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Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Paramjit Singh

S/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

Basti Himmatpura,

Jaitu Mandi,

Distt. – Faridkot




        
          ..…Complainant

Vs

Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

Branch Manager-

-cum-Public Information Officer,

Central Co-op. Bank,

Faridkot







       ..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3216 of 2011 

Present :        Sh. Paramjit Singh, Complainant, in person.

            None on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 13.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within three weeks from that day.


Sh. Inderjit Singh, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent on the last date of hearing, had submitted in writing that this case was pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court to decide the issue in connection with the fact that  whether Co-op. Bank comes under the provisions of the RTI Act or not. He also submitted that LPA no. 1002 of 2011 was pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in this connection. He had submitted that he was not aware of the out-come of this LPA’s decision.



While seeking adjournment in this case, Sh. Inderjit Singh, Advocate, had committed that if there no stay was granted by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in this LPA then the Respondent-PIO would be bound to supply the requisite information to the Complainant.







The Respondent-PIO was directed to provide the remaining information  to the Complainant within three weeks from the day of last hearing, if the stay was not granted by Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in this LPA, at the time when the RTI application was moved.
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C. C. No.  3216 of 2011 


The Complainant alleges that he has been supplied incomplete information. He alleges that Sh. Rajinder Singh, in whose connection, he has sought for information, regarding use of funds of the Bank by him, and has misused the same.



Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Branch Manager, Central Co-op. Bank, Faridkot, is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant and he shall remain present in the Commission alongwith the relevant documents on the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 24.05.2012(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Anil Kumar,

National Pesticide,

Shop 61-62, Maharaja Market,

Jalandhar Road, 

Batala, Distt. - Gurdaspur




    
      ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chief Agricultural Officer,

Gurdaspur







    ..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3276 of 2011 

Present :          Sh. Anil Kumar, Complainant, in person.


            Sh. Swaroop Kumar, Seed Inspection Officer, on behalf of the 


Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 13.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within two weeks from that day.



Sh. Swaroop Kumar, Seed Inspection Officer, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that partial information has been supplied to the Complainant - Sh. Anil Kumar. He submits that remaining information will be supplied to him within one week from today.



The Complainant - Sh. Anil Kumar also submits in writing that he will be satisfied after the remaining information would be supplied by the Respondent-PIO.


Both the parties seeks adjournment.



Their request is accepted and the  case is adjourned to 24.05.2012 (Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Sukhrajbir Singh

S/o Sh. Charan Singh,

V. – Paunan, P. O. – Aligarh,

Tehsil – Jagraon – 142026,

Distt. – Ludhiana





     
     ..… Complainant

Vs

Sh. Rakesh Sharma,

Deputy Chief Engineer-

-cum-Public Information Officer,

Punjab State Transmission Corporation,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana





..…Respondent


C. C . No.  3291 of 2011 

Present :          Sh. Sukhrajbir Singh, Complainant, in person.



Sh. Rakesh Kumar Chopra, Circle Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 13.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within three weeks from that day, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the RTI Act.


The Complainant - Sh. Sukhrajbir Singh alleges that incomplete information has been supplied to him.



Sh. Rakesh Kumar Chopra, Circle Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that notice of hearing in this particular case was received in the office of Deputy Chief Engineer-cum-PIO, Punjab State Transmission Corporation, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana only on 30.03.2012 and hence information could not be supplied.



He makes a request that some more time be given to supply the requisite information to the Complainant.


Sh. Rakesh Sharma – Deputy Chief Engineer-cum-PIO, Punjab State Transmission Corporation, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana is directed to  supply the requisite information  to the Complainant within two weeks from today. The information to be provided should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



He shall remain present in the Commission alongwith a copy of information supplied to the RTI Applicant on the next date of hearing. Any laxity shown by the Respondent would attract action against him under the provisions of the RTI Act.


The case is adjourned to 24.05.2012(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

18th  April, 2012  
                                             State Information Commissioner                                           
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jagjit Singh

S/o Late Sh. Harbans Singh,

Aman Nagar, 

C/o Gurkirpa Documentation,

Backside Green Land School,,

Jalandhar Byepasss,

Ludhiana






   
       ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate (West),

Ludhiana







      ..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3302 of 2011 

Present :        Sh. Jagjit Singh, Complainant, in person.


