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

Sh. Brij Lal,

S/o Sh. Girdhari Lal,

Kamash Purian Mohalla, Samana,

District Patiala. 





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

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

PSEB, Patran. 




____   Respondent 






CC No-3182-2009     

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Surinder Kumar, LDC, O/O XEN PSEB, Patran.
 

ORDER:


With reference to the order of the Commission dated 10.2.2010, the PIO has informed that vide letter dated 8.3.2010, copy endorsed to the Commission, photostat copies of three farads showing the khasra nos.  have been sent to Shri Brij Lal and a full set has been sent to the Commission. 
2.
Shri Brij Lal had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today. He has chosen not to appear himself or through his representative, nor has he sent any communication. It is thus clear that he has received the information and has  nothing further to submit.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                  Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010 
(Ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Manjit Singh, Retd. SDE,

# 535, Urban Estate, 

Phase-II, Jalandhar. 




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary to Govt. Pb.,

PWD (B&R) Branch, Pb. Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





____   Respondent 






CC No-3228-2009      

Present:

None for the complainant.




None for the PIO.
 

ORDER:


In the interest of PIO, one more chance is given to both the parties.


Adjourned to 9.6.2010.

                                                                                        Sd/-

 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010
(ptk)   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

# 179-C, Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana-141001.




--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Dr. B.R.Ambedkar National Institute

of Technology,

G.T., Road, Bye Pass, Jalandhar. 


____   Respondent  





CC No-3510-2009 
Present:

None for the complainant.




None for the PIO.
 

ORDER:


A letter dated 24.05.2010 has been received from the PIO stating that the full information has been provided to the Complainant. The Complainant also sent a letter dated 20.05.2010 stating that he has received full information and has requested to dispose of the case.   

Accordingly the case is hereby disposed of.
                                                                                      Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010    

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Bajaj,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand Bajaj,

C/o Harish Kumar Chhabra,

St. No. 1, Gobind Nagari, Near M.S.Kakar,

Malout, District Muktsar. 




--------Complainant







Vs. 
PIO, O/o Principal, Malout Institute of

Management & Information Technology,

Malout, District Muktsar.




--------Respondent 






CC No-3537-2009 
Present:
 Sh. Surinder Singh for Complainant with letter of authority. 


Sh. R.K.Arora, Counsel for PIO. 
ORDER:



This case had been considered by the Commission in its hearing on 16.02.2010 and had been adjourned with directions. Today, Counsel has presented application dated 16.03.2010 with annexures (with copy to Respondent) in which the said institute has made out its case for stating that it is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005. I have considered the said papers and do not find them adequate. The institution must file  categorical affidavit in support of a stand that it is not a ‘Public Authority’ as defined under Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. It is observed that there are many colleges of Engineering etc. previously established by the Government and now autonomous and being managed through societies registered under the Societies Registration Act which are now not dependent on the said Government financially but do not find themselves exempted under the Right to Information Act, 2005. Further Counsel may also like to refer to the judgment in CC-203/2007 Sh. Lalit Mohan Vs. PIO/Registrar Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology, Bathinda decided on 05.06.2009 to see whether any of the factors mentioned therein are applicable.
Adjourned to 07.07.2010. 
                                                                           Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. B.S.Mittal, XEN(Retd.)

# 20827, St. No. 23-B, Ajit Road, Bathinda.   


--------Complainant    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director, Industries & Commerce, 

Udyog Bhawarn, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


____   Respondent  






CC No-794 -2010       

Present:
 None for Complainant.


Sh. Jaspal Singh, APIO-cum-DD for PIO.


Sh. Sohan Singh, Superintendent RTI Branch. 

ORDER:



Sh. Jaspal Singh, APIO has presented copy of letter addressed to the Complainant (covering letter) alongwith annexures (54 pages) which have been brought for delivery to him today free of cost as per Section 7(6) of the Act (due to late delivery), a copy of which has been endorsed to the State Information Commission and has been placed on the record of the Commission. Since the Complainant is not present himself today, the full set should be sent to him through registered post and proof of registry has placed on record today itself. 
2.

