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

Sh. Kanwar Naresh Sodhi, S/O Tikka Atamjit Singh,

# 17, Gulmohar Avenue, Dhakoli,

NAC Zirakpur, Distt. Mohali.




--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Principal Secretary, PWD (B&R),

Punjab Mini Sectt. Sector 9, Chandigarh.


____   Respondent  






CC No-1605-2010   
Present:
None for the complainant.
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Sr. Assistant, B&R Branch,  O/O PIO/Principal Secy. ,PWD B&R.



ORDER:


The complaint of Kanwar  Naresh Sodhi dated 15.4.10 with reference to his RTI application dated 15.2.10 was considered today in his absence. The representative of the PIO states that vide letter dated 12.5.10 reply has been given to the complainant, a copy of which was also endorsed by the XEN to the Secretary, PWD B&R. 

2.
The complainant Kanwar Naresh Sodhi was present all along, but  when the case was called for, he had left. It is a fit case to give one adjournment, if he has any submission to make.

Adjourned to 7.7.2010.
                                                                                      SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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

Sh. Jaswinder Kaur,

#  923, Guru Nanak colony, 

Budlada Road, Kharar (Mohali)


--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief Accounts Officer,

Pension Section, PSEB, Patiala.


____   Respondent  






CC No-1634-2010       

Present:
Shri Sham Singh, on behalf of his mother Jaswinder Kaur, complainant.

Shri Rajinder Kumar, APIO-cum-AO, WM & G., PSEB.


Shri Vikas Popli, SAS,  O/O PSEB, Patiala.
ORDER:


The complaint of Smt. Jaswinder Kaur dated 29.4.10 with respect to her RTI application dated 9.1.10 was considered in the presence of both parties. The RTI application received by the Nodal Officer was sent to the PIO/HQ, Patiala on 14.1.10 who further sent it to the A.O. Pensions on 19.1.10. The AO Pensions vide his letter dated 25.1.10 sent the reply to the PIO vide regd. letter No. 586 dated 4.2.10  with copy to Smt. Jaswinder Kaur. He states that he has not  brought proof of registry with him. The second time, the same information was supplied through the APIO vide regd. letter dated 31.3.10 which has admittedly been received on 1.4.10. Sh. Sham Singh, representative of the complainant states that they have not received any letter dated 25.1.10.

2.
 However, today, the AO states that separately a reference has been made to the Finance Department asking  for clarification in the matter. Photocopies of references made to the Finance Department have been supplied to the complainant for his information, in addition to the earlier information.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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

Sh.Dampreet Waila,

# Deelwal Colony, Urban Estate, 

Radio Station Road, Patiala.




--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Personnel, 

PSEB, The Mall, Patiala


____   Respondent  






CC No-1593-2010       

Present:
Shri Dampreet Singh, complaint in person.

Smt. Mohinder Kaur Walia,  APIO-cum-Dy. Secy. Recruitment, PSEB, Patiala.



Smt. Jai Sherr Dealing Asstt. O/O PIO.  

ORDER:


The complaint of  Sh. Dampreet Singh, Advocate dated 12.4.10 with reference to his RTI application dated 10.3.10 made to the PIO/Director Personnel, PSEB, Patiala  was considered today in the presence of both parties. The RTI application contains 11 points and the PIO stated that vide letter dated 13.4.10 full information has been given to the complaint. Thereafter Sh. Dampreet Singh has neither written back nor given details of any deficiency, if any. 
2.
From the study of the file of the PIO it has been seen that they did not have copy of full set of the complaint made by the applicant, although it is mentioned in the notice from the Commission that the complaint  on 11 pages has been sent to them. Some irrelevant papers have been found to have been sent to them instead. A set of papers has been given to the PIO today.
3.
Now it is essential that the PIO should reconcile discrepancies in the two sets of information given to him by their office vide letter dated 29.3.2009.


Adjourned to 6.7.2010.

                                                                                        SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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





  REGD POST 

Sh. Sunil Kumar, S/O Sh. Megh Nath,

# 21052, Gali No. 11,Ajit Road, Bathinda.


--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director, Tech. Education and 

Ind. Training, Sector 36, Chandigarh.


