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

Sh. Devendra Singh, Advocate,

Ward No. 19, Guru Gobind Nagar,

Hanumangarh Road Sangaria,

Distt. Hanumangarh Rajasthan.




--------Appellate   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Dy. Director, O/O Director,

 Technical Education & Ind. Trg.,

Tech. Education Bhawan, Sector 36,Chandigarh.



&

Appellate Authority-cum-Addl. Director,

Technical Education & Ind. Trg.,

Tech. Education Bhawan, Sector 36,Chandigarh

____   Respondent  





AC No-742-2009   
Present:
Sh. Devendra Singh, complainant in person.

Mrs. Neelam ‘bhagat, PIO-cum-Dy. Director, (SA)Tech. Education, Recruitment Cell.



Mrs. Kanwaljit Kaur, Dealing Asstt. O/O director Tech. 



Education.

ORDER:


Sh. Devender Singh’s complaint dated 24.9.09 with reference to his RTI application dated 27.6.09 made to the address of PIO/Director, technical Education and First Appeal dated 22.8.09, was considered today in the presence of both parties. The Principal, Guru Tegh Bahadur Khalsa Polytechnic College, Chhapian Wali(Malout), to whom the application was  forwarded vide letter dated 8.1.10 informed  the PIO that the said institution was  not in receipt of any aid and was purely a private unaided institution and therefore not covered under the RTI Act. For that reason, the institution was not bound to supply the information asked for  from the said Institution by the PIO. This letter was forwarded  to Sh. Devender Singh with reference to his RTI application today. 
2.
 Sh. Devender Singh, who is present today, has presented a copy of letter  dated 31.9.06 issued to Shri Sumit Kumar, Advocate, by the Principal of the said College, stating that “we follow the rules and regulations of All India Council for Technical Education, New Delhi and Punjab State Board of Technical Education 
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*
& Industrial Training, Chandigarh.” It has been explained to the PIO that she  should examine the case with reference to Section 2(h) (d) as read with Section 2(f) of the RTI Act to determine whether the said college is covered under the Act or not?


Adjourned to 17.3.2010 at  3.00 PM.









Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  
(Ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Prem Dass,

# 36-G, Beauty Avenue,

Phase 3, Amritsar.





--------Appellant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Water Supply & Sewerage, 

Div. No. 2, Amritsar.


&

Appellate Authority-cum-S.E.,

Water Supply & Sewerage, Div. No. 2, Amritsar
____   Respondent 






AC No-756-2009  
Present :
 None for Appellant.



Sh. Ramesh Sehgal, APIO-cum-SDO for PIO.

Order



In compliance with orders of the Commission passed on 21.12.2009 paras 3 and 4, the PIO has supplied information vide covering letter no. 493 dated 03.02.2010 containing index of documents supplied duly page marked and attested.  He states that these documents were provided free of cost.  The receipt of the Appellant has been taken on the face of the letter dated 04.02.2010, photocopy thereof has been provided for the record of the Commission.  
2.

In view of the above, the additional show cause notice which had been given under Section 20(1) is dropped.  
3.

Sh. Prem Dass, Appellant had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today.  He has chosen not to appear himself or through representative.  Neither has he sent any communication it is clear that he has no further submission to make.  With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd-
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Sh..Parmod Kumar Nagpal, Advocate,

S/O Sh. Jagdish Nagpal, H.No. 1664, St.No. 12-13,

6th Chowk, Abohar, Tehsil Abohar(Ferozepur)

--------Appellant   







Vs. 

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

(RWS) Divn. Fazilka (Ferozepur)  

&


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

(RWS) Divn.Abohar (Ferozepur) 



&

Appellate Authority-cum-SE,

Water Supp. & Sanitation,

(Halqa, Ferozepur.





____   Respondent  






AC No-794-2009 
Present:  
Ms Amita Nagpal, counsel for the appellant

Shri Sat Sarup Singh, Sr. Assistant  on behalf of the respondent

ORDER:

In compliance with the order dated 7.1.10, the counsel has filed 3-page letter showing deficiencies  in the information supplied to the appellant pointing out that the muster rolls  are irrelevant  since they do not contain the name of his  client -  Surinder Kumar Sharma, but are for other persons. The representative of the PIO  Shri  Sat Sarup Singh states that there are 114 schemes under the  Division.  The complainant has neither  specified  in which scheme he was  working nor has specified  any dates when he was working.  No dates of his posting  or transfer are available, even it is said that he has been terminated. The entire record of all the 114 schemes has to be searched out to find out the name of Surinder Kumar Sharma.  The appellant  also has not specified  whether he was  working on daily wage basis or work charge basis or temporary basis etc.  

