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Pawan Kumar Sharma,

958, Chowk Majithian,

Moga - 142001 (Punjab)






……. Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Secretary-cum-

Nodal PIO (RTI Cell),

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Head Office, Mall Road,

Patiala (Punjab)







    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2209 of 2015
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.

i) Sh. Rajwinder Singh, Nodal PIO, in person ;

ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, S.E.-cum-PIO, GHTP, Lehra Mohabbat, in person. 
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on 11.01.2016, a show cause was issued to Sh. 
Sukhvinder Kumar, Superintending Engineer (O & M), G. H. T. P. Lehra Mohabbat, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
In compliance to the order dated 11.01.2016, Sh. Rajwinder Singh, Nodal PIO and
Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, S.E.-cum-PIO, GHTP, Lehra Mohabbat, appeared in person in today’s hearing and state that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma. 

The complainant, Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma , through a letter dated 16.02.2016, 

which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 2855 dated 01.02.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Chief 

Engineer (O & M), Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Bathinda, with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.
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If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, S.E.-cum-PIO also submits a reply dated 16.02.2016 to the 

show cause issued to him vide orders dated 11.01.2016. It is also taken on record.
After going through the oral-submission and written reply dated 16.02.2016, 
submitted by Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar, I found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show cause issued to him is dropped.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


(Regd. Post)

Chief Engineer (O & M),

-cum-First Appellate Authority, 


Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., 

Bathinda (Punjab)
Encl :
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Jaswant Singh

S/o Late Sh. Sardara Singh,

H. No. 2525/B, Sector 47 – C,

Chandigarh - 160047







……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman-cum-Managing Director,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Head Office, Mall Road,

Patiala (Punjab)


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Superintending Engineer,

Distribution Circle,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Ropar (Punjab)








    ..…Respondent




     
 Complaint  Case No.  2618 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Jaswant Singh, the complainant, in person.

i) Sh. Rajinder Singh, Nodal PIO ;

ii) Sh. Gurvinder Singh, Assistant Executive Engineer, in person. 
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on  11.01.2016, the PIO of office of Chairman-cum-

Managing Director, Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd., Patiala was impleaded as party in this case.
Sh. Rajinder Singh, Nodal PIO and Sh. Gurvinder Singh, Assistant Executive 

Engineer, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, hands over the requisite information, except point no. 5 (e) of the RTI request, to the complainant, Sh. Jaswant Singh during the hearing in the Commission today.

They have placed a written submission, showing that that a letter was written to 
the concerned four  PIOs i) PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer(Enforcement), PSPCL, Patiala ; ii) PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer/HQ, PSPCL(South Zone), Patiala ; iii) PIO-cum-Legal Adviser, PSPCL, Patiala and PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer(Technical), PSPCL, Patiala and they have not responded positively till today.
The complainant, Sh. Jaswant Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

pleads that he be given one week’s time so that he could go through the information and point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him to the respondent PIO as well as to the Commission.

The complainant, Sh. Jaswant Singh is advised to point out deficiencies in the 
Information, whatever supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing within a week from today and the respondent PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.
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After examining the documents placed on record, I am of the view that Sh. Faqir 
Chand Jassal, PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer(Enforcement), PSPCL, Patiala ; Sh. B. S. Multani, PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer/HQ, PSPCL(South Zone), Patiala ; Sh. S. P. Singh, PIO-cum-Legal Adviser, PSPCL, Patiala and Sh. Ram Lal Garg, PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer(Technical), PSPCL, Patiala be impleaded parties in this case. A copy of the RTI request be sent to them alongwith this order through registered post  for their ready reference.
The case is adjourned to 22nd March, 2016(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)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
i) Sh. Faqir Chand Jassal,
(Regd. Post)

 PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer(Enforcement),
 Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Head Office, Mall Road,

Patiala (Punjab)

Encl :
ii)
Sh. B. S. Multani, 
(Regd. Post)

PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer/HQ, 
Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Head Office, Mall Road,

Patiala (Punjab)

Encl :
iii)
 Sh. S. P. Singh,
(Regd. Post)

PIO-cum-Legal Adviser, 
Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Head Office, Mall Road,

Patiala (Punjab)

Encl :
iv)
Sh. Ram Lal Garg,
(Regd. Post)

 PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer(Technical),
Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Head Office, Mall Road,

Patiala (Punjab)

Encl :
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Updesh Singh

S/o Sh. Sunder Singh,

Gali Panchayati Gurudwara Sahib,

Himayunpur, Railway Road,

Sirhind, Distt. – Fatehgarh Sahib (Punjab)




……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director General of Police-cum-

Commandant General, 

Punjab Home Guards,

Sector 9 (HQ),  Chandigarh (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director General of Police-cum-

Commandant General, 

Punjab Home Guards,

Sector 9 (HQ),  Chandigarh (Punjab)





   ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1661 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Updesh Singh, the appellant, in person.

