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

Sh. Labh Singh,

S/o Sh. Barkha Singh,

R/o Waroach Colony, 

Samana, Patiala.  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief Engineer, 

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.  






____   Respondent 






CC No-1456-2009
Present:
Labh Singh, complainant in person.



None for the PIO.
  

ORDER 



Shri Labh Singh vide his complaint  dated 27.5.09 stated that this RTI application dated 30.3.09 made to the address of PIO/Chief Engg., PSEB Patiala, with due payment of fee had not been attended and no information had been given to him. A set of papers sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today, Shri Labh Singh is present in person but the PIO is neither present in person, nor through his representative nor has he sent any communication. 
3.
After seeing the bunch of papers that the complainant is carrying, it is seen that information has been supplied and Sh. Labh Singh is fully satisfied with the information supplied by the PIO on point No. 1-2. However, he has stated that the information has not been supplied on point No. 3-4 i.e. as translated:-


“How much land was owned by the officer at the time of his recruitment and where was it situated. Give details thereof”. Similarly, in Item No. 4 he has asked about “the land/houses owned presently and where they are situated. Full details may be given.”

4.
The PIO is required to take  the decision with regard to his RTI application one way or the other. Either he has to supply the information held in his custody 
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or he is required to reject the application/part of the application while quoting reasons/provisions of the Act.

In the interest of justice, the PIO is given one more opportunity and the case is adjourned to 30.9.09. 








Sd- 


 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Labh Singh,

S/o Sh. Barkha Singh,

R/o Waroach Colony, 

Samana, Patiala.  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO,

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Samana (Rural). 





____   Respondent 






CC No-1455-2009     

Present:
Labh Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Bhajan Singh, SDO, PSEB, Samana, for the PIO.
ORDER 



Shri Labh Singh vide his complaint  dated 27.5.09 stated that this RTI application dated 22.4.09 made to the address of PIO/SDO, PSEB, Samana (Rural) with due payment of fee had not been attended and no information had been given to him. A set of papers sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.
2.
Shri Bhajan Singh, SDO, on behalf of the PIO stated that full information has been supplied to Shri Labh Singh. He has been asked to place a copy of the information supplied on the record of the Commission. Shri Labh Singh has acknowledged that he has received the full information  and is satisfied. 


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.









Sd-


 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009     
(Ptk)

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



  
Sh. Niranjan Lal

Village Kaljharani, 
PO Chuck Attar Singh Wala,

District Bathinda.
 




--------Complainant   







Vs. 
PIO, O/O Senior Engineer, 

PSEB, Badal, Muktsar. 




____   Respondent.





CC No-1433-2009 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Harish Kumar, APIO-cum-Sr. XEN, PSEB, Badal.
 

ORDER:


Shri Niranjan Singh, vide his complaint dated 25.5.09 stated that his RTI application dated 20.12.08 asking for information on 4 points, addressed to the PIO/SE, PSEB, Muktsar, had not been attended to and no information had been provided to him.  He stated that he had filed an Appeal to the First Appellate Authority of the office of Sr. XEN, but he has not provided any copy of the receipt in the office of Appellate Authority. He stated that the information has been supplied to him vide letter dated  20.2.09,  but it was not complete, since the copy of logbook had not been given in respect of item No. 3.  He requested the Commission to take note of the fact that as per reply given in item No. 2, till today, no board has been fixed showing the particulars of the RTI authorities including the Appellate Authority in the office which causes great problems to the RTI users. 
2.
Today, the Sr. XEN has presented photocopy of letter dated nil, addressed by Shri Niranjan Lal to the Commission in his own hand (the original has been seen) in which he has acknowledged that he has received full information required by him vide letter dated 19.8.09 and is satisfied. He has requested further that the complaint should be filed.

Accordingly, the case is hereby disposed of. 
Sd-

 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

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

Sh. B.S.Makol, 

S/o Late S. Shamsher Singh Makol,

# 409, Motor Market, Manimajra,

Chd. Pin-160101.




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO, PSEB,

Derabassi, Mohali. 




____   Respondent 






CC No-1430-2009     

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.

ORDER 



In the interest of justice, both the parties are hereby given one more opportunity. 

The case is adjourned to 30.9.2009.