____   Respondent  






CC No-1342-2010  
Present:
Shri Sunil Kumar, complainant in person.
Sh. Sandeep Bajaj, APIO-cum-Dy. Director, Board of Technical Education and Indl. Training,Punjab.

ORDER:

Shri Sunil Kumar’s complaint dated 22.3.10 with respect to his RTI application dated 17.12.09 made to the address of PIO/ Director, Board of Technical Education and Indl. Training, Punjab, with reminder dated 18.12.10 was considered today in the presence of both parties. The PIO states that vide letter dated 7.4.10, full information  has already been supplied point-wise  to Shri Sunil Kumar with annexures. He states that it does not concern with the office directly, but concerns the private ITI affiliated to the Board of Technical Education and Indl. Training, Punjab.
2.
The PIO states  that the Board of Tech. Education is responsible for ITI examinations for the whole State both for government and Pvt.  Organizations as these examinations are conducted under its aegis. After discussion, he has asked for adjournment so that the information which is possible to be supplied, be supplied to Sh. Sunil Kumar. Sh. Bajaj may go through all the papers once again including previous replies of the PIO and consider  whether the reply given earlier  is strictly in conformity with the provisions of the RTI Act. A set of papers given to Shri Sunil Kumar  with covering letter containing index and duly attested, may also be supplied to the Commission for its record  along with receipt of Shri Sunil Kumar on the covering letter.
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Adjourned to 6.7.2010.

                                                                                         SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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





  REGD POST 

Sh. Balvir Singh Saini,

# 347, St. No. 3, Dashmesh Nagar,

Digana Road, Hoshiarpur.


--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/ODirector, Tech. Education and 

Ind. Trg., Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.


____   Respondent  






CC No-1368--2010       

Present:
Shri Balvir Singh Saini, complainant in person.


Shri Harpal Singh, PIO-cum-Dy. Director, Tech. Education.



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

ORDER


Shri Balvir Singh’s complaint dated  22.3.10 to the Commission with reference to his RTI applications dated 12.12.09, 14.11.09, 24.9.09 and 12.10.09, all addressed to the same  PIO, O/O Director Technical Edu. & Indl. Training were considered today  in the presence of both parties. Ordinarily, these complaints should have been thrown out, since only one complaint is to be made  in respect of one RTI application. In the present case., the complaint is in respect of 3 RTI applications and 4th is an Appeal matter. Shri Balvir Singh has been advised that the matter cannot be bunched together for his own convenience in the manner it is done on his part. The PIO has filed covering letter dated 7.6.10  two pages, with attached documents of 18 pages, which have already been supplied from time to time in connection with these RTI applications. 
2.
Both the parties were made to set together, after which it emerged that information has already  received by Sh. Balvir Singh in all his applications except on point No. 3 of his RTI application dated 24.7.09, where he has asked for the dates on which his ACR for the year 2008-09 was accepted by the Accepting Authority. Shri Harpal Singh, PIO-cum-Dy. Director, Tech. Education stated on oath that Photostat of the original ACR have been provided to him which bear no date against the name of Accepting Authority. Upon being asked whether the said ACRs have not been forwarded to the Accepting Authority 
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with any forwarding letter,  the APIO incharge of the confidential Branch stated that  he will  check up the matter, whether there is any such forwarding letter with any date available.  He is directed that in case there is any such letter available, it should be provide to Shri Balvir Singh. This should also be stated in writing under the intimation to the Commission, within 10 days of the receipt of this order.

With these directions, the case is hereby disposed of.
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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





  REGD POST 

Sh. Balvir Singh Saini,

# 349, St. No. 3, Dashmesh Nagar,

Digana Road, Hoshiarpur.


--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/ODirector, Tech. Education and 

Ind. Trg., Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.


____   Respondent  






CC No-1401--2010       

Present:
Shri Balvir Singh Saini, complainant in person.



Shri Harpal Singh, PIO-cum-Dy. Director, Tech. Education.



Shri Amrik Singh, APIO-cum-Asstt. Director, Tech. Edu.
ORDER:


Full information has admittedly been provided to Sh. Balvir Singh with reference to his RTI application as mentioned in his complaint dated 16.12.09. It is once again pointed out to Shri Balvir Singh that at the level of Commission, a separate complaint is to be filed  regarding the facts and circumstances of each RTI application. 

