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

Sh. Sham Sunder Jindal,

# 15/16, Street No. 3, Ferozepur.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Financial Commissioner, Revenue,

Punjab Civil Sectt., Sector 1, Chandigarh.


--------Respondent 






CC No-1005/2009 
Present:
Sh. Sham Sunder Jindal, Complainant in person.



Sh. Didar Singh, Senior Assistant, Revenue-II Branch on behalf 

of FCR, Pb.  
ORDER:



With reference to the detailed order dated 07.10.2009 passed in the case of Sh. Sham Sunder Jindal, Complainant dated 06.04.2009 with reference to his RTI application dated 22.10.2008 made to the address of PIO/FCR, Pb., Sh. Didar Singh, representative of the PIO has presented letter dated 09.10.2009 addressed by the PIO to Sh. Sham Sunder Jindal, Complainant with copy of even date endorsed to the Commission (covering letter) vide which complete information asked for by Sh. Sham Sunder Jindal, Complainant has been provided to him.  
2.

Sh. Sham Sunder Jindal, Complainant on his own request had asked for the information to be supplied only during the hearing in the Commission and he confirms that full information has been received to his satisfaction.   Photo copy of the receipt 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 


22.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Gurdev Singh Sidhu,

Near Old Income Tax Office,

Sunder Nagar, Pathankot, 

District-Gurdaspur.  




--------Complainant    






Vs. 

PIO, O/O Principal Secy. 

Irrigation, Pb., Chd.  




____   Respondent 






CC No-2304-2009       
Present:
 Sh. Ravinder Dhir on behalf of Complainant (without letter of 

authority).


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



Engineer, Irrigation. 

Sh. Baljinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/o Principal Secy., Irrigation.
ORDER:



Sh. Gurdev Singh Sidhu, Complainant vide his complaint dated 07.08.2009 to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 28.02.2009 with due payment of fee to the address of PIO/Principal Secretary, Irrigation, Pb. had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.

Today before parties are before me.  (A telephone call was placed to Sh. Gurdev Singh Sidhu, Complainant on the telephone no. 9988660006 noted by the PIO, by Reader and he confirmed that Sh. Ravinder Dhir is his representative.  He also stated that he has not received any information till date).       Sh. Ravinder Dhir, representative of the Complainant states that no information has been received even till date.  On the other hand, representative of the PIO Sh. Baljinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/o Principal Secy. states that information has been supplied to the Complainant vide covering letter dated 16.10.2009 with annexures.  A fresh set of paper was supplied again today.   
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3.

Since, information is being supplied today it is only fair to permit the Complainant to study the same and pointed out the deficiencies, if any.  He is to do so within ten days to the PIO with copy endorsed to the State Information Commission.  Thereafter, the PIO is hereby directed to make up the deficiencies strictly in accordance with the original RTI application under due receipt of the Complainant and to place a set of the papers on the record of the Commission also.  
4.

Complainant is also directed to place on record photo copies of all the communications/references mentions in his RTI application so that it is possible for Commission to appreciate the context/documents needed by him.   
5.

PIO may also carry with him the full file dealing with the representations of Sh. Gurdev Singh Sidhu, Complainant so that in case the Commission so decides, the file may be made available to Sh. Gurdev Singh Sidhu, Complainant or his representative for inspection on the next date of hearing. A duly authorized person should also carry seal so that the papers supplied to Sh. Gurdev Singh Sidhu, Complainant from the file could be attested on that date.  


Adjourned to 25.11.2009. 









Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  
(LS)

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

Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Beldar,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Harike Canal Division,

Canal Colony, Ferozepur.



--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary, Irrigation

Department, Mini Sectt. Pb.,

Chd. 
 

 




____   Respondent 






CC No-2311-2009   
Present:
Shri Rajiv Kumar Beldar, complainant in person.

Shri Ram Kishan, Supdt. Irriigation Personnel III Branch, Pb. Civil Sectt.



Shri Labh Singh Longia, Sr. Asstt. O/O C.E., Irrigation Deptt. 


Pb.

Smt. Hem Lata, Sr. Asstt. Irriigation Personnel III Branch, Pb. Civil Sectt.

