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:
Shri Mukhtiar Singh, complainant in person.



Sh. Jasdeep Singh Aulakh,PCS, Dy. Secy. Local Govt, the 


then SDE/PSEB Shri Surinder Pal Singh. 


Shri Yashwant Puri,  Advocate for the PIO.

ORDER:


With reference to the orders of the Commission passed on previous date of hearing on 1.6.09, the then PIO/the then SDM Jalalabad who was the Sub Divisional Electoral Officer and who has also received the application under RTI  from Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, states that the complainant Sh,. Mukhtiar Singh  as per his information never reached the office of the SDE, PSEB Fazilka. Er. Surinder Pal  Singh  on 24.6.09 & 25.6.09 to inspect/search the record. Er. Surinder Pal Singh, SDE, PSEB, Sub Div. Fazilka, the then Returning Officer of the Elections at Villa Paliwala has  also stated the same thing. His letter dated 26.6.09 sent through fax has been received in the Commission on 29.6.09 in which he has stated  that the complainant neither inspected the record nor supplied the documents which were in his possession. Shri Surinder Pal has also presented some papers which are neither original nor attested. In other words the matter stands exactly at the same 
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position as it was  on when the last order was passed.  Neither has the said record been organized duly page-numbered and indexed etc. which was to be done by the SDE.

2.
Sh. Mukhtiar Singh  has also  not given copies of the representations which he had given to the local  officers at that time. However, Rs. 750/- out of the amount of Rs. 1000/- in cash which had been asked to be paid to him  for his many fruitless visits has been paid to Sh. Mukhtiar Singh today.   
3.
The then SDE has also presented a letter dated 30.6.09 giving his comments on the reply dated 12.5.09 filed by the Returning Officer. This has also been filed  at the time of hearing. (The case has been called many times since morning and it had been listed at No. 1 but the Complainant and the Respondents had not appeared. The complainant appeared at 12.30 Noon and then  had gone to take lunch when the respondent appeared). A strange story has been related by Sh. J.S.Aulakh, PCS in the last para of this letter regarding the alleged  behavior of the Complainant which is as under :- 


“I would like to bring to notice of the Hon’ble Commissioner a strange episode which took placed immediately after the last date of haring on 01.06.2009.  The Complainant simply vanished from the office of undersigned in Chandigarh after hearing leaving his polythene bag.  Complainant and Returning Officer came to my office so that I could get photo copies of documents with them so that I am able to perform duty assigned to me by Commission on 01.06.2009.  He was not picking up his mobile.  Further on 02.06.2009 his relatives went to house of Returning Office at Fazilka demanding that where has complainant vanished.  On 03.06.2009 also sister of Complainant alongwith other relatives went to house of Returning Officer.  Finally, the Returning Officer filed a complaint with the police that he feels that complainant is black mailing him. 

Further the undersigned received a phone call from some man claiming to be president of Consumer Forum, Jalalabad regarding the status of this case.  He was note even aware that the case is field with Commission instead he was told that I am presently SDM, Jalalabad and the case is with me.  Similar phone call was received by the Returning Officer also.  This clearly shows that the Complainant had bad intention and he is not interested in getting justice.” 

4.

He has also given a copy of the application dated 3.6.09 presented to the SHO  Sadar Jalalabad  by Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, the then Returning Officer. 
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5.

At the same time the complainant has presented a copy of letter dated  30.6.09 which he says he sent through courier, with the receipt of the courier, which is addressed to the “State Officer and Punjab Chandigarh, 17 Sector, 84-85, Rupan Daulat 32-33-34, Kothi No. 17 Sector”. Since the address is not correct, the letter has not reached. The version of Sh. Mukhtiar Singh is that the bag containing all papers relating to this case, Rs. 170/- his chaddrah and clothes, had been snatched from him by the  Respondents (all of them including the Advocate).  He says he did not even have the proper address of the Commission which is why it was wrong. Later, he stated that he was threatened had to leave the bag behind and run for his life. For the next two days he could not go home, but went by a tempo to Rajpura and the next day he reached Bathinda with great difficulty. Copies of all these letters have been given to the other party. He states that when he went twice to ask for the bag to be given back and it was admitted today by Sh. Surinder Pal, that it is with him and it  had been given to him by the then SDM Sh J.S.Aulakh the same day. The bag should be returned to him forthwith.
6.

