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

Sh. Rajinder Singh, S/O Sh. Harbans Singh,

Vill Rellon Khurd, PO & Distt. Ropar.


-------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Director, Tech. Education

 & Industrial Training, Sector 36, Chandigarh

--------Respondent. 






CC No-227/2010   

Present :- 
None for Complainant.


Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO-cum-Assistant Director with Sh. Rash 


Pal Singh, dealing hand (Clerk).
Order:


Sh. Rajinder Singh’s complaint dated 28.12.2009 with reference to his RTI application dated 03.11.2009 was considered by the Commission today in his absence. However, a letter dated 22.03.2010 has been received by the State Information Commission from the Complainant stating that he had received the full information and he is completely satisfied with it.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

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

Sh. Chanan Ram, S/O Sh. Khanu Ram Beldar,

R/O Bajhigar Jhugian Basti, Ablowal, Patiala.

-------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO O/o XEN, Jal Nikas Division, Patiala.

--------Respondent. 






CC No-237/2010   

Present: -
None for the complainant.


Shri Kuljit Singh, APIO-cum-SDO, Jal Nikas, Patiala.



Shri Gurdev Singh, Supdt.  O/O Jal Nikas Patiala.

Order:

Shri Chanan Ram’s complaint dated 27.12.09 with respect to his RTI applications dated nil accompanied by postal order No. 83E 152722 and one more RTI application dated nil with postal order No. 86E 181252 dated 12.11.09 were considered today in his absence. The APIO has brought to the notice of the Commission that in both the RTI applications, same information has been sought and  in this manner they are almost identical although the wording is different.  One of these applications was the subject matter of CC-3755 of 2009 and was disposed of by the Double Bench consisting of undersigned and Smt. Jaspal Kaur, Hon’ble SIC vide  order dated 2.3.2010. He has also produced a copy thereof. This was disposed of after giving full information as was available with the PIO to Sh. Chanan Ram after checking the pay rolls of the concerned period. A copy of proof of registry of information sent to him as well as latest letter dated 30.3.10 sent to him  has also been placed on the record of the Commission. A fresh letter dated 30.3.10 has also been sent to him by hand through peon book and receipt of thumb impression of Sh. Chanan Ram  pasted in the peon book  at entry dated 30.3.10 has been seen in original and returned.

Accordingly, this case is also disposed of in terms of the order dated 2.3.2010 in CC-3755/09.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

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

Smt. Jasbir Kaur, W/O Sh.  Harvinder Singh,

Vill. & PO: Khurala Kalan,

Tehsil Dasua, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



-------Complainant. 






Vs. 

PIO O/o PSEB, the Mall, Patiala



--------Respondent. 






CC No-261/2010   

Present: -
None for Complainant.


Sh. Dharam Singh, PIO-cum-Deputy Secretary, RTI.



Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer. 
Order:


With reference to complaint dated 22.01.2010 made to the Commission in respect of RTI application dated 21.12.2009, Complainant has sent letter dated 28.01.2010 to the Commission stating that she has received the full information on 25.01.2010 from the PSEB authorities and is satisfied with the same. With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

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

Sh. Darshan Singh Billa, S/O late Sh. Jung Singh,

V&PO: Lasoi, Tehsil Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.

-------Complainant. 






Vs. 

PIO O/o SDO, PSEB, Malerkotla.



--------Respondent. 






CC No-301/2010   

Present: -
Sh. Darshan Singh Billa, Complainant in person.


Sh. Gurcharan Singh, PIO-cum-SDO in person with Sh. 



Avinash Kumar, SDC.

Order: 


Sh. Darshan Singh Billa, Complainant is handicapped with 80 % disability as per the handicapped certificate issued by Civil Surgeon Sangrur dated 23.03.2006 (copy placed on record). The PIO is directed to produce the original file containing all papers including for regularization for the period of absence by permitting leave of the account due or medical leave etc., and all complaints received from the Complainant and forwarded to the PIO from any other authority (correspondence and noting).
2.

Complainant also is directed to produce the copy of DDR no. 15 and FIR no. 105. A Photostat copy of certified copy issued by the additional Civil Judge-cum-Sub Divisional Judicial Magistrate dated 11.11.2008 of the order passed on 19.09.2008 has been supplied to the PIO and he is directed to give the papers required in the light thereof.   