ORDER:


Shri Rajiv Kumar Beldar vide his complaint dated 10.8.09 stated that his RTI application dated 4.5.09 made to the address of PIO/Secretary, Irrigation Deptt. Punjab, with due payment of fee has not been attended to and no information has been given to him. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today, both parties are present before me. The PIO who is represented by Shri Ram Kishan, Supdt. Irrigation Personnel III Branch, Pb. Civil Sectt. and Smt. Hem Lata, Sr. Asstt. Irrigation Personnel III Branch, has presented a letter dated 21.10.09 (covering letter) addressed by the Chief Engineer Vigilance to the Commission vide which ti has been stated that full information has since been supplied to the complainant by the office of Chief Engineer, Ranjeet Sagar Dam, Shahpur Kandi as well as the then field office dealing with the case of the complainant. A copy of this covering letter has been to Shri Rajiv Kumar Beldar and he confirms that the annexures have been received by him earlier.
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3.
However, he asserts that Shri Rajnish Kumar, who is junior to him is still working as Time Clerk and has not been demoted actually despite the claim of the department. The PI) may clearly state whether Shri Rajnish Kumar continue to be  demoted or is working in his own pay scale on a higher designated post. The factual position as it exists  actually should be provided to Shri Rajiv Kumar against due receipt and copy of the receipt should be placed on the record of the Commission.  In case Shri Rajiv Kumar receives this information and the receipt, as stated, is placed on the record of the Commission, on the next date of hearing both parties need not  appear and the case will be then disposed of.


Adjourned to 18.11.2009. 








Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009   
(Ptk)

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

Sh.  Harsa Singh Gill,

C-2168, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.  

  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Executive Engineer,

Jandiala Division,

PSEB, Jandiala Guru, 

District Amritsar.  
 

&

PIO, O/o Sr. Executive Engineer (Distribution),

City Center Mandal, 
Amritsar (Hall Gate).




____   Respondent 






CC No-2254-2009  
Present:
 None for Complainant.


Sh. Balkar Singh Randhava, SDO, Mall Mandi, Sub Division 


(under Jandiala di) for PIO/Sr. XEN, Jandiala. 

ORDER:



Sh. Balkar Singh Randhava, SDO has explained that documents/information required in the RTI application dated 15.05.2009 of Sh. Harsa Singh Gill, Complainant did not pertain to SDO, Mall Mandi to which the application had been mistakenly transferred by the PIO/Senior XEN.  The applicant had been informed accordingly/the application had been transferred to the correct office i.e. Sr. XEN (Distribution), City Center Mandal, Amritsar (Hall Gate) vide letter dated 25.09.2009 including notice of hearing for today, received from the Commission.  The said office has since written a letter to Sh. Harsa Singh Gill, Complainant in which vide letter dated 19.10.2009 additional fee of Rs. 34/- over and above Rs. 20/- earlier deposited has been demanded from him for the supply of information.  A copy of this letter had been endorsed to the SDO, Mall Mandal.  
2.

PIO/Senior XEN, City Center Mandal, Amritsar (Hall Gate) is hereby advised that the since the information has not been supplied within 30 days stipulated under Section 7(1) (in case of transfer to another PIO 5 additional 
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days is permitted), therefore, as per the terms of Section 7(6) of the Act, the information is required to be provided to Sh. Harsa Singh Gill, Complainant free of cost and Rs. 20/- earlier taken from him is also required to be refunded to him. He is hereby directed to supply the information immediately and to place a copy of covering letter giving reference of the number and date of his RTI application and index of documents duly page marked and attested.  The receipt of Sh. Harsa Singh Gill, Complainant should be taken on the covering letter and copy of that receipt/proof of registry should be placed on the record of the Commission for compliance within ten days of the hearing today.  The order has been dictated in the presence of the representative of the original PIO who is hereby directed to convey the same to his counter part.  



With this the case is hereby disposed of. In case Sh. Harsa Singh Gill, Complainant does not receive the information within 15 days of the today’s hearing, he is free to get this case re-open through a simple letter addressed to this Bench. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009     
(LS)

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

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

# 3911, W.No. 12(15),

Hamayanpur, Sirhind,

District Fatehgarb Sahib.




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Director Secretary,

Industries & Commerce, Pb. 