2.
The PIO on his part vide his letter dated 7.1.10, have given full details of the information already supplied to him and his request that the case may be disposed of. He has enclosed copies of all communications made to Sh. Balvir Singh totaling 12 pages. He has stated that this information has been supplied free of cost since it has been delayed.
3.
Sh. Balvir Singh states that he has received full information. However, he has received it only today and the matter is greatly delayed. I am afraid it is not possible to consider the delay since this complaint  is not relating to only one RTI application. It is not possible to coordinate and deal with all these applications in case it is made at different times and relating to different applications. Another case of Sh. Balvir Singh has also been disposed of today which was dealing with different 5-6 different RTI applications. Sh. Balvir Singh has been advised if he wants to put complaints in future, he should put in one clear complaint about each  RTI application.
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With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                        SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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





  REGD POST 

Sh. Hira Nand S/O Sh. Megh Nath,

\# 21052, Gali No. 11, Ajit Road, Bathinda.


--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director, Tech. Education &

Idl. Trg. Punjab, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.


____   Respondent  






CC No-1372-2010       

Present:
Shri Hira Nand, complainant in person.
Sh. Sandeep Bajaj, APIO-cum-Dy. Director, Board of Technical Education and Indl. Training, Punjab.

ORDER:


The complaint of Shri Hira Nand dated  nil received in the Commission on 23.3.10 with respect to his RTI application dated 9.12.09 (fee paid on 15.12.09) was considered today in the presence of both parties. No information has been given to the applicant with reference to his application till today.
2.
Today, Shri Bajaj,. APIO handed over a letter dated 10.12.09 to the applicant and copy to the Commission. However, this letter is addressed by the Controller of Examination to the Principal of the ITI Bathinda and is nothing to do with the Commission or the applicant. The APO is directed to give formal reply both to the Commission and to the applicant giving  reference  of number and date of his  RTI application with covering letter. In case, there are any annexures being supplied, they should duly indexed, page marked and attested and the receipt of the complainant should be taken on the covering letter. A set of full information supplied to the applicant with his receipt be placed on the record of the Commission. 


Adjourned to 6.7.2010.

                                                                                          SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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





  REGD POST 

Sh. Manish Kumar S/O Sh. Janak Raj,

# 462, Gali Baba Bachan Dass,Jalalabad(West).


--------Appellant    







Vs. 

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

Jalalabad Distt. Farozepur.


____   Respondent  






CC No-1370-2010       

Present:
None for the complainant.


None for the PIO.
ORDER:


The complaint of Sh. Manish Kumar dated nil received on 22.3.10 with reference to his RTI application dated  25.1.10 made to the address of PIO/SDO  Jalalabad (West) Ferozepur was considered today in the absence of both parties. The RTI application reads as follows:


"ibkbkpkd (g) ftu tkfenk ckfibek o'v fty/ B/V/ piki g?No'b gzg s/ eZNh ik ojh BikfJi eb'Bh ppb{ fJBeb/t d/ wkbekB fe;Bk okDh gsBh r[opub f;zx g[Zso b/y oki nkfd nkfd fybkc ehsh ik ojh ekotkJh pko/ g{oh ikDekoh."

2.
In this application, the complaint ”is not asking for information” but is “giving information” and asking for information about action being taken.  He has not asked for any specific document/record held in the custody of the PIO. 

Since the information he has asked for, does not fall with in the definition of information as provided u/s 2(f) of the RTI Act, hence the complaint is rejected being non maintainable.
                                                                                        SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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





  REGD POST 

Sh. Balbir Ssingh S/O Sh. Bhau Singh,

Vill:  Badouli Gujran, Tehsil Rajpura




--------complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Panchayati Raj,

Lok Nirman, Patiala.






____   Respondent  






CC No-1486-2010       

Present:
Shri Balbir Singh, complainant in person.
Shri Raman Kumar Verma, PIO-cum-XEN, Panchayati Raj, Patiala.
  

