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

Shri Sartej Singh Narula, Advocate,

# 23, Sector 10-A, Chandigarh.




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industries &

Export Corporation Ltd.,Sect. 17-A,Chandigarh.



& 
2. Appellate Authority, Addl. M.D.,

Punjab Small Industries &

Export Corporation Ltd.,Sect. 17-A,Chandigarh.

--------Respondent 

AC No-366-2009 & AC-365-2009

Present:
 Ms. Sarpreet Kaur, Counsel for the Appellant.


Sh. G.S.Sandhu, APIO-cum-Manager Legal for PIO. 

Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Estate Officer, PSIEC.


Sh. Vijay Gupta, Dealing Asstt. O/o PSIEC.

ORDER 



In compliance with directions of the Commission passed from time to time in its order dated 26.08.2009, 30.09.2009 and 08.09.2009, Counsel  for the Appellant had filed further objections to the replies already given vide her submission dated 20.10.2009 with copy to the PIO.  Further APIO has filed reply dated 30.10.2009 (covering letter giving point wise reply to the remaining points) with annexures.  Vide this reply has been provided to item no. iv, v, x, xi, xii, xv (wrongly numbered as xiv) and xxi.  These were remaining points in which counsel has taken objection that information on these points had not been supplied in full.  I have gone through the said points of deficiencies in the application of the Counsel dated 20.10.2009 and the reply dated 30.10.2009 with reference to the original RTI application dated 15.12.2008.  It is seen that the PIO has dropped the plea of 3rd party information and has now given the information as is available on record. 

2.

I have gone through all the items with counsel and the APIO.  The reply is now satisfactory and complete for all 
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items for except item no. x where the PIO states that it is to be collected from accounts department.   


Adjourned to 02.12.2009 for remaining information.    
     








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(LS)

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



  
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

MIG-540, PR-1,Urban Estate, Patiala. 



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Sub Divisional Magistrate (West),

Ludhiana. 






____   Respondent 






CC No-1207 -2009 

Present:
None for the complainant.


None for the PIO. 
ORDER:



The PIO has sent a fax dated 3.11.09 stating that he is not able to attend the hearing due the Punjab Bandh and stated once again that full information has been supplied to Shri Sukhwinder Singh complainant, as per  his receipt dated 12.10.09 and he has also given in written “Es Soochna naal mera mantav hal ho gia hai.” 
2.
Earlier, after due issue of notice u/s 20 (1) it had been decided  to impose a penalty upon the PIO. The order had not yet been dispatched when PIO Shri Prem Chand, PCS, SDM Ludhiana (West) learning about the matter came rushing to the Commission and stated that he has learnt about the existence of this case for the first time. He also stated that it had not been possible to locate the file since the applicant himself had not given any specifics in his application i.e  on the order of which authority the inquirity was conducted and to whom Sh. Sukhwinder Singh filed the complaint dated 26.67.2001 and on which date was the complaint receipted, and in which office etc.  He stated that the DC Office had wrongly marked the said papers to the SDM (W) Ludhiana without giving any details or even indicating the subject matter of the complaint. Accordingly, some more time was requested for.  The SDM went to great lengths and got the entire up-to-date information compiled from the field and provided it to Sh. Sukhwinder Singh to his satisfaction. A copy of the same elaborate report was also filed in the 
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Commission for its record and the matter has been concluded most satisfactorily. Naturally the penalty has been dropped being unjustified in view of the circumstances. The non specificity of the information asked for and the impossibility to locate it without many more details to be provided by the complainant to the PIO could be appreciated only when the difficulties were brought to the pointed notice of the Bench by the PIO/SDM. 

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

Sd-  

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

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

Smt. Veena Arora,

# 1278, Ist Floor, Sector 22-B,

Chandigarh.







--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O.Chief Engg., Irrigation Works,

Punjab Hydel  Building, Madhya Marg,

 Sector 18, Chandigarh.





--------Respondent 

CC No-1805-2009 
Present:
Shri R.D.Kalia, on behalf of the  Complainant. 
Shri Dilawar Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt., O/O C.E.Irrigation Works, Punjab.
 