____   Respondent 






CC No-2257-2009        
Present:
 Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant in person.
ORDER:



Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant vide his complaint dated 03.08.2009 stated that his RTI application dated 20.06.2009 made to the address of the PIO/Director Secretary, Industries & Commerce had not been attended to and no information had been given to him.  In his application, Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant has asked for information in respect of letter dated 14.07.2008 addressed to the Director & Secretary, Industries and Commerce, Punjab.  However, that letter dated 14.07.2008 reveals that status sought is actually in respect of letter dated 07.04.2009 addressed to the Registrar, Firms & Societies.  
2.

Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant had not attached any proof that the RTI application and the fee mentioned by him had been actually receipted in the office of the PIO.  Rather than dismissing the complaint, it was decided to issue the notice only to Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant so that he could complete the formalities before the notice was sent to the PIO. Therefore, Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant was informed through registered notice dated 16.09.2009 to supply proof of receipt of the RTI application and proof of fee deposited with that office before the issued of notice to the PIO.  
3.

Today, the Complainant is present.  Since RTI application is addressed to the PIO/Director and Secretary, Industries and Commerce, Pb, without specifying the address, so it is not clear to which PIO, the application has 
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been sent and in whose office it has been receipted.  There is no such office of the Directory and Secretary, Industries & Commerce, Punjab, and both these PIO’s are not only different authorities but their offices are located in different buildings. Shri Jaswant Singh did not have any proof of deposit of the RTI application or to clarify to which PIO he had sent it.  Therefore, photo copy of the set of papers submitted by Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant earlier have been provided to him, so that he may make a fresh RTI application to a specific PIO with proper address. 
 

With this, the case is hereby disposed of, being incomplete.   








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Jagseer Singh,

S/o Sh. Bahadar Singh,

VPO Badiala,  Tehsil Phul, 
District Bathinda.

PIN-151103.  

  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO,

PSEB, Tappa, Barnala. 




____   Respondent 






CC No-2268-2009       

Present:
 None for Complainant.


Sh. Labh Singh, Line man for PIO. 
ORDER:



Sh. Jagseer Singh, Complainant vide his complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 10.08.2009 stated that his RTI application dated 29.06.2009 made to the address of the PIO/SDO/PSEB, Tappa, Barnala had not been attended to and no information had been provided to him.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.
2.

Today, Sh. Labh Singh, Line Man has appeared on behalf of PIO and presented letter dated 22.10.2009 to the Commission vide which not only the information has been provided to Sh. Jagseer Singh, Complainant but given the connection of the transformer and the work completed.  

3.

While disposing of the case, the Commission appreciates that the long standing complaint of Sh. Jagseer Singh, Complainant has been removed just through filing of the RTI application !  Sh. Jagseer Singh, Complainant has also sent a letter dated 21.10.2009 stating that he is fully satisfied and has no complaint against the PSEB.  Since the signatures of Sh. Jagseer Singh, Complainant were in English and in the letter withdrawing the complaint are in 
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Punjabi, the Private Secretary had made a phone call to the telephone number provided by Sh. Jagseer Singh, Complainant and he has confirmed that signatures are his. With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Ahuja,

Zamindara Engg. & Autos (P) Ltd.

Ferozepur Road,

Fazilka-152123
   




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief Engineer,

Canal, Irrigation Department, Pb.

Sanchai Bhawan, Sec 18, Chd. 



____   Respondent 






CC No-2290-2009     
Present:
 None for Complainant.


Sh. Dilawar Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent Pension for PIO. 



Sh. Budh Singh, SDR O/o SDO, Canal Colony, Fazilka.



Sh. Madan Lal, Superintendent, Canal Colony, Ferozepur. 

ORDER:



Sh. Surinder Kumar Ahuja, Complainant vide his complaint dated 04.08.2009 received in the Commission on 11.08.2009 stated that his RTI application dated 14.04.2009 with due payment of fee made to the address of the Chief Engineer, Canals and Irrigation, Pb. had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him.  Application was in respect of refund of excess abiana charged from him where the application for refund was pending inspite of the Court orders.    A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.