 The PIO is hereby directed that the concerned file and papers should be brought here to the Commission on the next date of hearing for the inspection. 

Adjourned to 16.7.2009.


Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Malook Singh, 

S/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Village Burh Chand,

Tehsil Patti,

District Tarn Taran. 





----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.  





       -----Respondent 





CC No-2004 -2008      
Present :
Sh. Malook Singh,  Complainant in person.


Sh. H.S.Deol, APIO-cum-DRO, Tarn Taran.


Sh. Anil Kumar, Sadar Kanungo, Tarn Taran.
Order:


The DRO has produced the concern Parat Patwar and Parat Sarkar registers and Sh. Malook Singh has been permitted to inspect them and to take notes.  Sh. Malook Singh has also produced today photo copy of an Intaqal from the Parat Patwar dated 30.04.1998 duly approved by the then Naib Tehsildar Sh. Jagmohan Singh which he states that he has got from the papers of his elder brother who died in 2006.  A copy of the same has also been supplied to the DRO today and is placed on the record of the Commission. I have myself examined the registers of Parat Patwar and Parat Sarkar maintained by Patwari Sh. Pardeep Kumar.  There are entries preceeding and following Intaqal no. 1031 also approved by Sh. Jagmohan Singh, Naib Tehsildar on the same date.  There are also a few Intaqals decided by him on 29.04.1998 interspersed among them.  The difference that is evident is that the official machine numbering of the pages had been made by a different machine on page 89,  as distinguished from the pages preceding and following it, where the figures of the numbering  appear to have a different size (larger than the one on the Intaqal pages preceding and following it). After examining the register, I find that the color photo stat earlier made at Amritsar by the PIO (at the expense of Complainant) do not have true color, as there appears to be a green tone, which further interferes with 
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the true colors as available.  There is perhaps a very slight color difference discernable in the suspect papers as distinguished from  the papers following.  Sh. Malook Singh has been permitted to get the colored photo stat made to his satisfaction.  The PIO may get the binding opened for the purpose of the full papers.  DRO and Sadar Kanungo are directed to  get the papers rebound in their presence.  For the remaining, Sh. Malook Singh states that he will take notes and requests for  copies of  mutations preceding and following decided on 29.04.1998 and 30.04.1998 along with  intaqal No.1031, today  and will  apply for the certified photostats later from the Copying Branch of the Deputy Commissioner’s office Tarn Taran with payment of fee as per Revenue  schedule.  . The  Photostats of the papers should be got today prepared accordingly. Papers should be supplied within 10 days of his application by Copying Branch. Compliance report should be sent for the completion of record of the Commission.  



With these directions, the case is hereby disposed of in terms of today’s order as read with orders dated 20.01.2009, 18.03.2009, 06.05.2009 & 30.06.2009.  Sh. Malook Singh, Complainant can get the case re-opened, if he does not get the information which he applied for.     









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Navkiran Singh Sodhi,

S/o Sh. Parminder Singh Sodhi,

# 455, Adarsh Colony,

Bhadson Road,

Patiala.






--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief Engineer, 

PWD(B&R), Patiala.




____   Respondent.






AC No-287 -2009   

Present :
None for Appellant.


Sh. Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of PIO O/o Chief 


Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala (without letter of authority).

Order:


Sh. Navkiran Singh Sodhi, Appellant vide his Second Appeal dated 23.04.2009 addressed to the PIO/Public Works Department submitted that his application under RTI dated 30.01.2009 had not been attended to and no information had been given.  Thereafter, he filed the First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority O/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala.  To no effect. Hence the Second Appeal.  A copy of the appeal was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered letter.  

2.