Complainant had due and adequate notice for the hearing to be held today. He has chosen not to appear himself or nor through a representative. Neither has he sent any communication for today’s hearing, otherwise he could have studied the information and also made for his submission in the light thereof.  I have gone through the information supplied and find that  it is adequate as per his RTI application. 



With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 

                                                                                  Sd/-
        (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)

 






State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

# 1412-A, Sec 20-B, Chd. 




--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Irrigation Deptt.,

Pb., Chd.






--------Respondent.  






CC-1127/2010  
Present:
Shri Avtar Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Pritam Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O CE Irrigation.



Shri Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/O C.E. Irrigation.
ORDER:

Shri Avtar Singh’s complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 11.3.10 with reference to his RTI application dated 21.1.10 made to the address of PIO/Irrigation Department, Punjab, was considered today in the presence of both parties. The PIO has sent a reply vide  letter dated 23.2.10 followed by letter dated 19.5.10, copy placed on the record of the Commission. The complainant has pointed out that the department has not clearly mentioned the basis on which  an increment  have been considered to be given to any JE.   The cut off date  is being kept after 27.6.2000 as per the PIO in point No. 5. The APIO-cum-Supdt. states  on oath  that after 27.6.2000 no increment has been approved to be given to any JE in the Irrigation Department.  In few cases increment have been found to have been mistakenly given to JE  after 27.6.2000, which were withdrawn  under order of the government. There is no case in the notice of the government where any  JE has been given any such increment after 27.6.2000 The PIO is directed that  latest official/provisional seniority list (attested)  may be provided to Sh. Avtar Singh so that he is in a position to make calculation under point No. 1-3  in the RTI application himself. The seniority list should be provided along with the letter with which it was circulated.

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









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010  
(ptk.) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mehanga Ram, 

VPO Dholwala, Tehsil & Distt, Hoshiarpur. 


--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Executive Engineer, 

Meli Construction Division, Mohali.



--------Respondent.  






CC-1131/2010  
Present:
Shri Mehanga Ram, complainant in person.



Shri J.S.Bhandari, APIO-cum-SDO, Const. Sub Div. Mohali.



Shri Amarjit Singh, Sr. Clerk.
 

ORDER:


Shri Mehanga Ram’s complaint dated 10.3.10 with respect to his RTI application dated 5.2.10 made to the address of  PIO/XEN Maili Const. Div. Mohali was considered today in the presence of both parties. The APIO stated that  this RTI application does not relate to that Division and  this has been given in writing  that  letter dated 18.2.10 of Shri Mehanga Ram was sent to the D.C.Hoshiarpur for disposal under intimation to Sh. Mehanga Ram. Therefore, the XEN Maili Construction Division is not concerned  party and should be discharged. It appears that the DC has further sub divided the subject and sent  to different PIOs, who had also called Sh. Mehanga Ram to come and clarify in respect of certain points as to which PIO they are possibly related to. Anyway the different points have been sent to different PIOs under intimation to Sh. Mehanga Ram.
2.
It is none of the business of the Commission to act as coordinating authority for 5-6 PIOs on diverse subjects and relating to different points in his RTI application.  Shri  Mehanga Ram should  file  separate complaints against separate PIOs with specific points relating to the specific PIOs.


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









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. T.C.Goyal,

# 14313, St. No. 2, 

Ganesh Nagar, Bathinda. 



--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Deputy CAO (HQ),

PSEB, Patiala. 






--------Respondent.  