ORDER:

The complaint of Shri Balbir Singh dated 11.3.2010 with reference to his original RTI application, admittedly received in the office of PIO on 14.10.09 was considered today in the presence of both parties. Shri Balbir Singh states that he has been made to run around for the information and that with reference to his RTI application the PIO  purportedly  have sent letter dated 4.11.09 through registered post which however was never received by him at all and he himself went to the office of PIO and personally received a letter dated 15.1.10 (no proof of registry has been produced by the PIO today).  He states that in reply to his pointed queries in his RTI application, asking for information from the year 2003-2008 relating to approved rate lists fixed by that office for bricks, sand, ‘Rore’, labour etc.
2.
However, from the  plain reply stating with respect to pint No.i to 4  can be had form the  Block Development Panchayat Officer and with regard to point No.3 it was stated that there was no such report of Sh. Tejender Singh Multaini SDO, with that office.  In consequence  of this reply he stated  that he separately approach BDPO’s office  and  vide reply dated 29/10/09 (copy already place on  record)  stated that the rate list for the said material would be available with  the office of the XEN,  Panchayati Raj.  This pertains to item no.1 of the RTI application dated 14/10/09.  Sh. Balbir Singh states that with respect vide no.2 about rates paid to  private farmers for tractor trolies etc. the information has been received by him on 29/10/09  from  the BDPO. . With respect of  item no.3 
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and 4,  he states that the  reply given by  XEN is wrong since than matter concerns to the  on going inquiry which is with  present XEN  Raman Kumar Verma who is present in the  Court today. The preliminary inquiry has been made by Sh. Tejinder Singh Multani on the basis of which, the  inquiry is being carried out,  and full record has been called for. Therefore, the reply given by the PIO is deliberately wrong. On his part the PIO states that the instructions being quoted by Sh. Balbir Singh pertains to 28/9/82 whereas it is not longer the responsibility of the department to fix the rates for the material. Many other instructions have been issued  to since 1982. He states that the reply given by the BDPO’s office of this score are not  correct. He also requested for a chance to give comments on the  complaint of Sh. Balbir Singh made today before the Commission that the PIO has deliberately withheld  the  papers which were in the  custody of his  office and the department has given information wrongly for.
3.
The PIO may give his comments and  may also supply the papers as are available in his custody or in the custody of the office with the covering letter giving reference to the number and the date of the RTI application giving index of paper duly page marked and  attested. The receipt of Sh. Balbir Singh complainant may be taken on the covering letter and its copy be placed on the record of the Commission. In case no for  such papers are available in his custody, the PIO should  categorically  give a statements to that effect.

4.
Sh. Balbir Singh is advised that on the basis of the papers received by him through RTI, he is required to approach the Competent Authority in Executive listed for the  faults of omission and commission by the various authorities for the redressal  of his perceived grievances as it does not come under the   scope of jurisdiction of the Commission to deal with this matter at its own level. However, his complaint that the papers were available  in the custody of the PIO who had been deliberately witheld, shall be looked into, after the full reply of the PIO has been received.
                                                                                          SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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





  REGD POST 

Sh. Jalour Singh,

# 199, 7D, Mal Singh Niwas, Dashmesh Nagar,

Amritsar Road, District & Tehsil-Moga.


--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Eastern Division, Canal Colony,

Ferozepur. 






____   Respondent  






CC No-1498-2010       

Present:
None for the complainant.
Sh. Jot Singh, APIO-Dy. Collector, Eastern Div. Canal Colony, Farozepur.

ORDER:


The complaint of Shri Jalour Singh  to the Commission dated nil received on 26.3.10 with reference to his RTI application  dated 13.10.09 and fee paid on 14.10.09.  (The date of his RTI application mentioned in the copy received in the Commission is 5.9.09) was considered today in his absence. Shri Jot Singh, APIO/Dy. Collector Canal who is present in the Commission states that vide letter No. 205 dated 23.4.10, the applicant was asked to deposit  fee of Rs. 9.36/- for the information.
2.
The APIO  carrying the papers are totally unrelated to the present application, which is regarding payment of TA to the Dealing Assistant of the Divisional office/Circle Office for the concerned period. He is directed to supply the correct information strictly in accordance with his RTI application immediately, free of cost, through registered post to Sh. Jalaur Singh on return to his office. A copy of the information supplied and proof of posting be sent to the Commission at least 10 days before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 6.7.2010.