2.
It was observed by the Commission  earlier in Para  3 of the order dated 7.1.2010 that in case the information asked for  is not specific  and involves an investigative search by the office, no complaint or appeal lies for the delay 
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caused or non supply of the information. 
3.
However, in view of the  fact that the appellant  is a worker of the lowest rank and has already borne   expenses in engaging  a counsel, the Commission is of the view that the PIO, in the interest of transparency, shall  permit Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma and/or his representative or counsel  to go through the muster rolls of the different schemes to find out whether his name exists  there and  whether there is any proof  of his having received the payment  by way of salary under any of the schemes  under his signatures.  Both Shri Sat Sarup Singh, Sr.Asstt. and Shri Avtar Singh, SDO  have stated  that when   Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma visits their office,  he would be  permitted to  inspect the record to search for the necessary information himself.  They have also stated that Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma  or his counsel  may  contact them on   their  Telephones and fix up mutually  suitable date and time.  Mobile Tel. of Sat Sarup Singh is 94171 93422 and that of  Shri Avtar Singh, SDO is 01634-220175.   

With this, the case is disposed of. 
 










Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010 

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

Sh. Surjit Daudhar,

C/o Sh. Kulwant Singh Dhanoa,

VPO Kaunke Kalan,

Tehsil Jagraon

District Ludhiana-142026. 




--------Appellant 







Vs. 
1. PIO, O/O Executive Engineer, Sub Urban,

   Sub Division Nakodar Road, Jagraon.

    

&

2. Chief Engineer-cum-Appellate Authority, 

   Pb. State Electricity Board Circle, Ludhiana.

--------Respondent  





AC-849-2009
Present :
 None for Appellant. 


Sh. Harchet Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the APIO. 

Order



In compliance with order dated 19.01.2010, Junior Assistant Sh. Harchet Singh stated that Appellant visited the office and stated that after getting information, he was going to make a representation to the Executive on point number 3 and 4 of his RTI application asking for augmentation of the load of transformer or reducing the number of connections attached to it. Office of the XEN has acting on the RTI application itself, solved the problem relating to the specific transformer to the satisfaction of the Appellant without awaiting the representation. In view of that, Junior Assistant has presented letter dated 09.02.2010 addressed by the APIO to the Commission enclosing letter of the Appellant in which he has stated that the purpose for which he had filed the application has been achieved to his satisfaction and he therefore, request that the Second Appeal filed by him before the State Information Commission may be disposed of.  The action of the PIO is appreciated. 


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 
Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Sh..Parmod Kumar Nagpal, Advocate,

S/O Sh. Jagdish Nagpal, H.No. 1664, St.No. 12-13,

6th Chowk, Abohar, Tehsil Abohar(Ferozepur)

--------Appellate   







Vs. 

PIO, O/OXEN, Water Supply & Sanitation,

(RWS) Divn. Abohar (Ferozepur)

&

PIO, O/o XEN, Water Supply & Sanitation, 

(RWS), Divn. Fazilka (Ferozepur).


&

Appellate Authority-cum-SE,

Water Supp. & Sanitation,

(Halqa, Ferozepur).  





____   Respondent 






AC No-774/2009
Present: 
Ms Amita Nagpal, counsel for the appellant

Shri Sat Sarup Singh, Sr. Assistant  on behalf of the PIO/XEN Water Supply & Sanitation Divn.Fazilka.
ORDER:


In pursuance of  order dated 7.1.2010, it has been  stated  that the RTI application dated  13.12.2008 was  vague in so far as  the entire record of Shri Satnam Rai s/o Gangu Ram  was  asked for without giving  the  date and number  of the  order  vide which he was appointed.  It was also not indicated  in which capacity he was appointed i.e. Peon, Beldar  chowkidar  or any other post . The representative of the PIO explained that it should have been indicated  in which scheme the appellant  was appointed as there are 114 schemes in each Division.  A  copy of letter dated  17.2.1982  has been provided by the counsel  showing  termination of  the appellant due to absence but it is written  in different writings – “16.3.82 nu terminate hoya see” . The representative of the PIO states that this letter is not available on their record but its authentication may be possible since it bears the signatures of Shri S.P.Sehgal, the then XEN whose signatures are recognizable  and it also bears  number and date of the Abohar office.  He states that the said employee appears to have been transferred  between Fazlika and 
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Abohar Division schemes. 
2.
He further  states  that  as in the case of Surinder Kumar Sharma, appellant in AC-794/2009 represented through the same counsel,  the Appellant - Shri Satnam Rai and/or his representative or counsel  may  visit their office after fixing date and time with mutual consultation to go through the records available in their office  to find out  whether the period of his posting  at different places can be traced out by way of  payment salary bills etc.  However, the appellant will have to be more specific in mentioning the  year of the record.   As regards the rules etc for termination of services, he states that  the conditions of service  on which  he could have been terminated on ten days notice, has been given  in the appointment letter itself.


The case is hereby disposed of. 








Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Smt. Sunita

W/o Sh. Vinod Kumar,

W.No. 9, Gali Shivalik School Wali,

Bhucho Mandi, Bathinda.





----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O DPI(S),

Education Department,

Sector 17-D, Chd.





       -----Respondent.






CC No-2309 -2008 

Present:  
None for the complainant

1. Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director (SE) cum ex-PIO Recruitment Cell,

2     Smt. Neelam Bhagat, Deputy Director  (Schools)-cum-PIO Recruitment Cell,

3    Smt. Surjit Kaur, DEO (EE) SAS Nagar-cum ex-PIO Recruitment Cell

4    Shri Mohan Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO Recruitment  Cell

5  Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant,, Recruitment Cell,

6   Shri Varinder Singh, Clerk

7 Sh. Ram Sarup Jr.Assistant, Service-I Branch.


ORDER


Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director has filed  his explanation dated 10.2.2010 today.  He has informed that Smt. Surjit Kaur,  the then PIO has not  filed any explanation under section 20(1) of the Act.  Smt. Neelm Bhagat has also not filed any explanation.  She is directed to  file a list of persons  who have been posted  as PIO from the date of receipt of the  RTI application dated 4.8.2008 till date.  In case any of the persons  have been approached  by the said PIOs under section 5(4) of the Act, details of those  persons   should  also  be  provided and they  be asked to give their explanation, if any,  for the   delay of their periods.  In addition, in case any of the PIO’s lay blame on any of those 
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persons, their explanations alongwith comments of that PIO should also be  placed on record.  Smt. Surjit Kaur tried to give  her personal explanation but she was not specific.  She has been given another opportunity  to file her written explanation.  
2.
It is observed that with respect to the writing of letter by the PIO to the State Government seeking permission to disclose the contents of the report of the Vidhan Sabha to the Commission, it was never the subject of the RTI application and had not been asked for.  The RTI application is to be answered purely from the records of the department  and it has nothing to do with the findings of the Vidhan Sabha report.  Smt. Neelam Bhagat, the present PIO undertakes that the information with reference to the original RTI application dated 4.8.2008 shall be provided to Mrs.Sunita, complainant  within one week from today, without fail.  
3.
Shri Sukhwinder Singh,  DPI should familiarise himself with the case and should also attend the hearing of the Commission on the next date of hearing  in person, without fail, along with  Bhupinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant, after ensuring  that full information is provided by Smt. Neelam Bhagat to the concerned complainant.  

Adjourned to 10.03.2010.   









Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Ms. Baltej Kaur,

D/o Sh. Balbir Singh,

Opposite Max Auto, Khalifa Bagh,

Dhuri Road, Sangrur.





----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Public Instructions (SE)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,Chandigiarh.

    
   -----Respondent.






CC No-2153 -2008 
Present:
None for the Complainant.



Smt. Neelam Bhagat, PIO-cum-Dy. Director Secondary 



Education, Pb.(Recruitment cel).



Sh. Mohan Singh Dhanoa, APIO-cum-Supdt. Recruitment Cell.



Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt.



Sh. Varinder Singh, Clerk.

ORDER:

The PIO-cum-Dy. Director handed over a letter dated 9.2.2010 during the hearing itself, a copy of which, with annexures, has been sent to Sh. Baltej Kaur. Since it has been received at the last moment , it will be considered on the next date of hearing.
2.
In addition, no action has been reported with respect to para 1 to 5 of order dated 23.9.09. Therefore, on the next date, the DPI may appear himself, in person, in addition to the PIO, with the  compliance report.