CC-1166/2010  
Present:
 Sh. T.C.Goyal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Sunil Mohit, SAS Accountant with Sh. Lakhbir Singh, SAS 


Accountant.  
ORDER:



Sh. T.C.Goyal, Complainant’s complaint dated 22.02.2010 with reference to his RTI application dated 12.11.2009 made to the address of the PIO/PSEB, Patiala was examined today in presence of both the parties. Sh. T.C.Goyal, Complainant’s RTI application is on the subject of medical reimbursement given by the PSEB to its officers/pensioners for a period of seven years from 01.06.2002 to 31.08.2009. He states that vide letter dated 04.12.2009 as read with i.e. 17.02.2010 a reply was received from the PIO. These replies cannot be treated as complete. Today, SAS Accountant has presented a letter dated 24.05.2010 addressed to the State Information Commission (covering letter) addressed to the Complainant vide which the reply has once again provided to the Complainant para wise alongwith lists and details of medical reimbursement asked for by him. This runs into 82 pages and has been provided to him free of cost under Section 7(6) of the Act.  
2.
Sh. T.C.Goyal, Complainant has a grouse that the said office has needlessly put him into trouble since vide their earlier letter dated 04.12.2009 they did not give information pertaining to items no. 1, 2, 3 and put the whole matter off by saying that information requires 3-4 months to prepare since it concerns full information for seven years, including names of employees, designations etc. Thereafter, in the second letter he denied giving the information altogether by stating that reply was given to him para wise and no 
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further information was required to be provided. It is only due to the notice which has gone through the Commission that the information has been given. He insists that an appropriate monetory penalty as provided in the Act be imposed upon the PIO. He should be compensated by way of TA for his visit. 
3.

After considering the matter, it is observed that it is bounden duty of the PIO to provide the information sought by the Complainant within the time window of thirty days provided under Section 7(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. This also places a responsibility on the citizen to ask for only that much information which it is possible for the PIO to provide within thirty days. Asking for information for seven years, no doubt takes only five words to be written on his part, but unless the information is already available in the form in which he needs it i.e. in some ledger, in some register, it does not remain a mere task of making attested photocopies but preparing the information in the columns and proformas as devised by the Complainant, which perhaps was not the intention of the Right to Information Act, 2005. As per the definition of information contained in Section 2(d) of the Act, it  presupposes that the information already exists in the form in which it is needed.
4.
 The Commission also cannot ignore the ground realities, where no  extra staffhas been provided for dealing with RTI applications and where the work is being done by all persons in addition to their present duties. The Commission has also to  keep in mind, the interest of other RTI users, and to take into account that it is not possible to dedicate staff for the service of one application only, while ignoring all other RTI applications. This application itself could have been broken up into seven RTI applications one for each year. Better still, since the  Complainant has already worked in that office, and in the same accounts Section itself, the  Complainant could have asked for inspection of the said record and made information for himself according to his needs, as he states that he has the intention to approach the courts, since he feels that he has been discriminated against in the matter of reimbursement of his medical bills.  That Of course, it is his prerogative to approach the courts, if he so wishes and is so 
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advised. The better course would have been to make a complaint to the Competent Authority. 
4.

The representative of the PIO states that fifteen persons out of the office staff have sat and prepared the information, including on Saturday and Sunday in order to supply this information. This was in addition to the duties imposed upon them for the Census which on going at the movment in which all of them are involved.  


With these observations, the Commission does not consider it appropriate to impose any penalty on the PIO, the case is hereby disposed of. 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. Brij Mohan,

S/o Sh. Surat Singh, 

VPO Khui-Khera, 

Tehsil Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.  




--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o SDO, PSEB, Khui-Khera,

Tehsil Fazilka. 





--------Respondent.  






CC-1177/2010  

Present:
 None for Complainant.


Sh. K.L.Soni, APIO-cum-AEE O/o PSEB, Khui-Khera with Sh. 


Sita Ram, Reader. 

ORDER:



APIO states that vide letter Spl-1 dated 27.01.2010, the information has been provided to the Complainant by hand against due receipt (copy of letter with receipt on the face of it produced and placed on record) with reference to the RTI application dated 10.1.2010. 
2.

Sh. Brij Mohan, Complainant had due and adequate notice for the hearing to be held today. He has not appeared himself nor through a representative. Neither has he sent any communication. It is clear that he has received the information and has nothing further to submit.  With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 
                                                                                          Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

Village Jalal Khera,

District Patiala.  




--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Secretary,

PSEB, Patiala. 





--------Respondent.  