ORDER:

The complaint of Smt. Veena Arora had been considered  during the hearing on 8.10.09 And detailed orders were passed for compliance by the  PIO in her absence.  The PIO has since supplied the information to Smt./ Veena Arora, documents number 1-59 and has produced photocopy of her receipt dated 14.9.09. 

2.
Today, Shri R.D.Kalia has appeared on behalf of Smt. Veena Arora complainant with authority letter. Smt. Veena Arora had earlier sent letter dated nil, received in the Commission on 3.10.08,  in which she has confirmed the receipt of information( point-wise) and also pointed out where the information has not been received or it is deficient. However, copy the same has not been supplied to the PIO, which has been given to the PIO today.  Further, certain more information was sent by the PIO to Smt. Veena Arora vide letter dated 30.10.09, with annexures (not on record of the Commission). The APIO and the representative of the complainant being here together have been made to sit together to see whether the information is complete.  It is seen that information has been supplied to the complainant on all the points except point No. 3, 7(partial regarding vacancies of Sr.Scale Stenographers at the relevant time),  point  8-14 (only one point involved i.e. noting portion of the file has been supplied but the correspondence portion is still missing) and point  
CC No-1805-2009                                                                         -2-
No. 16, (in which  complaint against Smt. Kishna Devi including noting and correspondence in that connection has been asked for).
3.
In so far as point No. 8-14 is concerned regarding missing of Correspondence  portion of file where selective and relevant noting has already been provided to the complainant the reply of the APIO is not satisfactory that the correspondence portion of the said file  is not available. Since the selective portion of the noting relating to the request of the complainant has been provided, it is then clear that the full noting/correspondence should also be available. The APIO should immediately trace the correspondence portion and if it is not available, he should reconstruct the file by taking the help of noting portion which would be dealing with both letters received and letters issued in detail including dispatch number of the communication. The Commission should be apprised of the efforts to locate/reconstruct the file and if the file is missing, to fix responsibility. 
4.
As for point No. 16, the APIO states that a copy of the same had admittedly been supplied and the remaining information could not be supplied as the complaint against Smt. Kishna Devi is still under consideration and no interim or final decision has been taken on the same. This stand of the APIO is acceptable to the Commission. 
5.
However, the remaining information should be supplied immediately to the complainant under due receipt from her/her representative and a copy of the receipt be placed on the record of the Commission with details of documents supplied. 

Adjourned to 2.12.2009.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Sartej Singh Narula, Advocate,

# 23, Sector 10-A, Chd.   




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

1.   PIO, O/O, Punjab Small Industries & Export Corpn. Ltd., 

Udyog Bhawan,  18 Himalaya Marg, 

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.

&

2.   M.D. cum- Appellate Authority,

Punjab Small Industries & Export Corpn. Ltd., 

Udyog Bhawan,  18 Himalaya Marg, 

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh  
  


--------Respondent






AC-550-2009

Present:
 Ms. Sarpreet Kaur, Counsel for the Appellant.



Sh. G.S.Sandhu, APIO-cum-Manager Legal for PIO. 

ORDER 



Ms. Sarpreet Kaur, Counsel has presented letter dated 03.11.2009 vide which she has pointed out the deficiencies in the information supplied. Copy has been provided to the PIO containing 6 pages today.  PIO is hereby directed to make up the deficiencies strictly in accordance with the definition of information as provided under Section 2(f) of the Act. In addition it is suggested that wherever a huge amount of information has been asked for, e.g. as in item no. xxviii the Complainant may be invited to the office to inspect the original papers wherever feels it is feasible.  Adjourned to 16.12.2009.  
 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(LS)

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

Sh. Aman Kumar, LDC,

# 19, St.No.1, Shaheed Udham Singh

Colony,O/S Khazana Gate, Amritsar.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. SE., D.S.Circle, 
P.S.E.B.,Kapurthala.




--------Respondent 






CC No-2318-2009 
Present:
None for the complainant (perhaps due to Punjab Bandh).



Er. Avrinder Singh, APIO-cum-Addl. S.E., PSEB Kapurthala.
 

