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Gurbaksh Singh

S/o Sh. Baran Singh,

Village – Islampur,

P. O. – Rajpura,

Tehsil- Patiala



    
             
           
              ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nodal Officer, (RTI),

Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala







..…Respondent


    C. C. No.  2133 of 2012 

Present :           Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, Complainant in person.

i) Sh. Jit Singh, Under Secretary ;
ii) Sh. Rajinder Singh, Nodal officer, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



The original RTI request for information is dated 05.01.2012 The information demanded pertains to seeing photostat copy of Service Book. The complaint with the Commission is  dated  27.07.2012.



Sh. Jit Singh, Under Secretary and Sh. Rajinder Singh, Nodal officer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, hand over a copy of the service-book, which was lying in the custody of Deputy Secretary(Finance) PSPCL, to the complainant – Sh. Gurbaksh Singh in the Commission today.


The complainant - Sh. Gurbaksh Singh alleges that he has been given incomplete service-book.



On this, Sh. Rajinder Singh, Nodal Officer states that copy of the service-book which was lying in the office of Deputy Secretary(Finance) has been supplied and completion of service book is to be carried out by Pb. State Transmission Corporation ltd. He also states that service-book of the complainant will be sent to Pb. State Transmission Corporation ltd. alongwith the directions to complete the same and supply the same to the complainant within one week from today.



The complainant – Sh. Gurbaksh Singh is advised to file a fresh application to get a copy of the service-book duly completed by the Pb. State Transmission Corporation ltd.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
      








     




  (Chander Parkash)  

5th September,2012                         

         State Information Commissioner

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

105 – C, Vikas Colony,

Patiala



    
             
           
            

  ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Bhakra Main Line Division,

Patiala









..…Respondent


    C. C. No.  2134 of 2012 

Present :           None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh.  Gurpal Singh, S. D. O., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER



The original RTI request for information is dated  17.05.2012. The information demanded pertains to seeking copies of estimates of all works executed on Narwana branch. The complaint with the Commission is  dated  30.07.2012.
Sh.  Gurpal Singh, S. D. O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that 
the complainant - Harvinderjit Singh Kahlon has not deposited the requisite fee for getting the information, as per queries raised in the application moved by him under RTI on  17.05.201,2 despite the fact that he was asked to pay the requisite fee on 29.05.2012. He also states that the complainant has deposited only Rs. 2500/- so far and fee have been worked out @ Rs. 2/- per page which comes out to Rs. 4336/-.

The complainant – Sh. Harvinderjit Singh Kahlon is advised to deposit the 
remaining fee of Rs. 1836/- through cheque in favour of Executive engineer, Bhakra Main Line Division, Patiala alongwith self-addressed envelope duly stamped within a week from today and after receiving the required fee from the complainant, the respondent-PIO is directed to supply the requisite information within two weeks from that day.
The case is adjourned to 4th October,2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

        



     (Chander Parkash)  

5th September,2012                         

         State Information Commissioner


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

S/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

3212/10, Haripur Road,

Adampur Doaba,

Distt. – Jalandhar - 144102

     
           
             

 ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Adampur


Distt. – Jalandhar







..…Respondent


    C. C. No.  2146 of 2012 

Present :           Sh. Balbir Singh, Complainant in person.

   Sh. Rajeev Sareen, Accountant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER



The original RTI request for information is dated  05.06.2012 The information demanded pertains to copy of building plan of shop constructed by Sh. Pawan Kumar. The complaint with the Commission is  dated 10.07.2012.


Sh. Rajeev Sareen, Accountant-cum-APIO, who appeared  on behalf of the respondent, submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant – Sh. Balbir Singh.

The complainant – Sh. Balbir Singh also gives in writing that  he has 
received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his appeal-case.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  

       (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

         State Information Commissioner

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

101-A, Gurdev Park,

Opp. Sangam Palace,

Shuharpur Road,

Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana - 141001







……….. Appellant

V s

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Water Resources & Environment, Punjab,

S.C.O. 32-34, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Registrar,

Water Resources & Environment, Punjab,

S.C.O. 32-34, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh





                        
               …….Respondent
         

                                                               A. C. No. 1032 of 2012 

Present :          Sh. Ravinder Kumar on behalf of the appellant.
  
