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Harbans Singh

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

V. P. O. – Jainpur,

Tehsil - & Distt. – Ludhiana

 
             
     

         ..…Complainant

Vs

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Block Development 

& Panchayat Officer,

Block – 2, Ludhiana







       ..…Respondent


    Complaint Case No.  1049 of 2012 

Present :            Sh. Harbans Singh, complainant, in person.
i) Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, B. D. P. O., Phillaur ;

ii)  Sh. Ranjit Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO Ludhiana – 2, in person.
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing on 02.01.2013, a penalty of Rs. 25000/- has been 

imposed on Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, who is presently working as B. D. P. O., Phillaur, for holding guilty of violation under Section 20 (1) as per provisions of the RTI Act and making delay of more than hundred days in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker. A disciplinary action has been recommended against Sh. Ranjit Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO Ludhiana – 2, for holding guilty of violation under Section 20 (2) as per provisions of the RTI Act as he also failed to file a proper reply in connection with show-cause issued to him. A compensation of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand only) was also awarded to the information-seeker.


In this case, both Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, B. D. P. O., Phillaur and Sh. Ranjit Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO Ludhiana – 1 have filed their respective representations against the decision of the Commission, announced vide orders dated 02.01.2013.


The complainant - Sh. Harbans Singh has also submitted in writing that he has got the requisite information. he also stated that whatever more information has been required by him, an assurance has been given by the respondent-PIO that it would be supplied to him.



He also made a prayer that penalty of Rs. 25000/- imposed on Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, B. D. P. O., Phillaur, may kindly be withdrawn as he is satisfied with the compensation awarded to him.


All the three representations are taken on record.



Before taking any cognizance of representations made by the respondent-PIOs concerned and the complainant – Sh. Harbans Singh, the Public Authority/other dealing departments and officers are directed to make compliance of this order by paying the compensation awarded to the information-seeker by way of cross cheque/Demand Draft by the 
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concerned Public Authority and produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing.



It is again made clear to the Public Authority concerned that cross cheque/Demand Draft of Rs. 10,000/- (Ten Thousand Only) will be issued from account of that particular Public Authority concerned and not from account of an individual or any other dealing officer.



A copy of this order be also sent  through registered post to i)  Principal Secretary, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab ; ii) The  Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab ; iii) Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana ; iv)  Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar ; v) Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev.), Ludhiana ; vi) Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev.), Jalandhar ; vii)  District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana ; viii) District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Jalandhar for ensuring compliance of the order.


The case is adjourned to 7th March, 2013(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner 
CC :

i) The Deputy Commissioner, 

(Regd. Post) 

Ludhiana.

ii) The Deputy Commissioner, 

(Regd. Post) 

Jalandhar

iii) The Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev.),

(Regd. Post) 

Ludhiana

iv) Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Dev.),

(Regd. Post) 

Jalandhar

v) The Principal Secretary, 

(Regd. Post) 

Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,  Chandigarh

vi) The Director,

 Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab
(Regd. Post) 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali
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vii) 
The District Development

(Regd. Post) 

 & Panchayat Officer, Punjab,

Ludhiana

viii) The District Development

(Regd. Post) 

 & Panchayat Officer, Punjab,

Jalandhar


ix)
Sh. Ranjit Singh, 


Block Development

(Regd. Post)

 & Panchayat Officer, Punjab,

  Ludhiana – 2

x)
Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, 


Block Development

(Regd. Post)

 & Panchayat Officer, Punjab,

  Phillaur,

  Distt. – Jalandhar

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

S/o Sh. Krishan Chand,

Village – Khera Jatta,

Block – Sanour,

Teh. & Distt. - Patiala

    
             
           
        

      ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Gram Panchayat,

Khera Jatta,

Block – Sanour,

Teh. & Distt. - Patiala







        ..…Respondent


Complaint Case  No.  1496 of 2012 

Present :
Sh. Rajesh Kumar on behalf of the complainant.