Sd- 


 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mehta,

S/o Sh. Jagdish Chand,

# 160, Housing Board Colony,

Sangrur 

 




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer, 

Provincial Division, PWD(B&R),

Sangrur.   






____   Respondent 

CC No-1421-2009 & CC-1513-2009 
Present:
 Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mehta, Complainant in person.


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

ORDER 



Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mehta, Complainant vide his complaint dated 01.06.2009 made to the Commission stated that his application received on 31.03.2009 in the office of the PIO/XEN, Provincial Division, PWD B&R, Sangrur had not been attended to and no information had been given to him.  Later on he sent a fax on the 2nd June, 2009 being copy of letter received by him from the SDE with which he was not satisfied.  He also sent another fax of even date pointing out the deficiencies in the information supplied. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered notice.  

2.

Today, both parties are present.  RTI application of the Complainant, who is a Government servant residing in Government colony, was with respect to the house allotted to him as follows :-
“(i) Please provide information regarding expenditure incurredon the repair/renovation done in Quarter no. 160, Housing Board Colony, Sangrur including all types of work done i.e. repair, white wash, wood work etc. during 01.04.2008 to 31.03.2008.
(ii) Name of the Contractor/Contractors through which the above work was done.

(iii) Certified copies of bills regarding repair/renovation as given by Contractor/executive agency through which work was done.” 
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3.

The reply of the SDO is clear that no payment has been made so far on account of house no. 160.  SDO has also explained that no payment has been made after the concerned area where the accommodation is located was transferred to him w.e.f 1st June 2009.  He states that the Contractor employed by his predecessor had no doubt done some work in the Government Quarters but it has not been found satisfactory, so no payment has been made.  An amount of 50,000/- sanctioned for five houses including quarter no. 160 and the proportionate amount of Rs. 10,000/- shall be spent on Quarter No. 160.  He has also supplied a copy of sanction to the Complainant as well as to the Commission.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  It has been brought to my notice by the office that an identical complaint of Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mehta, Complainant titled CC-1513-2009 against the same PIO has been fixed for consideration before the Bench tomorrow i.e 26.08.2009. Complaint states that this appears to be a mistake as he sent a copy by fax and a copy by post.  Therefore, CC-1513/2009 is also disposed of. 








Sd-



 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(LS)

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

Sh. Satwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Randhir Singh,

Village Allamger,

Tehsil Derabassi,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Manager,

District Industry Centre (Mining),

Mohali.






____   Respondent 






CC No-1414-2009     
Present:
 Sh. Satwinder Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Surinder Singh, PIO-cum-Manager in person. 
ORDER 



Sh. Satwinder Singh, Complainant vide his complaint dated 01.06.2009 to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 02.02.2009 made to the address of the PIO/Manager, District Industry Centre (Mining), Mohali had not been attended to and no information had been given to him till today. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered notice.  

2.

Today, both parties are present today.  PIO has presented copy of the letter dated 25.08.2009 addressed to the Commission enclosing a set of papers provided to Complainant with covering letter dated 20.08.2009 containing full details of information supplied alongwith annexures..  This was sent to him through registered post. However, Complainant stated that he had not so far received it.  Second copy has been provided to him under due receipt and a set of papers along with original receipt has been placed on the record of the Commission.  Complainant was given an opportunity to study the papers and after going through them, he is satisfied. 


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 





 






Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(LS)

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

Sh. Tanpreet Singh Bedi,

S/o Sh. Narinder Singh,

R/o # 426, J.P.Nagar,

Jalandhar. 
 




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Industries & Commerce Deptt.

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chd.
 


____   Respondent 






CC No-1395-2009     

Present:
 Sh. Tanpreet Singh Bedi, Complainant in person.


Sh. Davinder Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent O/o Additional 


Controller and Stores, Pb. 

ORDER 



Sh. Tanpreet Singh Bedi, Complainant vide his three page complaint dated 15th May, 2009 made to the Commission stated that no information had been received by him with respect to his RTI application dated 08.04.2009 made to Sh. S.S.Khara, PCS, PIO/Director Industries & Commerce, Pb. with due payment of fee.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered notice.  

2.