Sh. Ram Rattan, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER



The original RTI request for information is dated 15.07.2011. The information demanded pertains to record of nomination of Sh. Daulat Ram Draftsman On not getting any response, an appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 19.05.2011. Second appeal received in the Commission vide Diary No. 12565 dated 27.07.2012.



Sh. Ram Rattan, Executive Engineer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits that response was given to the appellant as per his RTI application on  19.08.2011, 09.09.2011, 13.09.2011, 15.09.2011, 19.09.2011, 23.09.2011, 03.10.2011, 08.11.2011, 28.11.2011, 06.12.2011, 14.12.2011 and 23.12.2011 respectively.



The appellant – Sh. Dharam Pal Mehmi  is absent from today’s hearing due to his ill-health as informed by Sh. Ravinder Kumar who appeared on his behalf without authorization.

The appellant - Sh. Dharampal Mehmi is  advised to point-out deficiencies in the 
information supplied to him in writing to the respondent-PIO within ten days from today and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing. 
The case is adjourned to 3rd October, 2012 (Wednesday)  at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

       

    (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

         State Information Commissioner

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

Shiavaji Nagar, Street- 2,

Khalwara Road,

Phagwara - 144401







……….. Appellant

V s

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive officer,

Nagar Council,


(Regd. Post)
Phagwara

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Deputy Director,

Local Bodies,

Jalandhar





                        
               …….Respondent
         

                                                               A. C. No. 1037 of 2012 
Present :          Sh. Darshan Singh Chauhan, appellant, in person.

i) Sh. Adarsh Kumar, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, in person ;

ii) Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt O/o Regional Deputy Director, Jalandhar on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



The original RTI request for information is dated 02.03.2010. The information demanded pertains to action taken report of application dated 28.10.2009. On not getting any response, an appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 11.10.2010. Second appeal with the Commission is  dated 05.07.2012.


The appellant - Sh. Darshan Singh Chauhan alleges that no response has been given to queries raised by him in his application moved under RTI on 11.10.2010.



Sh. Adarsh Kumar, Executive Officer and Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt. office of Regional Deputy Director, Jalandhar submit that requisite information has been supplied to the information-seeker on 22.03.2012.



They submit that as information-seeker was not satisfied with the  information supplied, the Revenue Department was written another letter to carry out the demarcation of land in question through legal means. But the concerned Revenue Patwari of the area in his report dated 10.06.2011 has intimated that demarcation of land in question could not be carried out due to the fact that particular area is thickly populated.



They submit that they were directed to pay a compensation of Rs. 2000/- in the particular case by the then Hon’ble State information Commissioner – Sh. Surinder Singh on 
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17.09.2009 and the same was given to the information-seeker accordingly. They also submit a copy of the report given to Municipal Council by the Revenue Patwari concerned in the Commission today. It is taken on record.


After examining the documents placed on record and hearing the representatives of the respondent-PIO, I feel that one opportunity be given to appellant to put his objections/claims regarding the submission made by representatives of the respondent in the Commission today.



The appellant is advised to make his submissions in connection with claims made by representatives of the respondent-PIO on the next date of hearing himself or through his authorized representative.
The case is adjourned to 4th October, 2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
      


 (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

           State Information Commissioner 

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

S/o Sh. B. C. Rajput,

H. No. 730,

Sector 11 – B,

Chandigarh








……….. Appellant

V s

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Shivalik Circle,

Ropar

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab

Forest Building,

Sector – 68,

S A S Nagar (Mohali)




                        
             
  …….Respondent
         

                                                               A. C. No. 1045 of 2012 
Present :           Sh. Mukesh Abrol, on behalf of the appellant.

  
Sh. Naresh Mahajan, Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER



The original RTI request for information is dated 02.11.2011. The information demanded pertains to seeking copies of notification Nos. 6539-D0505/5/27 dated 20.11.1950. The complaint with the Commission is  dated 24.07.2012.