Today, Sh. Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant states that information had already been provided to Sh. Navkiran Singh Sodhi, Appellant for the same complaint and he showed me the papers he was carrying with him.  I have seen the papers they pertained to a different RTI application where the same Appellant has asked for information with respect to Patiala, Nabha, Malerkotla Road whereas the present application dated 30.01.2009 with postal order no. 76E 312430 is for information with respect to the road from Village Jhil (from Patiala to Bhadson) where he is asking for details of person from whom land has been acquired for the same. The PIO has been careless in dealing with this case and 
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has brought information regarding some other case with him without giving the status in respect of the present RTI application. 
3.

It is pointed out that the Appellant in his application has not given proof of having deposited of his application with the PIO and his application is also deficient, since, he has not indicated the period for which he requires information.  Since no details of receipt in the office of the PIO of the RTI application are available, the PIO should check up from his receipt register and trace the case.  If available, he should send the information to the Appellant immediately under intimation to the Commission.  In case, he has already supplied the information, a copy thereof should be placed on the record of the Commission and in case he has not supplied the information so far the PIO is directed to add his explanation under Section 20(1) of the Act for consideration of the Commission so that it may be decided whether there was any reasonable cause for not supplying the information before imposing a penalty under the Act.  The next date of hearing is only for purposes of reporting compliance of these orders and not for giving further time to the PIO to delay the matter further.



Adjourned to 21.07.2009.      








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Kundan Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Kaka Singh,

# 17, Anand Nagar ‘A’,

Tripuri Town,

Patiala.







--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Secretary, 

Punjab State Electricity Board,

The Mall, Patiala.





____   Respondent.






AC No-293 -2009    
Present :
Sh. Kundan Singh, Appellant in person.


Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-PRO, PSEB, Patiala with Sh. 


P.K.Shukla, Superintendent.   
Order:


Sh. Kundan Singh, Appellant vide his appeal dated nil received in this office on 05.05.2009 stated that his application dated 01.12.2008 made to the address of the PIO/PSEB, Patiala had not been attended to. Thereafter, he filed First Appeal on 27.01.2009 with Sh. Husan Lal, IAS Appellant Authority to which he received no reply whatsoever.  Hence the Second Appeal.  He has attached with it numerous papers to prove his point that the reply dated 29.01.2009 given to him was distorted and not based on facts and, therefore, misleading.  Specifically, Sh. Kundan Singh, Appellant has stated that in reply to his query no. 2 “the circumstances under which roster point 1453 meant for SC-XSM was given to Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh, S/o Sh. Hansa Singh who as per record earlier supplied by the PSEB belongs to SC (others) category.  This is a clear cut violation of the Punjab Government Instructions issued vide Punjab Govt. letter no. 8/30/96-3PPI/17240 dated 21.08.1997”.  The reply given vide letter dated 29.01.2008 states as under :-   

“Roster register point no. 1453 S.C/Ex. Serviceman naal Sambandh hae ate ih point Engineer Rajinder Pal Singh S/o Sh. Hansa Singh SC (other) nu dita giya hae kyunki bharti karan samein pahli merit list jo ki 50% general category ate 40 % sariyan reserve categoriyaan dae aadhar tae banai gayi si, vicho koi vi SC/Ex 
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serviceman category da umidvaar uplabdh nahi hoiya si ate is layi ih point SC/(other) nu dita giya.  Baad vich board vichon pass percentage nu ghataun uprant kewal do hi umidvaar SC/Ex serviceman category nall sambandhit uplabdh hoye see.  Er. Rajinder Pal Singh S/o Sh Hansa Singh nu SC/other vajjon 80.33 % marks prapt karn karkae roster register dae point no. 1453 te darshaya gaya.  Board vallon pass percentage ghataun uprant jo do number umidvaar uplabdh hoye uhna nu Roster register vich uhna dae ban dae roster point allot kar dite gaye.”      
2.

I have seen the merit list supplied by Sh. Kundan Singh which purports to be the first merit list, a copy of which has been given to the PIO,  according to which two persons from the category SC (others-XSM) are available. 
3.