ORDER:


The date of hearing of the complaint of Sh. Aman Kumar dated 10.8.09 to the Commission in respect of his RTI application dated 27.6.09 made to the address of PIO/SE, DS Circle, PSEB Kapurthala was fixed for  today and both the parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today, the APIO is here in person and has stated that full information has been supplied to Sh. Aman Kumar vide speed post. I have seen copies of earlier letter dated 23.10.09 vide which it had been stated that information had already been supplied vide letter dated 6.8.09 vide speed post. Further vide letter dated 23.10.09, the same facts have been brought to the notice of the Commission, in which point-wise  reply had been given alongwith proof of dispatch through speed post.
3.
The complaint of Sh. Aman Kumamr to the Commission is dated 10.8.09 and the information has been sent by speed post on 6.8.09. These Communications appear to have crossed.  
4.
Shri Aman Kumar had  due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today. He neither appeared himself nor through his representative nor hads he sent any communication or made any telephone call with respect to the same. It is thus clear that he has received the information. The APIO has also brought to my notice that based upon the documents supplied Sh. Aman Kumar has further 
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made an Appeal against the punishment awarded to him to the Appellant Authority under Punishment and Appeals Rules.  It is, therefore, correct that information has been received by him to his satisfaction.  

With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh, S/O Jagat Singh,

Vill. Amrala, P.O.Singol,

Tehsil Khamano, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. S.D.O., PSEB, 

Khamano, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



--------Respondent 






CC No-2393-2009
Present:
Shri Mohinder Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Harinder Singh, APIO-cum-AEE, PSEB Khamano,



Shri Jagtar Singh, Rev. Accountant O/O PSEB Khamano.

ORDER:


Shri Mohinder Singh vide his complaint dated 20.8.09 to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 23.6.09 made to the address of PIO/SDO, PSEB Khamanon had not been attended to  and no information supplied. A set of papers was sent to the, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Shri Mohinder Singh states that he has not received any information. The PIO presented a letter dated 3.11.09 alongwith annexures, addressed to Sh. Mohinder Singh with details of outstanding amount. Shri Mohinder Singh acknowledges that he has received the information required by him today in the hearing.  

3.
The problem of Shri Mohuinder Singh is that after his meter was dead/burnt, he has received excessive bill and against the earlier average bill of Rs. 1000-1100/- he has now been getting bills upto Rs. 3000/-. Therefore he had asked for the details of his previous bills. The APIO states that Sh. Mohinder Singh had earlier visited the office. Since the information was ready, he was asked to receive it as per his application where he had asked for information “Dasti”. He however did not do so but was satisfied after understanding the details of the  outstanding amount. Thereafter he stated that he had appeared before the Redressal of Grievances Committee of the PSEB on  18.8.09 at Patiala and there also he had stated that he is satisfied with the outstanding 
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amount and he would make the payment and stated that he has received the full information.

4.
However, Sh. Mohinder Singh states that the detailed break-up, in writing, as per his application, has been given to him today. The PIO/APIO should be very careful in future. In the RTI application, the information is required to be given within 30 days for which proof is required. Information given orally is not the answer. It is to be given in written form against due receipt. 

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  


Sd-   

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Kewal Singh, S/O Sh. Balwinder Singh,

R/O Sultanwind, Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. SDO, PSEB, Sub-Div.

Sultanwind (Mall Mandi) Amritsar.



--------Respondent 






CC No-2345-2009
Present:
Shri Kewal Singh complainant in person.



None for the PIO.

ORDER:

Shri Kewal Singh S/O Sh. Balwinder Singh vide his complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 18.8.09 stated that his RTI application dated 27.3.09 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/PSEB Sultanwind (Mall Mandi)Amritsar had  not been attended to and no information had been given till date. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today, Shri Kewal Singh states that the reply had been received by him but it was not to the point. In his application, he has asked for attested copies of full papers with respect to changing of the electricity connection from the name of Samir Singh to Angrej Singh. Shri Samir Singh is stated to have died 25 years ago. However, what has been supplied to him is a copy of the agreement of sale of property on the basis of which it is stated that the name of the owner of meter and connection has been changed.

3.
The PIO is hereby directed to produce the file of Khata number/meter belonging to Shri Samir Singh, which has further been changed from time to time till date. It should be produced in original on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 2.12.2009. 



Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

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

Smt. Jasbir Kaur, w/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

# 1004, UT3, Sector 1,

Talwandi Township, Distt. Hoshiarpur.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. S.E., O&M Circle,

P.S.E.B., Talwara, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



--------Respondent 






CC No-2341-2009
Present:
 Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Complainant in person.