Sh.  Jaswant Singh, S.E.P.O., Nabha, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The original RTI request for information is dated  10.04.2012. The information 
demanded pertains to seeking copies of proceeding register and cash book of Village Panchayat  - Khera Jattan. The complaint with the Commission is dated 02.06.2012.
On the first date of hearing  on  09.07.2012, none of the parties were present and an 
opportunity was given to them to appear before the Commission.

On the hearing held on  08.08.2012, the respondent-PIO was directed to give point-

wise reply to the queries raised by the applicant in his RTI application.
On the hearing held on 06.09.2012, B. D. P. O., Sanour and Panchayat Secretary, 

Khera Jattan, Block Sanour were issued show-cause under Section 20 of the RTI Act.

On the hearing held on 08.11.2012, another opportunity was given to Panchayat 
Secretary, Khera Jattan, Block Sanour to file his reply to show-cause and to appear in person. B. D. P. O., Sanour was also directed to file point-wise detailed reply to show-cause issued to Ms. Jaswant Kaur.

On the hearing held on 07.12.2012, the Panchayat Secretary, Khera Jattan, Block 
Sanour and B. D. P. O., Sanour had neither appeared in the Commission nor sent their replies to show-cause issued to them vide orders dated 06.09.2012. They are given another opportunity to file their replies to the show-cause issued to them and to appear in person before the Commission.
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On the last date of hearing on 04.01.2013,  Sh, Jaswant Singh, Panchayat Secretary 

who is posted as S. E. P. O., Nabha in the office of B. D. P. O., Nabha had not submitted any reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 06.09.2012. He was directed to file a fresh reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 06.09.2012 and also appear in person before he Commission. The respondent-PIO was also directed to facilitate the complainant or Sh. Rajesh Kumar to inspect the office-record on any working day during the working hours within fifteen days from that day so that he could  identify the information and take certified copies of the same.


In today’s hearing,  Sh.  Jaswant Singh, S.E.P.O., Nabha, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, has produced a written-note in connection with acknowledgement signed by the complainant - Sh. Ashok Kumar of having received the requisite information completely.


Sh. Rajesh Kumar who keeps on appearing in this case on behalf of his father, never brought to the notice of the Commission that complete information has been received by the complainant and the Commission acting on this complaint issued show-cause to the B.D.P.O., Sanour.

B.D.P.O., Sanaur filed a reply to the show-cause notice issued to him. After coming 

to know about the fact that Sh. Ashok Kumar has received the requisite information from the respondent-PIO, the show-cause notice was not required to be issued and the same is dropped.


Since the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant and no further cause of action is left in this case, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Rajesh Bawa,

B-1/2431,

Mohalla Ahluwalia, 

Old Rajpura


    
             
           
         
                   ..…Complainant

Vs

The Executive Engineer-cum-

Public Information Officer (By Name),

The Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division,                      

Ranjit Sagar Dam,

Shahpur Kandi,

 Distt. - Pathankot







       ..…Respondent


    Complaint Case No.  1836 of 2012 

Present:            Sh. Krishan Verma, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.
 

Sh. Hind Paul Sharma, A. E.,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 02.01.2013, another opportunity was given to 

Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, Ranjit  Sagar Dam, Shahpurkandi Distt. – Pathankot to file his reply to show-cause vide orders dated 06.12.2012 and to appear in person.



Sh. Hind Paul Sharma, A. E., who appeared on behalf of the respondent,  submits a reply, filed by PIO-cum- Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, Ranjit  Sagar Dam, Shahpurkandi Distt. – Pathankot, which is taken on record.


Sh. Krishan Verma, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the complainant – Sh. Rajesh Bawa, states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him. He also demands that penal action should be taken against the concerned respondent-PIO.



Sh. Raj Kumar Chowdhary, Executive Engineer who was PIO when the RTI application was moved by the applicant and the present PIO – Sh. Parwinder Singh Bhinder, Executive Engineer, both are working at present in office of Personnel Division, Ranjit Sagar Dam, Shahpur Kandi Township, Distt. - Pathankot are directed to submit their respective affidavits regarding action taken by them on the RTI request filed by the applicant – Sh. Rajesh Bawa.