Adjourned to 10.3.2010.  




Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Sh. Mehnga Ram,

S/O Sh. Mansa Ram,

V&PO. Dholbaha, 

Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O.Ex. Engg., 

Maili Construction Division, Dev.

Mohali.






--------Respondent 






CC No-1809-2009

Present :
 Sh. Mehnga Ram, Complainant in person.


Sh. J.S.Bhandari, APIO-cum-SDO Maili Construction Division, 


Mohali with Sh. Amarjit Singh, Senior Clerk. 
Order



In compliance with order dated 18.11.2009, APIO states that full documents pertaining to the removal of Sh. Mehnga Ram from the concerned land treating him as unauthorized occupant has been provided to him vide covering letter dated 30.12.2009 containing a list of documents with numbers and dates in respect of point number 5.  A set is required to be placed on the record of the Commission.   The original receipt taken on the back of the covering letter has been placed on the record of the Commission.  
2.

The papers given to the Complainant have been seen, they have been found to be not attested but photo copies of the attested copies.  

3.

The PIO is hereby directed to give him a set of papers duly attested with respect to item no. 5.  Earlier papers provided to him, in case they have not been attested should also be attested by the office of the XEN, Kandi Area, Hoshiarpur immediately on presentation by the Complainant.   

4.

After going through the papers provided to the Complainant today, it appears clear that no quasi judicial proceedings were taken at the relevant time under the  Public Premises Act to remove him from the land he was allegedly in unauthorized occupation of.  According to 
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the Complainant, the said land did not belong to the Panchayat and was not “Sham Lat” land or “Jumla Malkaan Hasab Rasad Khewat” . The land he was in occupation of belong to the Custodian (Evacuee land of Muslims).
5.

It is, therefore, necessary that the concerned PIO should give a  categorical certificate whether the action taken was under Public Premises Act or was a purely Executive action taken through the Panchayat/police in compliance of the decision taken in the meeting of the Deputy Commissioner on 30th July, 1987.  

6.

Once this certificate is given, this case shall be disposed of. Adjourned to 10.03.2010. 









Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner  








 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Sh. Gurdev Singh Grewal,

T-37, Rajouri Garden,

New Delhi-110027.





--------Complainant   






Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






____   Respondent.






CC-1979/2009 in

AC No-226-2009
Present: 
Shri Gurdev Singh Grewal, complainant in person

Shri Rajinder Oberoi,APIO/ Tehsildar,Ludhiana west for the respondent. 
ORDER:
The APIO states that although the order dated 6.1.2010  has been received  , the previous order dated 10.11.2009  is not available in his office.  A copy of the same has been provided to him today. He has discussed the matter with Shri Gurdev Singh Grewal and understood the necessity of the RTI application. After discussion, he has stated that in the records sent by him, the entire  holding is an agricultural one, and there is no demarcated share in any of the holdings, Shri Gurdev Singh Grewal has purchased a share which works out to a total of 1210 sq. yards, but no plot exists in that agriculture land, and neither is the  share measuring 1210 sq.yards intended to be sold as a plot.  The APIO-cum-Tehsildar has  advised  the complainant to file an  Appeal to the Collector (DC) , Ludhiana  with an application  for refund of excess  stamp  duty which was charged and paid by him as per the Collector rate meant for plots.  In case there is  limitation, he should make application for condonation of delay in  view of the information provided to him through RTI.  The APIO/Tehsildar also states that he will provide him latest guidelines for refund of excess stamp duty charged from him   and also  supply him a copy of the earlier order of the Collector wherein it 
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has been  provided that the agriculture land measuring  less than 1210 sq. yards is to be treated  as a plot.  He has also stated that he will provide  the instructions and guidelines, if any,  on the purchases of shares from co-sharers of joint agriculture holdings.  All these papers be sent to Shri Gurdev Singh Grewal within 10 days from today.  



With the above directions, the case is hereby disposed of. 









Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Sh. Tara Singh, S/O Sh. Buta Singh,

Vill. Gill, Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur.

--------Complainant  







Vs. 

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

Distt. Ferozepur.




