STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Lt. Col. J.S.Paul(Retd.)

President PLF 11, Leather Complex, Jalandhar.

--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O MD, PSIEC Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, 18 Himalaya Marg, 

Secvtor 17-A, Chandigarh..




____   Respondent  






AC No. 319--2010       

Present:
Lt. Col. Dilbagh Singh, authorized rep. of the complainant Lt. Col. J.S.Paul(Retd.)

Shri G. S.Sandhu, APIO-cum-Manager Legal, PSIEC.


Shri Baljit Singh, Coordinator, O/O Udyog Sahayak.


Shri Kewal Krishan, Sr. Asstt. O/O PSIEC.
ORDER:

The Second Appeal of Lt. Col. J.S.Paul(Retd.) with respect to his RTI application dated  7.4.09 made to the address of PIO/MD,PSIEC was considered today in the presence of authorized representative of the Appellant. It has been seen that no written response has been sent by the PIO although letter dated 15.1.10 addressed by the MD to the Appellant is available vide which the M.D.-cum-First Appellate Authority has stated that full information has per record available in the PSIEC have already been provided to him and the matter is closed after satisfying himself regarding the same.

2.
PIO is hereby directed to give his comments on the Second Appeal dated 5.3.10 of the Appellant with copy to the applicant. The PIO is also not able to explain as to why no response has been filed with the Commission in this behalf. The PIO is hereby directed to make good any deficiency which may have been pointed out by the Appellant strictly in accordance with the definition of information as contained in Section 2(f)  of the  RTI Act. They are also directed to file a reply on affidavit.
Adjourned to 29.6.10. 
                                                                              Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh.Narinder Singh Saggu,

Hostal No. 45, Shahpur Kandi Township-145029.

--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Gurdaspur Div. UBDC. Gurdaspur.

____   Respondent  






AC No-298-2010 
Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. Balwinder Singh, AE, UBDC Div. Garhshankar, on behalf of the PIO.
 

ORDER:


Shri Narinder Singh’s Second appeal; dated 2.4.10 with reference to his RTI application dated 12.8.09 made to the address of PIO/XEN, UBDC Div. Gurdaspur was taken up today in his absence. In his complaint he has stated that in spite of the directions given by the First Appellate Authority vide order dated 17.1.10, full information has not been supplied by the PIO. Today, the representative of the PIO Sh. Balwinder Singh, AE has presented a letter dated 25.5.10  sent to Sh. Narinder Singh with copy to the Commission vide which he has been told that the information asked for by him is voluminous and it will be difficult to get photocopies  of the entire record. The complainant was invited  to visit in his office personally and to inspect the record, whereafter the record required would be made available to him. Proof of posting of such letter dated 28.5.10 has also been produced. He also states that the SDO had made a formal call to Sh. Narinder Singh who had stated that he will come and inspect the said record.
2.
The PIO is advised to fix up a specific date,  time and place for the inspection of the said record with Sh. Narinder Singh on phone or convey him in writing after segregating the required record on each point of his application. Which could be shown to him on consecutive days, as may be convenient to both parties.  In case Sh. Narinder Singh has anything to state he should appear in 
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the commission on the next date of hearing. Otherwise it will be presumed that he is satisfied and has nothing further to submit and the case will be disposed of.

Adjourned to 29.6.10.

                                                                                    Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

22, Flower Dale Colony,

Barewal Road, Ludhiana.



--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDE, Water Supp. & Sanitation,

Sub Div. Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.



____   Respondent  






AC No. 297--2010     
Present:
Shri Jaswinder Singh, complainant in person.

Sh. Kulwant Singh, APIO-cum-SDO, Water Supp. & Sanitation, Sub. Div. Ajnala.


ORDER:

The complaint of Shri Jaswinder Singh dated nil received  in the Commission  on 17.3.10 with respect to his RTI application dated 15.12.09 made to the address of PIO/SDE, Water Supp. & Sanitation, Sub. Div. Ajnala was taken up today in the presence of both parties. The applicant stated that he has not received the information within a month and had to approach the Appellate Authority/XEN, Water Supp. and Sanitation Div. I, Amritsar for getting  the information. Only thereafter he received the PIO’s reply on 25.1.10 which is incomplete, vague, misleading and false.  He stated that the PIO has deliberately withheld and delayed the supply fo information and has cast unwarranted aspersions on the complainant that he is not a responsible person and the information sought is unauthorized.  In the end he has asked for he provisions of penalty to be imposed upon the PIO for not supplying the information well in time.

