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

www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Vasumati Sharma,

P-3/65, Jaral Colony,

Pandoh, District Mandi (HP)

175124.






--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Secretary,

Finance Department,

Pb. Govt., Chd. 




         ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1618-2008 

Present:
 None for Complainant.


Sh. Kashmira Singh, PIO-cum-Budget Officer.


Smt. Kamlesh Arora, APIO-cum-Superintendent O/o Finance 


Department for PIO with Sh. Harnek Singh, Sr. Asstt. 

ORDER:



A letter dated 22.10.2009 has been received on 26.10.2009 in the Commission from Smt. Vasumati Sharma stating that copies of explanations in compliance of order dated 23.09.2009 may be provided to her also and that she would like to present herself or through authorized person to argue.  She has not endorsed copy to the PIO, a copy should therefor be provided to him. 
2.

Sh. Kashmira Singh, PIO has filed letter dated 28.10.2009 and has also given his conclusions after considering the replies of the Superintendent and Assistant also.  A set of the papers may be sent by him to Smt. Vasumati Sharma, Complainant also.   


To come up for arguments on 10.12.2009 in chamber at 11.30 AM. 
 







Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.10. 2009  

(LS) 
NOTE :
Smt. Vasumati Sharma, Complainant may confirm the date of hearing on telephone number 0172-4630068.  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

Village Paliwala PO Aminganj,

(Mandi Roda Wali)

Teh. Jalalabad (W) 152024,

District Ferozepur (Pb).





--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalalabad (W),

District Ferozepur.







& 

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh,

SDO, PSEB, Sub Urban,

Sub Division, Fazilka.




         ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1697-2008 

Present:
 None for Complainant.



 None for PIO.
ORDER:



Let one more chance be given to the PIO before final decision.  No further chance will be given.  Adjourned to 21.01.2010.  

Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. S.S.Dhaliwal (Lt. Colonel),

# Kothi No. 4, Ghuman Chowk,

PO Sudhar Bazar.



District Ludhiana-141104.




----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.





 
      -----Respondent.






CC No-2005 -2008   
Present:
 Major H.S.Dhaliwal father of Lt. Col. S.S.Dhaliwal, 




Complainant.


None for PIO-cum-ADC(G), Patiala. 



Smt. Harinder Kaur, Superintendent-II O/o DC, Patiala.
ORDER:



Smt. Harinder Kaur, Superintendent-II states that she had been called at 4:55 PM yesterday evening by the DRO who had asked her to appear in the Commission and to present letter no. 2918 dated 27.10.2009 (covering letter) with attested photo copies of the noting portion of the DC’s file on the subject.    A set of the papers duly attested has been given to Major H.S.Dhaliwal, father of the Complainant.  She states that she has not been given any noting portion of the file of the SDM’s office to be delivered to the Complainant/Commission.  She is not carrying the original noting portion of both files with her.  She is carrying a seal of office with her but states that she is not competent to attest the documents herself which had been earlier supplied to the Complainant. 
2.

She is not carrying the written explanation of the PIO/ADC(G), Patiala (replied to notice under Section 20(1) for imposing of penalty) who had also been given opportunity to avail himself of personal hearing today for second time, neither she is carrying a communication with her.    However, she states that unfortunately the wife of PIO Sh. Darshan Singh Sandhu, PCS, ADC(G) has passed away a few days ago and he remains on leave for that reason.  
CC No-2005 -2008   
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3.

The matter is brought to the notice of the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala Sh. Dipinder Singh, IAS by name.  He may brief himself about the full background of this case and the orders passed by the Commission from time to time and get the orders of the Commission complied with and he may like to consider handing over the responsibilities of the present PIO for the purpose of this case to any other officer of equal rank.  The Deputy Commissioner, Patiala may take immediate action in the matter so that the Commission is not constrained to use power of the civil court vested in it under Section 18(2) and 18(3) of the Act by ordering an enquiry.  


Adjourned to 10.12.2009.  








