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

Kumari Promila,

W/o Sh. Subhash Chander,

R/o W.No. 170, Main Bazar,

Basti Danishmandaan,

Jalandhar. 





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner, 

Jalandhar.





____   Respondent 






CC No-1234 -2009   

Present :
Kumari Promila, Complainant in person.



Smt. Brajesh Kaur, PIO-cum-District Programmer in person.
Order:


The complaint of Kumari Promila dated 21.04.2009 to the State Information Commission with reference to her RTI application dated 19.02.2009 made to the address of the PIO/DC, Jalandhar was heard and detailed orders passed on 07.07.2009.  The case was adjourned to 02.09.2009.  The case could not be heard on 02.09.2009 for administrative reasons although both the PIO and Kumari Promila, Complainant had been marked present.  The case was further adjourned for hearing to 09.09.2009.  On 09.09.2009, a detailed order was once again passed and the case was fixed for hearing in the chamber on 11.09.2009.
2.

Today, Kumari Promila, Complainant and the PIO/Smt. Brajesh Kaur, District Programmer Officer and present in person.  The PIO has produced the original file concerning the selection of Smt. Kirandeep Kaur (Jalandhar Urban)  Kumari Promila, Complainant has been permitted to inspect the file under supervision.  (Two further files being carried by the PIO, pertain to other RTI applications/complaints made by Kumari Promila, Complainant in respect of the same matter and against Smt. Brajesh Kaur present PIO in various fora like Secretary to Government, Deputy Commissioner etc.  Kumari Promila, Complainant was permitted to inspect those files also but after going through them, she stated that they did not concern the present RTI application and she 
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has not asked for inspection of these files for today).  She has, however, upon inspection of the file of selection of Smt. Kirandeep Kaur pointed out that some of the papers supplied to her by  the PIO in respect of her RTI application dated 19.02.2009 for which she had given receipt) are not available on the present file inspected by her.  She has specifically cited pages number 41-42 out of 74 papers supplied to her containing the voter list, partly of Basti Danishmandan and partly of Kot Sadiq in respect of which she had earlier pointed out discrepancies and misrepresentation and that they had not been attested She also stated that present file did not contain any of the papers regarding which she had pointed out discrepancies in the supply of information in her letter dated 09.09.2009 and which were mentioned in the order of the Commission of even date.   
3.

In so far as the PIO Smt. Brajesh Kaur is concerned, she is hereby directed to make up the deficiencies.  Where documents asked for are available on other files in her custody, those should be supplied, and where such record is not available, it should be specifically stated, alongwith reasons for it not being available.  Smt. Brajesh Kaur has assured that this will be done and all the remaining papers which are available will be provided to her.  The said information should be provided within 10 days with a covering letter with index of documents being supplied, duly page marked and attested and should be sent to Kumari Promila, Complainant against due receipt or by registered post.  
4.

Secondly, the PIO may give her comments/explanation, if any, for the discrepancies with respect to two pages missing from the file containing the voter lists earlier provided at page no. 41-42 of the information supplied to Kumari Promila, Complainant.  These had been mentioned in para 3-4 of order of the Commission dated 07.07.2009 and are the same papers once again mentioned in para 4 of order dated 09.09.2009, where she had asked for pages no. 41-42 of the information supplied to her to be attested.  
5.

Smt. Brajesh Kaur, PIO states that the information supplied to the Complainant earlier has not been supplied by herself, but by the previous PIO, 
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 Smt.  Charankaur who has since retired on 30.06.2009.  In that case, the orders of the Commission issued from time to time should be sent to the then PIO Smt. Charankaur also by PIO, so that then PIO Smt. Charan Kaur also adds her comments/explanation in this regard, if any, alongwith those of the present PIO, on the basis of record for consideration of the Commission. 

6.

The explanation of the PIO Smt. Brejesh Kaur and had also been called under Section 20(1) for delay for which a written reply is to be filed. In case the delay is caused by Smt. Charan Kaur, she should also add her explanation under Section 20(1) of the Act. (It does not matter if she has retired).  Opportunity for personal hearing is also given to her for 11.11.2009.  
Adjourned to 11.11.2009.   








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.09. 2009   
(LS)

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

Sh.  Hardeep Singh S/O Bachan Singh,

# 804, Phase II, Goindwal Sahib,

Distt. tarn Taran.





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

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

18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.

2. Appellate Authority-cum-M.D.,

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

18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.




____   Respondent 






AC No-540 -2009:

Order:

Shri Hardeep Singh vide his 2nd Appeal  dated 3.8.09 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 25.5.09 made to the address of 
PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industries & Export Corpn.Ltd.,18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, had not been attended to properly and no information had been given to him. Instead he received letter dated 11.6.09 with reference  to his RTI application dated 20.3.09 in which it was stated as under:-
“The required information containing twenty eight pages is ready. You are, therefore, be requested to deposit an amount of Rs. 90/- (Ninety) on account of postal and Photostat expenses, so as to enable us to supply the said information please.”