2.
I have gone through the RTI application dated 15.12.09 along with background letter dated 27.11.09 in the context of which the RTI application was made,  and have  seen that there has been much correspondence exchanged between the applicant and the PIO. The RTI application appears to be part complaint and part by way of seeking justification ‘Jawab Talbi’ and questioning various acts of omission and commission directly from the SDO concerned. It has been explained to the complainant that  under the RTI Act, information is to be 
AC No. 297--2010                                                                             -2
supplied by the PIO strictly in accordance with the definition of ‘information’, ‘record’ and ‘right to information’ as defined under Section 2(f), (i) and (j) of the Act respectively. Seeking of answers to  questions posed by the applicant, seeking the justification/explanation for the actions of the authorities do not form the part of information, as defined under the Act. The RTI Act, 2005 has been enacted to promote the transparency of government working through access to authentic govt. record.   Since the Commission is not empowered to redress grievances emanating from the acts of omission and commission of the authorities,  further  complaint/representation is required to be addressed to the Competent Authority in the Executive, if so desired by the complainant.
3.
The Commission also observes that the SDO present in the Commission is not at all aware whether he is PIO or APIO designated under the Act, neither he is aware that who is Appellate Authority i.e. SE or XEN. The PIO is directed to clarify the matter and produce a copy of the notification designating the PIO/APIO and First Appellate Authority for his office immediately.

(The complainant stated that it is no where depicted  in the office of SDO or XEN  as to who is PIO/APIO/First Appellate Authority with their names and designation, telephone number etc.)  This is required to be done, only if the concerned SDO is the PIO or APIO.

4.
Further, whosoever is the PIO is now directed to go through the  RTI application as well as the reply already provided to him once again and to provide the information strictly in accordance with the provisions of the Act. Where ever there is any document in connection with the question, that should be supplied and where there is no document available on record, it should be so stated clearly. Opinion and advices may be provided where ever such opinion or advice is available on record held by the PIO, for example advice of Finance Department, L.R., Technical Expert, architect etc. It does not mean personal opinion of any official.
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5.
It is also directed that full record in connection with this  be brought to the Commission on the next date of hearing.  Shri Jaswinder Singh will be permitted to inspect that record. Thereafter he will give a list of documents of which he requires attested photocopies. The official concerned should carry his seal with him so that such photocopies can be provided to him the same day and receipt of the applicant should be taken on the forwarding letter and a copy of the same may be placed on the record of the Commission. Thereafter Shri Jaswinder Singh may find the answers of questions he is posing himself from the record.

Adjourned to 28.6.10.

                                                                                       SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Rajinder Singh Sandhu, Advocate,

R No. 26, Court Complex, Jagraon(Ludhiana)

--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O C.E. Drainage, Punjab, Chandigarh.

____   Respondent  






AC No-283-2010       
Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt. Irrigation Works Br. O/O Secy. Irrigation.



Shri Gurnam Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/O Secy. Irrigation.
 

ORDER:


Shri Rajinder Singh’s complaint dated 9.2.10 received in the Commission on 12.3.10 in respect of his RTI application dated 13.7.09 made to the PIO/O/O C.M. Punjab, Chandigarh, was considered today in the  absence of applicant.  The application reads as, “ feogk eoe/ BZEh doyk;s fwsh 8-6-09 Tgo w[Zy wzsoh dcso tZb'A ehsh ekotkJh eh s;dhe  ;dk Beb fB:wK nB[;ko G/i fdZsh ikt//. "  He has complained that he had received no information with reference to his RTI application, in spite of his having  applied to the First Appellate Authority.
2.
I have gone through the papers on file. It is seen that with reference to the RTI application dated 13.7.09, which was made in respect of his representation dated8.6.09, which was addressed to the Chief Engineer, Irrigation Department Punjab (through the office of CM, Punjab) had been replied to by the said office vide registered letter dated 21.7.09, addressed to him, for which it had been explained that  the said letter dated 8.6.09 (received in the C.M’s office on 23.6.09) had been sent for further necessary action vide Dy. No. 1212 dated 23.6.09 to the Principal Secretary Irrigation in original. The receipt of Rs. 10/- by the mode of postal order had also been acknowledged. Therefore, the reply of the PIO /C.M’s office had already been given to the applicant.
3.
It is seen that Sh. Rajinder Singh Sandhu, Advocate is looking for progress of action on his representation made to the Chief Engineer in the field, 
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if so, the office of C.M is wrong office to approach in the matter. Since both the Principal Secretary Irrigation and  also the Chief Engineer Drainage  are PIOs in their own individual capacity. Shri Rajinder Singh has  also not  specified in his  representation which is the record required by him and which PIO has this record in his custody. 

As such the complaint against  the PIO O/O CM Punjab, cannot be sustained and is hereby rejected. 
                                                                                     Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Shanjeev Kumar,

Opp. Water Tank, Municilpal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.




--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Electrical Div PWD B&R, Chandigarh.
____   Respondent  






AC No-290-2010 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri V.K.Chopra, PIO-cum-XEN, Elect. Div. PWD B&R, Chd.



Shri P.C.Sohal, Sr. Div. Accounts Officer, Elect. Division.
 

ORDER:


The complaint of Shri Shanjeev Kumar dated 2.3.10  in respect of his RTI application dated 27.10.09 made to the address of PIO/XEN, Elect. Div. PWD B&R, Chd.  was considered today in his absence. The APIO present today states that vide letter dated  9.12.09, full information has been supplied to the applicant, duly filled up in the Proforma as required by him.  This has been sent to Shri Shanjeev Kumar through speed post and photostate copy of the dispatch register has also been produced. As this information seems to have been sent to Shanjeev Kumar within time window provided under the Act. I The complaint dated 2.3.10 made to the Commission stating that no information has been received by him and further that no information have been received by him even after he had filed an Appeal dated 14.12.09 to the First Appellate Authority, appears to be not based on facts.
2.
Shri Shanjeev Kumar had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today. He has  chosen not to appear himself or through his representative. Neither has he sent any communication.  It is thus clear that he has received the information and have nothing further to submit.
3.
It is observed that Shri Shanjeev Kumar is writing on the letter pad of Anti Corruption Council, Head Office. Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market Mission Road, Pathankot. Earlier,  the same letter pad has also been  used by Shri 
AC No-290-2010                                                                              -2
Yogesh Mahajan with the same address. The signatures of Shri Shanjeev Kumar on the  Second  Appeal, two signatures on the notarized affidavit dated 18.1.10,  and signatures on the RTI application, all appears to be different from each other. This fact had also been pointed out in the case filed by Shri Yogesh Mahajan, whose signatures are also different al together on different documents filed by him.  The PIO may like to ask Shri Shanjeev Kumar to explain the matter to their satisfaction.
With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                    Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Darshan Singh Randhawa,

# B-44, Odian Wali Gali No. 1,

Bhawani Nagar, Majitha Road, Amritsar.   


--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Xr. XEN, Galiara Project,

Amritsar.






____   Respondent  






CC No-1513-2010   
Present:
Shri Darshan Singh Randhawa, complainant in person.

Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Sr. Asstt, Galiara Project, on behalf of the PIO.