CC-1193/2010  

Present:
 Sh. Jasbir Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Sukhbir Singh, SDO Cantt., Sub Division, PSEB, Patiala. 
ORDER:
The APIO has presented a letter dated 25.5.2010 stating that vide letter dated 19.1.10 information provided from the field has been passed on to the applicant,. However, the complainant states that the information is deficient. Shri Jasbir Singh has clarified that there is one tube well connection in the name of Sh. Puran Singh and two tube well connections in the name of  Sh. Sardara Singh. He had asked for the Photostat copies of full record submitted by the said persons which has not been given so far.  The PIO is directed to make up the  deficiencies strictly in accordance with the original RTI applicant under the receipt of the applicant and a copy of the receipt be placed on the record of the Commission.


Adjourned to 7.7.2010.



                                                               Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh,

Ajit Road, Gali No. 17, Opposite Park,

Bathinda (Pb.).  





--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Director Industrial & Commerce

Pb., Chd. 






--------Respondent.  






CC-1194/2010  
Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Gurpreet Singh, Supdt. O/O Registrar of Firms and Societies, Pb. on behalf of the PIO.



Shri Surinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.
 

ORDER:


Shri Rajinder Pal Singh’s complaint dated 24.2.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated .1.12010 made to the address of PIO/ O/O Director Industries & Commerce, Punjab, was considered today in his absence. Shri rajinder Pal Singh has complained that the Registrar of Firms and Societies is asking for the very same details which he  himself is seeking from  the him. It has been seen that under the RTI the applicant is seeking information on whether the Gurdwara, Guru Akalgarh Sahib, Bari Kairo(Mohali), near Khudda Ali Sher (I think he means ‘Bari Karoran)’ is registered or not? And if it is registered, he has requested a copy of the Certificate of Registration and further Rules and Regulations etc. of the Members of the Board etc.  The representative of the PIO has stated that the Registration of  Societies Act came into effect  in 1860. In the record room there are records of  more than 60,000 Societies which stand  registered. It is very simple for Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh to ask whether or not the concerned institution is registered. However to give definite reply, it is required that the entire record  should be gone through, which is not a simple task.
2.
The attention of the applicant is drawn to the requirement of Section 6(1) of the Act where the key words are that the applicant must “specify” the 
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particulars of the information sought by him or her. Thus, he is to give the details and the particulars of the record which he is seeking, and not to ask  whether any such record exists? The complaint of the applicant  is thus not made out, due to the non specificity of his demand. The PIO under the RTI Act cannot pay the role of ‘khoji’ or  investigative agency.

The complaint against the PIO is therefore dismissed.

                                                                                    Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   
(ptk)   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Jasdeep Singh Malhotra,

Hindustan Times, 

SCO 43, Ladowali Road, Jalandhar. 


--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Chairman,

PSEB, The Mall, Patiala. 




--------Respondent.  






CC-1195/2010  

Present:
 None for Complainant.


Sh. Gurdeep Mohinder Singh Sidhu, APIO-cum-Senior XEN, 


Ludhiana. 

ORDER:



APIO states that this RTI application has been brought to his attention only yesterday. After going through the papers he states that the reply dated 16.02.2010 stating that the matter did not come within the jurisdiction of his office was not correct. He requests for a short adjournment to enable him to get the  correct information and supplied to the Complainant. He has spoken on to the Complainant on telephone who states  he is in Chandigarh today but unable to come for the hearing. Complainant agreed that the information should be sent to him through post. Accordingly, an adjournment is given. 

Adjourned to 09.06.2010.  
                                                                     Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. Dinesh Nanda,

S/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

# 696, Near Y.P. Tower, Jail Road,

Gurdaspur. 






--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o PSEB, City,

Gurdaspur. 
 





--------Respondent.  






CC-1217/2010  

Present:
Shri Dinesh Nanda, complainant in person.



Shri Vikas Shingari, APIO-cum-UDC, PSEB City Gurdaspur.
 

