
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surjeet Singh, Panch,

Gram Panchayat Kariyal, 

Tehsil Sunam, District Sangrur. 




…….. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sunam, District Sangrur. 





……….Respondent
C. C. No. 3657 of 2011 

Present :      None on behalf of the Complainant.

            Mr. Gurtej Singh, Panchayat Secretary, V. – Kariyal, on behalf of the 


Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 17.08.2011. The information demanded pertains to unauthorized possession of land in Village – Kariyal, Sunam. The complaint with the Commission is dated Nil and registered against Diary No. 21072 dated 09.12.2011.


The Respondent produced a letter no. 126 dated 08.02.2012 in which it has been indicated that there is no record regarding allotment of plots in his office. The other information regarding change of ‘inteqal’ no. 2372 dated 28.02.1990 has already been supplied.


The Complainant  has informed on phone that he is unable to attend the proceedings today because of preoccupation. An opportunity is given to him to point-out deficiencies in the information provided to him vide letter no.  125 dated 08.02.2012, before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 21.03.2012 (Wednesday) at 11: 00 A.M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)
10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Er. Harjinder Pal, 

President Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Bhawan, 

VPO Mehtaan, Tehsil Phagwara, 

District Kapurthala.






………. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.




…………Respondent
C.C. No. 3239 of 2011 

Present:    None on behalf of the Complainant.

None on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



This case was last heard on 12.01.2012.




Today, a fax message has been received from the Complainant which is registered at Diary No. 2196 dated 10.02.2012 in which he has requested for an adjournment.


The Respondent-PIO is absent from today’s hearing without intimation to the Commission. He is directed to provide the requisite information to the information-seeker before the next date of hearing. The information to be provided should be duly attested and legible.



The case is adjourned to 27.03.2012 (Tuesday) at 11: 00 A.M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harmeet Singh @ Mintu,

S/o. Sh. Ram Lal, 

Village Gandhua, PS Dharmgarh,

Tehsil Sunam, 

District Sangrur.





__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Chief Engineer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala.






____________Respondent
C. C. No.  3656 of 2011 

Present:    None on behalf of the Complainant.

None on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



The original RTI request for information is dated 28.03.2011. The information demanded pertains to shifting of electricity transmission line over his house in village – Gandhuan, Distt. - Sangrur. The complaint with the Commission is dated 07.12.2011.


Despite having been given adequate notice of hearing, both Complainant and Respondent are absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.



Nevertheless, last opportunity is given to the parties to be present in the Commission on the next date of hearing to pursue the case.



The Respondent is directed to supply the requisite information which should be legible and duly attested before the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 27.03.2012 (Tuesday) at 11: 00 A.M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasdeep Singh,

S/o. Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

Village Basaimi, PO Malikpur-Bet,

District Ludhiana-142027.



__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Superintending Engineer,

Sub-Urban Circle, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Ludhiana.






__________Respondent
C. C. No. 3437 of 2011 

Present:   
 None on behalf of the Complainant.



 Mr. Darshan Singh, Revenue Accountant, on behalf of the 


             Respondent
ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 03.01.2012 complete information was supplied to the Complainant.



The Respondent submits vide his letter no. 4761 dated 09.02.2012 that no deficiencies have been intimated by the Complainant in the information provided to him.



The Complainant vide his letter dated 08.02.2012 has informed the Commission that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.



Disposed of.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Jatinder Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Sukhdayal,

WP 228, Basti Shekh, 

Jalandhar.






__________ Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.






____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1289 of 2011 
Present:
None on behalf of the  Appellant.

     
Mr. Suresh Kumar, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The Respondent has brought the requisite information to the Commission for delivering it to the Appellant in person. 



The Appellant vide his letter dated 06.02.2012 has informed the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing because of sudden demise of a member of his family.



The Respondent is directed to send the requisite information to the complainant by registered post and produce the postal receipt on the next date of hearing. The information should be legible and duly attested.



The case is adjourned to 21.03.2012 (Wednesday) at 11: 00 A.M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jatinder Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Sukhdayal,

WP 228, Basti Shekh, 

Jalandhar.





              __________ Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.





         ____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1290 of 2011 
Present:
None on behalf of the  Appellant.

     
Mr. Suresh Kumar, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The Respondent has brought the requisite information to the Commission for delivering it to the Appellant in person. 