ORDER:


Shri Darshan Singh Randhawa’s complaint dated 29.3.10 with reference to his multiple RTI applications made from time to time to the same PIO dated 15.2.10, 16.3.10, 3.3.10 and once again on 3.3.10 were taken up today in the presence of both parties. It was explained to Shri Darshan Singh that since these are separate applications, a separate complaint is required to be filed, no matter that the PIO is the same. The representative of the PIO states that in fact only application dated 16.3.10 concerned Shri Darshan Singh. The others are in respect of RTI applications by Shri Sube Singh S/O Mangal Singh ( who is also present in the Commission today). Both were  advised that separate complainants are required to  file separate complaints.  Ordinarily, such  complaint would merit dismissal.
2.
Any way, the representative of the PIO states that full information has already been provided in respect of  three of these complaints and he has brought the information relating to the application dated 15.12.10, filed by Shri Sube Singh today. It has been handed over to Sh. Sube Singh today during the hearing against due receipt. After going through each of the items, it is seen that information in respect of item No. 9 only, has not been provided i.e. comparative original estimates and revised estimates for the said project. The representative 
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of the PIO states that no such comparative statement of original and enhanced estimate is available. Copies of both estimates should be given separately to Sh. Sube Singh. 

3.
As regards the RTI application dated 16.3.10 put in by Shri Darshan Singh, no copies of the proceedings  dated 11/2009 have been made available to him.  Shri Sarabjit Singh states that the date of the said meeting has not been intimated.  Sh. Darshan Singh states that there is only one meeting held every month, which is confirmed by Sh. Sarabjit Singh. In that case the date appears to be irrelevant, the proceedings of the meeting held in the month of November, 2009 should be given to Sh. Darshan Singh against due receipt with in 10 days of the receipt of this order.

With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                          SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh.Jagjit Singh S/O Sh. Bhagat Singh,

Kisan Agro Industries, Abohar Road,

Opposite Water Works, Muktsar -152026   


--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary, PSEB, Patiala.



____   Respondent  






CC No-1269-2010      
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Dharam Pal Dy. Secy. and Nodal Officer, PSEB, Patiala.



Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO, RTI, PSEB, Paptiala.

Shri Bhushan Kumar Mukheja, Supdt.  Vigilance & Security, PSEB,Patiala, on behalf of the SP Vigilance (to whom the said application has been transferred u/s 6(3), requesting for adjournment/
 

ORDER:


He states that from the RTI application, it was not at all clear that the matter concerns the Vigilance and Security Wing, which has become evident only after  receipt of the notice from the Commission in which the complaint which has been mentioned by Sh. Jagjit Singh for the first time that the APIO-cum-Dy. Secy. has mentioned that PIO-cum-S.P. Vigilance and Security is one of the authority. He requests for an adjournment to get a report from his office and/ or to reply to the RTI application, which is granted.

Adjourned to 29.6.10.

                                                                                   Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. J.S.Paui, Lt. Col. (Retd.)
11, Leather Complex, Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.


  



--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O MD, PSIEC Ltd.

Udyog Bhawan, 18 Himalaya Marg, 

Sect. 17-A,  Chandigarh.




____   Respondent  






CC No-1289-2010      
Present:
Lt. Col. Dilbagh Singh, authorized rep. of the complainant Lt. Col. J.S.Paul(Retd.)

Shri G. S.Sandhu, APIO-cum-Manager Legal, PSIEC.


Shribaljit Singh, Coordinator, O/O Udyog Sahayak.


Shri Kewal Krishan, Sr. Asstt. O/O PSIEC.

 

ORDER:

It is noted that no reply has been filed by the PIO/PSIEC to the Second Appeal dated 3.3.10 of Lt. Col. J.S.Paul(Retd.) before the Commission. He is directed to do so immediately. Reply to the Second Appeal may be filed before the Commission  by way of affidavit.


Adjourned to 29.6.10.


                                                                                     Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh Ajaib Singh, President,

108 Sant Baba Nidhan Singh 

Educational Society, Nadalo, Hoshiarpur. 


--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director, Technical Education  

Industrial Trg., Sector 36, Chandigarh.


____   Respondent  

CC No-1290/2010 
Present:
Shri Ajaib Singh, complainant in person.



Sh. Harpal Sngh, SPIO, O/O Director Tech. Education.



Shri Amrik Singh, APIO-cum-Asstt. Director, Tech. Education.
 