Sh. Hargopal Sidana, Junior Staff Officer(Admn.), on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on 11.01.2016, the respondent PIO was directed to 
file a point wise reply to the queries raised by the applicant in his RTI request within ten days from that day.
The appellant, Sh. Updesh Singh, appeared in person in today’s hearing.
In compliance to the order dated 11.01.2016, Sh. Hargopal Sidana, Junior Staff 

Officer(Admn.), who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Updesh Singh. He also hands over a copy of the same to the appellant during the hearing  in the Commission today. A copy of supplied information is taken on record.
I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Updesh Singh, in his RTI 

request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, 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)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber - 82, 

District Courts, Phase 3B1

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali) - 160059 (Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Town Planner,

PUDA Bhawan, 6th Floor,

Sector 62, S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali) 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Chief Town Planner,

PUDA Bhawan, 6th Floor,

Sector 62, S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali)
         


     

    …Respondents





Appeal  Case No.   2390 of 2015
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant in person.



Sh. Sandeep Kumar, Planning Officer, on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on  11.01.2016, the appellant was advised to point 

out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent and the respondent PIO was directed to remove the same.
Sh. Sandeep Kumar, Planning Officer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent 

in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal.

The appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
expressed his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO in connection with point no. 3 of the RTI request.
The respondent PIO is advised to display the information, in connection with point 

no. 3 of the RTI request of the applicant,  prominently on the official website.
With this, the case is disposed of and closed.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Vikram Vaid,

H. No. 1527, Gali No. 2,

Bagh Ramanand,

SriAmritsar Sahib (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Guru Nanak Dev Hospital,

Majitha Road,

SriAmritsar Sahib (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Guru Nanak Dev Hospital,

Majitha Road,

SriAmritsar Sahib (Punjab)


 



   ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  2643 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Vikram Vaid, the appellant, in person.

Dr. Surinder Kumar Sharma, PIO-cum-Medical Officer(Dental), in person. 

ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on 11.01.2016, Dr. Surinder Kumar Sharma, PIO-

cum-Medical Officer(Dental), stated that the remaining information would be supplied to the appellant ‘free of cost’ within ten days from that day.
The appellant, Sh. Vikram Vaid, appeared in person in today’s hearing.
In compliance to the order dated 11.01.2016,  Dr. Surinder Kumar Sharma, PIO-
cum-Medical Officer(Dental), Guru Nanak Dev Hospital, Majitha Road, SriAmritsar Sahib, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 60-62 dated 10.02.2016 showing that the remaining information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Vikram Vaid vide letter no. 13 dated 15.01.2016 alongwith an affidavit and again vide letter no. 1278 dated 08.02.2016. He also hands over a copy of the same to the appellant during the hearing  in the Commission today. Copies of the same alongwith copy of supplied information is taken on record.
I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Vikram Vaid, in his RTI 
request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, 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)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Varun Bansal,

H. No. 124, Street – 3,

Green Avenue,

BibiWala Chowk,

Bathinda - 151001(Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary to 

Government of Punjab,

Deptt. of Health & Family Welfare, 

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector -9, Chandigarh


First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Principal Secretary to 

Government of Punjab,

Deptt. of Health & Family Welfare, 

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector -9, Chandigarh




  
  …Respondents




  Appeal  Case No.  2949 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Varun Bansal, the appellant in person.

i) Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO, in person ;

ii) Sh. Rahul Jain, Senior Assistant ; 
iii) Sh. Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant ;
iv) Sh. Balbir Singh,  Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on  11.01.2016, a show cause was issued to Ms. 
Amarjit Kaur, Superintendent (Health – 2 Branch), under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
The appellant, Sh. Varun Bansal, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

In compliance to the order dated 11.01.2016, Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Superintendent-

cum-PIO, appeared in person in today’s hearing alongwith Sh. Rahul Jain, Senior Assistant ; Sh. Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant and Sh. Balbir Singh,  Clerk and state that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Varun Bansal vide letter  no. 673094/2 dated 20.01.2016 through registered post. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of the supplied information is taken on record.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than sight months in supplying the requisite information to the information seeker.