The Appellant vide his letter dated 06.02.2012 has informed the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing because of sudden demise of a member of his family.



The Respondent is directed to send the requisite information to the complainant by registered post and produce the postal receipt on the next date of hearing. The information should be legible and duly attested.



The case is adjourned to 21.03.2012 (Wednesday) at 11: 00 A.M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jatinder Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Sukhdayal,

WP 228, Basti Shekh, 

Jalandhar.






__________ Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.





      ____________Respondent
A. C. No. 1291 of 2011 

Present:
None on behalf of the  Appellant.

     
Mr. Suresh Kumar, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The Respondent has brought the requisite information to the Commission for delivering it to the Appellant in person. 



The Appellant vide his letter dated 06.02.2012 has informed the Commission that he is unable to attend the hearing because of sudden demise of a member of his family.



The Respondent is directed to send the requisite information to the complainant by registered post and produce the postal receipt on the next date of hearing. The information should be legible and duly attested.



The case is adjourned to 21.03.2012 (Wednesday) at 11: 00 A.M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Financial Commissioner,  

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





         ____________Respondent
C.C. No. 3370 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Sohan Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Jr. 


    Asstt.,  on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


This case was last heard on 30.12.2011. The Respondent submits that his RTI application was dealt with and the complainant was informed that Sh. Mohan Lal, Panch, Gram Panchayat, Sahora Kothi, Block – Hajipur was dismissed and he was relieved after serving him due notice.


The information stands supplied and the case is disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.



        ____________Respondent
C. C. No. 3372 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Sohan Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Jr. 


    Asstt.,  on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


This case was last heard on 30.12.2011 when the requisite information was handed over to him in the Commission and he was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him by the Respondent.






The information stands supplied and the case is disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.K. Bhatia, 

Village Sahora Kandi, 

P.O. Siprian, Tehsil Mukerian, 

District Hoshiarpur. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.



         ____________Respondent
C. C. No. 3373 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. K.K. Bhatia, Complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. V. K. Aggarwal, A.O. O/o A.D.C.(Dev.), Hoshiarpur, on behalf 


    of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


In compliance with the order dated 30.12.2011, certain deficiencies were pointed-out by the Complainant in writing vide his letter dated12.01.2012.



The PIO office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats is absent in today’s hearing without intimation to the Commission. He is directed to remove the deficiencies pointed-out by the Complainant within four weeks from today failing which action will be initiated against him under the provisions of the RTI Act. The PIO shall remain present in the Commission alongwith a copy of the information sent to the Complainant on the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 27.03.2012(Tuesday) at 11:00 A.M.


There will be no further adjournment in this case.
 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hakikat Singh,

S/o. Sh. Hazara Singh,

H No. 8, Gali No. 1, 

Village Mohali. District SAS Nagar. 


__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






____________Respondent
C. C. No.  3580 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. Hakikat Singh, Complainant in person. 


      ii)       Sh. Lal Mohammad, H. C., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 30.09.2011. The information demanded pertains to action taken report on the application dated 27.05.2011 of the Complainant. The complaint with the Commission is dated 01.11.2011.


The Respondent has brought the information to the Commission and handed over the same to the Complainant today during the hearing of this case.



I have gone through the information supplied by the Respondent to the Complainant and found that it matches with the information sought by the information-seeker. 


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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. N. K. Sayal, 

Member RTI Activists Federation Punjab, 

Sayal Street, Sirhind- 140406.



__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Local Government, Mini Secretariat, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.




____________Respondent
C. C. No. 3543 of 2011 

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


      ii)       Sh. M. L. Bangar, Supdt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


The original RTI request for information is dated 24.10.2011. The information demanded pertains to seven different points in connection with a fraud case and bogus billing without execution of work on Bahadurgarh -  Chari Sahib Road. The complaint with the Commission is dated 29.11.2011.


Sh. M. L. Bangar, APIO seeks some time to supply the requisite information as he is unable to deal the RTI applications in any manner due to acute shortage of staff. He submits that one month may be given to him to deliver the requisite information to information-seeker as per his RTI application.



The representative of the PIO is directed that requisite information must be supplied to the information-seeker before the next date of hearing. The information should be legible and duly attested. 



