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

Sh. Varinder Thakur,

# 18-B, Janakpuri, Ambala Cantt-133001.


--------Appellant   







Vs. 

PIO/ Superintending Engineer,

Headquarter, Ludhiana (transferred by Chairman to the  

PIO, O/O Chairman, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala under Section 6(3))




____   Respondent 






AC No-334 -2009   

Present:
 Sh. Varinder Thakur, Appellant in person.


Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-PRO for PIO.


Sh. Pardeep Gupta, APIO-cum-Additional Superintendent 


Engineer, West Division, Ludhiana.  
ORDER 



Sh. Varinder Thakur, Appellant vide his Second Appeal dated 17th May, 2009 stated that his application dated 30.01.2009 made to the address of the PIO/Chairman, PSEB, Patiala had not been dealt with properly and no information has been supplied to him to date. His RTI application was transferred under Section 6(3) to the PIO/SE, Headquarter, Ludhiana for disposal and a copy thereof was endorsed to him. When no information was received from that quarter, he filed a First Appeal to the First Appellate Authority O/o Chairman, PSEB, Ludhiana.  To no avail. Hence the Second Appeal. A set of papers sent to the PIO as well as Appellate Authority, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. In the notice, the Appellate Authority had been directed to send the copy of the order passed by it in the Appeal, to the Commission, at least one week before 26.08.2009 and/or to give the reasons why it has not been possible to do so. 
2.

Today, the representative of the PIO, Sh. Pardeep Singh, APIO has presented reply dated 26.08.2009 addressed to the Commission and has also provided it to the Appellant with covering letter dated 24.08.2009.  Appellant confirms that he has received the full information required by him. 
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3.

While disposing of the case, it is observed that PIO has reacted only after a Second Appeal has been filed before the Commission and he has not presented any reason before the Appellate Authority, not even filing a reply.  This is a very sad commentary on the functioning of the RTI Act, 2005, in the headquarters of the Ludhiana Zone where neither the PIO nor the Appellate Authority have carried forward the requirements of the RTI until notices were issued to them by the Commission.   

4.

Addl. SE states that delay has occurred due to the two reasons :-

  (i) That RTI applicant had not attached copy of his complaint dated 30.01.2009 regarding which the RTI application had been given.  That complaint has not been located even today and they had to make correspondence with Patiala office to check up whether they were located in their office.  They also confirm that there is no complaint.   
(ii) That the Appellant had sought the number of the Bank account into which the pension of the concerned person was being paid. However, concerned person has not opened the bank account at that time and just now opened the account in the bank.   
5.

However, both the PIO and the Appellate Authority are hereby warned to be careful in future.   With this, the case is hereby disposed of.   









Sd- 

 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009    

(LS)

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

Sh. Mulkh Raj, S/O Sh. Charan Dass,

# 660/7, Gali Awe Wali,

I/s Gate Bhagtanwala, Amritsar.


--------Appellant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O S.E/DS City Circle, 

PSEB, O/s Hall Gate, Amritsar.



-------Respondent 






AC No-349 -2009   

Present:
 None for Appellant.



Sh. Jasbir Singh, APIO-cum-Senior XEN, PSEB, Headquarter, 


Amritsar for PIO 
ORDER 



Sh. Mulkh Raj, Appellant vide his Second Appeal dated 25.05.2009 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 02.03.2009 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/SE,City Circle, PSEB, Amritsar had not been dealt with and information asked by him had not been supplied to him.  Thereafter, he preferred his Appeal to the First Appellate Authority-cum-Chief Engineer/DS Border Zone, PSEB, Amritsar but still did not receive any information.  In fact First Appellate Authority made no response whatsoever till the date.  Hence the Second Appeal. A set of papers sent to the PIO as well as Appellate Authority, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. In the notice, the Appellate Authority had been directed to send the copy of the order passed by it, in the Appeal to the Commission, at least one week before 26.08.2009 and/or to give the reasons why it has not been possible to do so. 

2.