Sh. Dilawar Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent has presented a copy of letter dated 20.10.2009 addressed to the State Information Commission by Sh. Surinder Kumar Ahuja, Complainant on his letter head in which he has stated that he has received the information required by him vide letter dated 15.10.2009.  He also states that “in view of the above I don’t want to pursue my above complaint”.  
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3.

 Sh. Surinder Kumar Ahuja, Complainant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post.  Since he has not come, it is clear 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 


22.10. 2009    

(LS)

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

Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, JE,

Near Prince Model School,

Goniana Mandi, 
Bathinda-151201. 
  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Sr. XEN,

S.D. Store No. 2, 

PSEB, GNDTP, Bathinda. 



____   Respondent 






CC No-2293-2009       

Present:
 Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant in person.


Sh. Som Lal, SDO for PIO. 
ORDER:



Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant vide his complaint dated 04.08.2009 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 17.06.2009 with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/Sr. XEN, SNT Division, GNDTP, Bathinda (submitted through Superintendent Engineer Headquarter concerned) had not been attended to properly and incomplete information had been supplied to him. Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant had explained that he had been served a charge sheet and false allegation had been made against him and in order to give his reply it was most essential that the said record be made available to him.   A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.
2.

Today, both parties are before me. Sh. Som Lal, SDO has presented letter dated 21.10.2009 addressed to the State Information Commission vide which it has been stated that full information available with them had been supplied.  Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant stated in his complaint that information has been supplied on all points except (b), (c), (i) and 2(3).  I have gone through each of these points with him and find as follows :-
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(i)
In so far as point number (b) is concerned, the information as was available i.e. the written statement made by Sh. Jalandhar Singh, J.E. has been provided to him duly attested.   


(ii)
In so far as point number (c) is concerned, PIO is hereby directed to supply the rules and regulations regarding receipt of GRN in respect of material at store.  Since this item was not transferred under Section 6(3) to the authority whom had concerned the present PIO should supply the rules and regulations applicable to the date of charge sheet of Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant.  The representative of the PIO had agreed to do so. 


(iii)
In so far as item no. (i) is concerned, in case the visiting card of Er. Manjit Singh, MTC, GNDP, Bathinda had been printed at Government expenses in that case a copy of visiting card should be supplied to Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant.   
 

(iv)
In so far as point number 2(3), the position taken by the PIO is that there is no such inspection note. Number 101 copy of inspection note FIR no. 81 had already been supplied.  As per PIO these do not exist on record and therefore could not be supplied.   

3.

After both these deficiencies are made good, the case of Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant shall be disposed of.  In case, Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant receives the required information and issues a receipt for it that receipt/proof of registry can be placed on the record of the Commission well before the next date of hearing.   In that case neither both the parties need not come and the case will be disposed of.    


Adjourned to 18.11.2009. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, JE,

Near Prince Model School,

Goniana Mandi, 

Bathinda-151201. 
  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Sr. XEN,

S.D. Store No. 2, 

PSEB, GNDTP, Bathinda. 



____   Respondent  





CC No-2294-2009   
Present:
 Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant in person.



Sh. Som Lal, SDO for PIO. 

ORDER:



Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant vide his complaint dated 04.08.2008 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 08.07.2009 with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/Senior XEN, Tribune Maintenance Cell had not been attended to and no information had been provided to him. He had asked for information A to L and points 1 to 10.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.

Today, Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant acknowledges that he has received information with covering letter dated 13.07.2009 which has been delivered to him only four days earlier.  Complainant has stated that he has received full information except on (f), (i) and (k). 
3.

I have gone through the three items with the reply provided and find that the reply is not clear and specific.  In so far as (f) is concerned, instead of saying “lagu nahi” it should be clearly stated that no official has been made responsible for the Testing Central Cell, or if many officers have been authorized that should also be stated.  In case there is a ‘seal’, proof of the same should be supplied.  In so far  
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as item no. (i) is concerned, it is seen that the reply dated 13.07.2009 is silent.  The reply regarding (k) is also not categorical.  The reply regarding (i) and (k) should be provided clearly as it is not possible that details of approved specifications or the sample of the material has not been deposited before placement of order.  

4.

In case, Sh. Pushpinder Kumar, Complainant receives the required information and issues a receipt for it, receipt/proof of registry be placed on the record of the Commission well before the next date of hearing.   In that case neither both the parties need not come and the case will be disposed of in their absence.    