A copy of this order be sent to Ms. Vini Mahajan, Principal Secretary to 

Government of Punjab, Department of Health, with the advise to take necessary steps to make PIOs/APIOs/First Appellate Authorities/the officials concerned more sensitive and responsible 
     Contd…2/-
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enough in dealing with the RTI applications filed by the applicants and supply the required information to the information-seekers within stipulated time as per provisions of the RTI Act as per law with utmost care and efficiency. 

Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Superintendent cum-PIO also submits a reply dated 09.02.2016 to 
the show cause issued to her vide orders dated 11.01.2016. It is also taken on record.
After going through the oral-submission and written reply dated 09.02.2016, 
submitted by Ms. Amarjit Kaur, I found that the explanation given by her is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show cause issued to her is dropped.

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

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
The Principal Secretary

 to Government of Punjab,

(Regd. Post)


Department of Health, 
Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh
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Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt. - Ludhiana (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Registrar,

Co-operative Societies,

Kartar Singh Sarabha Market,

Janta Nagar, Ludhiana (Punjab)





    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2067 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, the complainant, in person.

i) Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Deputy Registrar, Ludhiana ;

ii) Sh. Tajeshwar Singh, Assistant Registrar, Jagraon ;

iii) Sh. Harbans Singh, Superintendent, Ludhiana ; 

iv) Sh. Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant, Chandigarh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on  12.01.2016, a show cause was issued to Sh. 
Ramesh Kumar, Deputy Registrar, Co-operative Societies, Kartar Singh Sarabha Market, Janta Nagar, Ludhiana under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
The complainant, Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

 In compliance to the order dated 12.01.2016, Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Deputy 
Registrar, Ludhiana ; Sh. Tajeshwar Singh, Assistant Registrar, Jagraon ; Sh. Harbans Singh, Superintendent, Ludhiana  and Sh. Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant, Chandigarh, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta.
They also submit a copy of stay-order dated 09.02.2016 passed by Hon’ble Justice 

Mahesh Grover of Punjab and Haryana High Court in C. W. P. No. 2590 of 2016 and next date of hearing is 25.07.2016. It is taken on record.



In that order, it has been mentioned that the operation of the impugned order dated 

12.01.2016 passed by the Commission shall remain stayed. It is taken on record.

Accordingly, both the parties are free to approach the Commission as per the final 
outcome of the C. W. P. No. 2590 of 2016 which is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. 

In view of the above, the case stands Sine-die.
Contd….2/-
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Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Deputy Registrar also submits a reply dated 16.02.2016 to the 

show cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.01.2016, which is taken on record.

After going through the oral-submission and written reply dated 16.02.2016, 
submitted by Sh. Ramesh Kumar, I found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show cause issued to him is dropped.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt. - Ludhiana (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Registrar,

Co-operative Societies,

Kartar Singh Sarabha Market,

Janta Nagar, Ludhiana (Punjab)





    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2068 of 2015
Present :          Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, the complainant, in person.

i) Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Deputy Registrar, Ludhiana ;

ii) Sh. Tajeshwar Singh, Assistant Registrar, Jagraon ;

iii) Sh. Harbans Singh, Superintendent, Ludhiana ; 

iv) Sh. Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant, Chandigarh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on  12.01.2016, a show cause was issued to Sh. 
Ramesh Kumar, Deputy Registrar, Co-operative Societies, Kartar Singh Sarabha Market, Janta Nagar, Ludhiana under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.

The complainant, Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

 In compliance to the order dated 12.01.2016, Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Deputy 

Registrar, Ludhiana ; Sh. Tajeshwar Singh, Assistant Registrar, Jagraon ; Sh. Harbans Singh, Superintendent, Ludhiana  and Sh. Sukhdev Kumar, Senior Assistant, Chandigarh, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta.
They also submit a copy of stay-order dated 09.02.2016 passed by Hon’ble Justice 

Mahesh Grover of Punjab and Haryana High Court in C. W. P. No. 2590 of 2016 and next date of hearing is 25.07.2016. It is taken on record.



In that order, it has been mentioned that the operation of the impugned order dated 

12.01.2016 passed by the Commission shall remain stayed. It is taken on record.