Sh. Naresh Mahajan, Divisional Forest Officer states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Ajit Pal Singh vide letter no. 4028 dated 31.08.2012 through registered post.


The appellant – Sh. Ajit Pal Singh is absent from today’s hearing and Sh. Mukesh Abrol who appeared on behalf of the appellant – Sh. Ajit Pal Singh without any authority letter from him, claims that he has received the requisite information on behalf of the appellant in the Commission today and he is satisfied with the same.


As Sh. Mukesh Abrol is not carrying any authority letter for appearing in the Commission on behalf of the appellant, an opportunity is being given to the appellant – Sh. Ajit Pal Singh to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the respondent-PIO and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 4th October, 2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
       

     (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

         State Information Commissioner

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

Dr. Pradeep Dutta

S/o Sh. P. K. Dutta,

A – 2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi - 110048



     
             
              ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Supdt. of Police,

Patiala








   
   ..…Respondent


C. C. No.  531 of 2012 

Present :      Dr. Pradeep Dutta, Complainant in person.

i) Sh.  Zora Singh, S. I. ;

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

On the last date of hearing  on  07.08.2012, the Respondent-PIO was directed to 
provide the remaining information to the complainant  within two weeks from that day.


The complainant – Sh. Pradeep Dutta submits that he has not been supplied copy of letter no. 723/Steno dated 04.06.2012 written by S. S. P., Patiala to S. P., Rajpura. He further points out that he has not been supplied the documents pertaining to the reply given by Sh. Sahib Singh, H. C. in connection with show-cause issued to him in connection with delay made in presentation of challan in the Court, which was connected with FIR no. 112 of 2006 in Police Station(City) – Rajpura.

Sh. Dutta alleges that though these documents were part of action taken on the 
preliminary inquiry report, these were not supplied to him by the respondent-PIO concerned deliberately. He submits that after copies of these documents are supplied to him he may be given opportunity to peruse the same and point-out deficiencies, if any, in the same.





As this case is lingering on for the past four months and the complainant has been spending a lot of money for attending the hearings in the Commission in this particular case, which has undoubtedly made him suffer monetary losses due to evasive attitude on the part of the respondent-PIO, the Commission, therefore, awards compensation of Rs. 1500/- to the complainant which will be paid by demand draft.


The respondent-PIO will produce a copy of the demand draft on the next date of hearing.

The respondent-PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the 
complainant  before the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 17th October,2012(Wednesday)  at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

            
     (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

         State Information Commissioner

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

S/o Sh. Ram Kishan,

Village - Banarsi,

Tehsil - Moonak,

Distt. - Sangrur


    
             
           
              ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Panchayat,

Khanouri,

Distt. – Sangrur







..…Respondent

C. C. No.  1193 of 2012 

Present :
Sh.  Ramesh Kumar, Complainant in person.

Sh.  Chander Parkash, Accountant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 07.08.2012, the respondent PIO was directed to 
supply the requisite information to the Complainant  within seven days from that day.


The complainant – Sh. Ramesh Kumar states that 5380 pages has been received some of which carries information on one side  and some of them on both sides of the pages. He submits that first he was supplied with 3361 single pages (6722 double side) on 13.08.2012 and again on 03.09.2012 he was supplied with 2019 single pages (4038 double side). He also states that access amount has been charged from him which must be refunded back to him by the respondent-PIO.


The respondent-PIO is directed to refund back the access amount by way of crossed cheque or by cash payment.



The complainant – Sh. Ramesh Kumar seeks some time to go through the supplied information so that he could point-out deficiencies, if any, in the same.

The request of the complainant is accepted and an opportunity is given to the 
complainant 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 4th October, 2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

        

     (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

         State Information Commissioner

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

S/o Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

“National Consumer Protection Awareness Forum”.

