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

Sh. Jodh Singh Grewal (Retd.)

SDE, C/o # 1120, 

Sector 21-B, Chd. 
 



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer,

Construction Division, PWD B&R, Pb.

Sirhind District Fatehgar Sahib. 

--------Respondent 






CC No-1636-2009

Present:
Sh. Jodh Singh Grewal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Satpal Tuli, Senior Assistant for PIO.
ORDER: 



In compliance with order dated 12.08.2009 passed in the hearing of the Commission, the representative of the PIO today supplied the list of documents needed by Complainant with a covering letter giving reference to his RTI application duly indexed, page marked and attested.  The documents have been supplied free of cost as per Section 7(6) of the Act.  The receipt taken of the documents have been acknowledged by the Complainant on the covering letter and list of annexures 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 


20.08. 2009    
(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Ram Singh, 

S/o Sh. Santa Singh,

Village & PO Kadma,

Tehsil & District Ferozepur.  



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Superintending Engineer,

Mechanical Circle, PWD(B&R),

Patiala. 






--------Respondent 






CC No-1639-2009 
Present:
Shri Ram Singh,  complainant in person.

Sh. Amit Kumar, APIO-cum-XEN O/O O/O XEN, Mechanical Div. PWD B&R, Jalandhar.

Smt. Dial Kaur, Apio-cum-Circle Supdt, O/O PWD B&R, Mech. Circle, Patiala.



Smt. Anita Rani, Supdt, O/O CE PWD B&R, Patiala.



Sh. Mohan Lal Telephone Attendent.

ORDER:



The complaint of Shri Ram Singh dated 12.6.09 with respect to his RTI application dated 2.5.09, made to the Address of PIO/O/O Chief Engineer, PWD B&R, Patiala  was considered by the Commission in its hearing on 12.8.09 and detailed orders passed for compliance. Shri Ram Singh’s RTI application  is translated as below:-

“Sub:
Supply of information under RTI Act regarding giving employment  to the Youth of Border Areas on priority basis.

Sir,


With reference to the above subject, Shri Nirmal Singh was appointed by your Department  as JE (Mech.) on 21.12.90, who was recommended with reference to the above subject by the Addl. D.C.(Dev.) Gurdaspur, vide his letter No. 10543 dated 8.10.90. The request for information in respect of the record this appointment i.e. vide which Dy. No. and   date this record was received. An attested copy thereof be supplied within 10 days under the RTI Act.”
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2.
During the hearing on 12.8.09 an affidavit was filed by Sh. Amit Kumar, APIO, O/O XEN, Mechanical Div. PWD B&R, Jalandhar. Vide which he stated that:-


“That on the basis of information supplied by the Addl. Deputy Commissioner(Dev.) Gurdaspur, it is apparent that letter No. 10543 was sent to Chief Engineer, Public Works Department Patiala containing subject application of border area scheme. It was sent through ordinary post including postage Rs. 4/- only.


The above facts reveal that the letter was never addressed to the Chief Engineer, Punjab PWD B&R Patiala and as such letter was not received in the office of Chief Engineer, Punjab PWD B&R Patiala as per report of the diarist of Establishment Section –II dated 29.6.09 (Annexure R-I).


That since the letter No 10543 dated 8.10.1990 was never received in the O/O Chief Engineer, Punjab PWD B&R, Patiala as such, attested copy of letter cannot be made available to the complainant.”

3.
Since the applicant was not satisfied with this reply, it was ordered that the said registers should be produced in the Commission so that those can also be checked, in case the letter had been received in any of those registers, on the next date of hearing.

4.
Today, APIO-cum-XEN (Mech.) and APIO-cum-Supdt.  Smt. Dial Kaur, both are present and the have brought with them four Receipt Registers for the period from(i) 30.8.90 to 6.12.90 (ii) 17.9.90 to 31.12.91 (iii) 6.12.90 to 31.12.90 and (iv) 1.10.90 to 31.3.91 and the Register of Establishment II Branch, where all papers received from the Secretary, PWD B&R are diarized.  A certificate has  also been given that there is no other Receipt register maintained in the office of Chief Engineer.  The reference has been found of the letter No. 2/269/90-ES3(2)/5044 dated 19.12.90 diarized at Dy. No. 486, dated 21.12.90 in respect of giving employment to youths from border areas. Shri Ram Singh states that this is surely the letter for which he is looking. It is hereby directed that copy of this letter No. 5044 dated 19.12.90, along with enclosures, as mentioned in that register may be provided to Shri Ram Singh, whether the case relates to Shri Nirmal Singh or not. It should be sent through Registered post, alongwith 
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annexures and a copy of full set of papers should also be sent for the record of the Commission before the next date of hearing. In case Shri Ram Singh received the information, he should inform the Commission telephonically and the PIO should also check up from him that these papers have duly been receipted by the complainant.  In that case the PIO and the Complainant need not come on the next date of hearing, and the case will be disposed of.   