ORDER:


The complaint of Shri Dinesh Nanda dated 25.2.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 5.12.2009 made to the address of PIO/Asstt. XEN , PSEB City Gurdaspur was considered today in the presence of both parties. The representative of the PIO states that vide letter dated 20.5.10 addressed to the Commission(covering letter) enclosing letter dated 15.12.09 addressed to Sh. Dinesh Nanda vide which full information has been supplied to him under due receipt along with a full set of papers for the record of Commission. Shri Nanda admits that he has received these papers. However, he states that personal diary of  Meter Reader for the year 2—8 has not been supplied. It has been explained to him that under the RTI Act only official papers held in the custody of the PIO can be made available and not personal papers of any official cannot be accessed under the RTI Act.

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









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010  
(Ptk.) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mangal Singh,

S/o S. Sewa Singh,

R/o 41, Sahibzada Zujhar Singh Avenue,

Ajnala Road, Gumtala,

District Amritsar. 
 




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o SDE, Sub Division No. 3, 

Water Supply & Sanitation, Amritsar.


&

First Appellate Authority-cum-Superintending Engineer,

W/S & Sanitation, Amritsar. 



--------Respondent. 





AC-44 /2010 

Present:
 Sh. Mangal Singh, Appellant in person.



Sh. Kultar Singh, APIO-cum-SDE authorized representative of 


the Superintendent as well as for himself. 
ORDER:



Sh. Kultar Singh, APIO states that neither the Appellate Authority nor the PIOs office has received the 13 pages of appeal stating to have been sent by the State Information Commission alongwith the notice of hearing for today. He states that no such RTI application of the Appellant is available in that office. Infact, Appellant states that his RTI application itself had been returned by the office of the PIO and he had approached the Superintending Engineer to direct the said office vide his letter dated 17.11.2009 to give the information to the Appellant within five days. 

2.

APIO has further now come to collect the said 13 pages of the appeal form the Commission. I have gone through the RTI application in which Appellant has asked :- 

“(i)
That under what rule and regulations, your department has stopped the service of the applicant on 21.07.2009.


(ii)
That under what rules and regulations your department has given job after the age of 58 years to the following persons, after retirement. 

(a) Sh. Gurcharan Dass, Asstt. Forman at Laundry Plant.

(b) Sh. Jaswant Singh, Asstt. Driver at Landry Plant. 
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(c) Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Asstt. Driver at Laundry  Plant.
(d) Sh. Dwarka Dass, Asstt. Driver at Medical College. 

3.

The RTI application has been found to be non-specific as the application does not state what post he was holding, where he was posted, in what capacity he was working (regular/temporary/worked charged etc.) whether he has been dismissed or terminated etc. Appellant has stated that he was working as pump operator and and posted at ‘A’ Block, Sub Division No. 3, Water Supply & Sanitation Deptt., Near Railway Crossing, Ram Bagh, Amritsar i.e. the office from where he has asked for the information. However, it has been clarified by the APIO that he was a daily wage worker on the muster roll. All these details should have been given by the Appellant at the time when he has asked for “why his service has been stopped on 21.07.2009”.  The APIO states that actually his services have been discontinued after he had reached the age of 58. He also states that persons whose names have been mentioned at (a), (b), (c) and (d) have been working at  different times in 1990s. 
4.

Now that Appellant has given the specific details of his own post, designation, capacity etc, the PIO should treat this as a fresh RTI application and give the information required to him.
 With this, the present matter is disposed of.

                                                                                      Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. Bagga Singh,

S/o Sh. Kasham Singh, 

R/o Valmiki Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur, City. 

 




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o PSEB, Ferozepur.


&

First Appellate Authority, PSEB, Ferozepur. 


--------Respondent. 






AC-260 /2010  

Present:
 None for Appellant.



Sh. J.S.Pathania, PIO-cum-Additional SE, PSEB, Jalalabad. 

ORDER:



Sh. Bagga Singh’s Second Appeal dated 25.02.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 25.01.2010 made to the address of the PIO/PSEB, Ferozepur was considered today in his absence. The PIO has presented copy of letter dated 05.03.2010 addressed to the Appellant with copy to the Superintending Engineer enclosing a copy of the concerned circular vide which members of scheduled caste having sanctions of load of 500 Watts for domestic purpose have been granted free electricity up to 200 units. PIO states that he has spoken on telephone with the Appellant today and has stated that he is not coming today but  the information may be sent again through post. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send the information by hand/or through registered post or send a copy of proof of receipt of the same to the Commission for its record. 