Today, none is present for the Appellant.  However, Appellant has sent a letter addressed to the Bench dated 19.08.2009 stating that he has developed a problem in his spine and has requested that the case may be decided on merits in his absence.  He has enclosed his medical certificate also.  He has also sent a further “list of eventualities” ( I think he means list of dates and events) in which he has stated that he has received information on 
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30.05.2009 from the SE Operations, City Circle, Amritsar in which, according to him, the information supplied is not correct. In his letter, he has pointed out that the information and the documents supplied are not specific to his request and has given the reasons therefor.  Further, I have gone through the RTI application of the Appellant and find that he has asked for information on 3 points.  In point no. (a) he has asked for “board letter No. 594/600 dated 05.11.1997”.  That letter has been supplied to him.  The number and date cited by the Appellant pertains to the endorsement of the minutes of a meeting.  As for point No. (b) he has sought “certified copy of order of Board where in it has been ordered not to fix the pay as per of O/o No. F.C 39/89 after issuance of F.C. 9/2003 & while implementing it”.  In letter, presented by the APIO to the Commission today, copy of which has been ordered to be supplied to the Appellant, it is clearly stated that “there are no instructions not to fix pay after issuance of Board’s Circular No. 39/89 dated 30.06.98”.  As for point No. (c), he has sought “certified copy of orders/clarification issued/notified by the board (or any authority authorized by the board) concerning directions to apply the master scale after issuance of F.C 9/2003, as referred at para 2 page 5 of your O/o No. 22 of 25.02.2009.”  In this respect letter No. 10523 dated 14.05.2009 stands supplied to the Appellant. Sh. Jasbir Singh, APIO-cum-Senior XEN who has been authorized to attend the case today by the PIO (with letter of authority) states on oath that other then the information and documents already provided to the Appellant, there are no other documents concerning the points on which he has sought information.   The role of the Right to Information Act, 2005, ends here. 
3.

Appellant’s latest letter alongwith list of dates and events have also been gone through, where he has pointed out illegalities committed, and has also highlighted the incorrectness of the order passed discrepancies etc. Now, that the Appellant has got authentic information on how his pay fixation has been made, in case he has any grouse, then armed with the authentic information he 
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has been able to get with the help of Right to Information Act, 2005, he may approach the Competent Authority in the Administration/Executive with complaint/representation and/or approach the Civil Courts for redressal of his perceived grievances. 



With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 
 











Sd- 

 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009   
(LS) 

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

# 144, 16-Acre Scheme, Barnala-148101.

--------Appellant   







Vs. 

1.  PIO, O/O Secretary,

     Punjab State Electricity Board,Patiala. 


____   Respondent 

2.  Appellate Authority-cum-Chairman,

Punjab State Electricity Board,Patiala.






AC No-355 -2009   

Present:
 Sh. Ashok Kumar, Appellant in person.



Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-PRO for PIO.

ORDER 



Sh. Ashok Kumar, Appellant vide his Second Appeal dated nil received in the Commission on 03.06.2009 stated that his RTI application dated 03.02.2009 made to the address of PIO/PSEB, Patiala had not been dealt with properly and no information had been received by him till date.  Thereafter, he filed First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 31.03.2009 but he still did not receive the information. Hence the Appeal.  A set of papers sent to the PIO as well as Appellate Authority, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. In the notice, the Appellate Authority had been directed to send the copy of the order passed by it, in the Appeal to the Commission, at least one week before 26.08.2009 and/or to give the reasons why it has not been possible to do so. 

2.

 Today, both parties are present.  APIO states that application was transferred under Section 6(3) to the PIO/SE, Operation Circle, Sangrur, since the matter pertained to Barnala under intimation to the Appellant.  However, the PIO sent a reference to the DGP Vigilance on 20.07.2009 asking that office to supply the information so that it could be supplied to the Appellant.  Copy of both these may be placed on the record of the Commission and also be supplied to the Appellant since he has not received these letters. 
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3.

I have gone through the RTI application dated 03.02.2009, it is not at all clear from the application that the matter is not an administrative or departmental enquiry but pertains to a preliminary or regular enquiry being conducted by the Vigilance Wing of the PSEB.  This has been written clearly by the Appellant only in his Appeal dated 31.03.2009 made to the First Appellate Authority/PSEB, Patiala.  He has for the first time written “name of the office or department to which the information relates:- Vigilance Department, PSEB, the Mall, Patiala”. 
4.

It is now clear that the matter has originated in a complaint made in Barnala which is being looked into by the Vigilance Wing.  Appellant states that two enquires have been conducted in this complaint, in 2002 by DSP Karnail Singh and thereafter, in 2007 by Sh. Gursharan Singh, Inspector which is still going on.  Therefore, he has been facing this enquiry since 2002 without knowing the outcome.  

5.

