIO-cum-EO and Shri Baljit Singh, Accountant for the 


respondent.


In compliance of the last order dated 13.05.2015, information has been sent to the complainant on 14.01.2015 by registered post. Respondent also stated that all information, available in office, has already been provided to him. 

2. 

Complainant has the grievance that certified copies of original vouchers have not been supplied to him. On the other hand, respondent stated that the information is more than 20 years old and also not available in office. 

3. 

I have heard the parties at length and have gone through the documents on record and after having considered the matter, I direct the respondent to provide the old information, if available on office record and if not available, an affidavit duly certified, in this regard, may be filed in the court and photocopy of the same duly attested by the PIO be sent to the complainant under intimation to the Commission. 
4. 

One last opportunity is provided to the respondent to supply the same to the Appellant. 

4. 

The case is adjourned to 03.08.2015 at 11 AM for confirmation.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                             (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 29.06.2015                                                      State Information Commissioner

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Sarabjit Singh, S/o Shri Raghbir Singh,

R/o Opposite Gali Diwan Singh, 

Kazikot Road, Tarn Taran.      


                   -------------Complainant





                 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Nagar Council, Tarn Taran.



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

Complaint Case No.2964 of 2014

ORDER
Present: 
Shri Sarabjit Singh, Complainant in person.


   
Shri Manmohan Singh, PIO-cum-EO and Shri Baljit Singh, Accountant for the 


respondent.



In compliance of the last order dated 13.05.2015, information has been sent to the complainant on 14.01.2015 by registered post. Respondent also stated that all information, available in office, has already been provided to him. 

2. 

Complainant has the grievance that certified copies of original vouchers have not been supplied to him. On the other hand, respondent stated that the information is more than 20 years old and also not available in office. 

3. 

I have heard the parties at length and have gone through the documents on record and after having considered the matter, I direct the respondent to provide the old information, if available on office record and if not available, an affidavit duly certified, in this regard, may be filed in the court and photocopy of the same duly attested by the PIO be sent to the complainant under intimation to the Commission. 

4. 

One last opportunity is provided to the respondent to supply the same to the Appellant. 

4. 

The case is adjourned to 03.08.2015 at 11 AM for confirmation.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                             (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 29.06.2015                                                      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Labh Singh, S/o Shri Barkha Singh, 

Ward No.12, Warraich Colony, 

Samana-147101                                                                           --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.
FAA:          -do-                                                                        -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.698 of 2015

ORDER

Present: 
Shri Labh Singh, Appellant in person along with his son Harvinder 



Singh.

  
Shri Gagandeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


In compliance of the last order dated 13.05.2015, information consisting of 113 pages was given to the appellant and he today in the court, pointed out some deficiencies viz. certified copies of Tamar-pattar and Sanman- Pattar & SDM report etc. have not been provided to him. 

2.

After having gone through the information and documents on record, respondent is directed to supply the deficient information to the information-seeker within 10 days and PIO is directed to ensure that the same should reach the appellant within the prescribed time. 
3.

The case is adjourned to 03.08.2015 at 11.00 AM for confirmation. 
4

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                             (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 29.06.2015                                                      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Er Arun Garg, s/o Shri Sham Lal Garg,

R/o 40-41, Central Town, Village Daad,

PO- Lalton,  District- Ludhiana-142022.                                          -------------Appellant



                                   Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Station House Officer, Police Station 
Sadar, Ludhiana.

FAA                    -do-                                    
                       -------------Respondent
Appeal Case No.3156 of 2014
ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.
ASI Inderjit Singh on behalf of the Respondent.



In compliance of the last order dated 13.05.2015, information has been sent to the appellant by post on 16.06.2015 and remaining on 23.06.2015 through registered post.


2.

Appellant is absent without intimation. It is presumed that he has received information and is satisfied with the same.

3. 

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











 Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                             (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 29.06.2015                                                      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Ravinder Khanna

s/o Shri Rajpal Khanna, House No.B-5-971/1,

Mohalla Phallan Adiyan, Near Dal Bazar,

Ludhiana-141008.    