Adjourned to  23.9.2009.
 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


20.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill,

# 2, Vikas Vihar,

Civil Lines, Patiala.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. Tehsildar, 

Patiala.






--------Respondent 






CC No- 902-2009

Present:
Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill, Complainant in person. 


Sh. Harbans Singh, Patwari, Alipur Araiyaan for PIO. 
Order:


In pursuance of the order dated 18.8.09,  the Patwari Halqa Sh. Harbans Singh Alipur Ariayan  has vide  covering letter dated 20.8.09, given attested photocopies of 5 documents duly  page marked, totaling 26 pages. The receipt of these documents has been taken on the covering letter and copy of the said receipt has also been placed on the record of the Commission.

2. However, this does not include a copy of the Iqrarnama  which has been mentioned in the order of Parat Sarkar of the Intqal No. 383 sanctioned by AC-II on 10.7.98. Shri Harbans Singh has presented a communication stating that he has examined the ‘Muth’ of the Parat Sarkar available in the office of Daftar Kanungo and there is no Iqrarnama found attached with the Muth. Therefore a copy of the Iqrarnama cannot be given. Patwari also states that the partition is a Khangi Taqseem i.e. family partition. On the other hand, it is seen to have been sanctioned on the basis of a Sanad Taqseem. 
3. This and all other discrepancies are to be taken up by the complainant, whether before the Civil Courts in a Civil case or the Revenue Authorities or by way of a complaint/representation to the Competent Executive authority.  It is not for the State Information Commission to go into the merits and the implications of the discrepancies existing in the record. 
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4. However, the Commission points out that the Tehsildar has admitted in his letter dated 19.2.09 that  no ‘Kabza Karvai’ or change of possession has taken place on 22.4.97. Whereas the present mutation dated 10.07.1998 which is further incorporated in the Jamabandi states that all the parties have agreed that the change of possession has been effected correctly. Obviously, there appears to be some discrepancy in the ground reality and the record of mutation and Jamabandi now being provided which has been acknowledged by the Tehsildar in his latest la\etter dated 19.02.2009. The discrepancies in the information supplied vide letter dated 19.2.08 under the signature of the Tehsildar,  Patiala to Shri Kirpal Singh Gill and the copy of the Parat sarkar  should be brought to the notice of the concerned Competent Authority by Sh. Kirpal Singh for redressal of his perceived grievances, as may be advised.

With this, the case is hereby closed. 







Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


20.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar S/O Sh. Jasmer Singh,

# 360-A, Vill. Maloya, UT, Chandigarh.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Industry & Commerce,

Controller of Stores, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




--------Respondent 






CC No-1345-2009

Present:
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, complainant in person.



Shri Reshan Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of PIO/Controller of 


Stores.

ORDER: 


It had been ordered by the Commission that the Complainant should be given copies of pages of the Dispatch Register which he had asked for after inspection of the Register. He had asked for copies of pages 26-27 (Dispatch Register Part III of 2008, No. 10116-14850 dated 29.5.08 to 1.9.08). Yesterday, the papers required by him had not been brought, but only in respect of entries of page 26  pertaining to inspection note 10492-96 and 10497-501 which comprised half of page 26 of the dispatch register. Today both facing pages of page 26 and both facing pages of page 27 have been brought as required by him and have been given to him after due attestation.  
2.
Shri Sanjeev Kumar has pointed out that except for the copies of the 2 entries photostats of which were being carried yesterday, in the rest of the Register, remarks recorded by him in the register that the papers had been taken by hand by Mr. Manoj have now been found to be cut out on pages 26 & 27, as well as remarks given by him against entries 10523 upto 10528 also that the papers had been taken by hand by SIOE. I have gone through the whole register and found similar cutting on page 28-29. He states that all these notices had been handed over to the officials by him and they had been purposely cut out 
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now. This is correct as the Commission had also noted  these comments given by Sh. Sanjeev Kumar in his own handwriting  and  this fact had also been mentioned in the order dated 3.8.09. At that time, I had been shown  the register where such entries existed on a number of pages where there were entries that the papers were given by hand to different officials and  now those entries have been found to be  cut without the signatures of the person who has cut them. This amounts to tampering of the record. This is brought to the notice of the Controller of Stores, Punjab, for such action as he may deem fit. 
3.
In so far as supply of information to Sh. Sanjeev Kumar is concerned, full information that he has asked for, has now been supplied to him.  
With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

 







Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


20.08. 2009    

(Ptk)



CC to Controllers of Stores, Punjab.  The facts of Para 2 are brought to his notice w.r.t. the unauthorized cuttings in the Despatch Register  