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh, S/O Sh. Bhag Singh,

Vill Khakh, P.S. Tanda,

Tehsil Dasua, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Pb. State Elect. Board,

Sub Urban Division, 

Tanda, District Hoshiarpur.



-------- Respondent






CC No- 2463-2008

Present:
 None for Complainant.


Sh. Bachitter Singh, LDC-cum-Senior Clerk (with letter of 


authority) O/o City Sub Division, Tanda, PSEB. 

ORDER:



Sh. Bachitter Singh, LDC states that the RTI application dated 20.08.2008 has never been received in the office of the City Sub Division, Tanda to which it relates.  Rather it can be seen from the complaint that Sh. Mohinder Singh, Complainant has sent the application by registered post to the APIO, Sub Urban Division, Tanda.  In case that office i.e. PIO/PSEB, Sub Urban Division, Tanda received the said application it has never been forwarded to the office of the City Sub Division, Tanda. Similarly, the Commission has also not been addressing to City Sub Division, Tanda but to the PSEB, Sub Urban Division, Tanda.  The papers of the Commission received by the Sub Urban Division have, however, forwarded to his office. However, he has brought the full information today point wise reply (covering letter) dated 27.10.2009 with two annexures (total nine pages).  Since Sh. Mohinder Singh, Complainant has not come, the PIO is hereby directed to send the information to the Complainant through registered post and to send a photo copy of the proof of registry to the Commission for its record.  A set of papers supplied to Complainant may also be placed on the record of the Commission. 
2.

Sh. Mohinder Singh, Complainant had due and adequate notice for the hearing to be held today and is not present either himself or through 
CC No- 2463-2008
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representative neither he has sent any communication. The information should be sent through registered post.  Sh. Mohinder Singh, Complainant was keen to know when the electricity connection would be released to him and it has been explained to him that connections are yet to be released for those who have applied up to 31.03.1990 whereas Sh. Mohinder Singh, Complainant has applied in the last quarter of 1990.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 

 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Harbans Singh Brar,

S/o S. Jagdev Singh Brar,

# 20281, St. NO. 16, 

Near Ch. Roshan Singh Hospital,  
Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bathinda(Pb.).






--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief Engineer IR & W,

PSEB, Patiala.






--------Respondent  






MR No. 62/2009 

                                                   In AC No- 579-2008 
Present:
 Sh. Harbans Singh Brar, Appellant in person.


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


Smt. Jai Shree, Senior Assistant. 
ORDER:



No compliance report has been filed in the Commission to orders dated 07.07.2009 and 09.09.2009 of the Commission.  The information in respect of point number 1 and 2 of the RTI application dated 07.02.2008 to the PIO/Chief Engineer IR&W, PSEB, Patiala has not been supplied, inspite of final order of disposal having been passed in Second Appeal number 579/2008 filed by Sh. Harbans Singh Brar, Complainant after giving directions for compliance on 25.03.2009.  Thereafter the case was reopened on his request due to the non-compliance and again directions given on 07.07.2009 and 09.09.2009 and the matter was adjourned to 28.10.2009 for the same.  However, only a letter dated 13.10.2009 was received thereafter from Nodal Officer-cum-Deputy Secretary, RTI Cell, Patiala by the State Information Commission which is only the copy of an interim communication between the nodal officer and the PIO/Director Personnel. 
2.

Today, again no compliance report has been filed and neither has any communication been received from the PIO addressed to the Commission, however, copies of further interim departmental correspondence between the 
MR No. 62/2009 In AC No- 579-2008 
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Deputy Secretary and the Nodal Officer in connection with correspondence with NTPC has been endorsed to the Commission.   
3.

PIO is not present himself as directed in the notice of the Commission.  Nor has any information had been supplied to Sh. Harbans Singh Brar, Complainant, as directed.  
4.