ORDER:


The complaint dated 2.2.10 is regarding RTI application made by Sh. Ajaib Singh to the PIO/Director Tech. Education and Industrial Training, Punjab. This RTI application was the subject matter of CC-1290/10(identical and by the same applicant and the same date of complaint dated 2.2.10). This matter has already been disposed of after full satisfaction of the complainant by making inspection of full file of the disaffiliation of the concerned institute vide order dated 4.5.10. The present application appears to be duplicate of the same complaint which appears  to have inadvertently been given a separate number CC-1290/10.
It is to be considered as disposed of by the same order dated 4.5.10 in CC-08/10.
                                                                                    Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, S/O Sh. Dev Singh,

V& P.O. Kahne-ke, Tehsil Tapa, Distt. Barnala.

--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Irrigation (Canal),Sangrur.


____   Respondent  






CC No-1319-2010       

Present:
Shri S.K.Bawa, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Bavar Singh, Ziledar, Sunam, on behalf of the PIO.

 

ORDER:


The complaint of Shri Gurpreet Singh S/O Sh. Dev Singh dated 16.3.10 made to the Commission with regard to his RTI application dated 18.1.10 made to the address of PIO/APUIO, Irrigation Department, Dhanola was considered today in the presence of his Counsel Sh. S.K.Bawa. Shri Gurpreet Singh had made a telephone call to the undersigned at her residence last evening stating that his wife is admitted in the Emergency and he was not  in a position to attend the hearing today and requested for time as he wish to make  some submission. 2.
Shri Bavar Singh states that Sh. Gurpreet Singh never gave his application to the PIO but to the Ziledar who presented the same to the SDO Harigarh who further forwarded to the XEN, Water Supply and Sanitation, which reached only on 1.2.10. Thereafter vide their letter dated 3.3.10, Shri Gurpreet was asked to come to the office of the PIO to make payment of Rs. 755/- and collect the documents which were ready. However, the complainant has never approached the office. Thereafter once again, he was addressed a letter dated 13.4.10 on the same lines. He had not visited his office till date.
3.
Today, he has brought some documents with him for delivering to the applicant on payment basis. It is correct that there is a separate schedule of fees to be taken in the Department of Irrigation . However, under the RTI the time line is to be strictly adhered to. The representative of the PIO admits that RTI application  had reached them through Ziledar/SDO on 3.3.10. He has  brought the papers for delivery on payment basis today. 
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4.
The PIO is hereby directed to send the information to the applicant immediately with a covering letter giving reference of the number and date of the RTI application, containing an index of the documents being supplied, duly page-marked and attested and free of cost under 57(6) since time window available to him u/s 7(1) is long over as per the admitted date of the said application i.e. 30.3.10. in his office.  The papers should be provided to  him under due receipt. Photocopy of the receipt/proof of delivering/proof of registry should be supplied to the Commission.
5.
In case Shri Gurpreet receives the information well in time and is satisfied, he need not attend the next hearing  and the case will be disposed of presuming that he is satisfied. In case there is any deficiency, it should be pointed out  in writing  to the PIO, with copy to the Commission. If he does so, the PIO may make up the deficiencies strictly in terms of the RTI application.

Adjourned to 29.6.10.
                                                                                          SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Brij Mohan, S/O Sh. Bakhshi Ram,

 Executive Member, Health & Human Rights,

Vill. Jogipur, Tehsil & Distt. Patiala.   



--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Bhakra Main Line Division,Patiala.

____   Respondent  






CC No-1326-2010       

Present:
None for the complainant.



Irinder Singh Walia, PIO-cum-XEN, BML Div.iala.



Sh. Manjit Singh, Supdt. BML Div. Patiala.
 

ORDER:


A letter dated 28.5.10 has been received by the Commission from Sh. Brij Mohal S/O Bakhsi Ram complainant with regard to the  notice of hearing dated 12.5.10 by the Commission stating that he does not wish to pursue his complaint with respect to his RTI applications dated 78.11.09 and 27.1.10 pending with the Commission and they may be filed. The PIO states that a copy of the same has also been received in his office. 


Accordingly the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                    Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Upkar Singh, Free India Engg.

Industrial Corporation, Kot Mit Singh,

Tarn Taran Road, Amritsar.   



--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Distt. Industrial Centtre, 

Focal Point, Mehta Road,Amritsar.



____   Respondent  






CC No-1329-2010       

Present
None for the complainant.