Accordingly, both the parties are free to approach the Commission as per the final 
outcome of the C. W. P. No. 2590 of 2016 which is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. 

In view of the above, the case stands Sine-die.
Contd….2/-
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Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Deputy Registrar also submits a reply dated 16.02.2016 to the 

show cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.01.2016, which is taken on record.

After going through the oral-submission and written reply dated 16.02.2016, 
submitted by Sh. Ramesh Kumar, I found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show cause issued to him is dropped.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jitender Chopra,

20 – A, Ekta Vihar,

120 Feet Road,

P. O. – Basti Guzan,

Jalandhar - 144002 (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Model Town Commercial Unit – V,

Mahavir Marg, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar (Punjab)







    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2137 of 2015
Present :
 None on behalf of the complainant.
 Sh. Jaswinder Singh, S.D.O., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on 12.01.2016, the complainant was advised to 
point out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.
Sh. Jaswinder Singh, S. D. O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing, submits reply vide letter no. 26 dated 06.01.2016 showing that that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Jitender Chopra and the deficiencies, pointed out by the complainant, has also been removed. He also produces a written note dated 13.01.2016 signed by the applicant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information. It is taken on record. 
The complainant, Sh. Jitender Chopra through a letter dated 12.02.2016, which has 

been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 4368 dated 16.02.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 
exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. 

Mohinder Singh Brar, Chief Engineer, North Zone, Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Jalandhar, with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.
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If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


(Regd. Post)

Sh. Mohinder Singh Brar, 

Chief Engineer-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


Punjab State Power Corporation(North Zone),
Jalandhar(Punjab)

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

20 – A, Ekta Vihar,

120 Feet Road,

P. O. – Basti Guzan,

Jalandhar - 144002 (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Model Town Commercial Unit – V,

Mahavir Marg, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar (Punjab)







    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2138 of 2015
Present :
 None on behalf of the complainant.

 Sh. Jaswinder Singh, S.D.O., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on 12.01.2016, the complainant was advised to 
point out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.

Sh. Jaswinder Singh, S. D. O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, submits reply vide letter no. 26 dated 06.01.2016 showing that that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Jitender Chopra and the deficiencies, pointed out by the complainant, has also been removed. He also produces a written note dated 13.01.2016 signed by the applicant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information. It is taken on record. 

The complainant, Sh. Jitender Chopra through a letter dated 12.02.2016, which has 

been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 4368 dated 16.02.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 
exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. 

Mohinder Singh Brar, Chief Engineer, North Zone, Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Jalandhar, with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.
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If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


(Regd. Post)

Sh. Mohinder Singh Brar, 

Chief Engineer-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


Punjab State Power Corporation(North Zone),
Jalandhar(Punjab)

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Amrit Singh Dhara,

H. No. 26 HM,

Sector 59, Phase – 4,

Mohali (Punjab)







……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sub Divisional Magistrate,

SriKhadur Sahib,

Distt. – Tarn Taran (Punjab)






    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2363 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Amrit Singh, the complainant, in person.



Sh. Sukhraj Singh, Superintendent,   on behalf of the respondent

ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on  12.01.2016, a show cause was issued to Sh. 

Ravinder Singh, S. D. M., Sri Khadoor Sahib under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
Sh. Sukhraj Singh, Superintendent, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 
today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant,  Sh. Amrit Singh. 
The complainant, Sh. Amrit Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO. He also alleges that the respondent PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him.

The respondent PIO is directed to bring original relevant official record on the next 
date of hearing, so that the complainant could inspect the relevant official record, identify the information and take certified  copies of the same.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Ravinder 
Singh, S. D. M., Sri Khadoor Sahib, has not filed his reply to show cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.01.2016.

Another opportunity is given to Sh. Ravinder Singh, S. D. M., Sri Khadoor Sahib to 

file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.01.2016 before or on the next date of hearing.

Due to evasive attitude of the respondent PIO concerned, the information-seeker 

has suffered detriments on account of not getting the complete information and hence an interim compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) is awarded to the complainant,  Sh. Amrit Singh. The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft in the name of Amrit Singh.  The crossed cheque/Demand Draft  shall be made from the bank account of  public authority concerned  and not from the individual official.