Sh. Raj Kumar Chowdhry is also directed to file respective replies against the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 02.01.2013, in the shape of an affidavit in which he 
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must explain that why inordinate delay has been made by him in responding to the information-seeker in connection with his RTI application and he will also explain that why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial of the information to the RTI applicant.
The case is adjourned to 21st March, 2013(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner 

CC : 

i) Sh. Parwinder Singh Bhinder,

The Executive Engineer, 

Personnel Division,

Ranjit  Sagar Dam, 

Shahpurkandi Township - 145029, 

Distt. – Pathankot 

ii)    
Sh. Raj Kumar Chowdhary,

The Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, 

Personnel Division,

Ranjit  Sagar Dam, 

Shahpurkandi Township - 145029, 

Distt. – Pathankot
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Vinod Kumar

S/o Sh. Devki Nandan,

H. No. 619 – A,

Near Govt. High School,

Village – Kajehri, U. T., Chandigarh
    
                     
           

     ..…Complainant
Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o Nodal Officer (RTI),

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala






        
  ..…Respondent


    Complaint  Case No.  2483 of 2012 
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Ravinder Sharma, Deputy Secretary, in person.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 04.01.2013, the respondent-PIO was directed to 

provide the remaining information to the information-seeker within three weeks from that day.



Sh. Ravinder Sharma, Deputy Secretary, produces a letter no.  872 dated 21.01.2013, in the Commission today, stating that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant – Sh. Vinod Kumar, appended to which is a receipt, signed by the complainant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information.
The Complainant - Sh. Vinod Kumar is given an opportunity to confirm whether he 

has received the requisite information or not.
The case is adjourned to 7th March, 2013(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner 

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

S/o Late Sh. Ram Lal, 

H. No. 693, Mohalla Mistrian,

Sujanpur – 145023,

Distt. – Pathankot




     
             
             

 ..…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Local Govt., Punjab,

SCO 131 -132, Juneja Building,

Sector – 17- C, Chandigarh.




                                   ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2834 of 2012

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Manmohan Kaur, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing on 10.01.2013, Ms. Manmohan Kaur, Jr. Asstt., 

had promised in writing that requisite information will be supplied to information-seeker within fifteen days from that day.



Ms. Manmohan Kaur, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits that copy of enquiry report regarding resolution no. 341 dated 12.01.2008 has already been sent to the complainant – Sh. Vishwa Nath vide letter no. 2190 dated 17.01.2013, which is taken on record. She also seeks some time to produce a copy of the decision taken on the above said resolution.
The case is adjourned to 12th March, 2013(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Prabodh Chander Bali,

16 – Shiv Nagar,

Batala Road, 

Amritsar - 143001



     
             
             


 ..…Complainant







     Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar






                                        ..…Respondent





Complainant Case No.  2820 of 2012

Present :
Sh. Surendera  M.  Bhanot on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh.  Parampal Singh, A.T.P.,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Sh.  Parampal Singh, A.T.P, who appeared on behalf of the  respondent PIO on 16.11.2012, 
the first date of hearing in this case, submitted in  writing that point-wise reply of the RTI application of the information-seeker, would be supplied to the information seeker within two weeks from that date.


On the next date of  hearing held on 14.12.2012, Sh.  Parampal Singh , A.T.P, claimed that requisite information had been supplied to the  complainant – Sh Parbodh Chander Bali on 10.12.2012 through Registered post.  A copy of the same was also handed over to Sh. Surendera M. Bhanot who appeared on behalf the complainant – Mr. Bali, in the Commission on that date of hearing. 
 The case was adjourned to  10.01.2013 and an opportunity  was given to the information 
seeker to point out deficiencies, if any,  in writing, in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO concerned.

 Sh.  Ravinder Kumar, Head Draftsman, who appeared  on behalf of the respondent  PIO on 

10.01.2013,  made a written  submission  that whatever deficiency has been pointed-out by the complainant, will be removed within 15 days  from that date.  He also submitted that information in connection with point no. 11  will also be supplied  within 15 days  from that date.