            Sh. Paramjit Singh, D.R.O.-cum-APIO, in person.
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 13.03.2012 when a show-cause was issued to D. R. O., Ludhiana and he was directed to remain present in the Commission alongwith a copy of the information provided.


The Complainant - Sh. Jagjit Singh, submits that he has received the requisite information on 11.04.2012. He states that he has been denied information by the PIO concerned deliberately and on that account he has suffered a lot of harassment.



Sh. Paramjit Singh, D.R.O.-cum-APIO, Ludhiana, submits a written-reply in compliance with the order of the Commission dated 13.03.2012.



In that reply, Sh. Paramjit Singh, D.R.O.-cum-APIO, submits that his predecessor – Sh. Inderjit Singh Kahlon has written a letter on 04.10.2011, to the Complainant, in connection with his RTI application moved on 23.08.2011. In that letter – Sh. Kahlon, informed the Complainant that Sh. Parminder Singh, Patwari in whose connection, the information has been sought for, was not recruited by that office and relevant documents are not available in the office. He also submits that the Complainant was further informed through letter no. 391 dated 19.01.2012 that information sought for by him is personal information of Sh. Parminder Singh, Patwari and hence the same can not be supplied as per provisions of Section 11 of the RTI Act.


 He further submits that after receiving order of the Commission dated 
13.03.2012, he put efforts to collect the relevant information so that the same could be 
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supplied to the Complainant. He submits that as far as educational qualification certificate is concerned, that has been supplied to the Complainant. 


Regarding other information related to Sh. Parminder Singh, Patwari, the Complainant was told that documents in that connection are not available in the office and hence could not be supplied. He also submits that information which was available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana was supplied to the Complainant – Sh. Jagjit Singh, whenever, the same was traced-out.  Therefore, there is no malafide intention  on the part of PIO concerned, to deny the relevant information sought for, by the Complainant.



In compliance with the order, dated 13.03.2012, Sh. Paramjit Singh, D.R.O.-cum-APIO, Ludhiana, appears in person and makes his oral and written-reply  in connection with show-cause issued to him to explain the fact that why inordinate delay/denial has been made in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.



Taking the oral and written explanation of Respondent-PIO into consideration, the show cause notice issued to him is withdrawn as it emerges from that there was no willful denial/delay in the supplying of information.



However, the Respondent-PIO is cautioned to be more alert and careful while dealing with the RTI requests pouring into his office. He is also advised to carry out a periodical review of the status of RTI applications received in his office so that detriment being suffered by information seeker could be avoided. 


Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
CC :


Sh. Paramjit Singh, 


District Revenue Officer-cum-APIO,



Ludhiana

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Pradeep Kumar Jaiswal,

Quarter No. – 4, G N E Staff Colony,

Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana





   
   ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana






..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3328 of 2011 

Present :          None.

ORDER


This case was last fixed for hearing on  13.03.2012  when none of the parties were present and an opportunity was given to them to appear before the Commission.


The Complainant - Sh. Pradeep Kumar Jaiswal, through his letter dated 27.03.2012 states that the Respondent-PIO has provided him the requisite information and he makes a request to close his case.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Manjinder Singh,

Renaissance Society,

HJ-44, Housing Board Colony,

B. R. S. Nagar,

Ludhiana






       
   …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Amritsar







..…Respondent

C. C .No.  3330 of 2011 

Present :          None for the Complainant.

i) Sh. Harjinder Kumar, Clerk ;

ii) Sh. Davinder Singh, Motor Vehicle Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 13.03.2012 the Respondent was directed to provide the remaining information to the Complainant Within one week from that day.


Sh. Harjinder Kumar, Clerk and Sh. Davinder Singh, Motor Vehicle Inspector who appeared on behalf of the Respondent submit that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter no. 3160 dated 22.03.2012.



The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.