Adjourned to 19.05.2010. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     
(LS)

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

Sh. Joginder Singh S./O Bhola Singh,
R.O Bholath, Distt. Kapurthala.



-------Complainant. 






Vs. 

PIO O/o SDO, Asstt. XEN, PSEB, Bholath.


--------Respondent. 






CC No-339/2010 

Present: -
Shri Joginder Singh complainant in person with Sh. Jaswant Singh, Advocate.

None for the PIO.
Order:

Shri Joginder Singh’s complaint dated 7.1.2010 in connection with his RTI applications dated 24.8.09 and 10.11.09, both addressed to the PIO/ SDO PSEB, Bholath were taken up today in the absence of the PIO. The PIo has sent a letter dated 9.4.10 received on 16.4.10 in which it is stated that the PIO/XEN,PSEB, Bholath is required to be on supervision duty due to state-wide strike of the  PSEB employees on 15.4.2010 and would not be in a position  to attend the Court. He has requested for an adjournment.

2.
Shri Joginder Singh states that vide reply dated 24.9.09 it has been possible to know that the number of their motor is B-3 1743 and not the number mentioned by the SDO in his report, making a complaint against Sh. Harjinder Singh, son of the complainant for illegal and unauthorized use. However, he states that the map of the motor connection Khata No. B-3 1743 the khasra number for which this motor had been sanctioned for installation which is running in the name of Sh. Dasonda Singh S/O Natha Singh at Transformer Nand Shah Vale has also not been given by the PIO who has asked the complainant to approach the  Revenue Department for the same. 
3.
It is observed that the original file of Khata/Account of B-3 1743 would be available in the office, which  would contain all details, since the applicant has put forth his request for installing the motor for a particular khasra number with full proof that the land actually belongs to him. As such, the information should be available on their own file. Even thereafter, shifting of a connection from one 
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khasra number to other can only be done with the approval of the Competent Authority and after taking due charges for shifting.  Therefore, for the PIO to state that the Revenue Department should be approached is wrong since the Revenue Department would only know the present position. The PIO may therefore locate the concerned file  and give the full information to the applicant from that file. In case the information is not given despite the directions of the Commission, the Commission would have to take harsh measures as per provision of the RTI Act. The map being asked for by the applicant should also be available from the file of the Dasonda Singh in whose name the meter stands and from whom the land has been purchased by the present complainant. 
4.
The original file of Dasonda Singh containing all documents should also be produced in the Commission on the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 19.5.2010.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh Bhullar,

S/O Sh. Nachhattaar Singh,

V&PO: Khemuana, Distt. Bathinda.


-------Complainant. 






Vs. 

PIO O/o SE, PSEB Circle, Bathinda.


--------Respondent. 

CC No-342/2010  & CC-343/2010
Present: -
Shri Rajinder Singh Bhullar, complainant in person.


Shri G.M.Bhadra, APIO-cum-Sr. XEN, PSEB Bathinda.

Order:

Shri Rajinder Singh’s complaint dated 4.1.2010 in connection with his RTI application dated 19.11.09 made to the address of the SE Operation, PSEB Bathinda was  considered today in the presence of both parties. Vide letter dated 26.3.2010 with one annexure, the reply has already been provided to the applicant and a copy has been placed on the record of the Commission. 
2.
The problem is that under OYP scheme and Chairman’s quota, one Shri Bhag Singh has got priority connection. For that purpose the line has been pulled through the land and pillar installed in the land of Shri Ajaib Singh at the expense of the said Sh. Bhag Singh. Now Sh. Ajaib Singh has applied for connection for himself under OYT Scheme by way of extension from Bhag Singh’s land by tapping this line where the pillar already exists in his land. There is dispute between  Bhag Singh and Ajaib Singh regarding  sharing of the  payment already incurred by Shri Bhag Singh,  in respect of common portion of the line serving both connections.  The PSEB has passed the order but the other party is not allowing the orders to be implemented. Shri Ajaib Singh wants that the matter should be got sorted out with the help of police. 

3.
 It is required that  a representation be made to the  Competent Authority in the Executive of the PSEB  or that the Civil Court be approached.  There is no 
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role for  the RTI Act in this matter since no information is required. With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  
4.
An Identical application by the same complainant No. CC-343/10 listed today is also disposed of with the same order. 









Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010   
(Ptk)   

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

Sh. Jaspal Singh, H/O late Smt. Ranjit Kaur, LDC,

35, Shiv Colony, Kapurthala.