Adjourned to 18.11.2009.    








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Harinder, 

# 9, Gali No. 1, Sullar Road,

Back Side Sheesh Mehal,

Patiala.   

  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO,

PSEB Cantt. 

Sub Division, Patiala.  




____   Respondent 






CC No-2296-2009 
Present:
Sh. Harinder, Complainant in person. 



None for PIO. 
ORDER:



Sh. Harinder, Complainant vide his complaint dated 04.08.2008 made to the Superintending Engineer, Operations with copy endorsed to the State Information Commission stated that his RTI application dated 23.05.2009 receipted in the office of the PIO on 25.05.2009 with due payment of fee had not been attended to and no information had been provided to him.  His application was in respect of the bad condition of the colony which “required to be improved” (no copy of the complaint dated 21.03.2003 was found enclosed).  The covering letter of the form-A contains reference of his representation dated 21.03.2009, 29.05.2003 and 15.03.2007 in which it is specifically stated that it is in connection with the Professor Colony besides Shish Mehal, Sular Road, Patiala. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.

Today, Sh. Harinder, Complainant is present before me.  However, none has appeared on behalf of the PIO.  The State Information Commission takes serious objection to this.  It is entirely optional for the Complainant to attend the hearing since he has already stated his case in writing.  However, it is mandatory for the PIO to attend the hearing himself or through a representative not below the rank of APIO who should be thoroughly conversant with the case 
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and should carry with him a set of papers supplied to the Complainant alongwith his receipt, if any, so that the complaint may be considered in the light thereof by the Commission.  In the present case, the PIO has neither appeared himself nor through any representative and nor has he sent any written status report of the case.  It is, therefore, presumed that no documents have been supplied to Sh. Harinder, Complainant who had asked for the complete noting and details of the officials who have dealt with various representations from 21.03.2003 to date.  
3.

The PIO is hereby directed to produce the said file containing the representation alongwith correspondence undertaken in this connection with any other authority, including noting of the file.  On the next date of hearing Sh. Harinder, Complainant would be permitted to inspect the said file and to give a written list of any papers of which he required photo copies/attested photo copies from that file so that he may be in a position to judge himself the fate of his representation.  Armed with the papers, he has been able to get with the help of RTI application, he may then like to make a complaint/representation if wanted to the competent authority in the Executive.   


Adjourned to 25.11.2009. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Gopal Singh Randhawa,

S/o Sh. Achhar Singh,

R/o VPO-Udoke Kalan,

Tehsil Baba Bakala,

District Amritsar.   

  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer,

Majitha Division,

UBDC, Amritsar. 






____   Respondent 






CC No-2300-2009      
Present:
None for the Complainant.

Shri Surjit Singh, APIO-cum-SDO, UBDC Majitha Div. Irrigation Deptt. Amritsar.

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Bhullar, Supdt. UBDC Majitha Div. Irrigation Deptt. Amritsar.

ORDER:


Today, the complainant is not present. The  case is quite similar to AC-568/09 and the PIO is also the same. As per the directions given in AC-568/09,  the PIO should explain his position on the next date of hearing. The complainant, Shri Gopal Singh Randhawa is also directed to come personally on the next date of hearing so that the case can be decided in his presence. 

Adjourned to 25.11.2009.









Sd-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Kehar Singh,

S/o Sh. Vir Singh,

R/o Moonak, Tehsil Moonak, Sangrur. 
  


--------Appellant 







Vs. 

1. PIO, O/O SDO, PSEB,
    Moonak Sangrur.  
    

&

2. Superintending Engineer-cum-Appellate Authority, 

    P.S.E.B., Sangrur. 
   




--------Respondent





AC-579-2009.   
Present:
Mr Narinder Kumar Awasthi, Advocate  on behalf of Sh. Kehar Singh, complainant alongwith Sh. Dalwinder Singh S/O Kehar Singh.


Sh.  K.C.Garg, SDO, PSEB, Munak.


Shri Pritam Singh, SDO, PSEB, Banga.