As such the PIO is hereby issued notice under Section 20(1) to show cause why he should not be proceeded against for imposition of penalty for allegedly knowingly giving incorrect and misleading information to the Appellant.  He is required to give his explanation in writing and also to avail himself of a personal hearing under Section 20(1) proviso thereto on the next date of hearing.  The PIO may note that in case no written explanation is received and he also does not attend the next date of hearing, it will be taken that he has nothing to offer by way of explanation and the Commission shall go ahead under the provisions of the Act and take action against him ex-parte.  

3.

The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information to the Appellant forthwith and to place a copy of the same on the record of the Commission immediately and without further delay. 



Adjourned to 21.07.2009 for (i) supply of information (ii) for consideration of the written explanation under Section 20(1) and for personal hearing of the PIO under Section 20(1) proviso thereto.   








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Daljit Singh Gill,

26, Adarsh Nagar,

Ram Tirth Road,

Post office Khalsa College,

Amritsar.







--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Managing Director,

PSIEC, Ltd.

Chandigarh.






____   Respondent.






AC No-294 -2009   

Present :
None for Appellant.


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



Sh. H.S.Matharu, XEN-IV.

Order:


Sh. Daljit Singh Gill, Appellant vide his Second Appeal dated 27.04.2009  with adhesive stamp of Rs. 50/- (this was not necessary and the stamps may be returned to him with this order) stated that his application under RTI dated 20.11.2008 (through post) with due payment of fee made to the address to the PIO/PSIEC had not been dealt with. Thereafter he filed his First Appeal to the Appellate Authority/PSIEC. To no effect. Hence the Second Appeal. A copy of the Second Appeal was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered letter. 

2.

Today, APIO Sh. R.K.Goyal states that information has been supplied to Sh. Daljit Singh Gill, Appellant vide covering letter dated 19.01.2009 enclosing letter dated 08.01.2009 along with letter dated 06.02.2009 in response to his First Appeal.  

3.

Notice for the hearing today had been issued through registered post to the Appellant well in time on 8th June, 2009, it has been received back undelivered with the remarks that “Puch Partal Karan tae is naam da koi aadmi
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 nahi milya.”  Therefore, I have gone through each item of his application and checked the replies given which are complete. 
3.
 It is seen that the Appellant has been writing other letters i.e. dated 1st June, 2008 to the General Manager regarding “clarification concerning billing of sewerage” as well as letter dated 25.03.2008 addressed to PSIEC, Focal Point, Phase-III, Mehta Road, Amritsar. In both of them he has disputed the levy of charges upon him for the sewerage system which is not functioning.  These are representations made to the Competent Authority and cannot be dealt with and have nothing to do with the RTI.  

4.

A phone call has been made by Sh. Goyal’s phone to the complainant during the hearing and he is stated that he has very much available in the address given by him but he has not received the letter.  He also states that he has also not received the letter of PIO either.  PIO is hereby directed to send the full papers to him through registered post and place copy of the proof of registry on the record of the Commission to complete its record.



With this, the case is hereby disposed of. In case Shri Daljit Singh Gill does not received the information within 15 days of the hearing, he may get the matter reopened by a simple letter addressed to this Bench.  








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Mrs. Darshna,

W/o Dr. Anil Garg,

# 187, Sec 2-B,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

PIN-147301.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Assistant Engineer,

South Sub Division, PSEB, Patiala.

 
____   Respondent.  






CC No-1093 -2009   

Present :
Sh. Anil Kumar Garg husband of Mrs. Darshna, Complainant.


Sh. Gopal Kumar, Lower Division Clerk (with letter of 



authority) for PIO.

Order:


Mrs. Darshna vide her complaint dated 15.04.2009 made to the Commission stated that her application under RTI dated nil received by the PIO/Deputy Secretary, Pb. State Electricity Board vide their receipt dated 06.02.2009 had not been attended to.  She stated that she had paid the amount under RTI in cash against due receipt (which he has not brought today).  A copy of complaint was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered letter. 

2.