The case is adjourned to 22.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11: 00 A.M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hazoor Singh,

S/o. Sh. Roor Singh,

Village Shahpur Khurd@ Lakhmirwala, 

Tehsil Sunam, District Sangrur. 



__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Mall Road, Patiala. 





____________Respondent
C.C .No. 3537 of 2011 
Present:    Mr. Hazoor Singh, Complainant., in person.

Sh. Baljit Singh, S. D. O. and Sh. Surinder Kumar, Revenue Acctt., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


This case was last heard on 17.01.2012 when the Respondent sought some more time to collect the requisite information from the concerned sub urban division of P.S.P.C.L.


The Respondent PIO submits a reply vide letter no. 159 dated 09.02.2012.



In the written-representation, the Respondent-PIO submits that official-record concerning the electrical connection of an agricultural tubewell  motor of account no. MAP -1318 (which has now became AP-723) and account no.  BRR-12 (which has became AP-1047) is not traceable. These tubewell connections were issued in the name of Sh. Sampuran Singh S/o Sh. Roor Singh and Sh. kirpal Singh S/o Sh. Panjab singh (both residents of Village – Lakhmirwala) respectively.


He also submits that despite making efforts, record could not be traced and  a charge-sheet is about to be issued to Sh. Balwinder Singh – U. D. C. in that connection. He submits that record has been re-constructed in connection with MAP – 1318 (AP-723) by the Department Authorities. A copy of that record is handed over to the Complainant in the Commission today.
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C.C . No. 3537 of 2011 


 He submits that as per the report of Mr. Sukhdev Singh – J. E. that tubewell connection under acctt. No. AP – 1047 has been installed in the agricultural land of Mr. Sampuran Singh despite the fact that this tubewell connection was allotted to Mr. Kirpal Singh. Mr. Sukhdev Singh also reported that no person of the name of Mr. Kirpal Singh lives in Village  - Lakhmirwala.


The Respondent-PIO is directed to re-submit in the shape of an affidavit what he has written in his representation dated 09.02.2012.



The Respondent-PIO is also directed to file a written-reply in connection with the fact that what legal action has been taken by him in connection with the lost record of these two tubewell connections against the erring officials who were supposed to maintain the same. 



The PIO – Sh. Praveen Kumar, Addl. S. E., Sunam, 66 KV Grid, Sunam is directed to appear in person at the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 22.03.2012 (Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satar Khan, 

S/o. Sh. Sardara Khan, 

Village Chahar Majra,

Tehsil Kharar, District Mohali. 




     __________ Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development &
Panchayat Officer,

Mohali. 






  ____________Respondent
A. C. No.  1307 of 2011 

Present:    Mohammad Sadique, on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Paramjit Singh, Supdt. and Sh. Jasbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.




The original RTI application for information is dated 28.03.2011. The information demanded pertains to eight different points regarding expenditure done on development  work of Village Jhourheri during the period from 2009 to 2011. The appeal with the Commission is dated 24.10.2011.


The Respondent – PIO handed over the information to the representative of the information-seeker – Mr. Mohammad Sadique in the Commission today.



The representative of the information-seeker – Mr. Mohammad Sadique claims that the Respondent – PIO has not given proper reply to  point no. 5 of RTI application.


The Respondent-PIO submits in connection with point no. 5 of RTI application that the information is not concerned to their office and is in the custody of 
S. E., Panchayati Raj Circle, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.



The Respondent-PIO has failed to transfer the RTI application under Section 6 (3) to S. E., Panchayati Raj Circle, Punjab for enabling them to provide requisite information in connection with the same from that office.


The Respondent – PIO is directed to collect the relevant information in connection with point no. 5 of the RTI application from the Public Authority concerned and supply the same to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 22.03.2012(Thursday) at 11:00 A.M.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hakam Singh,

S/o. Sh. Hazura Singh, 

R/o. Village Majhi, 

Tehsil & District Sangrur. 



__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Engineer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

Sub-Division Nidampur, 

District- Sangrur.





__________Respondent
C. C. No. 2943 of 2011 
ORDER
   

Mr Hakam Singh moved an application under RTI Act with the Assistant Engineer-cum- Public Information Officer (PIO), Sub Division Office,
PSPCL, Nidampur (Sangrur) for seeking information in connection with certain
issues connected with account number-MA-975 of tubewell connection,
installed in the name of Mr Nachhattar Singh, resident of village
Majhi of Tehsil and District Sangrur, on 29-10-2010. 
2.