In this matter, therefore, it is not only the PIO in the field i.e. S.E. Operations Circle, Sangrur who is involved but also the DGP Vigilance and a copy of this application should be transferred under Section 6(3) to the Vigilance as well.  APIO is hereby directed to send a full set of papers to the Vigilance Department also and the information should now be supplied to the Appellant within 30 days by the Vigilance Wing as well as of the Superintendent Engineer.  PIO would now get a fresh 30 days for providing the information treating this as a fresh RTI application.  However, if the information is not supplied, the applicant is free to file a complaint/appeal under the Act.   
6.

However, the present Appeal of the Appellant cannot be accepted as he himself has not given full particulars of the information required by him and neither had he given a copy to the office in whose custody the information was, 
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therefore, neither of the PIO’s can be held accountable for the delay and the Appeal is hereby dismissed. 









Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009    

(LS)

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

Sh. Sulakhan Singh,

Q No. T-2/599, RSD/Colony Shahpur Kandi Township,

Teh. Pathankot , Distt. Gurdaspur-145029. 


--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Public Const. Sub Div.

RSD-Shahpur Kandi Township,




 

Teh. Pathankot , Distt. Gurdaspur-145029.


&
2.   Appellate Authority-cum-SE, Admn. & Disposal Circle

RSD-Shahpur Kandi Township,




 

Teh. Pathankot , Distt. Gurdaspur-145029. 


Respondent.





AC No-371 -2009   
Present:
 Sh. Sulakhan Singh, Appellant in person.


Sh. Chander Kant, APIO-cum-AE O/o XEN, Personal Division, 


RSD-Shahpur. 
ORDER 



Sh. Sulakhan Singh, Appellant vide his Second Appeal dated 26.05.2009 made to the Commission stated that his application dated 02.03.2009 made to the address of the PIO/XEN, Public Construction, RSD has not been attended to and no information has so far been given to him except a copy of a letter vide which the XEN has further asked the SDO, Sub Division, RSD-Shahpur Kandi to discharge duties under Section 5(4) of the Act.  No other information has been received by him so far.  Appellant has received the order of the First Appellate Authority/SE Administration and Disposal, dated 06.07.2009 in which the PIO has been directed to make the information available.  However, he has not received any information so far.  A set of papers sent to the PIO as well as Appellate Authority, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. In the notice, the Appellate Authority had been directed to send the copy of the order passed by it, in the Appeal to the Commission, at least one week before 26.08.2009 and/or to give the reasons why it has not been possible to do so. 
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2.

I have gone through the RTI application which is on two points concerning the lien of officials who have been transferred to other departments (it is not understood whether this transfer concerns deputation or transfers of services from one department to another officials).  PIO is not required to answer any query or questions which may be posed by the Appellant but he is required to supply the documents in his custody concerning the information sought. It has been explained to the PIO that in so far as point number one is concerned the present seniority list of regular work men of Ranjit Sagar Dam should be provided to the Appellant.  In so far as point no. 2 is concerned, the list of persons who have been regularized on 13.03.1996. 10.03.2001, 01.05.1997 and 10.02.2007 should also be provided to the Appellant.  Thereafter the Appellant would be in a position to check up himself whether these persons stand included in the seniority list or not.  A set of papers should be supplied to the Appellant with a covering letter, giving reference to his RTI application and containing an index of documents duly page-marked and attested.  The receipt of the Appellant should be taken on the covering letter and that receipt should be produced for compliance and for record of the Commission well before the next date of hearing. Information should be supplied to the Appellant free of cost under Sectio 7(6) of the Act.  


Adjourned to 30.09.2009.     








Sd- 



 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009    

(LS)

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

Sh. Gurmail Singh S/O Sh. Rattan Singh,

#1/63, Near Sukhmani Stationery,

Harnek Nagar, GT Road,Mandi Mullanpur,Distt. Ludhiana.--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, PWD Central Works Div. I,

PWD B&R, Near DIG Residence, Ludhiana.


____   Respondent 






CC No-1337 -2009   

Present:
Sh.  Kuljeet Singh,  on behalf of his father,Gurmail Singh, complainant, with authority letter.

Shri Jagdeep Singh, PIO-cum-XEN, PWD Central Works Deptt., Div. No. 1, PWD &R, near DIG Residence, Ludhiana.