Ms. Anupam Kaler, Joint Commissioner-cum PIO,  Mpl. Corporation, Jalandhar,  was directed to file her written reply  in connection with the action taken by her on the  RTI request of the complainant. She was directed to file her written-reply to explain that why she has failed to supply the requisite and point-wise information to the RTI applicant within stipulated period as prescribed in the RTI Act, 2005. She was also cautioned that if she failed to fulfill her responsibilities assigned to her in the capacity of PIO under different provisions of the RTI Act, action would be taken against her under provisions of the RTI Act.


Showing utter disregard to the RTI Act, 2005, Ms. Anupam Kaler,  Joint Commissioner-cum PIO,  Mpl. Corporation, Jalandhar  neither made compliance of any order of the Commission nor appeared in any hearing in  the Commission till date.


Sh.  Parampal Singh , A.T.P, who appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO  today states that Ms. Anupam Kaler could not give her affidavit carrying her replies in connection with order made by the Commission as she was on leave .                                                                                  Contd…2/- 
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When asked that from which date Ms. Anupam Kaler has gone of leave, Sh.  Parampal Singh , A.T.P, states that she had taken leave from 28.01.2013 to 06.02.2013.  He has also produced a copy of the sanctioned leave  in the Commission today, which is taken on record.



He also states that information in connection with point No. 11 of the RTI application could not be supplied to the information-seeker because the same could not be attested by the respondent PIO concerned.


He, however, failed to explain that why Ms. Anupam Kaler could not file her affidavit in the Commission today when she was on duty for about eighteen days (10.01.2013 to 27.01.2013) after the Commission made its order on 10.01.2013 and she was having enough time to make compliance of the order of the Commission dated January 10, 2013.


With the observations that conduct of Ms. Anupam Kaler Is highly condemnable, the Commission is of the view that it is a  fit case where show cause be issued to the respondent PIO concerned.

In view of the above,  PIO - Ms. Anupam Kaler , Joint Commissioner-cum PIO,  Mpl. 

Corporation, Jalandhar  will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her 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.



She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 

She is also directed to file her status report regarding action taken on the RTI  request filed 
by the appellant before or on the next date of hearing.



It is also a fit case to bring the conduct of Ms. Anupam Kaler in the notice of her superiors.  Hence, a copy of this order be sent to the Principal Secretary, Local Government Department, Punjab and Director, Local Government, Punjab.
The case is adjourned to 21st March, 2013(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
   







     (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                              State Information Commissioner 

CC :
i) Ms. Anupam Kaler , 
(Regd. Post)

Joint Commissioner-cum PIO,
 Mpl. Corporation, Jalandhar.

ii)
 The Principal Secretary, 
Local Government Department, Punjab,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh

iii)
The Director,

 Local Government, Punjab,

SCO 131-132, Juneja Building,

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

S/o Late Sh. Dharam Chand,

H. No. 1302, Gali Kameti Wali,

Moti Bazaar, Katra Ahluwalia,

Amritsar - 143006



       
       
                
   ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar - 143001






       
      ..…Respondent

  Complaint Case No.  2951 of 2012 

Present :
Sh. Pawan Kumar, Complainant in person.
Sh. Vishal Wadhawan,  Estate Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 03.01.2013, show-causes were issued to Sh. 
Anurag Mahajan, the Executive Engineer(Oper. & Maintenance) and Sh. Subash Chander Sharma, the Executive Engineer O/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.



In compliance with the orders dated 03.01.2013, Sh. Vishal Wadhawan, Estate Officer, appeared in person and filed his reply to show-cause, in the shape of an affidavit, which is taken on record.
Sh. Anurag Mahajan, the Executive Engineer(Oper. & Maintenance), M. C., 

Amritsar, has also sent his reply dated 05.02.2013 to show-cause issued to him, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 2891 dated 07.02.2013.



The complainant - Sh. Pawan Kumar gives in writing that he has received the requisite information but he has received it after  a delay of about seven months. He further states that he may be compensated for all the sufferings and does not want any penalty to be imposed upon PIOs.