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









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010
(LS)    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Lachhaman Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,

Village Tadda Badha Kalan,

PO Tanda Badha Khurd,

Tehsil Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o IB, Irrigation Circle, Lahel Mandal Lahel,

Patiala. 


&

First Appellate Authority, Irrigation Circle, 

Lehal Mandal Lehal, Patiala.
 



--------Respondent.  






AC-287/2010  

Present:
 Sh. Lachhaman Singh, Appellant in person.



Sh. Hakam Singh, APIO-cum-SDO for Rohti Division. 

ORDER:



Sh. Lachhaman Singh’s Second Appeal dated 16.02.2010 with reference to his RTI application dated 15.10.2009 was considered today in the presence of both the parties. The APIO-cum-SDO Sh. Hakam Singh has presented letter dated 20.05.2010 addressed by the XEN to the State Information Commission enclosing a copy of the letter dated 30.12.2009 (covering letter) vide which full information has been provided to the Appellant. In the RTI application, Appellant had asked for information regarding seven persons, he states that out of them, Sh. Balwinder Singh has since passed away so he needs information regarding six persons. PIO has clarified that out of the person mentions the name of only three persons i.e. Sh. Raj Khan, S/o Sh. Telu Khan, Sh. Jagtar Singh, S/o Sh. Pala Singh and Sh. Nirmal Singh R/o Khurd Naba, Patiala have been given in the list of persons regularized by the Chief Engineer,and  that none of the  other names mentioned by the Appellant which included in the said list of persons who have been regularized. He states that this is the only list of persons who have been regularized and no other persons have been regularized. Regarding the Supreme Court case he states that no such copy is available in the office. 
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With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  
                                                                                           Sd/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market

Mission Road, Pathankot.  
 



--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Executive Engineer, 

Engineer Jul Nakas Division, Ludhiana. 


&

First Appellate Authority-cum-Superintending Engineer,

Draining Circle, Ludhiana.
 



--------Respondent. 






AC-292/2010  
Present:
 Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant in person.


Sh. Darshan Singh, Engineer for PIO. 
ORDER:



Sh. Yogesh Mahajan’s Second Appeal dated 02.03.2010 to the Commission duly supported by his endorsed affidavit dated 23.11.2009 with respect to his RTI application dated 07.11.2009 made to the address of the PIO/XEN, Engineer Jul Nikas Division, Ludhiana was considered today in the presence of both the parties.  
2.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant who is present today states that full information has since been received by him to his satisfaction. 
With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  
                                                                                        Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market

Mission Road, Pathankot.  
 



--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD, B&R, Provincial Division, Faridkot.  


&

First Appellate Authority-cum-Superintending Engineer,

PWD, B&R, Faridkot. 
 



--------Respondent. 






AC-293/2010  

Present:
Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant in person.


Sh. Raj Kumar Aggarwal, APIO-cum-SDO for PIO. 

ORDER:



Sh. Yogesh Mahajan’s Second Appeal to the Commission dated 02.03.2010 supported by an affidavit dated 24.12.2009 in respect of his RTI application 29.10.2009 made to the address of the PIO/XEN, PWD, B&R, Provincial Division, Faridkot was considered today in the presence of both the parties.  
2.

APIO states that he had informed the Appellant vide letter dated 03.12.2009 in so far as the information was sought regarding link roads, there is no work relating to link roads with his division, so the information was treated as nil. However, thereafter vide letter dated 31.12.2009 he was invited to the office to inspect the papers and to take photo copies of whatever record needed. Thereafter, vide letter dated 04.05.2010 (covering letter) Appellant was informed that as per his demand they have sent the information to him in connection wit his RTI application. He states that full information as supplied to Appellant has been brought for placing on record of the Commission. He states that information was supplied to him free of cost. Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant who is present today states that full information has since been received by him to his satisfaction. 
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With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  
                                                                Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market

Mission Road, Pathankot.  
 