                          -------------Appellant




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Additional Superintending Engineer (City Centre Division),

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Chief Engineer (Central), 

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd. 

Ludhiana.             





            -------------Respondents
Appeal Case No.3167 of 2014
ORDER
Present: -
Shri Ravinder Khanna, Appellant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent.



In compliance of the last order dated 13.05.2015, affidavit duly certified by the Notary,as sought by the appellant, has been submitted in the Commission today and photocopy of the same duly certified is handed over him. He was satisfied with the information supplied to him.


2.

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                             (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 29.06.2015                                                      State Information Commissioner



When the hearing in the case was over, Shri Rajesh Kumar Pandey, Revenue Supdt, came present on behalf of the respondent and he was apprised of the status of the case.











Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                             (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 29.06.2015                                                      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Anil Bhatia, 1523,

Sector: 13, Hisar-125005

Mob:9017397100                                                                                  --------Appellant                                                     




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal D.A.V.College,

Amritsar.

FAA O/o        -do-                                                                                 -------Respondent 

Appeal Case No.700 of 2015

ORDER
Present:  
Shri Anil Bhatia,appellant in person.
                
Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate, Counsel on behalf of the 



Respondents.



This case was last heard by the Commission on 13.05.2015.

2.

Today during hearing, Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate, Counsel on behalf of the Respondents appeared and sought one adjournment for giving reply to the Commission as well as to the complainant. He also submitted Memorandum of appearance before the Commission. 
3.

In view of the request of the Counsel for the respondent, the case is adjourned to 03.08.2015 at 11 AM for further proceedings.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                             (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 29.06.2015                                                      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Mohinder Pal,S/o Sh.Puran Chand

R/o Village- Birbar Pura,

Tehsil- Majitha, District- Amritsar.




        -------------Appellant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Sub Division, Majitha- 1, Amritsar.


First Appellate Authority-

O/o Chief Engineer, DS (Border),

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar.




              -------------Respondents

Appeal Case No.3225 of 2014

ORDER

Present: 
Shri Mohinder Pal, appellant in person.


    
Shri Jasdeep Singh, SDO and Shri Pardeep Bansal, Rev. Accountant on behalf of 

the respondents.



On the last date of hearing on 13.05.2015, one more opportunity was given to the appellant to intimate the Commission whether he was satisfied with the information provided to him by the respondent.
2.

Today during hearing, appellant stated that the relevant information has not been provided to him. On the other hand, respondent stated that requisite information stands provided to him and no other information as sought by the appellant does not exist in office record. Appellant was talking about SREM, EMB & SCO etc. 

3.

After hearing the parties, I direct the respondent to provide him the information which remains to be provided and the information which is not available on record, an affidavit duly certified in this behalf be filed in the court and a photocopy of the same (certified by PIO)  be sent to the information-seeker before the next date of hearing.
4.

In view of the above, the case is adjourned to 03.08.2015 at 11 AM for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                             (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 29.06.2015                                                      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
 www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Gurpartap Singh,s/o Shri Harbhajan Singh,

r/o Village and Post Office- Chogawan,

Tehsil- Ajnala, District- Amritsar,

M-8195081313.





          -------------Complainant




            Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Assistant Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Chogawan, District- Amritsar.    



           -------------Respondent
Complaint Case No.2898 of 2014

ORDER
Present:  
Sh.Amrinder Singh on behalf of the complainant.

  
Shri Paramjit Singh, RA and Shri Davinder Kumar, SDO on behalf of the 


respondent.


In compliance of the order of the Commission dated 13.05.2015, respondent brought affidavit duly attested by Executive Magistrate and placed the same before the Commission and a photo-copy of the same is handed over to the complainant in the court today. He has glanced through the information and is satisfied with the same. 

2.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and is closed.
3.  

Copy of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                  (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 29.06.2015                                           State Information Commissioner