Today, both parties are present.  Complainant states that he has been issued a show-cause notice dated 25.03.2009 in which he has already given a reply.  However, since he had not been shown any papers he had given a reply without reference of any background papers.  On his part, the representative of the PIO, Sh. Davinder Singh, APIO states that information asked for by the Complainant cannot provided to him, unless the permission is given by the Secretary, Industries.  For this, the case has been moved on 18.08.2009 seeking permission to give the information required by Sh. Tanpreet Singh Bedi.  No clear order has been received.  APIO requests for an adjournment which is given.  
3.

However, since no information has been given to Sh. Tanpreet Singh Bedi, Complainant within the stipulated period of 30 days, one way or 
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other, the PIO is hereby issued a notice under Section 20(1) of the Act to show cause why penalty prescribed therein be not imposed upon him for the delay for not supplying the information within the stipulated period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the Act.  He may furnish his explanation in writing at least 10 days before the next date of hearing. He is also hereby given opportunity for personal hearing under Section 20(1) proviso thereto before imposed penalty is upon him.  The PIO may also note that in case he does not furnish any written reply and also does not avail himself of the personal hearing, it will be taken that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed against him in accordance with the Provisions of the Act ex-parte.
4.

He is directed to supply the information forthwith to the Complainant, as the Right to Information Act, 2005, does not envisage seeking permission of any other authority.  It is for the PIO to take a decision on the matter within time period provided.   


Adjourned to 30.09.2009. 








Sd- 


 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(LS)

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

[



  
Sh. Gian Chand,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

# 28, Guru Ramdas Nagar,

Near Taroma Ward,

Ferozepur City. 
 




--------Complainant 






Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, Patiala. 


____   Respondent 






CC No-1388-2009     
Present:
 Sh. Gian Chand, Complainant in person.


Sh. Rakesh Kumar Sharma, PIO-cum-XEN, Rural in person.

ORDER 



Sh. Gian Chand, Complainant vide his complaint dated 21.05.2009 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 30.03.2009 made to the address of the PIO/XEN, Water Supply & Sanitation, Patiala with due payment of fee had not been dealt with and no information had been provided to him so far.  In his application, he has asked for the details of “copy of muster roll of Harnam Singh, Vehicle driver from 01.11.84 to 8/1988”.   A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered notice.  

2.

Today, both parties are present.  PIO states that the muster roll of the concerned is “not available” and, therefore, cannot be supplied.  However, I do not find any report from the PIO where the matter of why the record is not available has been brought out to the satisfaction of the Commission. PIO states that all other muster rolls of that period are available.  Only the muster roll of this particular person (Sh. Harnam Singh, Vehicle Driver) is missing.  The Commission is not satisfied with this.  PIO is hereby directed to get the muster roll re-constructed from other sources such as 
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the accounts wing or the treasury etc.  The responsibility for the loss of the record may be fixed and the PIO may consider the registration of an FIR, if necessary.   


Adjourned to 30.09.2009. 








Sd- 


 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(LS)

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

Sh. Parminder Singh Jolly,

Prop. Jolly Enterprises,

Shop No. 35, Mahajan Sports Complex,

Basti Nau, Jalandhar.  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Industries & Commerce Deptt.

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chd.


____   Respondent 






CC No-1393-2009     

Present:
Sh. Parminder Singh Jolly, Complainant in person.


Sh. Charanjit Singh, Examiner of Stores (G), O/o Additional 


Controller of Stores, PB. 