-------Complainant. 






Vs. 

PIO O/o Sr. XEN, PSEB Sub Urban, Kapurthala.

--------Respondent. 






CC No-346/2010  
Present: 
Sh. Jaspal Singh, complainant in person.



None for the PIO.

Order:

Shri Jaspal Singh’s complaint dated nil received on 3.2.2010 in respect of his two RTI applications, one dated 27.3.09 addressed to the Sr. XENSub Urban Div. PSEB Kapurthala is in respect of unpaid claim of medical reimbursement  on account of medical bills accrued on the last illness of his wife, who was a government employee. The second RTI application dated 17.8.09, addressed to the SE, D.S. Circle, PSEB, Kapurthala, is in connection with non payment of special pension to be paid after the death of his wife who died on the harness in addition to the family pension and other benefits received by him. However, the main stress is on the fact that the amount of medical reimbursement has not been paid to him and the special pension has not been credited to him and his prayer is  that both should be accorded to him at the earliest. It is seen to be more of a plea for action after giving information about all his efforts he made.
2.
His RTI application dated  17.8.2009 reads as under:


i)  “Reimbursement claim indoor treatment Bill of late Ranjit Kaur.


ii)  Special pension case ref. to CAO No. 140 date 7.8.2009.”

3.
A letter has been received from the Addl.SE Sub Urban PSEB Kapurthala stating that the case may be adjourned due to the state level strike which is scheduled to take place on 15-16 April, 2010. The PIO is hereby directed to give the latest position/status of both the cases mentioned in his RTI application dated 17.8.2009.
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Adjourned to 19.5.2010.

 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

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

Sh. Balwinder Singh S/o Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,

Vill: Bhutiwala, Tehsil Giderbaha, Distt. Muktsar.

-------Complainant. 






Vs. 

PIO O/o Abohar Canal Division, Abohar.

--------Respondent. 






CC No-359/2010   

Present: -
Sh. Kulbir Sekhon, Counsel for the Complainant.


None for PIO.  
Order:


The complaint of Sh. Balwinder Singh, Complainant dated 28.12.2009 in connection with his RTI application dated 10.10.2009 made to the address of the PIO/Abohar Canal Division, Abohar was considered today in the presence of the Counsel for the Complainant (POA). Counsel states that no reply has been received till date and no information has been given to him. The PIO concerned should immediately supply the information to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission. 
2.

Two copies of this order should be supplied to the complainant so that he can get one of them receipted in the office of the PIO or APIO after duly checking up from the notification who is designated officer as PIO. The Complainant should also inform the Commission of the name and the designation of the officer.  


 






Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

(LS/Ptk) 
3.

After the order had been dictated and the  Counsel  for the applicant had left, Shri Pushpinder Kumar Ziledar appeared with letter of authority from SDO, Muktsar Canal Sub Division,  District Muktsar and presented a copy of letter No. 139 dated 12.9.09 of SDO, a copy of which had been brought for delivery to the complainant and one for the record of the Commission.  After going through the contents, it is seen that this communication 
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is not addressed either to the Complainant or to the Commission, but is an interdepartmental communication only.  Shri Pushpinder Kumar states that earlier also information had been provided to the complainant.
2.
It is observed that any paper required to be placed on the record of the Commission is to be placed with covering letter, addressed  by the concerned official to the State Information Commission, or copy of any communication made to the complainant can be endorsed to the Commission. In the present case, the information earlier given and the present information should be given accordingly. 

Adjourned to 19.5.2010. 







Sd- 






(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

(LS/Ptk) 

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

Sh. Manjinder Singh S/O Sh. Avtar Singh,

Gali Malaiya Wali, Mohalla Jaswant Singh,

# 15/552, Tarn Taran.




-------Complainant. 






Vs. 

PIO O/o PSEB , Bathinda




--------Respondent. 






CC No-364/2010  

Present: 
Sh. Manjinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri G.M.Bhadra, APIO-cum-Sr. XEN, PSEB Bathinda.