____   Respondent 






CC No-2626 -2009  
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Kans Raj, PIO-cum-SDE, PSEB, Mudki.
ORDER:

Sh. Kans Raj, PIO-cum-SDE, PSEB, Mudki stated that full information had already been provided to the complainant on the last date of hearing and the case had been adjourned for consideration of the explanation of the PIO u.s 20(1) of the Act, which had not been filed in writing. Today, Sh. Kans Raj has filed letter dated 9.2.10, addressed to the Commission by the XEN(covering letter with two annexures) vide which it has been stated that the responsibility for the delay has been fixed on Sh. Rajinder Mohan Rattan, ARA, who was posted on the date of receipt of the RTI application dated 25.7.09, which was delivered to him by Sh. Balbir Singh, Peon of the same office as per his statement rendered on the last date. The said ARA was dismissed after few days  on 30.7.09 (in some other matter). The receipt of the dismissal order by the said official has also been produced  for the record of the Commission. Thereafter, the said RTI application was not found, bearing out the statement of Shri Kans Raj, made in the Commission on the first date of hearing in para 2 thereof that no such application has been received in his office. We are satisfied with the explanation of the PIO and the show cause notice issued to him is hereby dropped. 
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With this, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Sh. Dinesh Bhardwaj, S/O Sh. Ram Paul Bhardwaj,

# 2006, Sector 23-C,Chandigarh.



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Punjab State Electricity Board,

Addl. SE/Ds Div. Kharar (Chandigarh Road),

Distt. Mohali, Pb.





____   Respondent 






CC No-3126-2009   
Present:
None for the complainant


None for the PIO.

ORDER: 

Repeated notices for hearing have been issued to Sh. Dinesh Bhardwaj and the PIO. The notices sent to PIO were wrongly addressed,  to PIO/PSEB, Kharar, whereas the application dated  17.6.2009 has been addressed to the PIO/PSEB, Addl. SE/DS Div. Kharar(Chandigarh Road) Distt. Mohali, which may  now be sent to correct address. In case Shri Dinesh Bhardwaj is interested for follow up the  case, he must attend the hearing of the Commission personally or through his representative or send a communication to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 10.3.2010.







Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Sh.Labh Singh S/O Shri Barkha Singh,

Waraich Colony, Samana.



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/OS.E., PSEB, Patiala..


____   Respondent 






CC No-3156-2009   
Present:
Sh. Labh Singh complainant in person with Shri Brij Lal.




Shri Avinash Garg, AEE, PSEB, Samana.

ORDER:


In compliance with the order dated 11.1.10, Shri Avinash Garg, AEE has given an Account Payee cheque of Rs. 250/- bearing No. 862800 of State Bank of Patiala dated 9.2.10 to Shri Labh Singh against due receipt today.  A copy of the receipt has been placed on the record of the Commission also. The full information had already been supplied to him.

2.
Now, in so far as the explanation under Section 20(1) for the delay is concerned, the PIO has requested  for one more date. He is directed to file the complete details of action taken on this application from the date of receipt by the Public Authority till the date when the information has been given. However, if there is more than one PIO dealing with it, their explanations should also be got added so that the responsibility, if necessary, can be apportioned accordingly.


Adjourned to  17.3.2010.








Sd-
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner
 







Sd-



 

(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Sh.Labh Singh S/O Shri Barkha Singh,

Waraich Colony, Samana.



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chairman, PSEB, Patiala..


____   Respondent 






CC No-3157-2009   
Present:
Sh. Labh Singh complainant in person with Shri Brij Lal.




Shri Avinash Garg, AEE, PSEB, Samana.

ORDER:


Today, Shri Labh Singh produced a bill dated 28.12.08 and stated that this was the bill for Rs. 1900/-(if paid in time) and surcharge of Rs. 89/- (if paid after due date). The due date by cash is 9.1.09. He states that  hehas realized that he was  mistaken in thinking  that he had deposited this amount.  (He was citing the figureof the bill). So, he would like to withdraw his complaint due to this reason, as  the mistake has occurred on his part.  On the other hand, he has informed the Commission that he has won the case in the Consumer Court, where the fine of Rs. 82972/- imposed upon him, has been quashed by the Consumer Court and his stand  was held as justified. The PIO states that he was not aware of the decision of the Consumer Court  and neither it had been  brought to his notice by Shri Labh Singh. However, he would check up the matter,  get a copy of the order and thereafter take due action to rectify the present bill. This the matter will be rectified at the earliest.


With this, the present  complainant is dismissed as  withdrawn.









Sd-
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Sh.Labh Singh S/O Shri Barkha Singh,

Waraich Colony, Samana.