Today, Dr. Anil Kumar Garg is present on behalf of her wife Smt. Darshna, Complainant and Sh. Gopal Kumar, LDC is present on behalf of PIO.  At the out set, it must be pointed out that PIO should either be present himself or through representative not below the rank of APIO.  However, Sh. Gopal Kumar is carrying the letter of authority so he is allowed to represent the case.  Sh. Anil Kumar states that till today no information has been received.  He stated that his wife has purchased a shop through open auction from Improvement Trust in Mid Town Plaza in January 2008 (a built up shop no. 15) since that time they are running around to get an electricity connection and the Electricity Board Authorities are sending them to various places to get NOC, whereas it has been 
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finally ascertained by him through the Lok Adalat that no NOC was required for getting of electricity connection.  Moreover, Sh. Anil Kumar states that Improvement Trust itself  already has electricity connection in the same block of buildings.  Now  the Lok Adalat had also ordered on 05.06.2009 that the electricity connection should be released to the applicants within 15 days of completing formalities.  The Complainant states that he had already completed the  formalities asked for by the Electricity Board. In spite of that they have once again been asked for NOC from the Municipal Corporation, Patiala which he had earlier submitted and still valid. He stated that now he was being pressurized to withdraw his complaint before the Commission in the RTI application case, although no information had been provided so far.  
3.
The Commission hereby directs that the file containing the complainant’s application for the electricity connection on 20.03.2008 and containing the full correspondence and noting till today should be produced before the Commission.  The Complainant should be allowed to inspect the file and to give a written list of documents of which he needs attested copies.  The file on which the Improvement Trust has been given a connection in the same building, should also be similarly produced for inspection.  


Adjourned to 07.07.2009. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Gurdev Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Sohan Singh,

R/o # 297, Dr Ambedkar Nagar,

Hoshiarpur.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division No. 2,

PWD(B&R), Hoshiarpur.

 


____   Respondent.






CC No-1101 -2009    

Present:
Shri Gurdev Singh complainant in person.



Shri Inderjit Singh Dhanoa, XEN (IB) B&R.



Sh. Tarsem Raj, SDE, on behalf of the PIO/XEN PWD B&R, 


Hoshiaprur.

ORDER:


Shri Gurdev Singh vide his complaint dated 8.4.09 made to the Commission stated that  his RTI application dated 6.11.08 addressed to the PIO/CE, PWD B&R, Chandigarh had not been attended to  and no information was given to him. He sent a reminder on  13.2.09 to the respondent once again through registered post. He received a letter  dated 27.2.09. However, the information asked for  by him in the application has still not been received. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today, in the forenoon when the case  was called , the XEN , PWD B& R Hoshiarpur was present. It appears that the registry had addressed the letter only to him. He states that he had given full information in so far as district Hoshiarpur is concerned., with regard to the application which had been transferred to him u/s 6(3) by the C.E., PWD B&R, IP on 27.2.09. He was asked to contact the concerned PIO in the O/O Chief Engineer and to request him to appear along with concerned file so that it can be seen whether such a letter has been addressed to all the XENs in the State or a reference has gone only to XEN 
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Hoshiarpur. Shri Inderjit Singh Dhanoa, XEN  states that in fact no such RTI application has been received by his office and it is when the reminder dated 13.2.09 was received  when a reference was made to the field u/s 6(3) of the Act. 

3.
The complainant states that this is not correct as the original RTI application has been sent to the O/O PIO/C.E. PWED B&R on 7.11.08 vide registered letter to which the previous orders were attached with the complaint to the Commission accompanied by a demand draft of Rs. 200/-.  He also states that the demand draft has also been encashed.  Therefore for the PIO to say RTI application has  not been received is absolutely incorrect. The PIO O/O CE/PWE B&R should immediately locate the original RTI application/consult the receipt register of his office. This is a serious matter if it is not found.  
4.
The information should now be provided immediately on urgent basis. That is the only manner in which amends can be made deleted.   
5.
Notice is also issued u/s 20(1) of the Act to the PIO to show casue why penalty be not imposed upon him in terms of the Act for not supplying the information in time.  He may reply to this in writing within 15 days and also avail himself of the  opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing. The Commission may also be apprised of the information supplied to the Complainant and produce the receipt thereof and a copy of the information for the record of the Commission.


