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

Dr. K.N.Makkar (Retd.),

CMO Service No. 48,

St. No. 2, Bagh Colony,

Jalalabad (West),

District Ferozepur





--------Appellant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Secretary, 

Health and Family Welfare,

Punjab, Chd. 





  ---------Respondent.





       AC No- 257-2008
Present :
None for Appellant.

Sh. Ramesh Chand, Superintendent-cum-APIO O/o Principal 
Secretary Health with Sh. Kamlesh Kaushal.



Smt. Nirlip, Assistant O/o Director Health Services, Pb.

Order



In the forenoon Sh. Ramesh Chand and Sh. Kamlesh Kaushal appeared on behalf of the PIO/Secretary Health and Family Welfare.  None appeared for DHS, Pb.  The case was adjourned and Sh. Ramesh Chand told to immediately contact the DHS office to be present the concerned file of the department of Director Health Services. The case was taken up again at 12.30 PM when Sh. Ramesh Chand, APIO was asked to study both the files of the O/o Secretary, Health and Family Welfare and Director Health Services and to supply the required information.  The case was taken up again at 1.30 PM and it was found that the officials were unprepared.  They had not studied the papers before coming for the hearing.  Sh. Ramesh Chand stated that Mrs. Ravi Singh, Hon’ble State Information Commissioner had also decided the same matter vide her order dated 19.11.2008 in CC-152/2008.  I have seen the said order, however, the APIO has not been able to produce the copy of the RTI application with respect to which order dated 19.11.2008 has been passed to enable consideration of whether it is identical to the RTI application dated 05.01.2008 in the present matter.  The APIO Sh. Ramesh Chander has also presented a letter dated 28.04.2009 with annexures. He is hereby directed that copy of this letter  
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With annexures be sent to the Appellant also.  However, I find that the reply does not deal with two matters which have been pinpointed by me in my order dated 07.01.2009 and 25.02.2009 which may be provided as per record.  On the other hand, Dr. K.N.Makkar had stated vide his letter dated 20.04.2009 that he has not received the information that he had asked for.  
2.

Appellant is hereby directed to be present in the Commission to inspect the files which have been brought by the dealing hand and to be at hand for any clarifications required.  He may note that if he does not come, the case will be disposed of on merits in his absence without giving further adjournment in the matter.  


Adjourned to 06.05.2009.  

                                                                               Sd/-
  





   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.04.2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Kanwal Kumar,

S/o Late Sh. Lajpat Rai,

R/o Bank Wali Gali,

Adda Bikhiwind,

District Taran Taran



--------Appellant






Vs. 

PIO/O District Revenue Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner-cum Collector,

Tarn Taran. 





  ---------Respondent.





       AC No- 339-2008  

Present :
Sh. Kanwal Kumar, Appellant in person.  


Sh. Karambir Singh Chawla, Counsel for the appellant.



None for PIO.



Sh. Jajbir Singh, Patwari Halqa Bhikhiwind O/o DC-cum-



Collector, Tarn Taran.

Order



Sh. Jajbir Singh, Patwari is present in person and has brought with him the entire record as ordered by the Commission to be produced by him in its order dated 11.11.2008 in para 5 thereof.  The said record has been permitted to be inspected in original by the Appellant and his Counsel today.  He is also directed to give the list of the documents of which he requires copies with copy to the Commission and to specify whether he wants attested photo stats or copies to be prepared by the Patwari.  The Patwari is hereby directed to supply this within a month (this in view of the Elections where the Patwari, Halqa states that he has been put on Election duty) by 27th May, 2009.  He is also directed to supply the information to the Appellant with a covering letter giving reference to his RTI application containing index of documents supplied duly page numbered and attested under due receipt of the Counsel of the Appellant or sent proof of registry along with covering letter of the information supplied.  The Counsel may note that Patwari Halqa will not be called again so any inspection or demand of documents should be made today from the Patwari Halqa. It has been noted that 
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Roznamcha Waqiati for the year 2005-06 of Patwari Halqa Bhikhiwind Hadbast No. 137 Tehsil Patti District Tarn Taran which contains cutting in two places on the cardboard cover both where the years 2008-09 have been mentioned where 8 and 9 has been over written and clearly made into 2005-06.  Further, Counsel stated that the entries in Jamabandi of 2001-02 registration of the same village in respect of entries no. 269/815, 270/816, 271/817, 257/643, 257/634, 257/768 have been found tampered with.  Photo copies of the same have been got made and counter signed by Sh. Jasbir Singh, Halqa Patwari and Counsel and retained on record. 