ORDER 


Sh. Parminder Singh Jolly, vide his complaint dated 15.5.09 stated that his RTI application dated 8.4.09, made to the address of PIO/ Deptt. of Industries and Commerce, Punjab, has not been attended to  and no information has been provided. A set of papers has been sent to he PIIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2. Today, the PIO  is carrying the concerned file with him. The PIO stated that Shri Parminder Singh Jolly  was one of the persons who had submitted the tenders against the items advertised by that office for rate contract purpose. The said tenders had been opened and the rate contract list have been finalized and approved in which Shri Parminder Singh Jolly  was one of the parties approved. Thereafter, for certain reasons the rate contract list has been suspended. He stated that it was necessary to get permission from the Secretary Industries in order that a reply be given to the applicant. He stated that the proposal had been sent for the same but no approval had been received since the Secretary had stated “if it is third party then why are we needed to supply the information.” It is therefore seen that no order stating that the information is not to be supplied have been passed. The Secretary has only posed a query  regarding third party.
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3.
In view of the fact, that all parties have submitted tenders, the tenders have been opened, the parties approved for rate contract for different items etc., there remains no secret in the matter, which concerned third party. There is a separate file for each item for the rate list. No doubt the process of submitting tenders and finalizing of tenders is a confidential process from the beginning to the end, but once a decision has been taken, thereafter there is nothing confidential about it and the reasons for taking/not taking decisions in favour of one or the other party must be open to scrutiny. 
4.
The APIO was directed to allow  the complainant to inspect the file and he had no objection to the same. Thereafter Shri Parminder Singh was asked to give the list in writing to the PIO with copy to the Commission of the information required by him. Shri Parminder Singh has inspected the said file and has given the list of specific documents required by him, a copy of which has been placed on the record of the Commission. The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information within 10 days  with covering letter giving reference to the RTI application, containing index of documents, duly page-marked and attested, against due receipt on the face of the covering letter and copy should also be placed on the file of the Commission for its record.
3. Adjourned to 30.9.09 for compliance. 








Sd- 

 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

W.F 121, Ali Mohalla,

Jalandhar.  






--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Industries & Commerce Deptt.

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chd. 


____   Respondent 






CC No-1394-2009     

Present:
Sh. Gurdeep Singh Complainant in person.



Sh. Charanjit Singh, Examiner of Stores (G), O/o Additional 


Controller of Stores, PB. 
 

ORDER 


Sh. Gurdeep Singh, vide his complaint dated 15.5.09 stated that his RTI application dated 8.4.09, made to the address of PIO/ Deptt. of Industries and Commerce, Punjab, has not been attended to  and no information has been provided. A set of papers has been sent to he PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

3. Today, the PIO  is carrying the concerned file with him. The PIO stated that Shri Gurdeep Singh  was one of the persons who had submitted the tenders against the items advertised by that office for rate contract purpose. The said tenders had been opened and the rate contract had been finalized and approved, in which Shri Gurdeep Singh was one of the parties approved. Thereafter, for certain reasons, the rate contract list has been suspended. He stated that it was necessary to get permission from the Secretary Industries in order that a reply be given to the applicant. He stated that the proposal had been sent for the same but no approval had been received since the Secretary had stated “if it is third party then why do we need to supply the information.” It is therefore seen that no order stating that the information is not to be supplied have been passed. The Secretary has only posed a query  regarding third party.
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3.
In view of the fact that all parties have submitted tenders, the tenders have been opened, the list of parties approved for rate contract for different items etc. there remains no secret in the matter which concerns third party. There is a separate file for each item in the rate list. No doubt the process of submitting tenders and of finalizing tenders is a confidential process from the beginning to the end, but once a decision has been taken, thereafter there is nothing confidential about it and the reasons for taking/not taking decisions in favour of one or the other party must be open to scrutiny. The APIO was thereafter directed to allow  the complainant to inspect the file to which he had no objection. Thereafter Shri Gurdeep Singh  was asked to give the list in writing of the information required by him to the PIO with copy to the Commission. Shri Gurdeep Singh   has inspected the said file and has given the list of specific documents required by him, a copy of which has been placed on the record of the Commission. The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information with 10 days,  with covering letter giving reference to the RTI application containing index of documents duly page marked and attested, against due receipt on the face of the covering letter and copy should also be placed on the file of the Commission for its record.

 Adjourned to 30.9.09. 









Sd-

 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

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

Dr. Manu Sharma,

# 581, Tribune Colony,

Village Kansal,

PO Naya Gaon, District Mohali.
 

&

Sh. Manjit Singh Sodhi,

# 55, Tribune Colony,

Vilalge Kansal, PO Naya Gaon,

District Mohali. 






--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief Engineer (Dy. C.E),

Punjab State Electricity Board, Mohali.  

&

PIO, O/O Deputy Chief Engineer,

(Dy. CE), Pb. State Electricity Board,  
Mohali.


&

PIO, O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, PSEB,

Mohali. 






____   Respondent 

CC No-1366-2009, CC No-1412-2009 & CC No-1824-2009        
Present:
 Dr. Manu Sharma, Complainant in CC-1366/2009 in person. 