Adjourned to 22.7.09. 








Sd- 
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Sanjay Kumar, 

168, Urban Estate,

Batala-143505.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Managing Director,

Pb. Water Supply & Sewerage Board,

Plot No. 1-B, Sec 27-A, Chd. 
 

____   Respondent.






CC No-1129 -2009    

Present :
None is present for Complainant.


Sh. S.D.Garg, APIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Pb. Water supply 

and Sewerage Board, Pb. 
Order:


Sh. Sanjay Kumar, vide his complaint dated 21.04.2009 to the Commission submitted that his application dated 11.03.2009 under RTI made to the address of the PIO/MD, Pb. Water Supply & Sewerage Board with due payment of fee had not been attended to and information had not been supplied to him.  A copy of complaint was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered letter. 
2.

Today, none is present for the Complainant.  Sh. S.D.Garg, APIO-cum-Executive Engineer is present in person and he states that information had been supplied to the Complainant on 23.04.2009 with reference to his RTI application dated 11.03.2009 and thereafter has been supplied second time on 18.06.2009 after the notice of the Commission.  Copies of these have been placed on the record of the Commission.  Both times it has been sent through registered post.  No proof of registry has been brought by him.  However, he is taken at his word.  Sh. Sanjay Kumar, Complainant had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today.  Since he has not come, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.  The case is disposed of.   






Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Navkiran Singh Sodhi,

S/o Sh. Parminder Singh Sodhi,

# 455, Adarsh Colony,

Bhadson Road, Patiala. 




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer,

PWD Public Health Water Supply & Sanitation (RWS)

Division, Sangrur.





____   Respondent.






CC No-1155 -2009    

Present :
None for Complainant.


Sh. Dalwinder Singh, APIO-cum-Sub Divisional Engineer for 


PIO.
Order:


Sh. Navkiran Singh Sodhi, Complainant vide his complaint dated 25.04.2009 stated that his RTI application dated 20.02.2009 addressed to the PIO/XEN, PWD Public Health, Water Supply and Sanitation (RWS) Division, Sangrur with due payment of fee had not been attended to properly.  He states that on 11.03.2009, the PIO replied and demanded fee of Rs. 3024/- for (756 pages) copies of muster rolls .  On 24.03.2009, Sh. Navkiran Singh Sodhi wrote back to the PIO/XEN explaining exactly what he needed and further asked for fresh information in point no. 2, 2(a) to (g).  A copy of complaint was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered letter.
2.

Today, APIO-cum-SDE Sh. Dalwinider Singh has drawn my attention to the letter dated 04.05.2009.  A copy of which has been endorsed through registered post to the Commission with covering letter dated 17.06.2009 in which full information has been given to Sh. Navkiran Singh Sodhi. He states that information was sent to the Complainant through ordinary post. He is taken at his word.  Sh. Navkiran Singh Sodhi, Complainant had due and adequate 
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notice of hearing to be held today.  Since he has not come, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.  The case is disposed of.  










Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Kundan Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Kaka Singh, 

# 17, Anand Nagar ‘A’,

Tripuri Town, 

Patiala.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Punjab State Electricity Board,

Head Office, The Mall,

Patiala.






____   Respondent 






CC No-1173 -2009    

Present:
Shri Kundan Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-PRO, PSEB, Patiala.

ORDER:



Shri Kundan Singh vide his complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 6.5.09 stated that his application under RTI dated 11.11.08 made to the address of PIO/PSEB had not been attended to and full  information had not been given to him. A set of full papers given by him sent to the concerned PIO, hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2. Today, Shri Kundan states that except for item No. 5 & 6 he has received the reply on all other items. Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO states that reply has already been supplied regarding item No. 5 & 6 vide letter Nio. 1303 dated 11.12.08 and Shri Kundan Singh has received the information. Shri Kundan Singh stated that he had requested for “attested copy of day-to-day noting  and action taken  on 3 letters received  by the PSEB (with full details). The APIO states that the Superintendent Recruitment who was present in the Forenoon had brought the noting  of the file with him for supply to Sh. Kundan Singh , had left the Court without intimation to him and appears to have gone back to Patiala.