Having failed to get proper response from the PIO concerned, the
information seeker approached the State Information Commission (SIC)
through a compliant under RTI Act on 30-9-2011.
3.

In this case, the then Respondent informed that Complainant vide his letter dated 10-11-2010 that the information could not be supplied to
him as it related to third party.
4.

However, part information was supplied to him on 14-9-2011, after a delay of about 11 months. 
5.

The Respondent Mr Gurmukh Singh, Asstt. Engineer-cum-PIO also stated that the delay in supply of information was not caused by him as the RTI application was filed on 29-10-2010 and he had taken the charge of
the post of Assistant Engineer, Sub Division, Nidampur on 02-05-2011.
6.

Notices were issued to Mr Gurmukh Singh, A.E.E., Mr Shekhar 
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C. C. No. 2943 of 2011 
Kagra, A.E. and Mr N. K. Sharma, A.E.E.,  who remained posted in that Sub Division after theComplainant moved his RTI application for showing cause that as to why penalty not be imposed on them and compensation not be awarded to
Complainant - Mr Hakam Singh, for making delay/denial in supply of the
requisite information to information-seeker. In compliance with the order dated 15 November,2011 Mr. Gurmukh Singh, A.E.E, has made a written statement dated 12/12/2011 which is taken on record. 

7.

He has stated that he remained posted on the post from 15.04.2010 to 17.05.2010 and again from 25.11.2010 to 15.11.2011. He also mentioned that a series of deaths including of his wife in his family had taken place during his that postings and hence he could not pay attention to
official duties and has requested that taking a compassionate view, the
show-cause be withdrawn. 
8.

Also in his oral admission during the hearing, he averred that he was not PIO when the RTI request for information dated 29.10.2010 was submitted with the Public Authority concerned.
9.

In compliance with order dated 15 November, 2011, Mr Shekhar Kagra, A.E., in his written submission dated 14.12.2010 has confirmed that RTI
request was rejected and information was denied by him on 10.11.2010 as
it was third party information.
10. 

He further says that during his posting at that place till 10.12.2010, the Complainant did not respond by way of challenging the letter dated  10.11.2010. He has also taken the plea that if the information-seeker was dissatisfied with the response dated 10.11.2010 he could have either made an appeal to First Appellate Authority or State Information Commission. 
11.

In light of his submission he has pleaded that show cause issued to
him be withdrawn and neither penalty to be imposed on him nor
compensation to be awarded to the Complainant.
12.

In compliance with the order dated November 15, 2011 Mr N. K. Sharma, A. E., in his written statement has stated that he joined  Nidampur Sub
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C. C. No. 2943 of 2011 

Division on 14.12.2010.  He received a letter from the Complainant
dated 21.12.2010 seeking information regarding account number MA-975
in respect of a tubewell connection issued in name of Nachhattar
Singh.
13.

He further says that he proceeded for training at Mumbai and
Hyderabad on 25.12.2010 for six weeks and joined duty on the
completion of training on 06.02.2011. In respect of RTI request dated
21.12.2010, a reply was sent by Mr Gurmukh Singh, AEE, on 13.01.2011
vide letter number 824 dated 13.1.2011. A copy of this letter has been
appended with his written statement.
14.

It is also mentioned that Mr N. K. Sharma did not receive any correspondence till 02.05.2011 when he was posted out of Nidampur Sub Division. He pleads that show cause issued to him be dropped and penalty not be imposed on him. 
15.

During the hearing on 14/12/2011, Mr Gurmukh Singh, AEE, stated that eventually part information was provided to Complainant on 14.09.2011.
16.

The Complainant in his RTI request dated 21.12.2010 has demanded one copy of security deposit receipt, Jama Bandi, demand notice, test report and attested copy of the form. 
17.

On December 14, 2011, during the hearing of this case in the Commission, all the three officers were present with their submissions in connection with show cause. The arguments were heard and order was reserved.
18.

Notice of pronouncement of order, which was fixed for February 10,  2012, were issued to the parties concerned on January 23, 2012. 
19.

The Complainant filed a complaint with the State Information Commission on 30.09.2011, wherein, he has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information provided to him on 14.09.2011. The only deficiency is in respect of the copy of security deposit receipt which has not been provided to him. 
20.