                                                                                        SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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





  REGD POST 

Sh. Dampreet Walia (Advocate)

S/o Sh. Gurinder Singh Walia,

# 37, Deelwal Colony,

Urban Estate, Radio Station Road,

Patiala. 
 





--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Director Personnel,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala. 



____   Respondent  






CC No-1592-2010        
Present:
Shri Dampreet Singh, complaint in person.
Smt. Mohinder Kaur Walia,  APIO-cum-Dy. Secy. Recruitment, PSEB, Patiala.



Smt. Jai Sherr Dealing Asstt. O/O PIO.



ORDER:


The complaint of  Sh. Dampreet Singh, Advocate dated 12.4.10 with reference to his RTI application dated 2.3.10 made to the PIO/Director Personnel, PSEB, Patiala  was considered today in the presence of both parties. The PIO stated that full information vide letter dated 17.3.10 had been given to the complaint whereas Sh. Dampreet Singh states that he has not received information in most of the points. Sh.Dampreet had not given any letter containing specific deficiencies. In fact after the letter dated 17.3.10, he has written another letter dated 12.4.10 that he has not received any information. The PIO states that vide letter dated 13.4.10 Sh. Dampreet had asked information on further 11 points. However, this is a separate RTI application which need not be brought in. 

2.
I have gone through all the 18 points along with the reply given by the PIO and have come to the concrete conclusion that but for item No. 4,16 and 18, information has been supplied on all the other points. Information on these points has been denied earlier but on the directions of the Commission, this may be supplied  to him within 10 days on the receipt of the orders of the Commission under due receipt/with proof of registry and a copy of the receipt be placed on the record of the Commission. However, if Shri  Dampreet Singh does not receive 
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the information with 10 days, he is free to get this case reopened through a simple application to be addressed to this Bench. In case the case is reopened, the PIO may consider to file his explanation u/s 20(1)  of the Act straightway.


With these directions, the case is hereby disposed of. 
                                                                                          SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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





  REGD POST 

Sh. Tarsem Lal, Sub. Mejor(Retd.)
# 386, W.No. 6,Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Bhagpur, PO-Bhagpur, 
District Jalandhar (Pb).  




--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/o XEN, PSEB,

Bhogpur.


&

First Appellate Authority,

PSEB, Tanda Road, Hoshiarpur. 



____   Respondent   





AC No-321-2010       

Present:
None for the complainant.


Sh. Satnam Singh Hira,AEE, authorized rep. of the PIO.

ORDER:


The complaint of Shri Tasrsem Lal dated 2.3.10, received in the Commission on 22.3.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated  16.11.09 made to the address of PIO/XEN, PSEB, Bhogpur was considered today in his absence.
2.
The representative of the PIO stated that he had promptly and within time window  prescribed, asked the applicant to pay Rs. 25/- for the documents vide his letter dated 23.11.09, which was deposited by him after one month on 23.12.09.  Further, on  13.1.10,  Rs. 86/0 were demanded from him against which the applicant had made a complaint to the SE, stating that it was beyond the mandatory period and therefore the information should not be supplied free of cost. However, the SE upheld the stand of the PIO. Since the applicant  had not deposited Rs. 25/- with in 1 month, thereafter the Second Appeal was filed by the Appellant. The representative of the PIO states that they were ready to supply for  the information after the Commission so ordered.
3.
It is observed that there is no provision under the Act where the time limit  for providing the fee has been fixed as one month. This limit has been prescribed only for the PIO. The PIO is hereby directed to immediately supply the information, free of cost, as per requirement of Section 7(6) of the Act, since the 
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time window prescribed u/s 7(1) has not been adhered to. The information should be supplied to Tarsem Lal under registered post and a copy of the information supplied as well as proof of registry be placed on the record of the Commission, where after the case will be considered  to be disposed of.

Adjourned to 29.6.2010.

                                                                                       SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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





  REGD POST 

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

President, PLF 11, Leather Complex,

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar 144021.



--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/o M.D.

Pb. Small Industries & Export Corporation Ltd.

Udhyog Bhawan, 18 Himalya Marg, Sec 17-A, Chd.


&

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Pb. Small Industries & Export Corporation Ltd.

Udhyog Bhawan, 18 Himalya Marg, Sec 17-A, Chd.