Order:

Shri Manjinder Singh’s complaint dated 4.1.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 18.11.2009 made to the  address of  PIO/ office of CM Punjab, with due payment of fee  was considered today. The representative of the PIO Shri G.M.Bhadra, APIO-cum-Sr. XEN, PSEB Bathinda was present. After going through the papers on file it is seen that Shri Manjinder Singh  has put an RTI application dated 8.11.09 based on the report published  in daily ‘Jag Bani’ on 23.8.09 on page 2 according to which the CM had told the Chairman, PSEB to immediately fill up backlog of appointments to be made  on compassionate grounds. On the basis of that news, of which he enclosed a copy, he asked for a copy of the instructions sent to the Chairman, PSEB in accordance with the C.M’s reported statement in the Press. The C.M’s office has sent a letter to the complainant on 13.11.09 asking him to submit the application in form ‘A’ and to send a postal order in the name of PIO and not in the name of CM. At the same time the said application was transferred u/s 6(3) for appropriate action to the Principal Secretary Power. The Principal Secretary Power forwarded the same to the Secretary, PSEB as well as to the PIO/ office of PSEB Patiala with copy to Sh. Manjinder Singh,. Shri Manjinder Singh never again wrote to the C.M’s office  but sent another letter this time to the Chief Secretary. He further sent in his complaint and copy of his letter to the State Information Commission as well as in the office of PSEB. The office of the Commission has further sent the notice  to 
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the PIO/PSEB Bathinda. It is not known how this happened. Today , Shri G.M.Bhadra, APIO-cum-Sr. XEN, PSEB Bathinda. Is present on behalf of PIO. He states that they have further transferred this to the PIO/SE Distribution, Tarn Taran because the address of Sh. Maninder Singh is of Tarn Taran. There appears to be no rationale to send the matter to SE Tarn Taran. It is seen that at all the levels, the authorities have been passing the matter on to lower levels. 
2.
The RTI applicant only asks the PIO/ office of C.M. Punjab for a copy of the instructions, if any, issued in accordance with the statement of the Hon’ble C.M. given by him as reported in various news papers including  ‘Jag Bani’ dated 23.8.09. Amongst other statements, he made a statement to the effect that 

“pkdb B/ gzikp oki pibh p'ov d/ u/now?B B{z ps"o so; d/ nXko T[s/ B"?eoh d/D d/ wkwfbnK dk p?ebkr gPok eoB bJh nkfynk.

3.
Now the Commission would like that the PIO / office of C.M. Secretariat Punjab may send a copy of the communication, if any, issued to the Chairman, PSEB in accordance with this statement. In case no such instruction was sent, it may be so stated. 
4.
This information should be given to Sh. Manjinder Singh, with covering letter giving reference of number and date of his RTI application dated 11.11.09. It should be supplied to him  duly attested and free of cost through registered post.

Adjourned to 19.5.2010.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

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

Sh. Bansi Lal Sharma,

#T-2/155, RSD Staff Colony,

Shahpur Kandi Township, 

Tehsil. Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.



Appellant






Vs. 

PIO O/o Joint Director (Addl.),

Pb. PWD B&R, Patiala..




--------Respondent. 




&

First Appellate Authority-cum-Chief Engineer, (Electrical)

PWD B&R Branch, Mini Sectt., Patiala.  

AC No-65/ 2010    
 Present: -
Sh. Bansi Lal Sharma, Appellant in person.


Sh. Inderjit Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent O/o Chief 



Engineer, PWD B&R, Pb. 

Order:


Sh. Bansi Lal Sharma’s Second Appeal to the Commission received on 28.01.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 15.07.2009 made by him to the address of the PIO/Joint Director (Addl.) Pb. PWD B&R, Patiala was taken up for hearing today in the presence of both the parties. In the papers attached to the appeal, Sh. Bansi Lal Sharma, Appellant had stated vide his letter dated 24.10.2009 that information supplied to him is incomplete with details of deficiencies according to him on all four points. In reply, vide covering letter dated 13.04.2010 containing index of annexures point wise information duly page marked have been delivered to the Appellant today through the Commission and a photo stat copy of a full set has been placed on the record of the Commission. 
2.

After going through the papers, it is observed that seniority lists cannot be treated as authentic unless the covering letter vide which they have been circulated and the purpose of which they have been circulated is with number and date etc. is also provided.  This may be taken note of by the PIO. This is also essential so that it can be known whether a list is provisional or final.  
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3.

As requested by the Appellant all papers were required to be given to him attested form. This deficiency may be removed immediately. Appellant has provided photo copy of a Government communication dated 27.05.2009 vide which certain persons have been given the charge of SDO through a regular Government order indicating the seniority numbers etc. This letter may be kept in view while providing the information on point number 2 and 3 as information on both these points would be available on the same Government file. The papers have been handed over to the Appellant today under due receipt of letter dated 13.04.2010. Appellant is directed to study these papers and thereafter to give the deficiencies in writing to the PIO with copy to the Commission and the PIO should remove the deficiencies strictly in accordance with the original RTI application.  