I assume that the Complainant is satisfied with the supplied information and does not wish to pursue his case further.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhawandeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

Village - Basaimi, P.O.- Malikpur-Bet,

District - Ludhiana-142027.





……. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Fatehgarh Sahib.






……..Respondent
C. C. No. 3438 of 2011 
Present:         None on behalf of the Complainant. 

i) Sh. Kulwinder Singh, H. C., and

ii) Sh. Nirmal Singh, H. C., on   behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 13.03.2012 the Complainant was directed to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


Sh. Kulwinder Singh, H. C. and Sh. Nirmal Singh, H. C., who appeared on   behalf of the Respondent hands over the remaining information to the Complainant in the Commission today.



The Complainant - Sh. Bhawandeep Singh, alleges that Respondent-PIO has deliberately denied the requisite information to him, for about one year, after he moved his RTI application, on 02.05.2011. He also expresses his dis-satisfaction over the information supplied to him by Sh. Kulwinder Singh, H. C. in the Commission today.



From the documents placed on record, it emerges that the Respondent-PIO, who is Sh. Gurpreet Singh, S. P. (D), Fatehgarh Sahib, as per the version of Sh. Kulwinder Singh, H. C., has failed to fulfill his duties assigned to him as per RTI Act.



In view of the above,  the PIO who is Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Supdt. of Police (Detective), Fatehgarh Sahib will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the RTI Applicant under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
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C. C. No. 3438 of 2011 


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.





He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.



He is directed to provide the requisite information  to the Complainant within two weeks from today. The information to be provided should be legible, duly attested and as per record.


The case is adjourned to  24.05.2012(Thursday) 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
CC :


Sh. Gurpreet Singh, 

Supdt. of Police (Detective)-cum- PIO, 

Fatehgarh Sahib 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Pritam Chand,

V.P.O. – Mehatpur 144041,

Distt. - Jalandhar


       


                ....Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, Rural Development &

Panchayats, Pb., Vikas Bhawan, 

Sec. – 62, Mohali






     ..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3589 of 2011 

Present :         None for the Complainant.

 Sh. Paramjit Singh, B.D.P.O., Nakodar, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on  13.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within fifteen days from that day.


Sh. Paramjit Singh, B.D.P.O., Nakodar, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant through registered post on 21.03.2012, 02.04.2012 and 11.04.2012.


The Complainant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He is advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the Respondent-PIO and the Respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing



The case is adjourned to  24.05.2012(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Vijay Kumar Bansal,

H. No. 1419, 

Sector 42,

Chandigarh





        

  ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Kharar








..…Respondent
C. C. No.  3719 of 2011 

Present :         Sh. Vijay Kumar Bansal, Complainant in person.

            Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Executive Officer, Respondent in person.
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 21.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the remaining information to the Complainant by 12.04.2012.



Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Executive Officer, submits that substantial information has been supplied to the Complainant – Sh. Vijay Kumar Bansal. He submits that official demarcation of property belonging to Khewat No. 3029, Khatoni No. 3294, Khasra  No. 738 (0-15), is required to be carried out by Tehsildar, Kharar for replying the remaining queries, raised in the RTI application by the Complainant. He also submits that he has been writing to Tehsildar, Kharar – Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, time and again for carrying out the demarcation of the above said property, so that information could be supplied to the information-seeker.


He seeks some more time to supply the remaining information to the information-seeker.



His request is accepted and the case is adjourned to  24.05.2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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N. K. Sayal,

Sayal Street,

Sirhind – 140406




        

..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Asstt. Registrar,

Co-op. Societies,

Amloh,

Distt. – Fatehgarh Sahib





..…Respondent
C. C. No.  3722 of 2011 

Present :         Sh. N. K. Sayal, Complainant in person.

             Sh. Bir Davinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 21.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within fifteen days from that day.


Sh. Bir Davinder Singh, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has stayed the operation of orders passed in C. W. P. No. 19224 of 2006 in which Co-op. Societies declared as Public Authority. He further submits that a copy of the order passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court will be submitted on the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to   24.05.2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amar Nath,

H No. 33159, Street No.1,

Partap Nagar, 

Bathinda- 151005.





     …………… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (Secondary),

Bathinda. 