Sh. Hardeep Singh, APIO-cum-Project Manager, DIC Amritsar.
 

ORDER:


Shri Upkar Singh’s complainant dated 6.3.10 to the Commission in connection with his RTI application dated 6.3.10 made to the address of PIO/Distt. Industries Centre, Focal Point, Mehta Road, Amritsar was considered today in his absence. The APIO states that vide letter dated 19.2.10, Sh. Upkar Singh was advised to visit office of PIO where the entire file/correspondence concerned with the applicant for registration would be placed before him for inspection, after which he would be given photocopies of any paper he needed. He states that this letter had been sent to him through peon book against due receipt/signatures. However, he has not brought the Photostat copy of the same.

2.
Shri Upkar Singh had due and adequate notice for the hearing to be held today, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through his representative. Neither has he sent any communication. Since Shri Upkar Singh has not mentioned the letter dated 19.2.10 in his complaint to the Commission dated 6.3.10, he is given another chance to go to the office of PIO/GM, DIC Amritsar on the date and time to be fixed up by him with Sh. Hardeep Singh, GM on his mobile No. 9417192245 at least 10 days before the next date of hearing. Thereafter, Sh. Upkar singh should give a list of papers of which he required attested Photostat copies, which should be provided to him the same day with a covering letter, duly indexed, page marked and attested and the receipt of 
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the complainant should be taken on the covering letter. A copy of the receipt may be sent to the Commission for its record.

3.
In case Shri Upkar Singh does not contact the GM and or does not go on the date fixed, it will be taken that he is not interested and the case will be closed on the next date of hearing on the statement of PIO.


Adjourned to 29.6.10. 


                                                                                     Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Upkar Singh, Free India Engg.

Industrial Corporation, Kot Mit Singh,

Tarn Taran Road, Amritsar.   



--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Distt. Industrial Centtre, 

Focal Point, Mehta Road,Amritsar.



____   Respondent  






CC No-1330-2010       

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Hardeep Singh, APIO-cum-Project Manager, DIC Amritsar.  

ORDER:


Shri Upkar Singh’s complaint dated 6.3.10 to the Commission in connection with his RTI application dated 30.1.10 made to the address of PIO/Distt. Industries Centre, Focal Point, Mehta Road, Amritsar was considered today in his absence. In his RTI application he has asked for details of registration of different firms from 1.1.90 to 31.12.09 with full details, as also details of any firm which may have been deregistered/cancelled during the same period. Upon asking, the PIO states today that year-wise registration of firms, with names of partners etc, registered in the district are available in his office. The details of de-registration/cancellation of any such firm should also available in the same register where they have been entered to update the record. The APIO states that Sh. Upkar Singh is welcome to visit his office and to inspect the said record, which is voluminous. Presently, there are about 15000 registered units functioning in Amritsar district of which 10,000 have been registered in the last 10 years. As such, he states that it will not be a practical proposition to provide photocopies of the full register or to prepare column wise information as asked for by the complainant.
2.
After considering the matter, the Commission agrees with  this because it would be covered u/s 7(9) of the Act where it is provided that the information is “ordinarily to be provided in the form in which it is sought, unless it would
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disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority…..” As such, the PIO is directed to invite the applicant to his office. The and time convenient to both parties be fixed by him in writing  on the telephone number  given by the applicant in his application, after locating the said registers for the said years.  The inspection may be continued for the next day(s) if found necessary. The complainant is permitted to make notes. After inspection , the applicant  should give a list of documents of which he requires attested photocopies, which should be supplied to him against due receipt. This inspection should be carried out atleast 10 days before the next date of hearing and compliance be reported on that day. Thus, the Complainant can make whatever  Performa as to be he needs.

Adjourned to 29.6.2010.

                                                                                        SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Satpal Singh, S/O Mehar Singh,

Vill. Akalgarh,P.O. Sudhar, Tehsil Raikot(Ludhiana).  
--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director, Tech. Educ. & Ind. Training,.

Sector 36, Chandigarh.





____   Respondent  






CC No-1334-2010       
Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Balwinder Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O Director Tech. Educ. Punjab.
 