2.

For the remaining, Patwari Halqa states that Sh. Gurwaryam Singh the then APIO Bhikhiwind as well as Sh. S.K. Sabharwal, Naib Tehsildar have both been transferred under the orders of the Election Commission and additional charge has been given to Sh. S.K.Salwan, Naib Tehsildar, Patti four days ago.  He stated that Sardar Major Singh is on election duty and therefore could not appear.  

3.

Keeping in view that the procedure for Parliamentary Elections in the State has started commenced in the month of April and will continue till on or about 3rd Week of May, where entire procedure is required to be conducted by the District Administration where the Revenue Authorities play a pivotal role, for this reason only the presence of the PIO/his representative and of the Kanungo who was required to be present along with record of the Parat Sarkar and attendant papers (Muths) is being excused.  However, for the next date, it may be ensured by the PIO that the required papers are sent to the Appellant through his counsel atleast 15 days before the next date of hearing on enable him to make an effective representation of any deficiencies.  The documents should be supplied in the form and method as prescribed for the supply of documents by the Patwari above.  Compliance is required to be made of para 3 of order dated 25.02.2009 also without fail.  The PIO may also note that in case the next date goes without supply of full information as per the directions of the Commission from time to time, the commission would consider grant of compensation for all
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the hearings where information has not been provided despite directions.  For this purpose, in case the information is not brought in full, the PIO may appear himself or through a representative and state in writing the reasons therefor and also carry with himself/through his representative an amount of Rs. 350/- per day of hearing so far attended by the Appellant in State Information Commission to be paid to him during the hearing.  PIO should produce the original record as required and shall carry the seal of office for attestation for any photo copy required by the Appellant on that date.   
4.

Since despite the directions of the Commission, the orders are not being carried out so the PIO is also hereby issued notice under Section 20(1) to explain whether there is any reasonable cause for the delay (for this purpose the last two months i.e. period for the election process may be excluded).  However, the delay is to be explained from the date of the application under RTI in terms of Section 20(1) of the Act as read with Section 7(1) of the Act.   The PIO may also avail himself of the opportunity for personal hearing under Section 20(1) proviso thereto. The PIO may note that in case no written explanation is received and he also does not attend the next date of hearing to avail himself of the personal hearing, it will be taken that he has nothing to offer by way of explanation and the Commission shall go ahead under provisions of the Act and take action against him ex-parte.   

5.

Two applications dated 28.04.2009 given by the Complainant today with copy to the PIO through Patwari Halqa will be taken up for consideration on the next date with comments of the PIO, if any, to be filed at least ten days before the next date of hearing with copy to the Counsel.  


Adjourned for (i) compliance by the Patwari of supply of information as per list to be provided today (ii) production of remaining 
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record by the PIO (iii) for consideration of the written explanation of the PIO for delay and (iv) for the payment of compensation, if warranted on 08.07.2009.         










Sd- 
  





   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.04.2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Harjinder Singh Sarkaria,

S/o Mohinder Singh Sarkaria,

H. NO. 270, B/s Gurudwara Patti Sarkar

Abadi Gali Sarkarian Wali,

PO Khalsa College,

Amritsar.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o District Revenue Officer,

Amritsar.






  ---------Respondent.