       ……………Respondent
C. C. No. 3738 of 2011 

Present:       Sh. Amar Nath, Complainant, in person.


         Sh. Maghi Ram, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on  13.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within two weeks from that day.



The  Complainant - Sh. Amar Nath, today submits in writing that he has received the requisite information and requests for filing his complaint.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed  and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Rajinder Singh

S/o Late Sh. Mewa Singh,

V. – Mundho Mastana,

P. O. - Mundho Sangtian,

Tehsil - Kharar

Distt. – Mohali





      
    ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, 

Majri, Distt. - Mohali






..…Respondent
C. C. No.  3762 of 2011

Present :        Sh. Rajinder Singh, Complainant, in person


            Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the 



Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



In compliance with the order dated 14.03.2012, Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Panchayat Secretary, today submits an affidavit in the Commission regarding information at serial no. 2 and 3 of the RTI application. He submits in writing that information in connection with item no. 4 will be supplied to the Complainant within two weeks from today.


He also submits that deficiencies pointed-out by the Complainant, in the information supplied to him, would be removed within fifteen days. He seeks some time to supply the remaining information to the Complainant.


The Respondent-PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the Complainant within fifteen days today. 


The case is adjourned to 24.05.2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                     State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Janga Ram, Sarpanch,

Gram Panchayat,

Kheri Gujjran,

Block – DeraBassi,

Distt. – S.A.S. Nagar





       
   ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector – 62,

Mohali








..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3765 of 2011 

Present :           None for the Complainant.


               Ms. Avtar Kaur, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 14.03.2012 when the Complainant was directed to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


Ms. Avtar Kaur, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, that requisite information was supplied to the information-seeker through letter no. 18/54/10/L.D-3/SAS Nagar/5648 dated 07.03.2012.


The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.



From the documents placed on record, it is assumed that the information has been supplied to the information-seeker and he does not wish to pursue his case further.



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



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                   State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Gurmandeep Singh

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

V. – Naudhrani,

P. O.  &  Tehsil – Malerkotla,

Distt. - Sangrur





       
   ……..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Education Officer (Elem.),

Ferozepur







..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3799 of 2011 

Present :          None. 

ORDER



This case was last fixed for hearing on 13.03.2012 when none of the parties were present and an opportunity was given to them to appear before the Commission.


The Respondent-PIO office of D. E. O. (Elem.), Ferozepur through his letter no. 9003 dated 13.03.2012, submitted that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant on 13.09.2011 through ordinary post. He states that the requisite information was again sent to the information-seeker through registered post. He also mentioned that the Complainant never raised any objection against the information supplied to him.


The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.



From the documents placed on record, it is assumed that the information has been supplied to the information-seeker and he does not wish to pursue his case further.



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



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Joginder Pal Malhotra

S/o Sh. Padam Nath,

H. No. 31, Ekta Nagar,

Ichhe Wala Road,

Ferozepur City




        


  ..…Complainant

Vs

Sh. Hardial Singh Maan,

Senior Supdt. of Police-

-cum-Public Information Officer,

Ferozepur City







..…Respondent





C. C. No.  294 of 2012 

Present :         Sh. Joginder Pal Malhotra, Complainant, in person.


            Sh. Baljit Singh, H. C., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 21.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the remaining information by 30.03.2012.


The Complainant - Sh. Joginder Pal Malhotra, alleges that the Respondent-PIO has failed to obey the order of the Commission, dated 21.03.2012 and hence no information was supplied to him in connection with his RTI application, moved on 08.12.2010, by the Respondent-PIO by 30.03.2012.


Sh. Baljit Singh, H. C., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, while submitting that the Complainant refused to receive the information and the same was sent to him at his house on 02.04.2012. He states that information was also sent through registered post on 13.04.2012. He hands over a copy of the information to the Complainant in the Commission today.


The Complainant, after going through the information, alleges that incomplete, false and wrong information has been supplied to him. He further alleges that the Respondent-PIO is deliberately denying the requisite information.