646 A, Sector – 4,

Near ShishMarg Gurudwara,

Mundi Kharar,

Distt. – Mohali


    
             
           
         
     ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Forest Officer,

Kharar
(Distt. – Mohali)






..…Respondent



C. C. No.  1608 of 2012 

Present :       None.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 03.08.2012, the respondent PIO was directed 

to supply the requisite information to the Complainant  within two weeks from that day. 

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request has 

also been received for an adjournment from either party. Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 4th October, 2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

        

(Chander Parkash) 

5th September,2012                        
  
   State Information Commissioner

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

H. No. 2877, 

Phase – 7,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali)


     
             
          

    ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Kharar
(Distt. – Mohali)






..…Respondent


 A. C. No.  800 of 2012 

Present :           Sh. Harminder Singh, appellant in person.

i) Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Supdt. ;
ii) Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Panchayat Secretary ;
iii) Sh. Jagjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.. 
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 03.08.2012, the respondent PIO was directed to 
supply the requisite information to the appellant  within three weeks from that day and appear in person before the Commission.


Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Supdt., Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Sh. Jagjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submit that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant on 16.08.2011 and again hand over the same to him in the Commission today.


The appellant - Sh. Harminder Singh alleges that the respondent-PIO has given him misleading  and incomplete information and is deliberately denying it to him.

In view of the above, 

1. Sh. Baljit Singh Kainth who was PIO when the RTI application was  

moved, now posted as B. D. P. O., Ferozepur ;

2. Sh. Nishan Singh, B. D. P. O., who is present PIO 

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 them for willful delay/denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
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In addition to their submissions, the PIOs are 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.



They may take note that in case they do not file their submissions and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 



The respondent-PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker before the next date of hearing. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.
The case is adjourned to 3rd October,2012 (Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 (Chander Parkash) 

5th September,2012                        
  
   State Information Commissioner

CC : 
1. Sh. Baljit Singh Kainth,

Block Development &

(Regd. Post)

      Panchayat Officer,
       Ferozepur
2. Sh. Nishan Singh,

Block Development &

(Regd. Post)

      Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO,

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

Ramesh Pal

S/o Sh. Milkhi Ram,

Village – Ram Nagar,

Teh. & Distt. - Gurdaspur


     
             
            


  ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar








..…Respondent


 A. C. No.  812 of 2012 

Present :        Sh.   Ramesh Pal,  appellant in person.

i) Sh. Praduman Singh, Addl. S. E.(Tech.) ;
ii) Sh. S. K. Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

                       Sh. S.  K. Sharma, Advocate and Sh. Praduman Singh, Addl. S. E.,  who appeared on behalf of the  respondent, submit that  the respondent has supplied the requisite information to the appellant vide letter dated 26.06.2012. They submit that again the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 27.07.2012 which was received by him on 31.07.2012.
                        They submit that information-seeker was  wrongly informed in the first instance that  job order issued to the employees of the Punjab State Industrial Export Corporation are in possession of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. They submit that later on it is found that job order was written in the response given to appellant - Sh. Ramesh Pal due to typographical mistake and appellant was informed that only office orders issued to the employees of  Punjab State Industrial Export Corporation are in possession of Municipal corporation, Amritsar. A copy of the same has been supplied to the information seeker.

                        They submit that point-wise reply to the queries raised by the information-seeker in his RTI application has been given to him on 26.06.2012.

                        They submits that information-seeker was offered to inspect the relevant service record connected with service book of twenty five employees in connection with query no. 2 of RTI application but the information-seeker did not turn up for the same.
                     Sh. S. K. Sharma, Advocate  and Sh. Praduman Singh, Addl. S. E.(Tech.)  further submit that information could not be supplied to the appellant within the stipulated time because the concerned employee, in whose custody the relevant record was lying,  remained on medical leave for one month.

                         The appellant alleges that information was supplied to him after a delay of seven months. He also raised a point that some of the information, which has been supplied to him, is wrong.