____   Respondent   





CC No-323-2010       

Present:
Lt. Col. J.S.Paul(Retd.) complainant in person.


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



Sh. N.S.Matharu, XEN, PSIEC.



ORDER:


The complaint of Lt. Col. J.S.Paul (Retd.) dated 8.3.10 with respect to his RTI application dated 22.4.09 and First Appeal dated 29.5.09 was considered today in the presence of both parties. In para 2 of his complaint he has stated that the information supplied by the PSIEC is incomplete and in accurate while giving number and dates of all the communications received by him from the PIO. He states that deficiencies had been pointed out vide letter dated 27.10.09, but till date no deficiency had been made up. He has made a detailed representation giving para-wise deficiencies with regard to the RTI application as contained in para 3-9 of his complaint to the Commission.  The PIO who was sent a notice of hearing, has while supplying the full set of information already given  vide his letter dated 8.6.10 on all point it was available  in that office, has since been supplied. No reference has been made to the complaint dated 8.3.10 for insufficient supply of information,  nor have any comments supplied..
The PIO is hereby directed to immediately make good the deficiencies contained in 
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letter dated 8.3.10 strictly in accordance with the original RTI application dated 22.4.09, in case it is maintained in the form in which it is required by the complainant. If it is not available in the form in which it has been 
requested and  entails processing/preparing of information  by gleaning it from separate files concerning individual allottees of plots and further processing it (in this case from  about 400 files as mentioned by the PIO) , this may be done in case the resources of the department permit it, otherwise a recourse may be taken to para 7(9) of the Act in which it is provided – 
“An information shall ordinarily  be provided in  the form in which it is sought unless it would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority ……..”
3.
However, this section deals only with the information and the “form” in which it is sought and is to be  supplied and cannot be invoked to deny the information altogather. In the interest of transparency, the PIO is required to provide it  in a different form. 

4.
The PIO is  hereby directed to  locate and  segregate  record pertaining to the RTI application of Lt. Col. J.S.Paul(Retd.) and to invite him to inspect the same. At this stage, the applicant stated that he would like to do so and requested for permission to be accompanied by  an assistant,  which  was agreed to. 
5.
The APIO is hereby directed to fix up time and date, which may be convenient to both parties. The inspection can continue for two full working days or more as may be convenient to the complainant who has to travel from Jalandhar. Both parties may exchange their telephone numbers today so that no inconvenience is caused to either.
6.
 After inspection the complainant should give a list of documents of which he requires attested photocopies, which should be provided to him within two days under due receipt and compliance be reported to the Commission. The list  
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of documents provided with receipt from the complainant be  placed on the record of the Commission so that the case can be disposed of.
Adjourned to 7.7.2010.

                                                                                         SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 





  REGD POST 

Sh. Amin Chand, 
# 205, Ghumar Mandi,

Ludhiana (Pb.) 





--------Appellant      






Vs. 

PIO, O/o Chief Secretary,
Government of Punjab, Chd. 


&

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Secretary,

Govt. Of Punjab, Chd.





____   Respondent    





CC No-325-2010        

Present:
Shri Amin Chand, complainant in person.


Sh. Dharam Singh, Dy.Secy. RTI, PSEB, Patiala.



Sh. Nirmal Singh Sr. Asstt, G.C. Branch, O/O of Chief. Secy.


Smt  Surinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. Power Branch, O/O
                      Secy. Irrigation.

ORDER:


The complaint of Sh. Amin Chand dated 6/3/2010 in connection with his RTI application dated 22/10/09 made to the address of PIO/Chief Secretary, Punjab, and First Appeal dated 11/12/09 also made to the Appellate Authority/C.S Punjab, was considered  today in the presence of representative of PIO Sh. Nirmal Singh dealing Assistant. Sh. Amin Chand’s RTi application was the request regarding status of complaint dated 8/9/09 made by him to the C.S in respect of unlawful installation of Electricity meter at H.No.760, backside, Radha Vallabha Mandir, Ghumar Mandi, Ludhiana, (Punjab) along with permission to lodge FIR against the employees who had misused there powers to do so. No reply had been received by him whatsoever.
2.
The representative of the PIO/O/O Chief Secretary, (without any authority letter) states on oath that although the complaint dated 8/0/9 and the RTI application dated  22/10/09 were forwarded together to the Secretary power on 10/11/09. Similarly the First Appeal dated 11/12/09 are also forwarded  to the Secretary Irrigation.
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3.
The  representative of the PIO  states that full information has been provided by the office of Principal Secretary irrigation and by the Office of Chief Engineer irrigation to Sh. Amin Chand today. Sh. Amin Chand has also given a letter dated 08/6/10 stating that has received full information today and is satisfied. He has also requested that the case may be closed. 