ORDER:


Shri Gurmail Singh, vide his complaint dated 6.5.09 made to the Commission, stated that his application under RTI dated 3.1.09, with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO-cum-XEN, PWD Central Works Deptt., Div. No. 1, PWD &R, near DIG Residence, Ludhiana, had not been attended to and no information has been supplied although stipulated period is over. Hence the complaint. 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 the parties are present. Shri Jagdeep Singh, PIO-cum-XEN, PWD Central Works Deptt., Div. No. 1, PWD &R, near DIG Residence, Ludhiana has stated that full information asked for by the complainant has been provided. The applicant pointed out that certain documents like  renewal of lease of government land had not been provided. However, the PIO stated that all the information which was available on the file  in connection with his request has been given to him. The PIO was asked if he has any objection in allowing  the inspection of the original  file, which he was carrying with him, by the complainant, for which the PIO stated that he has no problem with that. Thereafter Shri Kuljeet Singh, was allowed to inspect the file, after which he requested for photocopy of the approved map of the Petrol Pump  available on 
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the file.  However, Shri Kuljeet Singh has pointed out that the documents are n ot attested. The PIO is hereby directed to attest these documents when the applicant visits his office for the same.  Time has been fixed by mutual consultation of both the parties i.e. Friday, 28th September at 10.00 AM in the office of PIO/XEN.  Full set of information supplied to Shri Kuljeet Singh has been placed on the record of the Commission.


With these direction,  the case is hereby disposed of. 









Sd- 
 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Boria Singh, S/O. Late Sh. Nand Singh,

Vill. Bakhera Kalan, PO Lehra Gaga, Distt. Sangrur.
--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDE/ Punjab State Electricity Board,

Lehra Gaga, Sangrur.  





____   Respondent 






CC No-1386 -2009    
Present:
None for the complainant.



Gurpreet Pal Singh, SDO, PSEB Lenragaga, for the PIO.



Shri Ram Pal, Sr. Assistant.

ORDER:


Shri Boria Ram vide his complaint dated 22.12.08 made to the Commission stated that his application under RTI Act dated 11.11.08 with due payment of fee had not been attended to and no information had been given to him despite his many reminders. In fact vide his letters dated 4.4.08, 15.5.08 and 9.9.08  he has shown great anxiety that perhaps his file with his application, regarding which he is seeking information has been lost.  His RTI application is with respect to his letter dated 12.3.08 duly diarized at No. 171 and is in connection with reducing the domestic load of his meter, in respect of which he had written many letters. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.
Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant.  The SDO representing the PIO has presented a copy of letter dated 19.8.09 (covering letter) addressed to Shri Boria Ram, vide which information has been provided to him(annexures total  15 pages). A copy of this communication has been endorsed to the Commission. He stated that a letter dated 19.8.09 has been sent to Sh. Boria Ram through speed post and produced photocopy thereof for the record of the Commission. It is observed that in this letter nothing has been mentioned as to what was the previous load,  what is requested for and what is 
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the load now approved. Therefore in spite of receiving this letter, he does not know where he stands.   
3,
The PIO is hereby directed to give him a clear letter stating clearly what is previous load, what is the reduced load now approved and from which date. A copy of this communication should be sent to him through registered post  or against due receipt and proof of receipt should be placed on the record of the Commission with in a week.


The case is hereby disposed of with the directions that this communication should be sent to Shri Boria Singh with in a week.









Sd- 


 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh, S/O Sh. Pritam Singh,

Gali No. 9L, Isher Singh, Backside GIE College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.  




--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Tech. Education & Industrial Trg.

Punjab, Sector 36, Chandigarh.




____   Respondent 






CC No-1416 -2009   

Present:
 Sh. Jasbir Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Jagdeep Singh, APIO-cum-Asstt. Director-cum-Registrar 


O/o Director Technical Education and Industrial Training.  



Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Senior Assistant. 
ORDER 



Sh. Jasbir Singh, Complainant vide his complaint dated 25.05.2009 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 01.04.2009 with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/Director Technical Education & Industrial Training had not been attended to and no information had been provided to him so far.  A set of papers sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.

Today, both parties are present.  APIO states that vide letter dated 26.08.2009 (covering letter) copy of the noting dated 06.08.2009 with orders of the authorities passed thereon as well as copy of the noting of latest orders passed by Sh. Sawaran Ram, Minister of Technical Education have provided to the Complainant.  However, it is observed that “latest orders passed by Hon’ble Minister” does not mean literally only the portion where his signatures exist but the entire noting leading up to his orders also.  APIO is hereby directed to supply the full noting against due receipt of the Complainant, free of cost under Section 7(6) of the Act and to send a copy of the same along with the receipt of the Complainant for the record of the Commission. 