I have gone over the replies submitted by the respondent-PIOs and submission made by the complainant – Sh. Pawan Kumar, I am of the view that no penalty is required to be imposed upon the concerned respondent-PIOs in this case and the show-cause issued to them is dropped.
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As the information-seeker – Sh. Pawan Kumar deserves compensation for the detriments suffered by him in getting the requisite information after a considerable delay, a compensation of Rs. 5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) is awarded to him, which should be paid by the concerned public authority by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.

The case is adjourned to 7th March, 2013(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner 

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Jasbir Singh

S/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

Village – Jalalkhera,

P. O. – Sular,

Distt. - Patiala       
     
           


         

 
   ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Nodal officer (RTI Cell),

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala





   

  ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3721 of 2012
Present :       Sh. Jasbir Singh, complainant, in person.
         Sh. Kamaljit Singh, Sr. Executive Engineer(Commercial), on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 23.06.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

action taken report on application dated 12.06.2012 submitted to Chief Engineer(Commercial) vide Dairy No. 3079 dated 13.06.2012. The complainant with the Commission is dated 26.11.2012.

On the first date of hearing on 10.01.2013, the respondent-PIO was directed to 

collect the requisite information from the concerned branch/department and supply the same to the complainant within fifteen days from that day.



In today’s hearing, the complainant – Sh. Jasbir Singh alleges that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.



Sh. Kamaljit Singh, Sr. Executive Engineer(Commercial), who appeared on behalf of the respondent, hands over the requisite information to the complainant - Sh. Jasbir Singh in the Commission today.

I have gone over the queries raised by the applicant in his RTI application and the 
response given by the respondent. I found it satisfactory.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Inderjit Sharma,

H. No. 179, Street – 2,

New Teacher Colony,

Nawanshaher (Punjab)
     
           


         


     ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

School Education,

Roon No. 523, 5th Floor,

Sector – 9, Mini Sectt., Pb.,

Chandigarh







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint Case No.  3788  of 2012
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.

Sh. Balbir Singh Dharwal, Supdt. (Edu. – 2 Branch), on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 10.01.2013, a show-cause was issued to Sh. Balbir 

Singh Dharwal, Supdt., Edu. – 2 branch, Mini Sectt., Pb., Chandigarh under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.



In compliance with the order dated 10.01.2013, Sh. Balbir Singh Dharwal, Supdt. (Edu. – 2 Branch), appeared in person and submits his reply to show-cause dated 01.02.2013, in the shape of an affidavit, which is taken on record.

He further submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the 
complainant - Sh. Inderjit Sharma vide letter dated 23.01.2013. A copy of the same is also taken on record.

I have gone over the reply dated 10.01.2013 submitted by the respondent-PIO and 
found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.
The Complainant - Sh. Inderjit Sharma 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 vide letter dated 23.01.2013, 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 12th March, 2013(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner 

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

S/o Late Sh. Prem Chand Nischol,

51/20, T. H. D. C. Colony,

Daya Enclave, Dehra Khas,

Dehradun – 248001 (Uttarakhand)          
           
            

      

  ..…Appellant








Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Gurdaspur

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Gurdaspur







  
     ..…Respondent






Appeal  Case  No.  1433  of 2012
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Ashok Kumar, A. E. E., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 13.06.2011. The information demanded pertains to 
installation of electric connection in the house situated in Bazar Tara Chand, Dera Baba Nanak. Appeal with the First Appellate Authority is  dated 14.12.2011. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 03.10.2012.
On the first date of hearing on 07.12.2012, the respondent-PIO was directed to give 
a clear point-wise reply to the deficiencies pointed-out by the appellant.

On the last date of hearing on 04.01.2013, Sh. Jagtar Singh A. E., stated that an 

affidavit  dated 31.12.2012 given by Sh. Nirmal Kumar regarding his ownership, has been forwarded to the appellant – Sh. Raj Mohan Nischol vide letter no. 61 dated 02.01.2013. The appellant was absent and he was advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the respondent-PIO and the respondent was directed to remove the same.



In today’s hearing, Sh. Ashok Kumar, A. E. E., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Raj Mohan Nischol vide letter no. 61 dated 02.01.2013.