Sh. Chaman Lal, APIO-cum-Assistant Engineer (with letter of 


authority) for PIO.

ORDER 



Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Complainant vide her complaint dated 10.08.2009 to the Commission stated that her RTI application dated 23.09.2008 made to the address of the PIO/S.E., O&M, PSEB, Talwara District, Hoshiarpur had not been attended to properly.  She had put in her application dated 23.09.2008 for residual matters of earlier RTI applications made by her.  Her application contains 11 points.  Now, full information stood received except for information regarding item no. 7 in which she had asked for the record of all types of leaves-casual leave, medical leave, earned leave and without pay leave availed by Sh. Gurinder Singh, Work Mistry from January 2005 to September, 2008 in which reply had been given only regarding the year 2008 and which had been stated that the remaining record had pertained to previous years has since been destroyed.  Hence the complaint.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.
2.

Today, APIO states that even on point number 7, full information has been supplied.  I have gone through the application under RTI point number 7 as well as reply dated 27.11.2008.  Both parties agree that now only account of casual leave from 2005 to 2007 had not been given and all other accounts of leave have been received.  It is observed that this information does not relate to preservation of leave application for casual leave submitted from time to time for 
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approval but would definitely be part of the record maintained in the attendance register.  Attendance register is not exclusive to, Sh. Gurinder Singh, Work Mistry but is for all employees of a particular office. Moreover, as pointed out by the Complainant, the details of the attendance for the same period of one Sh. Diyal Singh, Electrician for the year 2007-2008 has been provided, therefore, it is proof of the existence of the attendance register.  The commission observes that the attendance register is an important document and forms the basis of many other types of administrative actions to be taken by the authorities of any office.  The question of missing of the attendance register does not arise.  In case the attendance registers are stated to have been destroyed, proof of destruction by a duly authorized person as per the procedure laid down by the Government should be produced in the Commission. In case, these registers are not destroyed and are missing may apprise the efforts to locate the said register and to fix responsibility and to take action against the errant officials and in case no responsibility can be fixed, the department may like to consider an FIR in the matter.   
3.

PIO is hereby directed to immediately give the information to Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Complainant under due receipt not later than 10 days before the next date of hearing.  



Adjourned to 06.01.2010.  









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(LS)

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

Sh. Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

# 763, Army Complex, Phase 2,Mohali.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O.S.D.O., PSEB, Sadipura,

Tehsil Derabassi, distt. Mohali.




--------Respondent 






CC No-2322-2009
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Prem Chand, UDE, for the PIO/SDO, PSEB, Sadipura.



Shri Ram Kumar, LDC, for the PIO/SDO, PSEB, Sadipura.

ORDER:

Shri Amar Deep Sandhu vide his complaint dated 13.7.09 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 6.4.09 made to the address of PIO/SAS Nagar Mohali, had not been attended to and no information had been received by him. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.
Today, the representative of the PIO have presented  copy of letter dated 17.3.09 issued by the Asstt. XEN, Dera Bassi Distribution Sub Div, addressed to the PIO/DC Mohali in which it has been confirmed that full amount of Rs. 14189 as well as 11716(fixed) has been received and nothing more is due from Sh.  A.S.Sandhu on account of  disconnected tubewell. A copy of the letter and cheque vide which amount has been deposited has also been attached. This is  off the mark. Shri Sandhu has asked for details of Rs. 14189 which had been shown to be outstanding against him and how it was computed, whether it included reconnection fee, penalty etc. He wanted the complete back bill as per his RTI application. Moreover, a letter presented today is the internal communication between the AEE and DC and nothing has been sent to the complainant. No receipt had been produced from him nor any letter addressed to the Commission. 
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3.
The PIO is hereby directed to immediately supply the full information required to Sh. Sandhu with a covering letter giving reference to his RTI application and containing an index of documents supplied duly page marked, indexed and attested. The receipt of the complaint may be taken on the face of the covering letter and the covering letter/receipt of applicant/proof of registry be produced before the Commission well before the next date of hearing. It is seen that the registered letter sent to Shri Sandhu has been received back unopened, although the address is the same as per the address given in his application. I have seen that he has also given his Mobile number. Therefore a phone call should have been made to him and he should have been told about the hearing to be held today. Now before sending a copy of the order to him, once again his address should be taken from him through telephone number.
Adjourned to 02.12.2009. 









Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

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

Smt. Sudarshan Sharma, W/O Dr. N.N.Sharma,

61-Ground Follor, HIG flats, 

GGS Avenue, G.T.Road Bye Pass, Jalandhar.

--------Appellant 






Vs. 

1.PIO, O/O.
Director, Technical Education

Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector 36,Chandigarh.



&

2.First Appellate Authority-cum-Add. Director,

Technical Education

Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector 36,Chandigarh.
 
--------Respondent





AC No-598-2009
Present:
None for the Appellant.

Shri Harpal Singh, Dy. Director-cum-SPIO, O/O Director, Technical Education, Punjab.

Shri Amrik Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt., O/O Director, Technical Education, Punjab.

ORDER:


Smt. Sudarshan Sharma, ex-Head Mistress vide her Second Appeal dated 22.8.09 made to the Commission submitted that she was not satisfied with the reply of the PIO and the Appellate Authority as they had  not  supplied the information as per her requirement but supplied irrelevant documents. However, she had not attached  copy of her RTI application but only copy of First Appeal which she made to the First Appellate Authority Mrs. Daljit Kaur, Addl. Director, Industrial Training Punjab. She also attached various letters sent to her from time to time. The full set of papers (40 pages) was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.  Photocopy of the original RtI application dated 30.4.09 has been taken from the APIO since it has not been supplied by the Appellant and has been placed on the record of the Commission. 
2.
The crux of the matter is that Smt. Sudarshan Kaur has asked for information regarding action taken against various officials who were sitting on her pension case for the last 41 years. From the information supplied to her, it 
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was seen that Sh. Sudarshan Kaur was not eligible for pension since she had never retired from service but is stated to have voluntarily resigned in 1967. Vide letter dated 3.11.09 addressed by the PIO to the Commission, it is stated that full set of information had been supplied  vide letter dated 28.5.09 and then on 1.9.09, followed by letter dated 23.9.09 free of cost.  A full set of papers has been placed on the record of the Commission. The said information has been sent to her by ordinary post on each occasion.
3.
Smt. Sudarshan Kaur had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today. But she has not appeared herself or through her representative. Neither has she sent any communication or made any phone call requesting for an adjournment etc. It is thus clear that she has received the information which has been placed on the record of the Commission. 
4.
She is hereby advised that this Commission is not the right forum  for the redressal of her grievance, as it does not lie under RTI Act.  For this she may approach the Competent Authority in the Executive for counting her service towards pension by relaxation of Service Rules or approach the Court  (which the PIO reports she has already done.)
With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  
 







Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

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

Dr. Meenakshi Jain,

Backside Kanya Pathshala, Adjoining

Gupta Mandir, Rampura Phul Distt. Bathinda.
--------Complainant







Vs. 

1.PIO, O/O. MD, PSIEC, 18 Himalaya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh




&
 

2.Appellate Authority-cum- MD, PSIEC, 18 Himalaya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh

--------Respondent
AC No-592-2009
Present:
None for the complainant (perhaps due to Punjab Bandh)



Shri G.S.Sandhu, APUIO-cum-Manager Legal, O/O PSIEC.



Shri Dev Raj Sharma, Sr. Asstt. O/O PSIEC.
 

ORDER :

A fax has been received from the complaint that in view of the Punjab Bandh and hurdles in traffic, she is unable to attend the today’s hearing and requested for another date of hearing, which is accepted. 

Adjourned to 16.12.2009.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

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

Sh.A.S.Sarao, Advocate,

# 48, Mubarak Mahal Colony,

Dhuri Road, Sangrur.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O.Member Secretary,

Pb. Khadi & Vill. Industries Board,

Sector 22-C, Chandigarh.





--------Respondent 






CC No-2398-2009
Present:
Shri M.S.Dhami, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Sh. Paramjit Singh, APIO-cum-State Level Officer Leather,

O/O Pb. Khadi and Vill. Industries, Board.