ORDER:

Shri Kehar Singh represented vide his complaint dated 11.8.09 to the Commission stating that his RTI application dated 22.7.09, made to the address of PIO/SE, PSEB Sangrur had not been attended to and  reply given to him was incomplete and unsatisfactory. His RTI application was  in connection with high handedness of a JE  who instead of augmenting the HP of his connection had infact depleted it by annexing another illegal  connection and harassed him. He stated that he received a communication on 6.8.09 which was vague and did not meet the requirements of his RTI application.  He also made all kind of allegations. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today both Sh.  K.C.Garg, SDO, PSEB, Munak and Shri Pritam Singh, SDO, PSEB, Banga are present and stated that the explanation of the concerned JE has been asked for and had been received. After considering it, a letter dated 6.8.09 was issued by the SDO Banga. He states that as per the load regulation and the existing circumstances, the connection has been found to be 
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valid on record. The complainant has been permitted to study the file which is being carried out by the SDO, PSEB Banga. After inspection, the Counsel had asked for copies of 2-3 papers from that file, photocopies of which should be supplied to him today against the receipt and receipt be placed on the record of the Commission. 

3.

The Counsel is not satisfied and states that no satisfactory action has been taken on his complaint dated 1.7.09 which was the subject matter. It was explained to the Counsel that the Commission cannot go beyond the documents on record. It can only provide the documents available  and the explanation rendered by the then JE had been made available to him.  Now armed with the documents he has been able to obtain through his RTI application, the Complainant should give a complaint/representation to the Competent Authority in the Executive/Administration for redressal of his grievances as may be advised. 


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  









Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  

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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

S/o Sh. Malkit Singh,

Village Rasulpur Malha, 
Tehsil Jagraon, Ludhiana. 




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

1. PIO, O/O Registrar, Irrigation Deptt., 
   Pb. Chd.  

    

&

2. Appellate Authority, 

   O/o Chief Engineer Drainage,

    Department of Irrigation, Pb., Chd. 



--------Respondent






AC-561-2009.    
Present:
None for the complainant.

Dilawar Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt. Pension, O/O C.E.Irrigation, Chandigarh.
 

Shri Gurvinder Singh, Sr. Assistant.

ORDER:


Shri Iqbal Singh vide his complaint dated 13.8.09 to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 11.2.09 made to the address of PIO/C.E. Drainage, Punjab had not been attended to and no reply had been given to him Thereafter, he filed  his Fist Appeal on 22.5.09 to the Chief Engineer Drainage, Irrigation Department, Punjab, but to no avail. Hence Second Appeal.
2.
Today, the complainant was present, but has left  the office leaving a letter stating that he was waiting for his turn since morning to 4.00 PM. As his turn has not come till 4 PM, he left the office of Commission since he has to go to High Court.

3.
Shri Dilawar, APIO-cum-Supdt states that information regarding  Rasulpur drain has also been provided  to him earlier and the complaint made by him had been dismissed by another Bench of the Commission.  He was not able to produce a copy of the order. However, the RTI application  pertaining to that case was checked up. In that he had asked for the information regarding the cleaning of Rasulpur Drain and flood works undertaken in the year 2007-08. The 
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present RTI application  has been seen.  In this, he has asked for  the information for the years 1985 to 2004. Therefore, the period is different. 
4.
The PIO further stated that the record is voluminous and required getting through a huge amount of material to find the information relevant to the  requirement of the applicant for the last 25 years. He therefore, requested  for some time, which is granted. 
5.

It will be desirable that the applicant attend the next hearing of the Commission. 

Adjourned to 25.11.09. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  

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

Sh. Kewal Krishan Jandial,

239-Basant Nagar, 

Majitha Road, Amritsar. 


  


--------Appellant 







Vs. 

1. PIO, O/O XEN, UBDC,

   Majitha Division, Irrigation Deptt., 

   Amritsar. 
    

&

2. Appellate Authority, 

   O/o Superintending Engineer,

    UBDC Circle, Amritsar. 
 



--------Respondent






AC-568-2009

Present:
Shri Kewal Krishan Jandial, complainant in person.

Shri Surjit Singh, APIO-cum-SDO, UBDC Majitha Div. Irrigation Deptt. Amritsar.

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Bhullar, Supdt. UBDC Majitha Div. Irrigation Deptt. Amritsar.