Sh. Hardial Singh Maan, Senior Supdt. of Police, Ferozepur is directed to supply the correct and complete information to the Complainant within three weeks from today. He or his representative shall also remain present on the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of the information supplied.


The case is adjourned to 17.05.2012(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

18th  April, 2012                                                      State Information Commissioner                                           
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
Ram Murti

S/o Sh. Jaswant Rai,

C/o Sandhu Colony, 

Jalandhar Road,

Near Water Tank, 

Chowk Mehta, Distt. - Amritsar



  
        ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Supdt. of Police(Rural),

Amritsar







    ..…Respondent




A. C. No.  1177 of 2011 

Present :         Sh. Ram Murti, Appellant, in person.

             None on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 21.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the remaining information to the Appellant.


The Appellant - Sh. Ram Murti, alleges that no information has been supplied to him so far.


Sh. Gurnam Singh, A. S. I., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, on the last date of hearing, has sought some time to supply the remaining information to the Appellant.



As partial information has been supplied to the Appellant, it is apparent that the Respondent- PIO has least bothered to fulfill his responsibility assign to him under the provisions of the RTI Act.



The Respondent-PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the Appellant within two weeks from today, failing which action would be initiated against him.


The case is adjourned to  24.05.2012(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.



There will be no further adjournment in this case.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com



Sh. Rahul Middha,

H No. 3/19, Street No.1, Bagh Colony,

Jalalabad(W), District Fazilka.



…………… Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council,

Jalalabad(W).





       ……………….Respondent
A. C. No. 1324 of 2011 

Present:    Sh. Ritesh Kumar Bansal, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant.
  
       Sh. Gurdas Singh, Executive Officer, in person.
ORDER



Heard.


This case was last heard on  05.03.2012 when the Respondent was not present and was directed to  re-submit in the shape of an affidavit what has written in letter 4043 dated 27.02.2011.



Sh. Gurdas Singh, Executive Officer, today hands over the requisite information in connection with item nos. – 1 and 2 of the RTI application to the representative - Sh. Ritesh Kumar Bansal, Advocate, of the Appellant – Sh. Rahul Middha.



The Respondent-PIO has already supplied the requisite information in connection with other items of RTI application of the Appellant moved on 20.09.2011.



Sh. Ritesh Kumar Bansal, Advocate who appeared on behalf of the Appellant, submits in writing that he has received the requisite information and expresses his satisfaction over the same. He also asks for filing his case.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed  and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Nisha Sharma,

Wd/o. Sh. Bhupinder Kumar Sharma,

H. No. 4929, Gali No. 11, 
Abohar, 
Tehsil & Distt. -  Fazilka.




…………… Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer, (Operation),

DS Circle, 
Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,
Muktsar.



                  
      ………………Respondent
A. C. No. 1373 of 2011 

Present:      Sh. Vikram Sharma on behalf of the Appellant.

        Sh. Tejinder Singh, U. D. C., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 13.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the attendance record of four employees mentioned in the RTI application.



Sh. Shankar Lal, S. D. E., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent on the last date of hearing, was directed to supply the attendance-record to the Appellant of four employees namely – Sh. Baljit Sharma, Sh. Balkar Singh, Sh. Visheshar Nath and Sh. Ashok Kumar – all Linemen for the period from year 2005 to 2010, within two weeks from that day.


Sh. Tejinder Singh, U. D. C., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent-PIO, has brought information with him in the Commission today, instead of supplying the same to the Complainant, within two weeks from the order of the Commission, dated 13.03.2012.


Sh. Vikram Sharma who appeared on behalf of the Complainant, alleges that the relevant record, copies of which have been handed over to him in the Commission today, has been fabricated by the Respondent-PIO concerned, to extend benefits to the above said four employees.



Engr. M. S. Sidhu, Operation Division, Punjab State Power










Contd.. 2/-






-2-

A. C. No. 1373 of 2011 
Corporation Ltd, Abohar will remain present with the original record on the next date of hearing. Any laxity shown by the Respondent would attract penal action against him under the provisions of the RTI Act.