Adjourned to 19.05.2010.

 







Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

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

Sh. Capt. Balbir Singh, S/O Sh. Jhanda Singh,

VPO:  Khele, Via Fatehabad, 

Tehsil Khadoor Sahib, Distt. Tarn Taran.


Appellant






Vs. 

PIO O/o PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, 

18 Himalaya Marg,Sect. 17-A, Chandigarh.


&

First Appellate Authority-cum M.D./PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, 

18 Himalaya Marg,Sect. 17-A, Chandigarh

--------Respondent. 








AC No-108/ 2010    
Present: -
None for Appellant.


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

Order:


Capt. Balbir Singh’s Second Appeal dated 22.07.2009 with respect to his RTI application dated 13.03.2009 made to the address of the PIO/PSIEC, Pb. Chdn as well as his First Appeal dated 18.05.2009 made to the address of the First Appellate Authority/MD, PSIEC, Pb. was taken up today in his absence. The APIO-Manager Legal has presented letter dated 16.04.2010 addressed to the State Information Commission enclosing letter dated 18.08.2009 vide which covering letter, a point wise reply dated 03.06.2009 alongwith enclosures of 29 pages was sent to the Appellant free of cost by ordinary post. He has not brought any proof of registry. However, he is taken at his word.

2.

Capt. Balbir Singh, Appellant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 10th March, 2010 & later on 31st March, 2010.  Since he has appeared himself or through representative neither has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received the information and he has no further submission to make. A complete set of papers sent to the Appellant has been placed on the record of the Commission.  With this, the case is hereby disposed of.     











Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     
(LS) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Chaman Lal S/O Sh. Nisha Ram,

Vill. Chankoan, Tehsil Balachaur, Distt. SBS Nagar.

Appellant






Vs. 

PIO O/o SDO-I, PSEB Balachaur, Distt. SBS Nagar.



&
First Appellate Authority-cum 

SE, PSEB Balachaur, Distt. SBS Nagar.

--------Respondent. 








AC No-124/ 2010   
Present: -
Sh. Chaman Lal, Appellant in person with his brother Sh. 


Ranbir Singh.


Sh. Ramesh Chander, Inspector PSEB, Garhshankar for PIO. 
Order:


Sh. Chaman Lal’s Second Appeal dated 08.01.2010 with reference to his RTI application dated 07.08.2009 made to the address of the PIO/SDO, PSEB, Balachaur was taken up today in the presence of both the parties. 
2.

Sh. Ramesh Chander, Inspector on behalf of the PIO requested for an adjournment as there was on going strike in the PSEB. 

3.

 Sh. Chaman Lal, Appellant confirmed that he has received the point wise reply dated 12.08.2009. However, he stated that the PSEB has given a strange version. He has not at all aware by whom the said meter was declared and removed as faulty as no one has taken it from him against receipt and he also does not know when the new meter was installed, as all this has been done in his absence. He stated that the extra Rs. 3046/- is due to the meter being faulty does not appear to be correct.  
4.

As such in the mutual consultation with both the parties, it is decided that the Appellant and/or his representative shall go to the room of the SDO, Garshankar-1 at 11 AM on Wednesday 21st April, 2010 where they shall be permitted to inspect the complaints filed with respect to the faulty meter/calculation of average/billings and replacement of meter etc. in original (noting and correspondence). Thereafter they shall submit a list of papers of which they need attested photo copies which should be supplied to them the 
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same day at their own cost. The telephone number of SDO is 96461-16122 and the Appellant’s number is 95016-73516. These telephones have been made available, in case the date needs to be shifted by a day or so. 


Adjourned to 19.05.2010.  
 







Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010 
(LS)        

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

Sh. Subhash Kumar Jain, S/O late Sh. Labhu Ram Jain,

M/S Lismag Engineering Co. 

A-2, Old Focal Point, Jalandhar.




Appellant






Vs. 

PIO O/o PSIEC, 18 Himalaya Marg, 

Sector 17-A,Chandigarh,



&

First Appellate Authority-cum 

MD, PSIEC, 18 Himalaya Marg, 

Sector 17-A,Chandigarh,




--------Respondent. 