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. In case, Complainant does not receive the information within 15 days of the hearing which has 
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been passed in the presence of both the parties, Complainant as well as APIO.  He may get this case reopened through a simple letter addressed to this Bench. 








Sd-


 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009    

(LS)

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

Sh. Gulzar Singh, S/O Sh. Tarlok Singh, 

Pawar Construction Co., VPO: Bhullar,

Tehsil Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur-143505. 

--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Guru Gobind Singh 

Super Thermal Plant, Ghanauli,

District-Ropar.  





____   Respondent 






CC No-1425 -2009   

Present:
 None for Complainant.



Sh. Jagdish Sachdeva, APIO-cum-Senior XEN for PIO.

ORDER 



The receptionist stated that a telephonic message was received from the Complainant on 25.08.2009 stating that his father is very ill so he is not able to attend the hearing.  He is also stated that the information received is incomplete and has requested for an adjournment. 
2.

APIO states that full information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter dated 20.08.2009 (covering letter) with annexures in MR-30/2009 in CC-1392/2009 pending in the court of Sh. P.P.S.Gill, Hon’ble State Information Commissioner and the next date of hearing dated 18.09.2009 in that case, which is an identical/similar case.   

3.

Complainant was asked to produce a copy of the RTI application in MR-30/2009 in CC-1392/2009 so that it could be compared with the RTI application in the present case to find out whether it was identical or similar or partially the same and he should produce a copy of the information supplied already in that case.  

4.

However, after checking up the facts, he has clarified that the application MR-30/2009 in CC-1392/2009 is dated 16.01.2009 and contains only one common point i.e. point no. 4, in which Complainant has asked for the amounts withheld by the authorities, which are due to the concerned firm for works already executed.  
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5.

In view of the above, APIO requested that the present CC-1425/2009 presently under consideration should also be transferred to that Bench in the interest of saving the time of the PIO.  The request was agreed to.  The case is hereby transferred to the Bench of Sh. P.P.S.Gill, Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, in the interest of justice and convenience of the parties and as per the request of the PIO.   


Copy of this order should also be sent to the registry for updating the record.  








Sd- 



 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009    

(LS) 

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

Sh. H.P.Sharma, 

# 614, Phase I , SAS Nagar, Mohali.



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Water Supply & Sanitation 

(PJS) Division, Mohali.




____   Respondent 






CC No-1498 -2009   

Present:
 Sh. H.P.Sharma, Complainant in person.



Sh. Satinder Singh Bhatia, APIO-cum-SDO O/o Water Supply & 

Sanitation, Mohali. 

ORDER 



Sh. H.P.Sharma, Complainant vide his complaint dated 01.06.2009 to the Commission submitted that his RTI application dated 24.01.2009 with due payment of fee through IPO made to the address of the PIO/XEN, Water Supply & Sanitation, Division, Mohali in which he had asked for information on nine points had not been attended to properly and no information had been given to him till date.  He followed it up with a reminder dated 27.02.2009 and a further clarificatory letter dated 06.04.2009 on 11.05.2009 which were addressed to the XEN, Water Supply and Sanitation (PJM), Mohali, SAS Nagar. To no avail.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.

Today, Complainant is present in person.  On behalf of the PIO, APIO-cum-SDO Sh. Satinder Singh Bhatia is present.  He has produced letter dated 26.08.2009 (2 pages) vide which reply has been given to all nine points.  This has been supplied to the Complainant today during the hearing. 
3.

RTI application dated 24.01.2009 by the Sh. H.P.Sharma, Complainant was in the context of a news item which has appeared in Amar Ujala on 21.01.2009 titled “Gandae Pani par aashrit hae 200 parivar”.  Further it has been stated that four villages of Navagaon do not get water in time and specific mention had been made of village Madanpur, Mataur, Shahimajra 
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Karondevala etc.  RTI application is an impassioned plea to the authorities to wake up and do something to provide clean drinking water to the residents of those villages. However, it is seen that Complainant has not applied for any information or record as is defined in Section 2(f) and Section 2(i) of the Act but is asking for urgent action to ameliorate the condition of the reported villages.  Further, in his application, he is also asking for reasons why it has not been done earlier who is responsible for the same etc. 