The appellant – Sh. Raj Mohan Nischol has sent a letter dated 25.01.2013, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 2541 dated 01.02.2013. In that letter he has raised certain objections against the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned.











Contd…2/--

Appeal  Case  No.  1433  of 2012

-2-



I have gone over the objections raised by the appellant and response given by the PIO in this case. I am of the view that response of the respondent-PIO is satisfactory and no cause of action is left in this case.


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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner 

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jiwan Garg

S/o Sh. Om Parkash Garg,

B – 1/473 - A,

Opp. Old  Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road,  Sunam,
Distt. – Sangrur - 148028
       
       

    
          
     

   ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 
O/o S. D. O.,

Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,

Sub Division, City – Sunam - 148028

First Appellate Authority
O/o S. D. O.,

Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,

Sub Division, City – Sunam - 148028









     

       ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case  No.  1693  of 2012
Present :
Sh. Jiwan Garg, appellant, in person.
i) Sh. Surjit Singh, S.D.O., O/o PSPCL, Sunam ;
ii) Sh. Baljit Singh, S. D. O.-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 10.01.2013, Show-causes were issued  to Sh. Baljit 
Singh, S. D. O.-cum-PIO, Sub urban Sub Division, Pb. State Power Corporation ltd., City – Sunam  and Sh. Surjit Singh, S. D. O.-cum-PIO, City Sub Division, Pb. State Power Corporation ltd., Dirba, Distt. – Sangrur under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.



Sh. Surjit Singh, S.D.O., O/o PSPCL, Sunam filed a reply dated 07.02.2013 to show-cause, through which it is clear that Sh. Surjit Singh, S.D.O. and Sh. Baljit Singh, S. D. O., are not PIOs as they are APIOs. He also states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Jiwan Garg vide letter dated 04.02.2013 through registered post, a copy of postal receipt is on record.


The appellant – Sh. Jiwan Garg claims that he has not received any information so far.


Sh. Surjit Singh, S.D.O. and Sh. Baljit Singh, S. D. O., submit that when the RTI application was moved, Sh. Praveen Kumar Bansal, Addl. S.E., PSPCL – Bhalwan, Distt. – Sangrur was PIO (From 10.06.2011 to 28.05.2012). After that Sh. R. K. Goyal, Addl. S. E., PSPCL, Divn.- Budhlada, Distt. – Mansa, remained PIO (From 28.05.2012 to 07.11.2012) and at present Sh. Tarsem Jindal, Addl. S.E., is PIO  at PSPCL,Sub Division, City – Sunam.












Contd…2/-

Appeal  Case  No.  1693  of 2012

-2-
In view of the above, show-cause issued to Sh. Surjit Singh, and Sh. Baljit Singh, 
S. D. Os vide orders dated 10.01.2013, is dropped  and  fresh show-cause be issued to ;
1. Sh. Praveen Kumar Bansal, who was PIO when the RTI application was  moved, now posted as Addl. S.E., PSPCL – Bhalwan, Distt. – Sangrur,;

2. Sh. R. K. Goyal, who remained PIO after transfer of Sh. R. K. Goyal,  now posted as Addl. S. E., PSPCL, Divn.- Budhlada, Distt. - Mansa;

3. Sh. Tarsem Jindal, Addl. S.E.,, who is present PIO ; 

They will reply to 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.





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. 

They are also directed to give status report regarding action taken on the RTI 

request filed by the appellant before or on the next date of hearing. 


The case is adjourned to 12th March, 2013(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner 

CC :

i) Sh. Praveen Kumar Bansal

Addl. S.E., 

(Regd. Post)

Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,

 Bhalwan, 400 KVI Grid,

Near Dhuri, Distt. – Sangrur

ii) Sh. R. K. Goyal,

Addl. S. E.,

(Regd. Post)

Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,

Divn.- Budhlada, Distt. – Mansa

iii) Sh. Tarsem Jindal, 
Addl. S.E.-cum-PIO,
(Regd. Post)

Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,

Sub Division, City – Sunam - 148028