Accordingly the case is hereby diposed of.
                                                                                          SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 





  REGD POST 

Sh. Sukrit Sharda,

# 20/186, Yogpal,

Old Shahpur Road, Pathankot-145001. 



--------Appellant       






Vs. 

PIO, O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division No. III, 

PWD, B&R Branch, Ludhiana. 

&

First Appellate Authority-cum-Superintending Engineer,

Construction Division NO. III,

PWD B&R Branch, Ludhiana. 





____   Respondent    






CC No-326-2010        

Present:
None for the complainant.


Sh. Gurjeet Singh, APIO-cum-SDE, PWD B&R, Ludhiana.



Shri Sunil Kumar, Clerk, O/O PIO.
ORDER:


Shir Sukrit Sharda’s Second Appeal dated 9.3.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated  30.11.09 made to the PIO/XEN, Const. Div. No. 3, PWD B&R, Ludhiana and First Appeal dated 22.1.10 made to the address of SE/Construction Circle, PWD B&R, Ludhiana was considered  today in his absence. Shri Sukrit Sharda had asked for full information regarding works/projects of 5 lac or below during 2008-09 and 2009-10 as well as projects/works  above Rs. 5 lac executed in the same years in special proforma containing 5 columns, in addition to information regarding projects of Bitumen through  Contractors including  invoiced of the Bitumen etc.


2.
The PIO states that vide covering letter dated 27.5.10, para-wise reply  with complete information in the proformas as asked for by the applicant including all orders for bitumen placed on Contractors, including authority letter issued to Contractors to calculate the Bituman fro Indian Oil on behalf of the department have been supplied  in full. A copy of the full information as stated,is placed   for the record of the Commission, alongwith proof of registry. He states that the information has been provided free of cost.
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3.
Sh. Sukrit Sharda had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today. He has chosen not to come personally or through representative, neither has he sent any communication. It is clear that he has received the information, which has been sent well in time.  It is presumed that he has no further submission to make.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                       SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 





  REGD POST 

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

President, Punjab Leather Federation,

11, Leather Complex, Jalandhar- 144021. 


--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director, Industries & Commerce,

Punjab.


&

First Appellate Authority-cum-

Principal Secretary, Industries & Commerce,

Pb. 







____   Respondent  






AC No-332--2010        

Present:
Lt. Col. J.S.Paul(Retd.) complainant in person.



Sh. J.S.Randhawa, PIO/PSIEC.
  

ORDER:


The complaint of Lt.Col.J.S.Paul(Retd.) dated 10.3.10 with respect to his RTI application  dated 8.10.09 made to the address of PIO/Secretary Industries & Commerce, Punjab was considered today in the presence of both parties. On the record is a letter dated 5.11.09 vide which(covering letter) reply has been provided by the PIO/PSIEC, in respect of this RTI application which was transferred by the PIO/Director Industries to the PIO/PSIEC for disposal. The PIO who is present today has stated that the papers have never been put up to the First Appellate Authority/MD.  MD may order to fix up the responsibility for not putting up the Appeal to him. While noting this fact, it is observed that due monitoring of RTI applications  from the date of its receipt till the date of their disposal as well as monitoring of Ist Appeal is not being done on the consistent basis in the PSIEC and the setting up of some system in this connection appears to be required so that such lapses do not occur in the future.   
With reference to the present application, I have seen the reply given vide letter dated 5.11.09 and after threshing out the matter it is agreed  that the information available has already been supplied. The Appellant, if he so chooses, and if so advised, may make a representation  regarding the perceived acts of omission 
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and commission of the authorities to the Competent Authority for redressal of his perceived grievances, as the Commission has no jurisdiction in the matter.

With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                         SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)
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08.06.2010     