CC No- 935-2008  & CC No- 935-A-2008

Present :
Sh. Harjinder Singh Sarkaria, Complainant in person.


None for PIO.

Order


Today, through fax dated 28.04.2009 received at 10:30 AM in the office of the State Information Commission, the APIO-cum-DRO has stated that he has been appointed as Assistant Returning Officer for the Parliamentary Election for the Raja Sansi Segment in Amritsar and due to great rush of work he is not in a position to attend the hearing and has asked for a new date.  Neither has he sent any representative nor the status of the supply of information as per the directions of the Commission passed on 25.02.2009 with a period of two months for compliance.  The APIO-cum-DRO is completely silent on these aspects.  

2.

While agreeing that the responsibility of the Assistant Returning Officer for the elections is indeed great, it is not understood why it has not been possible to carry out the directions in the last two months, in view of the observations made by the Bench from time to time and particularly in para 3 of the order dated 25.02.2009.  His own presence could have been excused, but he could have sent a representative and if that was not possible he could have sent communication regarding status of the supply of pending information.  As per the report of his representative on the last date of hearing that “copy of information which is to be given to the Complainant is ready but DRO is not well, however, 
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he has not been able to get the signature of the DRO and this is the reason that he has not been able to give the copy of this (seen and returned).  Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Patwari on behalf of the PIO stated that the papers being carried by him today would be supplied to the Complainant within a week.” The Complainant had also stated that “resolutions and the affidavits were available as per his inspection of the record of Parat Sarkar”.  The comments in para 3 further were by way of a stricture upon the DRO.  Due to the reasons cited by him, Sh. H.S.Deol, DRO is hereby given an adjournment due to election.  However, period on account of electoral duty can be counted as a legitimate excuse is two months. 
3.

The PIO as well as Sh. H.S.Deol, DRO (by name) are hereby issued notice under Section 20(1) of the Act to show cause why penalty prescribed therein be not imposed upon them for great delay in providing the information (after deducting the period of two months with respect to elections from the period of delay) and to avail themselves of the opportunity for personal hearing as per Section 20(1) proviso on the next date of hearing. They may note that in case no written explanation is received and they also do not attend the next date of hearing, it will be taken that they have nothing to offer by way of explanation and the Commission shall go ahead under provisions of the Act and take action against then ex-parte.   

4.

The PIO and the APIO/DRO are hereby directed to supply the information to the Complainant forthwith and to place a copy of the same on the record of the Commission immediately and without further delay, which is readily available and was awaited only signature of the APIO on the last date of hearing on 25.02.2009 and which had been shown to me by the Patwari.  There appears to be no reasons to withhold the same.  It should be, therefore, definitely
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provided to him a week before the next day of hearing i.e. before 22nd May, 2009 compliance reported in person on 28th May, 2009 in Chamber at 11:30 AM.  








Sd- 
  





   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.04.2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Gurdeep Singh Gill,

H.No. 29, SAS Nagar, 

Malout Road Back Side Bhai,

Shamsher Singh Kothi,

Near Bus Stand, Muktsar.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o DPI(S),

SCO No. 95-97, Sector 17-E, 

Chandigarh, Pb.





  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1134-2008  

Present :
None for Complainant.


Sh. Gurbax Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO with Sh. Avtar 


Singh, Senior Assistant, dealing hand.

Order



The complaint of Sh. Gurdeep Singh Gill dated 22.05.2007 (read 22.05.2008 received in the Commission on 29.05.2008) with respect to his application under RTI dated 03.03.2008 made to the address of the PIO/DPI(S), Pb. with due payment of fee had been dealt with by the Commission in hearings dated 02.09.2008, 18.11.2008 and 25.02.2009.  In compliance thereof, the APIO has stated that full information has since been provided to the Complainant and the Commission informed by letter dated 21.04.2009 enclosing letter dated nil received from Sh. Gurdeep Singh Gill from his present address in America stating that he has received the information and does not need any kind of information.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 









Sd- 
  





   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.04.2009

(LS)

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

Sh.Gurdeep Singh,

S/o Naranjan Singh

W.No 13, Raja Sansi

District Amritsar.