3. The APIO is hereby directed to give full photocopy of the said file  to Shri Kundan Singh and the receipt of the same from Shri Kundan Singh  may be sent to the Commission. This should be given with in 10 days  with covering letter duly 
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indexed, page marked and attested giving reference to his RTI application and the receipt should be taken on covering letter. Shri Kundan Singh should inform my Private Secretary on phone that he has received/not received the information within 10 days, after which the case will be disposed of. 
4.
The PIO should furnish his written reply to the show cause notice u/s 20(1) being issued to him today. He is hereby directed to file written reply within 14 days failing which it will be presumed that he has nothing to say. On the next date, he can also avail himself of the personal hearing. Adjourned to 21.7.2009.








Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Gurvinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Harnek Singh,

Village Bari, PO Manoli,

District Mohali





--------Complainant







Vs.  

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer (PWD),

Provincial Division, Mohali.



____   Respondent.






CC No-1175 -2009    

Present:
Shri Gurvinder Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Harjinder Singh, APIO-SDE, on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Gurvinder Singh, vide his complaint dated 6.5.09made to the Commission stated that his application under RTI dated 3.2.09 for information had not been attended to by the PIO/XEN, Provincial Div. PWD B&R, Mohali. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2. Today, Shri Harjinder Singh, APIO-SDE, is present. He states that the information asked by the complainant vide  application dated 27.2.09 has since been sent vide his office letter  No. 2312, dated 25.3.09 vide which he was asked to deposit Rs. 1850/- for supply of required  documents. The complainant states that he has not received any letter so far.  A copy has been supplied to him today. The APIO has also shown me  Dak Stamp Register vide which the letter has been sent to Sh. Gurinder Singh at entry No. 2312, dated 25.3.09.

3. In case such a letter had been issued it would have  surely been received by the complainant. In that case they would have mentioned something about it in the complaint dated 6.5.09 made to the Commission. The applicants are adamant in asserting  that they have not received any such letter. I would also to give them benefit of the doubt. The APIO is directed to give  the documents free of charge with  10 days and a copy of the receipt  from the complainant should 
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be  placed on the record of the Commission.  The PIO states that they can come to his office on Friday, the 3rd of July, 2009 at 11.00 AM and collect the papers.


With these directions the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Manphool Singh,

S/o Sh. Banta Singh,

Village Bari, PO Manoli,

Tehsil & District Mohali.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, 

(Rural Water Supply Department),

Industrial Area, Phase-I, Mohali. 


____   Respondent.






CC No-1176 -2009   

Present:
Shri Manphool  Singh, complainant in person.

Shri Sukhminder Singh, APIO-cum-XEN, Water Supply and Sanitation, Mohali.



Shri Sandeep Bhalla, SDE, Water Supply and Sanitation, 



Mohali.

ORDER:


Shri Manphool Singh, vide his complaint dated 6.5.09 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 26.2.09  made to the address of PIO XEN/ Water Supply and Sanitation, Mohali, with due payment of fee had not been attended to. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
The registered notice to the PIO was received back,  because the address of the PIO was incorrect and was sent once again.  Today, both parties are present. Shri Sandeep Bhalla, SDE states that vide registered letter dated 8.6.09, with annexures, full information, point-wise, had been sent to the applicant. Therefore, the matter may be disposed of. The applicant states that  copy of tender and attached detailed documents,  including agreement etc.  have not been given to him. The APIO states that the terms and conditions are already available on the World Bank Website and can be down loaded. He also states that tenders had been called for and had been approved at the level of Panchayat and therefore papers should be available there also. 
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3.
It is observed that the applicant has applied to the present PIO in his  application and the record is available in his custody. In so far as the terms and conditions are concerned, one cannot direct the applicant to get it from the Website of the Bank. Now the PIO concerned should down load it and give a hard copy to the complainant and also supply full terms and conditions of the tenders. In respect of item No. 5, full details of the previous scheme and also of the money transferred to the new scheme etc. should be given in detail. This information may be supplied free of charge since the period of one month is over.