ORDER:


The complaint of Shri Sat Pal Singh dated 5.3.10 with regard to his RTI application dated 26.11.09 made to the address of PIO/Director Tech. Education, Punjab was considered today in his absence. The representative of the PIO states that full information has since been provided to the applicant and he has given the acknowledgement of the same vide  his receipt dated 26.5.10, in which he has also requested that the case be closed. A copy of the same has been placed on the record of the Commission./’


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                    Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Harjit Singh Sandhu,

Flat No. 2947, CRPF Colony,

Phase I, Urban Estate, Dugri, Ludhiana.   


--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief Engg.(South Punjab)

Water Supply & Sanitation Deptt., Patiala.


____   Respondent  






CC No-1502-2010 
Present:
Shri Harjit Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Sukhpinder Singh, APIO-cum-SDE, Water Supp. & Sanitation, Ludhiana.
 

ORDER:


Shri Harjit Singh Sandhu’s complaint to the Commission dated nil received in the Commission on 29.3.10 with respect to his RTI application dated 6.2.10 made to the address of C.E.(South), Punjab Water Supp. & Sanitation, Patiala was considered today in the presence of both parties(postal order of Rs. 10/0 dated 7.3.10, addressed to the State Information Commission has been returned to the complainant during the hearing today, since no such fee is required.) The RTI application reads as “my DCRG misused by A.K.Sonny, XEN, Water Supply and Sanitation Div. No. 2, Ludhiana, paid to Contractors.” Sh. Harjit Singh’s application is unclear since he has not disclosed his rank and designation station from which he retired. He states that he retired as JE, from Sub Div. No. 6, Water Supply and Sanitation, Ludhiana on 11.7.07. He states that 3 months before his retirement he met with an accident on 30.8.07 and was lying in the DMC and  met with lot of physical problems. He states that while he was recovering, Sh. A.K.Soni, PIO/XEN issued order of recovery out of his gratuity without giving him details of justification of recovery made out of his gratuity.

2.
Today, Sh. Sukhpinder Singh, SDO on behalf of the PIO has presented a copy of letter dated 20.4.10 vide which full information was supplied to him. Sh. Harjit Singh confirms that he has received this information. This letter has no details of whether the amount have been recovered after following of due 
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procedures. Sh. Harjit Singh  has been advised  that on the basis of the information received, he may put in an complaint or representation to the Competent Authority in the Executive for redressal of his grievance, if any, as may be advised.

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


01.06. 2010 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Karamjit Kaur, D/OSmt. Parkash Kaur,

V&P.O. Manak Dheri,

Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur.
   



--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Water Supp. & Sanitation,

Div. No. 2, Model Town, Jalandhar.



____   Respondent  






CC No-1265-2010  
Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh.Shashi Pal Sharma, APIO-cum-SDO, Water Supp. & Sanitation.



Sh. Harpreet singh, UDC.
 

ORDER:

Smt. Karamjit Kaur’s complaint dated  3.3.2010 received in the Commission on 18.3.2010 with regards to her RTI application dated 27.1.10 made to the PIO/XEN Water Supply and Sanitation(RWS Div. No. 2, Jalandhar was taken up for consideration  today in her absence. The representative of the PIO states that Smt. Karamjit Kaur  has asked for  the salary  certificate of her husband Shri Gurdial Singh S/O Sh. Kirtan Singh, Pump Operator,  village Bahodipur Distt. Jalandhar. The APIO states that the said employee has since been transferred on his own request by the SE vide order dated 6.4.10 from Jalandhar to Hoshiarpur Division and his  relieving chit had also been provided to her, a copy of which is also placed on the record of the Commission.  On behalf of the  SDO, Water Supp. & Sanitation, Jalandhar, a salary certificate was  also provided to her. After perusing the salary certificate, it is seen that no date of has been mentioned in the salary statement, nor it is mentioned whether it is revised or unrevised salary which has  been incorporated today during the hearing by the APIO.  He was directed that the revised salary certificate be sent to Sh, Karamjit Kaur by registered post today itself, which has been done by the APIO and 
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photocopy as proof of  registry has been placed on the record of the Commission.

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                   Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 
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