Therefore, I direct Respondent - PIO to provide a copy of security deposit receipt, as held on record, to the Complainant before the next date of 
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hearing. It should be legible and duly attested.
21.

I have perused the documents on record and gone over the written
statements submitted by three AEEs and also considered their oral
submissions.
22.

I am of the considered view that there has been lapse in not providing the information to the RTI Applicant owing to ignorance on the part of
AEE, Mr Shekhar Kagra, who has erroneously rejected the RTI application
dated 29.10.2010 on the premise that information demanded is “Third
Party Information”.
23.

 In fact this is not so as the documents demanded are in the public domain. It also emerges that due to frequent transfers of the officials
concerned, the normal working of the office was affected as much as
due to the family circumstances of one of the AEEs.
24.

Therefore, taking a lenient view, the show cause issued to three
officials is dropped with a warning that it is high time that they
should learn the niceties and nuances of the RTI Act which should be
implemented in letter and spirit.
25.

 In view of the detriment suffered by the Complainant, a compensation of Rs. 1000/- is awarded to Complainant. 
26.

 The Public Authority - Assistant Engineer, Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, Sub-Division Nidampur, District-Sangrur is directed to pay a compensation of Rs. 1000/-(Rupees one thousand only) through demand draft to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 
27.

Since substantial information has been provided to Complainant, the Respondent PIO is directed to make available an attested/legible copy of the security deposit receipt to him before the next date of hearing and endorse a copy of covering letter to he Commission.



The Case is adjourned to 12.03.2012 (Monday) at 11: 00 A.M.


There will be no further adjournment in this case.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                      


      
    (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. N. K. Sayal, 

Member RTI Activists Federation Punjab, 

Sayal Street, Sirhind- 140406. 



__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Amloh, District- Patiala. 



           ____________Respondent
C. C. No. 3387 of 2011 

ORDER



An application under RTI Act was moved by Mr N. K. Syal to The PIO,O/o The Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Sector 17, Chandigarh, on
03-10-2011 seeking information in connection with eight cooperative labour and construction societies. 
2.

Having failed to get complete information in connection with the
queries raised in his RTI application, the information seeker filed a complaint with the Commission on 18-11-2011.
3.

On December 29, 2011, when the complaint case was taken up by the Commission for its first hearing, Mr N. K. Syal, Complainant, Ms Sukhdarshan Kaur, Senior Assistant, Cooperative Department, Punjab and Mr Harsimran Singh Sethi, Advocate, were present in the chamber.
4.

While Mr. Syal pointed out deficiencies in the information supplied to him and demanded that same should be removed by the PIO concerned within reasonable time, Mr Sethi, Advocate, demanded that cognizance of his  application, which has been filed on behalf of representatives of six cooperative labour and construction societies and which was received into the Commission vide diary number 22141 dated 26-12-2011, should be taken and hence applicants should be impleaded as party in this complaint.
5.

 Ms Sukhdarshan Kaur, Senior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of PIO, submitted that that RTI application was duly transferred to Assistant Public Information Officers (APIOs) of Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Amloh, Sirhind and Kharar, under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act by the office of Registrar, 
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Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh on 12-10-2011 with the direction to them that requisite information should be supplied to the information seeker
directly. A copy of same was also endorsed to Mr Syal. After considering the oral and written submissions and arguments put forward by the parties.

6.

The order was reserved. Notices of pronouncement of order, fixed for February 10, 2011, (today), was issued separately to the parties to this case  on January 23, 2012. 

7.

This order will dispose off an application filed by Mr Sanjay Kumar and others through Mr Harsimran Singh Sethi, Advocate, for impleading the representatives of The Mandi Gobindgarh Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Mandi Gobind Garh, The Sampli Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Sampli, The Adarsh Co-Operative L & C Society Ltd., Sirhind, The Sirhind Mandi Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Sirhind Mandi, The Sirhind City Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Sirhind City, The Amloh Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Amloh, The Jasran High Tech Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Mandi Gobindgarh and The Kharar
Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Kharar as a party in the complaint dated 18-11-2011 on the ground that Complainant Mr Syal is actually a contractor and is a competitor of applicants and is seeking information to harm the interests of applicants with regard to various development works. 

8.