--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Tehsildar, 

Ajnala,

District Amritsar. 








  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1713-2008   

Present :
Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Complainant in person and Inderjeet 


Singh, Lambardar.


None for PIO.
Order



This matter had been considered in earlier hearings of the Commission dated 11.12.2008 and 25.02.2009.  The full information had been supplied by the Tehsildar and inspection of the record of registries of Aadh Rehan had also been permitted to the Complainant.  The copy of the information supplied was put on record of the Commission.  Thereafter, as per the directions of the Commission given in its order dated 11.12.2008, Sh. Gurdeep Singh had duly applied to the Copying Branch of the SDM’s office with payment as per the schedule of the Revenue Department.  Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Complainant states that the record had not yet been supplied in respect three registries (not two) which he had applied for.  Now copies of the three registries have since been supplied to him by Copying Branch.  However, Fards of Jamabandi on the basis of which the registries of Aadh Rehan (mortgage without possession) were approved which were to be available from the ‘Muths’ of the Registries have not yet been supplied, the details of which have been given by him today vide letter dated 28.04.2009 to the Commission during the hearing.  Office may note that copy of this letter dated 28.04.2009 be sent to the PIO.  
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2.

The PIO may note that information was asked for by the Complainant under RTI and ordered to be supplied to him under RTI, however, he was asked to inspect the record and to apply for the copies to the Copying Branch concerned with payment of fee as per schedule of Revenue Department and he complied with the instructions of the Commission.  The PIO has not carried out the directions of the Commission and has not got the concerned documents supplied by the Copying Branch within a week.  The Commission is sensible of the fact that the entire Revenue Administration is presently caught up in the imperatives of the Election process for the Parliamentary Elections being pivotal to it success.  However, this matter has been pending since 04.02.2008 when the information was applied for through RTI Act and is not a new demand, which has come up during the period of Election process. 
3.

The PIO is hereby directed for the last time to ensure the supply of remaining information to Sh. Gurdeep Singh by 27th May, 2009 (the Election process will be over and/or about the 20th May, 2009).  If he does not supply the information under due receipt from the Complainant/proof of registry. The PIO may furnish his explanation under Section 20(1) of the Act and show cause why he should not been proceeded against for imposition of penalty as per the provision of the Act for the delay.  He may also avail himself of the opportunity for personal hearing.  He may produce his reply in writing on the next date. If he does not file any written explanation for the delay, and also does not avail himself of the personal hearing, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall go ahead and take further action against him ex-parte.   No further adjournment will be granted.  


Adjourned to 03.06.2009.  







Sd- 
  





   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.04.2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Charanjit Singh Sodhi,

S/o Sh. Narinder Singh Sodhi,

VPO Malha,

Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.





----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO, PSEB,

Roomi, Tehsil Jagraon,

Ludhiana.




     

  -----Respondent.






CC No-2424 -2008

Present :
Sh. Charanjit Singh Sodhi, Complainant in person.


Sh. Dharam Pal, PIO-cum-SDO in person with Sh. Anup Singh, 


Revenue Accountant.

Order



The Complainant who is present in a court states that he has received full information with regard to his RTI application dated 18.8.08 and is satisfied with this information.  A set of papers supplied by the PIO has been placed on the record of the Commission.   With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  







Sd- 
  





   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.04.2009

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Charanjit Singh Sodhi,

S/o Sh. Narinder Singh Sodhi,

VPO Malha,

Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.





----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO (Electricity),

Outlet Store, Jagraon, 

Sidhwa Bet Road,

Jagraon,




     

  -----Respondent.






CC No-2425 -2008

Present :
Sh. Charanjit Singh Sodhi, Complainant in person.


None for the PIO.