2.
After going through this case the Commission is of the view  that it is not necessary to issue a notice to the PIO. It is clear that the PIO has not read the RTI act, 2005 properly. The information is required to be provided  within 30 days. It this is not done, then u/s 7(6) of the RTI Act, the information is required to be provided free of charge. The letter dated 11.6.09 demanding the deposit of money for that information is clearly misconstrued. The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information to the applicant within 15 days with a covering letter 
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containing index, page marked and attested. The receipt of the applicant should be  taken  on the covering letter and sent by way of compliance in the Commission immediately. 

The case is disposed of with the directions that in case the applicant does not get the information with in the stipulated period, he is free to get the case reopened by  writing a simple letter addressed to this Bench. 










Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.09. 2009   

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

Sh.  Jaspal Singh S/O Sh. Shangara Singh,

# 559, Phase II, Goindwal Sahib,

Distt. Tarn Taran.





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

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

18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.


2. Appellate Authority-cum-M.D.,

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

18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.




____   Respondent 



 






AC No-541 -2009 :
ORDER:

Shri Jaspal Singh,  vide his 2nd Appeal  dated 3.8.09 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 25.5.09 made to the address of 
PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industries & Export Corpn.Ltd.,18, Himalaya Marg, Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, had not been attended to properly and no information had been given to him. Instead he received letter dated 11.6.09 with reference  to his RTI application dated 20.3.09 in which it was stated as under:-

“The required information containing twenty eight pages is ready. You are, therefore, be requested to deposit an amount of Rs. 90/- (Ninety) on account of postal and Photostat expenses, so as to enable us to supply the said information please.”

2.
After going through this case the Commission is of the view  that it is not necessary to issue a notice to the PIO. It is clear that the PIO has not read the RTI act, 2005 properly. The information is required to be provided  within 30 days. It this is not done, then u/s 7(6) of the RTI Act, the information is required to be provided free of charge. The letter dated 11.6.09 demanding the deposit of money for that information is clearly misconstrued. The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information to the applicant within 15 days with a covering letter 
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containing index, page marked and attested. The receipt of the applicant should be  taken  on the covering letter and sent by way of compliance in the Commission immediately. 

3.
The case is disposed of with the directions that in case the applicant does not get the information with in the stipulated period, he is free to get the case reopened by  writing a simple letter addressed to this Bench.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.09. 2009   

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

Sh.  Dalbir Singh S/O Shri Hazara Singh,

Vill. Thatha Daler Singh, Tehsil Zira,

Distt. Farozepur.





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Sr. XEN,  Operation Div,

PSEB, Zira.






____   Respondent 






CC No-2281 -2009 :

Order:

Shri Dalbir Singh, vide his complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 11.8.09 stated that his RTI application dated 22.6.09 addressed to the PIO, O/O Sr. XEN,  Operation Div, PSEB, Zira, with postal order of Rs. 20/- had not been attended to properly and only incomplete information had been given to him on 30.7.09 and no information has been given regarding Rs. 25,000/- which had been taken away by  Shri Suresh Kumar Bali, JE, (for giving him the electricity connection) and neither has the official receipt been given to him for that amount. He also states that the period of giving information has since been elapsed on 21.7.09. Now he states that his ‘estimate’ for which he has paid Rs. 25,000/- may be got passed and receipt therefor should be issued to him. The present information provided is therefore insufficient and incomplete. A copy of each of this letter has been addressed to the Chairman, PSEB, Er. Surinder Singh, Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Punjab and Shri Sumedh Singh Saini, I.G. Police-cum-Director Vigilance Bureau, Chandigarh.
2.
I have gone through the RTI application dated 22.6.09. In this information is not being asked for but information is being given that one Shri Suresh Kumar Bali, JE has taken Rs. 25,000/- from him in the presence of his wife (ex-Sarpanch) and others present in his house, in order to get the estimate passed for getting the Transformer installed in his field.  He stated that neither the estimate was passed nor any receipt has been issued by Sh. Suresh Kumar Bali, JE.  Vide his RTI application he is asking that  the ‘estimate’  for which he gave 
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Rs. 25,000/, be got prepared and cleared and a copy of the said estimate as well as the receipt of Rs. 25,000/- taken from him be given to him.
3.
It is also seen from the letter dated 30.7.09, addressed by the Addl. SE Zira  to him vide registered letter that the estimate has since been cleared and a copy thereof has been provided  to him. Now he wants the receipt of Rs. 25,000/- to be issued to him. 
4.
It is observed that  this is not an application under RTI asking for copies of any documents  held in the custody of the PIO, but is a complaint that an official has taken  some  money from him illegally without issuing receipt and is now not doing the required work. It is outside the scope of RTI Act to order the carrying out of any fact-finding inquiry and the result of the inquiry to be provided to  him or to order that the  receipt be issued to the applicant. For this, the applicant is advised to approach the Competent Authority in a representation/complaint as it is only the Executive which can take action in the matter. Under the RTI Act, only documents which are already in the custody of the PIO can be provided. 

In view of the above, it was not found to be a fit case to issue notice to the PIO and the case is dismissed with the above observations.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.09. 2009   

(Ptk)