Sh. Manjit Singh Sodhi, Complainant in CC-1412/2009 & CC-


1824/2009 in person. 


Sh. Ratandeep Singh, APIO-cum-Assistant Executive 



Engineer, Technical-2, Additional Charge of Mullanpur, 



Garibdas, Sub Division.   


Sh. H.S.Boparai, Additional Superintending Engineer, Mohali 


in person.  
ORDER 



Dr. Manu Sharma, Complainant vide his complaint dated 28.05.2009 made to the State Information Commission stated that his RTI application dated 22.04.2009 with due payment of fee through postal order alongwith an additional IPOs for Rs. 12/- for the copies demanded by him have not been attended to and no information had been provided to him.  His RTI application was to ask for the status of the follow up action of letter dated 
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26.06.2007 containing instructions for providing electrical connection of individual applicants in the Tribune Colony Welfare Society, Village Kansal.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered notice.  

2.

Today, both parties are present.  APIO states that vide letter dated 03.06.2009 (he states that vide this letter, information was sent to the Senior Executive Engineer who further sent information to the Complainant) copy of which has been placed on the record of the Commission, full information has been given to the Complainant.  Complainant confirms the receipt of the same.  Complainant has admitted that he has received the information in respect of point no. 3.  However, he states that he has not received information on item no. 1 and 2 of his application in which he has asked for the official noting and correspondence on the subject as well as photo copy of the directions to carry out the execution of the directions earlier given.  APIO is carrying the original file with him and has no objection to the inspection of the same by Complainant.  After having inspected the same, Complainant should submit a written list of documents which he needs out of that file and attested copies thereof shall be supplied.  Information asked for in item no. 1 and 2 will be available on that file. 

3.

While dealing with the case, it came to mind that a similar case had been heard by the Commission earlier also.  In fact CC-1412/2009 is fixed for today titled Sh. Manjit Singh Sodhi Vs. PIO, O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, PSEB, Mohali and an identical complaint regarding the same RTI application dated 27.04.2009 had been made by the same complainant on 07.07.2009 also which culminated in CC-1824/2009 is fixed for hearing for 01.09.2009.  Since, the case is identical with the present cases those are also both being heard today.  The persons representing the PIO present today in the case of Dr. Manu Sharma, are also relevant authorities for the cases of Sh. Manjit Singh Sodhi.  PIO states that he has sent letter dated 19.06.2009 to Sh. Manjit Singh Sodhi and he confirms 
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the receipt of the same.  Sh. Manjit Singh Sodhi states that no specific information has been provided to him in respect of the 3 points in his RTI application.  However, it is observed that the original file is being carried by the APIO and the goals of RTI Act, 2005, will be met if the file is allowed to be inspected by the Complainant, where details of the scheme, action taken upon it including estimate etc. are available.   
4.

APIO states on oath that no demand notices have been issued to the residents of Tribune Colony in the last 18 months, since no demand notices are issued for requirement of less than 50 kilowats.  Dr. Manu Sharma states that this is not a correct statement as he himself has received a demand notice.  APIO states that letter issued to Dr. Manu Sharma for payment of additional amount of Rs. 12500/- was not by way of a demand notice for the test report, but was for a different purpose i.e. for additional distance to be covered for giving domestic connection to him. Thus, it does not pertain to the present RTI application.  
5.

After, Dr. Manu Sharma and Sh. Manjit Singh Sodhi have inspected the file and taken notes, if they so wish, and give a written list to the PIO with copy to the Commission, they shall be supplied the set of documents within 10 days, free of cost under the provision of Section 7(6).  Information should be given with a covering letter giving specific reference to the RTI application containing an index of the documents supplied duly page-marked and attested and the receipt should be taken on the face of the covering letter.  This receipt should be placed on the record of the Commission. 



Adjourned to 22.09.2009. 









Sd- 



 



 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(LS) 


After inspection at 12.10 PM Dr. Manu Sharma and Sh. Manjit Singh Sodhi, Complainants submitted a letter, which is placed on the record of 
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the Commission that they have received the information and are satisfied.  



With this, these three cases are hereby disposed of.  
      