AC No-134/ 2010     
Present: -
Sh. Subhash Kumar Jain, Appellant in person.



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

Order:


Sh. Subhash Kumar Jain’s Second Appeal dated nil and his First Appeal dated 29.12.2009 received in the Commission on 04.02.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 23.11.2009 made to the address of the PIO/Pb. Small Industries and Export Corporation was considered today in the presence of both the parties. 
2.

APIO states that vide covering letter dated 02.02.2010 and 17.03.2010 complete information of three pages including covering letter dated 02.02.2010 and 22 pages including covering letter dated 17.03.2010 have been supplied to the Appellant. A letter dated 02.02.2010 sent by the ordinary post and letter dated 17.03.2010 sent through registered post. Shri Jain confirms the receipt of this information. However, on the basis of the information supplied he states that  the details of Rs. 68.48 lacs towards the cost of land have not been supplied.   Secondly he states that a copy of judgment supplied to him has not been attested. Thirdly, he states that stamps of about Rs. 11.72 lacs stated to have been levied on the enhanced amount, has not been stated  to have been  actually paid, with proof of payment of the same.
3.
The Commission is of the view that the details of 88.48 lacs calculated as enhanced value of the land as a result of the judgment, as well as  the proof of 
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payment of stamp duty  of Rs. 11.72 lacs of enhance amount, should be supplied. As for the copy of judgment, the PIO can only give attested copies of original documents held in his custody. Therefore photocopy of the judgment can be taken but the work of certifying original documents of any court lies with that court.



Adjourned to 19.5.2010. 








Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010   
(Ptk)     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Devinderjit Singh, JE, Testing

# 171/7, Patti, Tehsil Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran.



Appellant






Vs. 

PIO O/o Secretary, PSEB, Patiala.



&

First Appellate Authority-cum 

Secretary, Power, Punjab.

Pb. Mini Sectt. Sector 9,Chandigarh.



--------Respondent. 







AC No-137/ 2010     

Present: -
None for Appellant. 


Smt. Amrit Pal Kaur, APIO-cum-Deputy Secretary.



Sh. Labh Singh, Under Secretary.



Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Private Secretary to Chief Engineer 



Metering.



Smt. Baljeet Kaur, Superintendent. 

Order:


The Second Appeal dated 31.12.2009 in respect to his RTI application dated 05.10.2009 made to the address of the PIO/Secretary-PSEB, Patiala was considered today in his absence.  On record is a letter dated 26.03.2010 written by the Superintendent-cum-APIO enclosing copy of reply dated 21.01.2010 sent to the Complainant. This is a point wise reply on all thirteen points. After going through the submission as well as the reply it is found to be complete.   
2.

Sh. Davinderjit Singh, Appellant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 10th March, 2010 & later on 31st March, 2010.  Since he has not come, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.  The case is disposed of.    








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

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

Sh. Charan Singh S/o Ginder Singh Malli,

Village Kaunke Kalan, Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana. 






Appellant






Vs. 

PIO O/o XEN, Candi Canal Div. Directorate,

Punjab, Chandigarh. 



&

First Appellate Authority-cum 

Irrigation Department, Pb. Mini Sectt.

Sector 9, Chd. 

.



--------Respondent. 







AC No-99/ 2010     

Present: -
Sh. Charan Singh, Appellant in person.


Sh. Gurjeet Singh, Zaildar on behalf of APIO-cum-Sub 



Divisional Canal Officer.


Sh. Karam Singh, Superintendent Canal on behalf of the 



PIO/Registrar Irrigation Works, Pb. 
Order:


Sh. Charan Singh’s Second Appeal dated 04.01.2010 with reference to his RTI application duly submitted in form A with proper fees dated 30.08.2009 was considered by the Commission today in the presence of both the parties. The representative of the PIO states that vide letter dated 24.03.2010, the SE Sirhind Canal Circle Ludhiana had transferred the case to the office of the Chief Engineer, Pb., Chandigarh. He states that vide letter dated 22.03.2010, full information point wise on all six points have been provided to the Appellant by speed post. He has produced a set of papers sent as well as proof of posting. The Appellant confirms having received the same but states that it is incomplete. After going through the application and the information supplied, it is seen that the information is not deficient as per the application.  In case, the Appellant needs further details, he may apply afresh with the specific information.  


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









State Information Commissioner

16.04. 2010     

(LS) 