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO (Rural), PSEB Samana.


____   Respondent 






CC No-3158-2009   
Present:
Sh. Labh Singh complainant in person with Shri Brij Lal.




Shri Avinash Garg, AEE, PSEB, Samana.

ORDER


Shri Labh Singh’s complaint dated 12.10.09 with respect to his RTI application  dated 7.9.09 made to the address of PIO/PSEB Samana was considered  on 11.1.10 for the first time. The matter concerns a revised reading of his meter which was made  under orders of SDE upon his application dated  22.6.09, given personally to Shri Surjit Singh, Revenue Accountant. The new reading was made by the JE, Vijay Kumar, to whom his application was passed on by Sh. Ashok Kumar, JE. The complainant himself brought the revised  reading from Shri Vijay Kumar and gave it to shri Ashok Kumar who also gave him photocopy of the same and original bill was passed on to the Revenue Accountant, Surjit Singh who gave it to Smt. Indu. He went with the rev. Accountant to the room where Smt. Indu was sitting, to whom the Rev. Accountant handed over the said application with the revised reading to keep it carefully. Thereafter, the said application with revised reading has not been located. Sh. Labh Singh is carrying the Photostat copy with the revised reading with him, a copy of which has been placed on the record of the Commission.
2.
 Now as per the instruction of the Commission,  Shri Labh Singh has filed an affidavit  to the above effect dated 10.1.10, duly attested by the Notary Public and entered in his register. Similarly an affidavit has been filed by the Rev. Accountant Sh. Surjit Singh, which has purportedly been sent to the Commission vide covering letter dated 27.1.10 by the AEE( not on the office record). The Rev. 
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Accountant  has stated that Sh. Labh Singh never brought the revised reading back to him with his application and never gave application back to him.  

3
It is observed that Sh. Labh Singh has no reason to keep the original revised reading application with himself, since he had himself been running around for the same. Moreover he is carrying a photocopy of the same which bears the signatures and date by Sh. Vijay Kumar, JE. A photocopy of the same has been placed on the record of the Commission and has also been supplied to the AEE today.

4.
The Commission is not in a position to carry out a fact finding inquiry to assess   the veracity of the conflicting claims  of either  the complainant or the Rev. Accountant. This is the matter which the Executive needs to go into. In view of the above affidavits filed by both the parties, it is essential that the next higher authority of the office i.e. Sr. XEN Samana, presently reported to be Sh. Gagan Chopra may enquire into the matter and go in to all the aspects of it and uncover the truth. He may submit his fact finding report after giving hearings to all concerned including the complainant within one  month of the receipt of the orders and the report may be sent to the Commission by the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 17.3.2010.









Sd-
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd-
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

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

Sh. Brij Lal,

S/o Sh. Girdhari Lal,

Kamash Purian Mohalla, Samana,

District Patiala. 





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Asstt. XEN (Rural),

PSEB, Patran. 




____   Respondent 






CC No-3182-2009     

Present:
Shri Brij Lal, complaint in person.



None for the PIO.

ORDER:


With reference to order dated 7.1.10, the PIO has not supplied Khasra numbers for which the connections have been sanctioned, although details of the connections sanctioned before 23.10.82 which were not held in their custody have been procured from the City office and  have been provided vide letter dated 28.12.09 with one  annexure, the present office having come into being only in 1990. Therefore, the effort of the PIO is appreciated  and the delay is understood.

2.
However, none has appeared today for the PIO and neither has the  information on 2 point been given i.e. Khasra numers for which the connections were sanctioned. This information would be available on the original files where the connections were sanctioned on the applications of the concerned persons where they themselves have requested that connections be given for the particular Khasra number owned by them. There is no need to go to the Revenue Department for this purpose and neither is it necessary to find out where these motors are actually running presently. It may only be disclosed as to which khasra number they had been sanctioned for as per record. The applicant was told that these files pertains to a period of 35 years ago and he should not ask for information just for the sake of asking for it. Thereafter he stated that he may be given information for 2-3 cases only and has asked for Khasra numbers in 
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respect of persons listed at No. 9, 17 and 20 of the list supplied to him by the PIO with covering letter dated 28.12.09, photocopy of which is also available on the record of the Commission. The PIO is directed to comply the same well before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 17.3.2010. 







Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









 Sd- 
(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.02. 2010  

(Ptk) 