ORDER:

Shri A.S.Sarao, vide his complaint dated 20.8.09 to the Commission stated that no action has been taken on his Appeal under RTI  dated 5.3.09 made to the Commission. The papers relevant to his Appeal filed on 5.3.09 have not been added by the Registry and it appears that a fresh number is put on the reminder dated 20.8.09. The Regisitry may be asked to locate the said reference. This Bench may be informed to which Bench the reference dated 5.3.09 has been entrusted so that inadvertently there is no overlapping or duplication in the matter.

2.
Today, Shri M.S.Dhami, Advocate  appeared on behalf of Sh. A.S.Sarao, complainant, who stated that Sh. Sarao has requested  him on telephone to get an adjournment, which is granted. Shri Sarao has given his complaint supported with copies of the reminders sent to the PIO in respect of  his original RTI application dated 1.9.08 which yielded no result. Thereafter he filed a complaint to the Commission also. He has sent many reminders. The present reminder is dated 20.8.09 which has culminated in the present complaint. Previous papers are to be located by the office and added.

3.
The PIO is hereby directed to give the reply to the applicant with reference to his RTI application dated 1.9.08, enclosing the list of documents being supplied to him duly indexed, page marked and attested, where necessary. The 
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receipt of Mr. Sarao should be taken on the covering page, which should be placed on the record of the Commission to complete its record and/or proof of registry. A full set of papers has once again been supplied to the Counsel of the complainant.

4.
Since Shri Dhami has no instructions except to seek adjournment, I would like to give one  more chance to him.  In case he does not send the deficiencies in the information already supplied to the PIO in writing at least 10 days before the next date of hearing with copy to the Commission and does not appear himself on the next date, it will be taken that he has nothing to say and the case will be closed. In case he points out any deficiencies, the PIO is directed to complete them strictly in accordance with his original RTI application in terms of the provisions of the Act under due receipt from the applicant.

Adjourned to 2.12.2009. 










Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

CC : Copy to the Deputy Registrar for action on para 1 and 2 of the order.  

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

Kultar Devi Kalsi,

Chairman, Sri Dev Sahib Nishkam Sewa 
International Jalandhar,

250, Viveknand Park Maqsudan, Jalandhar.


--------Complainant  






Vs. 

PIO, O/O.S.D.O. PSEB, Sham Churasi Divn.

Hoshiarpur.






--------Respondent 






CC No-2500-2009
Present:
None for the complainant.


None for the PIO.

ORDER: 

Due to Punjab Bandh Call for today in support of 1984 riots victims, it is  possible that both the parties have not been able to come. In the interest of justice another chance is given to both the parties.


Adjourned to 2.12.2009.







Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Bharat Bhushan Garg, S/O Sh. Darshan Kumar,

R/O Near Istri Satsang Bhawan,

Maur Mandi, Tehsil Talwandi Sabo(Bathinda)

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O.Admn. Officer, Chief Engg.

Bahinda Zone, Mill Stn. Bathinda.



--------Respondent 






CC No-2508-2009 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Lt. Col. E.P.Selvan, on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Bharat Bhushan Garg, vide his complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 1.9.09 stated that his RTI application dated 22.4.09 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/Col. Gaba, Administrative Officer/Chief Engineer, Bathinda Zone, Military Station, Bathinda, had not been replied to and no information had been supplied to him till date. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today, Lt. Col. E.P.Selvan, Staff Officer Grade-I Legal, O/O Chief Engineer, Bathinda Zone, Military Station, Bathinda, C/O 56  APO, is present in person and presented  copy of letter dated 28.10.09 addressed to the State Information Commission along with annexures. It is stated that vide letter dated 29.7.09, the applicant had been asked to visit the Headquarter on any working day for getting information/documents desired by him in his application. However, he had never visited to the HQ. He stated that applicant was asked  to visit office for perusal and taking photocopies of desired documents because  “the written test was in two parts i.e. Part I and Part II, which included drawing sheet etc.” No proof of having sent the said letter has been produced. The complaint has been made 5 months after the said letter is purported to have been sent to him. 
3.
It is,  however, observed that the said establishment do not come within the purview of the State Information Commission and the complaint against any PIO 
CC No-2508-2009
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of the Army Authorities is to be made to the Central Information Commission which deals with the defence establishment. 

This complaint does not lie before the Commission and is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.11. 2009     

(Ptk)