The case is adjourned to  24.05.2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
CC :



 Engr. M. S. Sidhu, 



 Operation Division,



 Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd, 



 Abohar 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)(0172-4630054)
Ms. Surinderjit Kaur,

C/o Sh. S.S.Meelu, 

H No. 364, Sector 32-A,

Chandigarh.






………………. Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Engineer Thermal,

Guru Nanak Dev Thermal Plant,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Bathinda.






……………..Respondent
A. C. No. 1374 of 2011 
Present:     Ms. Surinderjit Kaur, Appellant, in person. 

i) Sh. D. P. Singla, Addl. S. E. ;

ii) Sh. Surjit Singh, Deputy Secretary(Estab.) on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 22.02.2012 When the Respondent has given assurance that complete information will be supplied to the Appellant within one month from that day.


Sh. D. P. Singla, Addl. S. E. and Sh. Surjit Singh, Deputy Secretary(Estab.) who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submit that they have been writing letters to Sh. S. K. Joshi, Accounts officer(Funds), P. S. P. C. L., Patiala and Sh. R. P. Pandav, Chief 
I R & W(pension section), P.S.P.C.L., Patiala for making payment of GPF and also supply the information relating to the queries raised in that connection at serial no. 3 - 4 of retirement benefits and information in connection with item no. 7 in the RTI application respectively. They state that so far these two authorities had given no response to their repeated letters.


Sh. S. K. Joshi, Accounts Officer(Funds), P. S. P. C. L., Patiala is substituted as deemed PIO in this case and directed to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker within fifteen days from today. Any laxity shown by the Respondent would attract action against him under the provisions of the RTI Act.



Sh. R. P. Pandav, Chief I R & W(pension section), P.S.P.C.L., Patiala id directed to respond to the letter no. 5626 dated 12.04.2012, written by Sh. Surjit Singh, Deputy Secretary(Estab.), Guru Nanak Dev Thermal Plant, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Bathinda so that requisite information could be supplied to the information-seeker.









Contd.. 2/-






-2-

A. C. No. 1374 of 2011 


Sh. T. K. Gupta, Deputy chief Engineer-cum-PIO, Guru Nanak Dev Thermal Plant, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Bathinda is directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant within fifteen days from today. He shall remain present in the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith a copy of the information supplied. Any laxity shown by the Respondent would attract action against him under the provisions of the RTI Act.


The case is adjourned to 24.05.2012(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
CC :



1. 
Sh. T. K. Gupta, 



Deputy Chief Engineer-cum-PIO, 



Guru Nanak Dev Thermal Plant, 



Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 



Bathinda 


2.
Sh. R. P. Pandav, 



Chief I R & W(Pension Section), 



Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.




Patiala 


3.
Sh. S. K. Joshi, 



Accounts Officer(Funds),



Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.




Patiala 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)(0172-4630054)
Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagdish Chand,

R/o Maojovowal, Tehsil Sunam,

District Sangrur.





   …………… Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &
Panchayat Officer,

Sunam, District Sangrur.



             …………..Respondent
A. C. No. 1381 of 2011 
Present:        None on behalf of the Complainant.

           Sh. Jagwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the      


           Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 22.02.2012 When the Respondent has given assurance that complete information will be supplied to the Appellant within one month from that day.



The Complainant - Sh. Bhagwan Singh, who is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission, has given an acknowledgement to Sh. Jagwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat – Majowal of having received the requisite information.



Sh. Jagwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, produces a copy of the same in the Commission today.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sukhdev Singh Joshan

S/o Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,

H. No. 13, Street – 2,

Ranjit Vihar, Loharka Road,

Amritsar





  

  ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar







..…Respondent
A. C. No.  1424 of 2011 

Present :         None on behalf of the Appellant.

            Sh. Sanjeev Devgan, Building Inspector, on behalf of the 



Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 20.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the remaining information to the Appellant within one week from that day.


Sh. Sanjeev Devgan, Building Inspector, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter no. 11 dated 10.04.2012. He also produces a copy of acknowledgment receipt, dated 10.04.2012, carrying signatures of the Complainant. 



The Complainant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.



I assume that the Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him and he does not wish to pursue his case further.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)

                  

                                           State Information Commissioner                                           18th  April, 2012