4.

It has been explained to the Complainant that under Section 3 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, every citizen shall have the right to information but subject to the provisions of this act.   Information is not to be provided for filling up gaps of knowledge or explaining or justifying acts of omission and commission of the authorities or taking action requested to be taken, after pointing out loop holes in the present set up etc.   This would fall in the scope of providing the information to the authorities rather than asking for information.  For the ends which Complainant desires to achieve he is advised to file a representation to the competent Executive Authority and/or approach the Civil Courts for directions as may be advised.   


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 








Sd- 
 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009    

(LS)

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

Sh. Harjot Shah Singh,

# 1589, Phase 3-B-2,SAS Nagar, Mohali. 

--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDE, Water Supply & Sanitation,

Sub. –Div. No. 8, Mohali.





____   Respondent 






CC No-1509 -2009   

Present:
 None for Complainant. 



Sh. Kamal Kishore, SDO Water Supply & Sanitation, Sub 


Division No. 8, Mohali. 

ORDER 



With reference to the complaint dated 05.06.2009 to the Commission in respect of RTI application dated 29.01.2009 made to the address of the SDO/Water Supply & Sanitation, Sub Division No. 8, Mohali and notice of the dated 20.07.2009 for the hearing to be held today,  Sh. Kamal Kishore, SDO has supplied a full set of information/documents given to the Complainant today.  Information had been sent to the Complainant by UPC as well as further information sent vide registered post on 06.08.2009.  Proof of UPC and of registry have also been placed on the record of the Commission alongwith a full set of documents supplied.  
2.

Sh. Harjot Shah Singh, Complainant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today for which registered notice had been sent to him on 20.07.2009.  However, he has not appeared himself or through any representative and neither has he sent any communication, it is clear that he has received the information and has nothing more to submit.   


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  









Sd-
 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009    

(LS)

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

Shri Sartej Singh Narula, Advocate,

# 23, Sector 10-A, Chandigarh.




--------Appellant 







Vs. 
PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industries &

Export Corporation Ltd.,Sect. 17-A,Chandigarh.



& 
2. Appellate Authority, Addl. M.D.,

Punjab Small Industries &

Export Corporation Ltd.,Sect. 17-A,Chandigarh.

--------Respondent 

AC No-366-2009 & AC-365-2009
Present:
Ms. Sarpreet Kaur, Counsel for the Appellant.



Sh. R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer.



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


Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Estate Officer.  
ORDER 



In pursuance of order of the Commission dated 03.08.2009, Sh. R.K.Goyal, APIO has vide his letter dated 18.08.2009 (covering letter) giving point-wise reply alongwith annexures mentioned therein supplied the information (total 14 pages) to the Appellant.  This has been provided to the Counsel today during the hearing.  Counsel wants time to seek instructions.  The case is hereby adjourned to afternoon at 3.00 PM. 
At 3.00 PM 
Present :
As above 

After studying the papers, the Counsel for the applicant has stated that the reply in items No. 1, 2-A, 3,9, 13, 14 and 16 is satisfactory and in some other points, it is partly satisfactory. In this respect, she would be making written submissions with copy to the PIO. The PIO is hereby directed to remove the deficiencies and to supply the information strictly in accordance with the original 
AC No-366-2009 & AC-365-2009






-2-

RTI application and give information as defined in Section 2(f), (i) & (j) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 30.9.2009.









Sd- 



 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009    

(Ptk)

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

Shri Ashish Kumar,

O/O Director Ciovil Hydel Design,

Hydel Bhawan, Hall No. 2, Sector 18-B,

Chandigarh.






………Complainant.





Vs

PIO/O/O Deputy Secretary Legal,

Punjab State Elect Board, Patiala.


……….Respondent. 

CC-2168 of 2009  
Order:


Shri Ashish Kumar, vide his complaint dated 30.7.2009, made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 25.6.09 with due payment of fee made  to the address of PIO/O/O Deputy Secretary Legal,Punjab State Elect Board, Patiala, had not been attended to and no information had been supplied, even though the period of 30 days was over. However, vide his letter dated 4.8.09 he has stated that the information asked for by him has been provided to him on 4.8.09. “ Hence I withdraw my application submitted in your good office on 30.7.09 Dy. No. 11977.”


Since the complainant has withdrawn his complaint, the case is hereby dismissed or withdrawn. 









Sd-  
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


26.08. 2009     
(Ptk)