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009   
(LS) 

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

Sh. Mohinder Pal Singh,

President, TA Nandpur Coop. Labour &

Construction Society Ltd., Tarn Taran.


--------Appellant 






Vs. 

1. PIO, O/O XEN, Water Supply &

   Sewerage Div. No. 1, Amritsar.



&

2. S.E. cum-Appellate Authority,

    Water Supply &Sewerage Div. No. 1,

     Near Waryam Singh Hospital, Amritsar.


--------Respondent






AC-418-2009 

Present:
 None for Appellant.



None for PIO.  
ORDER 



Notice issued to the PIO has been received back.  However, in the other case CC-1606/2009 filed by the same person against the same PIO the notice has not been received back. Let notice be issued to the PIO again at the same address.  


Adjourned to 30.09.2009.  








Sd- 


 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt Ramesh Sharma

# 15/300, 50 feet,

Pathshal Road, Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.



......Complainant






Vs.
PIO, O/O D.E.O.(Sec.),

Sangrur.







.....Respondent.

CC No-33-of 2007: 


Order:
While making physical verification of cases disposed of during the year 2008, the present Case, CC No-33-of 2007, titled Smt. Ramesh Sharma Vs PIO, O/O Distt. Education Officer.(Sec.)Sangrur, and the then PIO Sh. Jagjit Inder Singh, APIO-Dy. DEO(S), Sangrur now retired, and the then PIO, Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh, the then DEO(S)/Principal DIET Jagraon, had been found which was  tied up with  an unrelated case, in which judgment had been reserved by the present Bench as far back as on 22.7.2008.  The case has been much delayed due to the above reasons. As much time has passed since the arguments had been presented (although they have been given in writing by the petitioner), it will be in the fitness of things if both the parties given an opportunity to appear before the Bench once again so that the main facts presented by them can be gone over once again In the interest of justice.  
Fixed for 5.10.2009 at 11.30 in the Chamber.  




 




Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

22-E, Baba Nand Singh Nagar,

Ayali Chowk, 

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.



......Complainant






Vs.
PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer,

Headquarter, O/o Engineer in Chief,

Generation BBMB, Nangal.



.....Respondent.

CC No-2329-of 2009 


Order:


Sh. Jaswant Singh vide his complaint dated 10.08.2009 made to the Commission stated that his application under RTI dated 28.05.2009 with due payment of fee made to the PIO/Deputy Chief Engineer, Headquarter, O/o Engineer in Chief, Generation BBMB, Nangal had not been attended to and no information had been supplied so far.  
2.

The Bhakra Beas Management Board, Nangal does not come within the jurisdiction and purview of the Punjab State Information Commission as the Bhakra Beas Management Board is an autonomous body functioning under the aegis of Government of India.  The complaint, therefore, lies to the Central Information Commission as such the Complainant is advised to approach the Central Information Commission with the complaint at the address given below :-   


“Central Information Commission, 
Block-IV, 5th Floor, Old Jawahar Lal Nehru 

University, New Delhi-110067” 


With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.  
 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(Ptk) 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Nandjee Singh, Hindi Translator,

# 1167-L, T-3,

Sector 3, Talwara Township. 

Punjab-144216.





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO, O/o Superintending Engineer,

Headquarter, Beas Dam, BBMB,

Talwara Township (Pb).




.....Respondent.

CC No-2158-of 2009 
 

Order:


Sh. Nandjee Singh vide his complaint dated 18.07.2009 made to the Commission stated that his application under RTI dated 10.06.2009 with due payment of fee made to the PIO/Superintending Engineer, Headquarter, Beas Dam, BBMB, Talwara Township (Pb) had not been attended to and no information had been supplied so far.   
2.

The Bhakra Beas Management Board, Talwara does not come within the jurisdiction and purview of the Punjab State Information Commission as the Bhakra Beas Management Board is an autonomous body functioning under the aegis of Government of India.  The complaint, therefore, lies to the Central Information Commission.  As such, the Complainant is advised to approach the Central Information Commission with the complaint at the address given below :-  


“Central Information Commission,  
Block-IV, 5th Floor, Old Jawahar Lal Nehru 

University, New Delhi-110067” 



With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.  

 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


25.08. 2009    

(Ptk) 