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD, B&R, Provincial Division, Sangrur.  


&

First Appellate Authority-cum-Superintending Engineer,

PWD, B&R, Sangrur.  
 



--------Respondent. 





AC-295/2010  

Present:
 Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant in person.


Sh. Naveen Mittal, APIO-cum-SDO for PIO. 

ORDER:


 
Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant’s Second Appeal dated 02.03.2010 to the Commission duely supported by endorsing affidavit dated 24.12.2009 in respect of his RTI application dated 28.09.2009 made to the address of the XEN, PWD, B&R, Provincial Division Sangrur was considered today in presence of both parties. TheXEN states that the information  has been sup-plied to Sh. Yogesh Mahajan free of cost and full set of papers has been placed on the record of the Commission. A set of 111 pages have been handed over to Sh. Yogesh Mahajan against due receipt during the hearing today. Sh. Yogesh Mahajan states that  since the information has just been received today, an adjournment may be given to enable him to study the papers, which is granted. If there is any deficiency, Sh. Mahajan may send letter to the PIO pointing out the same, with a copy to the Commission.  In case there is any deficiency pointed out by the complainant, the PIO may make good the deficiencies  strictly in accordance with the original RTI application under due receipt from Shri Yogesh Mahajan and place a copy of the receipt on the record of the Commission.

Adjourned to 22.6.2010. 
                                                                                  Sd/-

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010   

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market

Mission Road, Pathankot.  
 




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Executive Engineer, 

Provincial Division No. 1,

PWD B&R, Patiala.


&

First Appellate Authority-cum-Superintending Engineer,

PWD, B&R, Patiala.  
 



--------Respondent. 





AC-296/2010  
Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person.



Shri A.K.Haldu, APIO-cum-Sr. A.O.

ORDER:


Sh. A.K.Haldu, APIO-cum- Sr. A.O.  has presented a letter dated 21.5.10 addressed by the XEN to the Commission with two annexures. He has also separately  presented a report giving details of the correspondence held with Sh. Yogesh Mahajan and  further appeal filed by him. A copy of the same has also been provided to Sh. Yogesh Mahajan. Shri Mahajan  also made a point that two separate estimates were given at different times by the PIO for the fee to be paid. However, since these papers have just been received at the time of hearing, the case will be taken up for consideration on the next date of hearing. Sh. Yogesh Mahajan may like to file counter comments, he may file the same at least 10 days before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 22.6.2010.

                                                                                      Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010.

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market

Mission Road, Pathankot.  
 




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD B&R, Construction Division, Naba.


&

First Appellate Authority-cum-Superintending Engineer,

PWD, B&R, Patiala.  
 




--------Respondent. 





AC-317/2010   

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person.



Shri Bankesh Sharma, APIO-cum-SDO, PWD B&R Nabha.
 

ORDER:

Shri Yogesh Mahajan’s complaint dated 2.3.2010 supported by his notarized affidavit dated 24.12.09 with respect to his RTI application  dated 29.10.09 made to the address of PIO/XEN, PWD B&R construction Div. Nabha  was taken up taken in the presence of both parties. APIO has presented a letter dated 25.5.10 vide which he has supplied comments on the complaint by by Sh. Mahajan. He has also stated that full information has since been supplied to the Appellant and free of cost and therefore 2nd Appeal should be dismissed.  Shri Yogesh Mahajan admits having received this  information, but he states that he has also  addressed a letter  dated 3.5.10 to the SE pointing out further deficiencies in the information received by him. The APIO states that they are not in receipt of the letter dated 3.5.10, a copy of which has been supplied by Sh. Mahajan to him today. 

The PIO is directed to make good the deficiencies strictly in according with his original RTI application under due receipt  from Shri Yogesh Mahajan and place a copy of the receipt on the record of the Commission.


Adjourned to 22.6.2010.

                                                                                      Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.05. 2010 
(ptk.)  