                                                                                    

                          However, the information-seeker was facilitated to inspect the record, which was brought by the representative of the respondent-PIO in the Commission today and information-seeker matched the information supplied with the original record. On matching, it was found that the information was supplied to the information-seeker is as per original record.




                            The appellant alleges that the respondent-PIO is claiming that he has sent point-wise reply to the information-seeker on 26.06.2012 while the letter containing the same information was sent to him on 27.07.2012 though registered post.       
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                            The information-seeker states that he does not want to inspect the service-book of twenty rive due to his personal compulsion.

                             He points out that as the respondent-PIO has made inordinate delay in supplying the requisite information to him delioberately and hence action should be initiated against him as per the provisions of the RTI Act.

                               After hearing both the parties and examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the respondent-PIO has made a default in fulfilling the responsibilities assigned to him under the RTI Act.

                                During the hearing today, the representative of the respondent-PIO could not explain that why delay of about six months has been made in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.



               In view of the above,  PIO - Subhash Chander Sharma, Executive Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay in supplying the requisite  information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to the his submission, 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 note that in case he does not file his submission 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. 
The case is adjourned to 4th October,2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

       (Chander Parkash)  
5th September,2012                        


  State Information Commissioner

CC : 

(Regd. Post)

Sh. Subhash Chander Sharma, 

Executive Engineer-cum-PIO,

 Municipal Corporation,

 Amritsar 

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

Tehsil Secretary CPI(M),

Office – 12, Adda Market,

Nangal Townnship, 

Tehsil – Nangal, Distt. - Ropar
 
             
           

  ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Asstt. Executive Engineer,

Operation Sub-Divison,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Nangal








..…Respondent






 A. C. No.  814 of 2012

Present :           Comrade Nardev Sharma, appellant in person.

   Sh. Nitin Jaspal, A. E. E., on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 03.08.2012, the respondent PIO was directed 
to  give point-wise reply to the queries raised by the appellant in his RTI application.


In compliance with the order dated 03.08.2012, Sh. Nitin Jaspal, A. E. E., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits that point-wise reply has been given to the appellant.

The appellant -  Comrade Nardev Sharma gives in writing that  he has 

received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his appeal-case.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

     

 (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

     State Information Commissioner

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

“Teja Singh & Sons”,

Railway Road,

Amritsar.




     
             
              ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Amritsar








..…Respondent


 A. C. No.  821 of 2012 

Present :           None on behalf of the appellant.

  Sh. Narinder Singh, Addl. S. E., on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 03.08.2012, the appellant was advised to 
point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him.

The appellant -  Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh  was absent on the last date of 
hearing and he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the appellant is satisfied with 
the information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  
      (Chander Parkash)   
5th September,2012                         

State Information Commissioner

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

339, Chhoti Baradari, 

Part – 1,

Near Medical College,

Jalandhar City



     
             
       

       ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar








..…Respondent


 A. C. No.  822 of 2012 

Present :          Sh. Ajay Kumar Sehgal, appellant, in person, with Sh. Surendra M. Bhanot.

Sh. Jatinder Singh, Senior Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 03.08.2012, the respondent PIO was directed to 

supply the  remaining information to the appellant  within three weeks from that day.



Sh. Jatinder Singh, Senior Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Ajay Kumar Sehgal.


The appellant– Sh. Ajay Kumar Sehgal alleges that a delay of about 206 days has taken place in supplying the requisite information to him by the respondent-PIO and action should be taken against the respondent-PIO under the provisions of the RTI Act.


After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the respondent-PIO has failed to fulfill his responsibilities in supplying the requisite information to the appellant within stipulated period under the provisions of the RTI  Act.
In view of the above,  PIO –cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar 
will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.






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

The case is adjourned to 3rd October,2012(Wednesday)  at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

     
     (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

State Information Commissioner
CC :

(Regd. Post)

The Executive Officer-cum-PIO(By Name), 
Improvement Trust, 

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

S/o Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Village  – Mutton,

Tehsil – Samrala,

Distt. - Ludhiana






…………. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Samrala, 
Distt. - Ludhiana






     ………..Respondent

   C. C. No.  1700 of 2012 

Present :         Sh. Jasvir Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 07.08.2012, Tehsildar Samrala was issued a 
fresh notice of haring with the directions to supply the requisite information to the Complainant  within four  weeks  from that day.

 Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Naib Tehsildar, who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent, hands over the requisite information to the complainant – Sh. Jasvir Singh, in the Commission today, a copy of which is also taken on record.
The complainant -  Sh. Jasvir Singh gives in writing that  he has received 
the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his complaint.


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

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

     

  (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

         State Information Commissioner

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

S/o Sh. Sera Ram,

V. P. O. – Maniana,

Tehsil – Moonak,

Distt. – Sangrur - 148033





…………. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &

 Panchayat Officer, 

Andana at Moonak,
Distt. - Sangrur






     ………..Respondent

   C. C. No.  1703 of 2012 

Present :           Sh. Singara Ram, Complainant in person.

Sh. Sunil Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



The complainant - Sh. Singara Ram states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far in connection with queries raised by him in his RTI application dated 17.04.2012.



Sh. Sunil Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the respondent on the last date of hearing, held on 07.08.2012, has promised that requisite information would be supplied to the complainant within fifteen days from that day.



Today, he states that relevant-record in connection of which the information has been sought for by the complainant is missing and could not be traced-out despite efforts.


Sh. Kamaljit Sharma who is B. D. P. O., Andana at Moonak, as per version of Sh. Sunil Kumar, is directed to file an affidavit in connection with the fact that the relevant record pertaining to the information sought by the complainant is missing.



The affidavit must carry his explanation about the fact that what legal action has been taken against the dealing-official concerned in whose custody the relevant record was lying. The affidavit must carry an explanation that why the missing report in that connection has not been made to the police authorities concerned.



 The affidavit must be sent to the complainant before the next date of hearing and a copy of the same be produced on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 3rd October,2012(Wednesday)  at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

        

  (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

         State Information Commissioner

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

12, Adda Market,

Nangal Township,

Tehsil – Nangal,

Distt. – Roopnagar - 140124

     
             
            


  ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Forest Officer,

Roopanagar








       ..…Respondent





 
A. C. No.  834 of 2012 

Present :             Comrade Nardev Sharma, appellant in person.

i) Sh. Naresh Mahajan, District Forest Officer-cum-PIO, in person;
ii) Sh. Tejinder Singh, O/o P. C. C. F., Punjab ;
iii) Sh. Baldev Singh, D.F.O.(Retd.), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 07.08.2012, the respondent PIOs were issued show 
cause under Section 20  (1 )  of the  RTI Act.
Sh. Naresh Mahajan, present PIO-cum- District Forest Officer, Mohali, Sh. Tejinder 

Singh, O/o P. C. C. F., Punjab and Sh. Baldev Singh, D.F.O.(Retd.), have submitted their replies  dated 05.09.2012 to the show-cause issued to them vide orders dated 07.08.2012, which are taken on record.



I have gone over the replies dated 05.09.2012 submitted by the respondents and found that the explanations given by them are genuine as no willful denial/delay has taken place. In view of the explanation the show-causes issued to them are dropped.
The appellant - Comrade Nardev Sharma gives in writing that  he has received the 
requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his appeal-case.


In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

       (Chander Parkash)   

5th September,2012                         

         State Information Commissioner

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

S/o Sh. Jagdish Chand,

190 – E, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana - 141001



     
             
              ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Divisional Forest Officer,

Ferozepur Road, 

Opp. Western Mall,

Ludhiana - 141001







..…Respondent





 A. C. No.  835 of 2012 

Present :       None.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 07.08.2012, the respondent PIO was directed 
to collect the requisite information from different departments and supply the same to the appellant within three weeks from that date.

Neither the appellant nor the respondent are present. No request has 
also been received for an adjournment from either party. Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 4th October, 2012(Thursday)  at 10:30 A. M. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

        

(Chander Parkash) 
5th September,2012                        

State Information Commissioner