It is also noted that the PIO has not given any written reply to the notice under Section 20(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, to show cause why penalty as prescribed therein be not imposed upon him for non supply of information till date inspite of directions of the Commission passed repeatedly in the presence of APIOs from as far back as 25.03.2009 onwards.  He also did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing which was given to him for 02.09.2009. ( On 02.09.2009, due to the administrative reasons, the hearing could not be held and was postponed for 09.09.2009) or 09.09.2009.  The PIO also did not file any written explanation.  It is therefore, presumed that he is noting to say.  He is given a chance for personal hearing once again as per proviso to Section 20(1) before imposing penalty being last opportunity.  


Adjourned to 09.12.2009.    


 







Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.10. 2009  

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

Sh G.S.Sikka, Advocate,

# 43, Friends Colony Model Gram,

Ludhiana. 






--------Appellant 







Vs. 

1.PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industry & Export Corporation,

Ltd., Udyog Bhavan Sector 17, Chandigarh. 



&

2. Appellate Authority-cum-Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industry & Export Corporation,

Ltd., Udyog Bhavan Sector 17, Chandigarh.

--------Respondent 






    AC-400-2009
Present:
 None for Appellant.


Sh. G.S.Sandhu, APIO-cum-Manager Legal for PIO.
ORDER:



Sh. G.S.Sandhu, APIO has filed a reply dated 27.10.2009 requesting that the full information has since been supplied and no prejudice has been caused to the applicant specially when the information sought by him does not relate to him and therefore no penalty or cost may be imposed.  He has also states that he has only taken over the charge on 01.10.2009 and the previous APIO has retired on 30.09.2009, however, the show cause notice has not been issued to Sh. G.S.Sandhu, APIO or to the previous APIO.  The show cause notice under Section 20(1) has been issued to the PIO for delay in providing the information and no reply has been filed by him.  APIO has requested for an adjournment.  


Adjourned to 09.12.2009 being last opportunity for written reply and for personal hearing of the PIO.  









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.10. 2009  

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

Kanwar Naresh Sodhi,

 S/O Late  Tikka Atamjit Singh Sodhi,


# 17, Gulmohar Avenue Dhakauli,

NAC Zirakpur, Distt. Mohali.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary, PWD B&R, Punjab,

Punjab Mini Sectt.,Sector 9,Chandigarh.


--------Respondent 






CC No-993-2009

Present:
Kanwar Naresh Sodhi, Complainant in person.



Sh. Anil Kumar, SDE, O/o PWD, B&R, Ferozepur.  



Sh. Bakshish Singh, Superintendent O/o Secretary, PWD, B&R. 
ORDER:



Kanwar Naresh Sodhi, Complainant vide his letter dated 06.10.2009 addressed to the Commission with annexures states that he has separately sent a copy of the same to the Department also.  He has placed on record what he has stated to be unwarranted information which has been forced upon him.  The department has also filed a reply dated 30.09.2009 to his letter dated 06.10.2009.  
2.

I find that the PIO have unnecessarily complicated the matter by not giving information in the RTI application to the point.  I have gone through the reply dated 30.09.2009 and find that it meets the requirements of point no. 1, 2, 3 and 4 which Kanwar Naresh Sodhi, Complainant also confirms.  In so far as point no. 5 and 6 are concerned the last two lines stating “Kachche rastian dee malik panchayat hai.  Is lai eh point panchayat naal sambandhat hae” are required to be deleted in the answers to both point no. 5 and 6 respectively.   
3.

In so far as point no. 7 of the RTI application is concerned, orders had already been passed on 12.08.2009 in para 1 which is reproduced below : - 


“It has been clarified to Kanwar Naresh Sodhi, Complainant and to the PIO that the present complaint is not in respect of his previous CC-2124/2007 and non supply of papers in pursuance to that complaint, if any, but relates purely to the present application therefore, 
CC No-993-2009
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neither of the two parties should confuse issue by bringing it the facts and circumstances of that previous case.”    
As such no information was required to be given in respect of point no. 7.   
4.

As such a revised/substituted letter should be given accordingly to Kanwar Naresh Sodhi, Complainant in place of letter dated 30.09.2009.  The role of Right to Information Act, 2005, ends here and the Complainant is also satisfied.  With this, the case is hereby disposed of.    