Contd…2/-

Complaint  Case No.  2363 of 2015

-2-

 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 complainant, Sh. Amrit Singh, further submits a letter dated 16.02.2016 

alleging that he has been receiving threats from a section of the officials concerned, to make him to withdraw his complaint.

A copy of the letter dated 16.02.2016 filed by the complainant, Sh. Amrit Singh, be 

sent to Senior Superintendent of Police, Tarn Taran for taking appropriate action, if he desires so and deems it fit and want to save life and liberty of the citizen of India.
The case is adjourned to 22nd March, 2016(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)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
i) Sh. Ravinder Singh,

 (Regd. Post)


Sub Divisional Magistrate

SriKhadoor Sahib 
Distt. – Tarn Taran (Punjab)
ii) 
The Senior Superintendent of Police,

 Tarn Taran (Punjab)
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Amrit Singh Dhara,

H. No. 26 HM,

Sector 59, Phase – 4,

Mohali (Punjab)







……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran (Punjab)







    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2364 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Amrit Singh, the complainant, in person.



Sh. Sukhraj Singh, Superintendent,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on  12.01.2016, a show cause was issued to Sh. 
Ranbir Singh Muddal, Additional Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
Sh. Sukhraj Singh, Superintendent, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 
today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant,  Sh. Amrit Singh. 
The complainant, Sh. Amrit Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



The respondent PIO is directed to bring original relevant official record on the next date of hearing, so that the complainant could inspect the relevant official record, identify the information and take certified  copies of the same.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Ranbir Singh 
Muddal, Additional Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran, has not filed his reply to show cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.01.2016.

Another opportunity is given to Sh. Ranbir Singh Muddal, Additional Deputy 
Commissioner, Tarn Taran to file his reply to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.01.2016 before or on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 22nd March, 2016(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)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
Sh. Ranbir Singh Muddal,

 (Regd. Post)


Additional Deputy Commissioner, 

Tarn Taran (Punjab)
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Sadhu Ram Kusla

S/o Sh. Ram Chand,

H. No. 138 (Indira Lodge),

Veer Colony,

Maharaj Aggarsen Road,

Bathinda (Punjab)







……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Joint Development Commissioner,

Integrated Rural Development (I R D),

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali)







    ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  2390 of 2015
Present :
Dr. Ripudaman Singh,  on behalf of the complainant, 

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Garg, Additional D. C., Fatehgarh Sahib (the then PIO) in person.
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on  12.01.2016, a show cause was issued to Sh. 
Sanjeev Kumar Garg, PIO-cum- Deputy Director, Rural Development Department, Punjab, Mohali 

under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
In compliance to the order dated 12.01.2016, Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Garg, Additional 

Deputy Commissioner (the then PIO), who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that partial information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla and part information could not be supplied to the complainant as required fee of Rs. 12000/- was not deposited by the complainant, which was demanded from him vide letter no. 9797 dated 07.09.2015. A copy of the same is taken on record. 
Dr. Ripudaman Singh,  who appeared on behalf of the complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram 

Kusla, in today’s hearing, seeks an adjournment in this case.
Another opportunity is given to the complainant to represent his case in person or 

through his representative, on the next date of hearing

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Garg, also submits a reply dated 16.02.2016 to the show cause 

issued to him vide orders dated 12.01.2016, which is taken on record.

A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Garg in connection with the show cause issued 

to him, will be taken later on. 
The case is adjourned to 22nd March, 2016(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)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Anil Kumar,

105 – E, Jiwan Shanti Niwas,

Ranjit Nagar, Siona Road,

Patiala – 147001(Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o Pb. Subordinate Service Selection Board, 

Forest Bhawan, Sector 68, 

S.A.S. Nagar, (Mohali)


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Pb. Subordinate Service Selection Board, 

Forest Bhawan, Sector 68, 

S.A.S. Nagar, (Mohali)





  

..…Respondent




  Appeal  Case No.  3078 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Anil Kumar, the appellant , in person.

i) Sh. Manoj Kumar, Superintendent ;

ii) Ms.  Kulwant  Kaur, Senior Assistant,   on behalf of the respondent

ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on  12.01.2016, Ms.  Kulwant  Kaur, Sr. Assistant, 

stated that  the remaining information in connection with point No. 1 to 5 of the RTI request, will be supplied to the appellant and Sh. Manoj Kumar, PIO-cum- Superintendent,  Pb. Subordinate Service Selection Board, Punjab, was directed to represent this case  personally.
In compliance to the order dated 12.01.2016, Sh. Manoj Kumar, Superintendent 
appeared in person alongwth Ms.  Kulwant  Kaur, Senior Assistant, in today’s hearing and submits a reply vide letter no. 148 dated 25.01.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Anil Kumar vide letter dated 25.01.2016. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record. 
The appellant, Sh. Anil Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states 
that  he has received the requisite information except one point of his RTI application.