ORDER:


Shri Kewal Krishan Jandial, vide his Second Appeal dated 10.8.09 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 19.2.09 with due payment of fee, made to the address of PIO-cum-XEN, UBDC Majitha Div. Irrigation Deptt. Amritsar, to supply information, has not been dealt with properly and the information asked for by him has not been supplied to him The applicant states that he is a State Witness in an inquiry being held by the Commissioner Vigilance against Sh,. Rakesh Anand, XEN, Sh. Sawinder Singh, XEN and Sh. Avinder Dutt Sharma Revenue Clerk to clear the modus operandii of embezzlement which took place up to 31.3.03 in Majitha Division, UBDC, Amritsar. The Appellant was posted as Sr. Divisional Accounts Officer at Majitha at that time and the whole  misappropriation came to light during his tenure there.  Despite his best efforts and reminders to all and sundry which had been detailed by him in Second Appeal, he could not get the information. Hence the First Appeal before the First Appellate  Authority-cum-Superintending Engineer. The 
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SE allegedly did not carry out the responsibility as per the spirit of the RTI Act, 2005 and committed many irregularities while passing his order on 12.5.09 including delay in giving the decision, alleged antedating of the decision showing the  presence of the complainant whereas actually no hearing was held on a particular date, giving non speaking order  etc. and has also committed other irregularities like  giving extension of 15 days over and above the period provided under the Act for taking decision of the Appeal. Moreover he has not taken cognizance of the plea made by the Appellant before him  and has not given decision on that. Further, he has given an one page order stonewalling the request by accepting exemption claimed by the PIO under the RTI Act without bothering to satisfy himself with respect to the Sections of the Act under which the exemption has been claimed/accepted.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today, the complainant is present before me. Shri Surjit Singh, APIO-cum-SDO, UBDC Majitha Div. Irrigation Deptt. Amritsar, states that he has been given this file today to attend the hearing as representative of the PIO-cum-XEN, UBDC Majitha Div. Irrigation Deptt. Amritsar. Accordingly he has updated himself about the file. He states that the RTI exemption has been taken by the PIO u/s 8(i)(h) of the RTI Act and the plea of the PIO has been accepted by the Appellate Authority. Section 8(i)(h)  has been seen which is as under:-

“8.  Exemption from disclosure of information. – (1) Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act, there shall be no obligation to give any citizen,-- 
(h) 
information which would impede the process of investigation or apprehension or prosecution of offenders;”
3.
However, after going through the RTI application and noting the fact that the Appellant is an official State Witness in the case when the charge sheet is being enquired into by the Enquiry Officer, it is found that neither the PIO nor the Appellate Authority have adequately explained through any speaking order as to what is the danger and risk and how it would impede the process of the 
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investigation, papers as requested for by the state witness are provided to him. The PIO should place on record a written and self-speaking decision in this connection so that the Commission may consider the point of view of the PIO with respect to the applicability of the exemption claimed for each of the documents sought.  This may be filed at least one week before the next date of hearing, for all documents where exemption is not justified in his speaking order, the PIO may provide the documents immediately under receipt. 
4.
It has also been brought to the attention of the Commission by the Complainant during the Second Appeal  that the  Presenting Officer of this inquiry has been changed for not discharging his responsibilities properly. He also states that the original record is lying with the Inquiry Officer and not with the Presenting Officer.  The record has been transferred from the previous Inquiry Officer to the new Inquiry Officer almost immediately after the RTI application was made. 
5.
The PIO is hereby directed to file a list of dates and events and the Appellant may also like to do so in respect of the RTI application so that  it may be considered whether any delay has occurred, and, if so, at whose door this delay can be laid for purpose of penalty. 

Adjourned to 25.11.2009.









Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  

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

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

Village &PO-Karmuwala, 

Tehsil & Distt., Ferozepur-142052


--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer,

PSEB, Ferozepur, Cantt. 




____   Respondent 

CC No-2247-2009

Present:
 Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Sartej Singh Thind, SDO on behalf of the PIO.
ORDER:



Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Complainant has confirmed that vide letter dated 19.09.2009 he has received the full information from the PIO and also given a receipt dated 15.10.2009 that he does not wish to pursue the case.  With this, the case is hereby disposed of.   








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


22.10. 2009  

(LS)