Order



The Complainant pointed out that the address of the PIO as written by the State Information Commission’s office is wrong which may be corrected.  Let the notice be sent afresh to the PIO with the order of the Commission dated 24.02.2009.  This order was passed on the presumption that the PIO had received the Commission’s notice for the hearing dated 24.02.2009 and yet had not appeared.


Adjourned to 24.06.2009. 








Sd- 
  





   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.04.2009

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Gian Chand Pathak,

VPO Sheikhupura,

Distict Nawanshahr.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O DEO

(Secondary Education),

Nawanshahr.




       -----Respondent.






CC No-2426 -2008

Present :
Shri Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of Sh. Gian Chand Pathak, complainant.

Sh. Swarn Singh, PIO-cum-Dy. DEO, Nawan Shahar.


Shri Amrik Singh, Distt. Coordinator.
Order:

On the last date of hearing on 24.2.09, the complaint of Sh. Gian Chand Pathak with reference to his RTI application made to the PIO/ O/O DEO(Sec.) Nawan shahar had been considered in detail and directions given.  Since the DEO  was not present despite due and adequate notice of hearing and neither had information been supplied, show Cause notice has been issued to the PIO to state reasons why penalty as provided  u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act be not imposed upon him.  However after hearing was over and the complainant had left, the PIO stated that he had been mistakenly sitting in the other building of the State Information Commission and his mobile phone was not working since there was no net work, so he could not  contact the clerk who was present in this hearing. He had been apprised of the order which had already passed in the case for compliance.
2. Today, the APIO O/O Dy. Commissioner vide his covering letter dated 20.4.09 has sent copy of the full information  earlier supplied to Shri Gian Chand Pathak. He also stated that vide this letter, one additional information and copy of the information available in the office of Dy. Commissioner had been supplied to the complainant. However, It is observed that the applicant had stated on the last 
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3. date that the information on item No. 5-6 had not been provided to him and with respect to this, the Commission had directed that the concerned file dealing with the suspension/and revocation of suspension be produced in the Commission. 

3.
Today, Shri Swarn Singh states that no such proposal to reinstate the said employee to revoke his suspension had been processed in the office of DEO or in the concerned SSS School after receipt of the letter dated 28.5.08, addressed to the Dy. Commissioner by the DEO(S) Nawan Shahar. He stated on oath that no action was taken on the letter of the Deputy Commissioner dated 28.5.08 as the concerned employee who was a contractual employee had never submitted any application for his reinstatement or appeared and remained officially absent after 16.4.08, therefore no further record of action is available on the file. He has also supplied the same reply in writing on 28.4.08, a copy of which has also been supplied to Shri Sham Lal Saini, representative of Sh. Gian Chand Pathak, complainant and with the information obtained under the RTI application, the Complainant should approach the Competent Authority in the Executive with a representation, if so advised for redressal of his grievances. 

With this, he case is hereby disposed of.









Sd- 
  





   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.04.2009

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma,

292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dina Nagar 143531,

District Gurdaspur.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary,

PSEB, Patiala.




       -----Respondent.






CC No-2433 -2008

Present :
Shri Rajive Sharma, S/O Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma,complainant, on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Public Relation Officer, RTI Cell, O/O PSEB, Patiala.

Order:

The complaint of Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma, dated 10.10.08 with regard to his RTI application dated  29.7.08, made to the address of PIO, O/O PSEB Patiala had been considered in the hearing dated 24.2.09 in the absence of the complainant. The status of the application as disclosed by the APIO was brought on record according to which it was entirely the default of Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma that the information had not been provided to him as he had not deposited the money by way of fees for the documents as asked for on 14.8.08 and 18.9.08. It was decided that Sh. Gauree Dayal sharma should be given an opportunity to make the submission in writing so that  his request for giving the information free of cost can be considered in the background of the facts brought out by the APIO. He had also been told that in the alternative if he had no proof of depositing the fee, the stand of the PIO was that he  should duly deposit the amount and procure the copy of the information. It had also been stated that if Shri Gauree Dayal Sharma did not send any communication or did not deposit any money, his complaint would be dismissed on the next date of hearing.
2.
Today,Shri Rajive Sharma is present on behalf of his father Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma and has presented a letter dated 28.4.09 addressed by him to the Commission. In that letter he has stated that the statement given by the APIO is 
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not correct and that the only letter which he has received is the letter dispatched by the APIO on 19.9.08 received by the complainant on 25.9.08 which is well beyond the period of 30 days, due to which he prayed that the information may be supplied free of cost.