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Jiwan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Nathu Ram,

Boher Wala Chowk,

Mour Mandi,

District Bathinda. 





--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO, PSEB,

Mour, Bathinda. 





____   Respondent.






CC No-1185 -2009 

Present:
 None for Complainant.


Sh. Jagroop Singh, JE for PIO.
ORDER:



Sh. Jagroop Singh, JE has presented a copy of letter written by Sh. Jiwan Kumar, Complainant dated 28.10.2009 addressed to the court in which he stated that “I am satisfied with the Department (information supplied by the Department) So, you are therefore requested to file this case as I do not want further proceedings”. 


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Manwinder Singh,

Chief Reporter, Times of India,

577-R, Model Town, Ludhiana.



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O State Transport Commissioner,

Pb., Chd.






____   Respondent 






CC No-1220 -2009    

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri J.S.Brar, PIO-cum-ADTO, O/O STC Punjab.
 
ORDER:


Shri J.S.Brar has drawn my attention to the letter dated 20.10.09 vide which para-wise reply to 16 points contained in the RTI application have been supplied to Shri  Manwinder Singh, complainant through registered post. He states that  photocopy of the despatch register containing proof of registry will be placed on record of the Commission, along with this letter/documents. 
2.
Today, he has presented further note containing supplementary answers to question No. (iv),  (vii), (viii), (ix), (xi), (xii).  He states that the numbering made by the applicant is faulty and he has repeated his numbers. However, he states that the information provided vide letter dated 20.10.09 point-wise is supplemented again point-wise by a note dated 28.10.08,  and thus full information has been supplied to the complainant, which was available in his office. Shri Manwinder Singh  has asked information from 1988 onwards, but information has been  supplied to him from 2000-2008 with great difficulty.
3.
Shri Manwinder Singh has not appeared today and neither has he sent any communication. However, he made a phone call that he is not in a position to attend the hearing and  his written arguments have already been filed and they may be considered.  A copy of written arguments is already available with the PIO. These arguments are with reference to information received by the 
CC No-1220 -2009                                                                             -2

complainant before the date of his complaint. However, he has not brought on record information received by him regarding which he has made 

the complaint that “it is incomplete so far”.    
4.

The complainant has never appeared till today. In case he does not appear on the next date also, it will be taken that he is satisfied with the information received by him, which had been sent to him vide letters dated 20.10.09  and 28.10.09. The matter regarding delay and any other information mentioned in the written arguments will be taken on the next date of hearing on merits. The PIO may  make a list of dates on which information has been supplied and the date on which the information has been completed.  Thereafter, the PIO, and all officials whom the PIO approached u/s 5(4) for supply of information and in case they caused any delay,  should be present  on the next date of hearing  so that the matter can be discussed in their presence and responsibility for the delay apportioned.  For this, they may file written replies under Section 20(1) and show cause why penalty as prescribed therein be not imposed upon them. 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.10. 2009  

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar, S/O Sh. Prakash Chand,

R/O Gali Gurdwara Wali,

Jatinder Chowk, Faridkot.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer,

 Water Supply & Construction Div., 

Faridkot.







--------Respondent 






CC No-1556-2009 

Present:
 None for Complainant.


None for PIO.
ORDER:



The XEN, Faridkot Drg. Construction Division, Faridkot vide his letter dated 08.09.2009 has informed the Commission that with reference to the notice of hearing received in his office “complete information/record has already been given to the Complainant Sh. Ashok Kumar, S/o Sh. Parkash Chand, R/o Gali Gurudwara Wali Jatinder Chowk Faridkot vide this office letter no. 1889 dated 30.07.2009.  The copy of acknowledgment given by Sh. Ashok Kumar is attached herewith.  Hence it is requested that this reference may kindly be filed”.  He has also sent copy of information supplied and the receipt of Complainant taken on the face of the letter.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.










SD- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


28.10. 2009  

(LS)