Adjourned to 22.7.2009.   
                                                                                    Sd/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

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

Sh. Varinder Mahajan,

# 198, Tilak Nagar,

Professor Colony,

Amritsar.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Chief IR&W,

PSEB, Patiala.





____   Respondent.






CC No-1200 -2009    

Present:
Shri Varinder Mahajan, complainant in person.



Shri Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-PRO, PSEB, Patiala.

Order:


Shri Varinder Mahajan, vide his complaint dated 1.4.09 made to the Commission (followed by affidavit dated 27.4.09 that he has not filed any such complaint earlier and none is pending before the Commission) stated that his application under RTI dated nil  with due payment of fee of Rs. 34/- vide IPO dated 27.2.09,  had not been attended to. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Shri Varinder Mahajan today states that  he has still not received any information with respect to his appeal against stoppage of one increment with cumulative effect which he had submitted to the PSEB 2 years ago.  He states that his RTI application contains 18 points with respect to his queries regarding  the progress/present status of the said appeal. He has also asked for the names of the persons who had issued the punishment order. Attention of Shri Varinder Mahajan  and the PIO is also drawn to the definition of ‘Information’, ‘Record’ and ‘Right to Information’  as provided in Section 2(f), (i) & (j) of the RTI Act, 2005. Information is required to be provided strictly in accordance with the original RTI application as defined in Section 2. The RTI Act is not an alternative remedy for redressal of perceived grievances, but only to ask for specific and concrete 
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information as may be found from the record, to help and support the case of the applicant before other  authorities.  The PIO is advised that opinions are not required to be formulated.    He is not required to manufacture the information and give justification for various  acts of other authorities but to make available  the papers as they are and to allow applicant to draw his own conclusions to this end. 
3.
PIO is hereby directed to bring the concerned original file dealing with his case  on which show cause notice has been issued, and dealing with awarding of punishment of stoppage of one increment to the complainant, with noting and correspondence  (PIO states that it relates to C.E. Border Range) as well as the file dealing with present status of his appeal  at Headquarters may be produced in the Commission for inspection by Sh. Varinder Mahajan. Thereafter, Shri Varinder Mahajan may take notes and also give a list of documents, copies of which he wants. The PIO should carry the file and his official seal with him so that  papers can be attested on  the same day for giving them to the complainant at the Headquarters, free of cost. In case any specific document has been asked for in the RTI application over and above the material available on the file, that may also be provided to him separately, free of cost. 
Adjourned to 28.7.2009.  







Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

(Ptk)  
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 the complainant.



None for the PIO.

ORDER: 

Shri Jiwan Kumar vide his complaint dated 24.4.09 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application in  form A dated 5.2.09 with due payment of fee addressed to the PIO/SDO, PSEB, Maur, Bathinda  had not been attended to properly. However, it is seen that he himself has attached a copy of letter dated 162.09 addressed to him by the AEE Operation  giving information on 2 points. Once again Shri Jiwan Kumar has written to the PIO stating that the answer has been given only on 2 points out of 4 and the remaining information should also be given. A copy of the complaint  was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today both the parties are absent nor any communication has been received from either. The PIO is directed to immediately supply the remaining information  and  also supply a copy of communication, if already sent to the complainant, for the record of the Commission.  It is also pointed out that in letter dated 5.3.09 fresh information has been asked for in para 1, which need not be supplied. The reply is required to be given strictly in accordance with the original RTI application. In case any further details or new information is required, the applicant is required to   file a fresh RTI application for the same.
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In the interest of justice one more chance is given. Adjourned to 22.7.2009. 









Sd- 

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


30.06. 2009

(Ptk)  