 The counsel for applicants submitted that applicants are required to be impleaded as party in order to save their interests where as complainant  argued that substantial information had already  been supplied to him and only some deficiencies in the information supplied are required to be made good so the application of the applicants has become infructuous.
9.

I have carefully gone through the record. Perusal of the application
shows that same has been filed by Mr Sethi, Advocate and is signed by one Mr Sanjay Kumar. The application is accompanied by a power of attorney executed by six persons - namely Mr Sanjay Kumar, Mr N. Kumar, Mr Kuldip Singh, Mr Hari Pal, Mr Kuldip Singh and Mr D. Singh –alleging themselves to be related to The Mandi Gobindgarh Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Mandi Gobind Garh, The 
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Sampli Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Sampli, The Adarsh Co-Operative L & C Society Ltd., Sirhind, The Sirhind Mandi Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Sirhind Mandi, The Sirhind City Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Sirhind city, The Amloh
Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Amloh, The Jasran High Tech Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Mandi Gobindgarh and The Kharar Co-operative L & C Society Ltd., Kharar societies.
10.

There is no resolution of any of the L & C Co-operative Society
authorising Mr Sanjay Kumar and others to engage Mr Sethi as an Advocate and for moving the present application. A Cooperative society has no physical entity of its own. It is to act through resolutions. The intention of society is reflected in its  resolutions.
11.

In the present case when there is no resolution passed by the
cooperative societies for moving the present application, the application is not maintainable on this sole ground. 
12.

For the sake of argument, even if it is assumed that application has been duly filed, even then the information sought by the Complainant is within public domain and the information sought by the Complainant does not relate to the execution of various development works executed or to be executed by the societies. So the contention of applicants that the Complainant is seeking information to harm their interests of the applicant societies is figment of their imagination.
13.

The application of the applicants is not maintainable so the same is dismissed.
14.

The PIO of O/o The Registrar, Co-operative Societies, Punjab,
Chandigarh, has transferred the  RTI application of Complainant to APIOs of the offices of Assistant Registrar of Co-operative societies of Sirhind, Amloh and Kharar under section 6 (3) of the RTI Act directing them to supply the requisite information to the Applicant.
15.

The APIOs of offices of Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies,
Sirhind and Kharar have already supplied the information  whereas the APIO of 
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office of Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Amloh has neither forwarded any information nor the application has been decided, so notice of hearing is required to be issued  to PIO of office of Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Amloh. Let it be issue for date 12.03.2012. 



The Case is adjourned to 12.03.2012 (Monday) at 11: 00 A.M.



Pronounced.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

C/o. Sh. Manjit Singh Khaira, Senior Advocate,

Chamber No. 23, Lawyer’s Chamber Complex,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.







…….. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur. 







……….Respondent
C. C. No. 3416 of 2011 
Present:           None on behalf of the Complainant. 


              Mr. Lakhbir Singh, H.C., on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER



Heard.


This case was last heard on 03-01-2012.  The complainant was given an opportunity to point out deficiency, if any, in the information supplied to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 05-11-2011.



The complainant is absent for the second consecutive hearing without any intimation to the Commission.  It is assumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him by the respondent.



Disposed of.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o. Sh. Hadait Masih, 

Village - Allowal, P.O.- Kot Santokh Rai, 

Tehsil & District Gurdaspur. 



__________ Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Dhariwal, District Gurdaspur. 



____________Respondent
C.C. No. 3282 of 2011 
Present:           None.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing the respondent was directed  to supply the  legible and duly attested information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


The complainant is absent for the  third consecutive hearing today without any intimation to the Commission. It is assumed that he is no more interested to pursue his complaint  any  further.



Therefore, the case disposed of. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raghunath,

S/o. Sh. Nisha Ram, 

Village Thamana, Dera Bhaniara Wala Itihasgarh, 

Block Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District Roopnagar. 




__________ Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Tehsildar,

Anandpur Sahib, District Roopnagar. 

____________Respondent
C.C. No. 3480 of 2011 

Present:    i)       Sh. Raghunath complainant in person. 

      ii)       Sh. Amrik Singh, Reader, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

This case was last heard on 17-01-2012. The respondent has brought the requisite information to the Commission for delivering it to the complainant and he has handed over the same to the complainant today.


The complainant seeks an adjournment so that he could match the information with the contents of his RTI application and point out deficiencies in writing to the PIO.

The respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies  after receiving the same from the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 22-03-2012 at 11.00AM.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarlochan Singh,

S/o. Sh. Krishan Singh,

Village Kuthala, 

Tehsil Malerkotla, District Sangrur- 148020.

      ………. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur. 





              ……………Respondent
C.C. No.  3588 of 2011 
Present:          None. 

ORDER



The original RTI request for information is dated 17.08.2011. The information demanded pertains to action taken report  of application sent to the respondent through speed post No, A2761 dated 25-08-2011. The complaint with the Commission is dated 19-11-2011.



The RTI application of the complainant was transferred by the PIO/Distt Revenue Officer, Sangrur to the Distt. Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur vide letter dated 22-09-2012, with the directions that  the requisite information  must be sent to the information seeker within stipulated time. A copy of same  which was endorsed to the Complainant.


Both the PIO/DDPO. Sangrur and the complainant are absent  from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission despite having been duly served  with  notices of hearing.



The PIO is directed to supply the requited information to the information seeker  before the next date of hearing.  The information should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



Adjourned to 27-03-2012 (Tuesday) at 11.00 A.M.


                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh, 

R/o. Hira Bagh, Gali No. 12,

Jagraon, District Ludhiana- 142026. 


__________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, 

Government of Punjab, 17 Bays Building, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh. 




__________Respondent
C.C. No.  3266 of 2011 
Present:    i)      Sh. Kuldeep Singh, complainant  in peson. 


      ii)      Sh. Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant,  and Sh. Sarwan  
    

               Singh, Clerk, Ferozepur  on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 12-0-2012,  when the complainant was not present and the respondent submitted that the information pertains to six forest divisions and is very voluminous.   



The complainant submits that the information received by him are in the shape of  photostat copies of the whole lots,  but he wants only abstracts and type-wise information  of trees. 


The Complainant has given in writing that he will submit fresh applications to the concerned PIOs for the requisite information and his complaint may be file. The statement of the complainant is taken on record.



Disposed of.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sardool Singh,

# 9-B, Guru Amardass Avenue,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar.



__________ Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o. Superintendent,

Central Jail, Amritsar. 



____________Respondent
AC No. 1184 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Sardool Singh, appellant in person. 


      ii)       Sh.Rajesh Kumar,Jr. Asstt. and Sh. Jagtar Singh,Warden on 


      behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The case was last heard  on  11-01-2012,  when the PIO was directed to submit an affidavit  that the registers containing the relevant information sought by the information seekers have been destroyed. 


The representatives of the PIO  have  brought the relevant affidavit submitted by the PIO,  claiming that the Inmate Roll register,  OPD register, Medial journal register and main gate register have been destroyed after three years.   The affidavit dated 09-02-2012 has been taken on record.

Meanwhile, Sh. Rajesh Kumar, representative of the PIO, requested that some more time be given to enable them to trace out the record so that various queries raised in  the RTI application  be replied.


Adjourned to 21-03-2012 at 11.00 AM



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mahendra Goyal, Advocate, 

248, Sector 49-A, Advocate’s Society,

Chandigarh- 160047.



         __________ Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Provincial Division PWD, B & R,

Mini Secretariat, Bathinda- 151001. 

        ____________Respondent
C. C. No.  3478 of 2011 
Present:    i)       Sh. Mahendra Goyal complainant in person.


      ii)       Sh.Harbans Singh, SDC, B & R, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



In continuation of order dated 17-01-2011, the representative of the PIO hands over a photostat copy of the conveyance deed to the complainant in the Commission today.
However, the representative of the PIO failed to supply certified copy of the order/sanction  of the official concerned  made for executing that particular conveyance deed.


The respondent is directed to supply a certified copy of the  above mentioned order/sanction to the information seeker  within four weeks from today failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of RTI Act. The covering letter of the information  should be endorsed to the Commission. If there is no record  available containing the requisite information, the  PIO is directed to submit an affidavit in this regard.


The respondent PIO shall remain present in the Commission alongwith a copy   of the information supplied to the complainant on the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 21-03-2012 (Wednesday) at 11.00 AM.



There will be no further adjournment of this case.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                      


      
 (Chander Parkash)

10th February, 2012                                        State Information Commissioner