Sh. Manoj Kumar promises that remaining information would be supplied to the  appellant positively.



On this, the appellant, Sh. Anil Kumar, states that if Sh. Manoj Kumar fulfills his promise, then he will have no objection if the case is closed today itself.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed with the directions 
that the respondent PIO will fulfill the promise made by him during the hearing in the Commission today.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Tejinder Singh,

Plot No. 40,

Village – Bholapur,

P. O. – Shahbana, Chd Road,

Ludhiana – 141123 (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Ayurvedic & Unani Officer,

Ludhiana (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO 823 - 824, Sector 22 – A,

Chandigarh






  

..…Respondent




  Appeal  Case No.  3119 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Tejinder Singh, the appellant, in person.

i) Dr. Krishan Kumar Jolly, District Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, Ludhiana ;

ii) Dr. Parduman Singh, District Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, Jalandhar  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 12.01.2016, a show cause was issued to Dr. 
Parduman Singh, District Ayurveda and Unani Officer, Jalandhar Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
The appellant Sh. Tejinder Singh, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

In compliance to the order dated 12.01.2016, Dr. Krishan Kumar Jolly, District 
Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, Ludhiana and Dr. Parduman Singh, District Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, Jalandhar, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Dr. Krishan Kumar Jolly submits a reply dated 16.02.2016, which is taken on  

record.

Dr. Parduman Singh also submits a reply vide letter no. 75 dated 15.02.2016 
showing that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Tejinder Singh. It is also taken on record.
Dr. Parduman Singh also submits a reply dated 16.02.2016 to the show cause 

issued to him vide orders dated 12.01.2016. It is also taken on record.
After going through the oral-submission and written reply dated 16.02.2016, 
submitted by Dr. Parduman Singh, I found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show cause issued to him is dropped.

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

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Tejinder Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village – Bholapur,

P. O. – Shahbana, Chd Road,

Ludhiana – 141123 (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o District Ayurvedic & Unani Officer,

Ludhiana (Punjab)


First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO 823 - 824, Sector 22 – A,

Chandigarh






  

..…Respondent




  Appeal  Case No.  3120 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Tejinder Singh, the appellant, in person.

i) Dr. Krishan Kumar Jolly, District Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, Ludhiana ;

ii) Dr. Parduman Singh, District Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, Jalandhar  
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing held on  12.01.2016, a show cause was issued to  Dr. 
Krishan Kumar Jolly, District Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, Ludhiana under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
In compliance to the order dated 12.01.2016, Dr. Krishan Kumar Jolly, District 

Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, Ludhiana and Dr. Parduman Singh, District Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, Jalandhar, appeared in person in today’s hearing.
The appellant Sh. Tejinder Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO. He also alleges that the respondent PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him.

After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that complete 

information has not been supplied by the respondent PIO to the information seeker even after a period of nine months.

Dr. Jolly states that Dr. Parduman Singh, District Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, 

Jalandhar, was PIO when the RTI application was moved by the applicant. 

In view of the above,  PIO - Dr. Parduman Singh, District Ayurvedic and Unani 
Officer, 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 in supplying 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 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. 
He is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.

Due to evasive attitude of the respondent PIO concerned, the information-seeker 

has suffered detriments on account of not getting the complete information and hence an interim compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) is awarded to the appellant Sh. Tejinder Singh. The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Tejinder Singh.  The crossed cheque/Demand Draft  shall be made from the bank account of  public authority concerned  and not from the individual official.

 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.

Dr. Krishan Kumar Jolly, District Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, Ludhiana also 

submits a reply dated 09.02.2016 to the show cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.01.2016. It is taken on record.
A decision on the reply filed by Dr. Jolly in connection with the show cause issued 

to him, will be taken later on. 
The case is adjourned to 22nd March, 2016(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)
16th February, 2016                        
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Dr. Parduman Singh, 

District Ayurvedic and Unani Officer, 

-cum- Public Information Officer,




 Jalandhar(Punjab)

Encl :