3.
On  the part of the APIO, he has brought forward yet another letter dated 8.9.08 vide which is also another letter had been sent to Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma in which he has been asked to deposit the fee of Rs. 300/-.  Thus there are 3 different letters . In the  first letter dated 14.8.08 the applicant had been asked to deposit Rs. 120/- giving reference to his RTI application dated 1.8.08. In the next letter dated 8.9.08 disclosed today an amount of Rs. 300 had been asked to deposited for further information. In  the letter dated 18.9.08 which is the only one acknowledged to have been received by the complainant against the amount of Rs. 322/- for “samuchi Soochna”. The APIO states that this amount  includes the amount for further RTI applications. However, he has not been able to explain from his records which are those  applications on which computation of amount based. It is also only the third letter dated 18.9.08 which was sent by registered post and the earlier ones which are stated  not having been received, which have been sent by ordinary post. As such, I agree with the complainant that the information has not been supplied,  within the stipulated period and that the letters which are being shown as having been sent do not inspire confidence. The PIO was asked to hand over the papers which were to be made available to the applicant and which were available with him. However, he stated that these would be sent to him duly indexed, page marked and attested through registered post. In case Shri Gauree Dayal Sharma does not receive the information within 15 days of the hearing, he may get the matter reopened by a simple letter addressed to this Bench. 

. With this the matter is hereby disposed of








Sd- 
  





   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.04.2009

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma,

292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dina Nagar 143531,

District Gurdaspur.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary,

PSEB, H.O., Patiala.




       -----Respondent.






CC No-2434 -2008

Present:
Shri Rajive Sharma, S/O Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma,complainant, on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Public Relation Officer, RTI Cell, O/O PSEB, Patiala.

ORDER:


The complaint of Shri Gauree Dayal Sharma dated 10.10.08 in respect of his RTI application dated 5.8.08 had been considered in his absence  in the hearing on  24.2.09.  During that hearing it was observed that Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma had neither given acknowledgement of the receipt of the application to the PSEB nor proof of fee deposited under RTI. However, the APIO states that the application had been received although no fees appeared to have been paid. In addition, it was found that Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma had asked for all manner of service details regarding  himself without disclosing to which cadre he belonged i.e.whether he was Peon, Clerk or Engineer. Clarification was sought from him through registered post within 30 days period, which was received from him on 25.8.08. Thereafter he was asked vide letter  dated 8.9.08 to deposit Rs. 12/- for addition application and Rs. 180/- for the present application. No amount was deposited. Shri Sharma states that he has not received any letter for deposit of fee. 
2.

I have considered the circumstances of the present case and find that the complaint of the applicant was not made out since he had not given 
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enough details to permit the supply of information in the first place.  I am inclined to believe the PIO.  In spite of no fee having been paid for the RTI application and no clear details of the information required having been given, he has still entertained demand for extra information from the applicant. The extra information required under RTI was also entertained without proof of fees for the RTI application.  There was no need for him to state that he had collected the information from three separate PIOs and had informed the applicant to deposit Rs. 12/- for the separate application and Rs. 180/- for the present application.  Thus the complaint is not made out against the PIO. 
3.

However, since the information has already been collected for the complainant, it should be provided to him within 15 days on due payment of fee. He has agreed to pay for the information including the speed-post fee for which he is willing to pay.

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 

  





   (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.04.2009

(Ptk)

