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

Sh. Shalinder Singh,

Ram Basti, Gali No. 8-A, 

Sangrur-148001.  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Technical Education & Industrial

Training, Tachniki Sikhya Bhawan, Sector 36, Chd. Pb.
____   Respondent 






CC No-3966-2009     

Present:
None for the complainant;

Smt. Monika Bansal, PIO-cum-Training cum-Placement Officer, O/O Director Tech. Education & Ind. Trg., Punjab.

Sh. Madan Lal, APIO-cum-Supdt., O/O Director Tech. Education & Ind. Trg., Punjab.
 

ORDER: 


The complaint of Sh. Shalinder Singh dated 9.12.09 made to the Commission with regard to his RTI application dated 16.10.09 made to the address of PIO/Secretary, Tech. Education & Ind. Trg., Punjab, .was considered by the Commission today in his absence
. The PIO has stated that on record is a letter dated 18.3.2010 addressed to Sh. Shalinder Singh by the PIO with copy to the Commission vide which a notification has been duly sent to him containing 42 names of contractual employees. In addition, the PIO has stated vide letter dated 30.12.09, full information asked for by him vide his RTI application dated 16.10.2010 had also been sent to him. A set of papers has  also been placed on the record of the Commission. 

Sh. Shalinder Singh had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today which had been sent to him through Registered post on 26.2.2010, but he has not come himself or through his representative. Neither has he sent any communication nor has he cared to write to the Commission. It is clear that he has received the information and has nothing to submit in the matter. 

With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 

Sd- 
Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010  

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

Ms. Surinder Kaur,

D/o Sh. Surjit Singh, 

KPM. Chowk, Near Truck Union,

Malerkotla, District Sangrur, Pin 148023.

--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Principal, ITI, Malerkotla. 


____   Respondent 






CC No-3975-2009  
Present:
Smt. Surinder Kaur, complainant in person.



Sh. Varinder Kumar, Headmaster, ITI Ahmadgarh.



Kamaljit Singh, PIO-cum-Instructor, ITI Malerkotla.
ORDER: 


Smt. Surinder Kaur’s complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 18.12.09 with respect to her different RTI applications made to the PIO/ Govt. ITI office Malerkotla as well as to the address of the PIO/Headmaster, ITI Ahmadgarh, in connection with the same subject, was considered in the presence of both parties today. The Principal, ITI Ahmadgarh was carrying the full file of the selection of the Needle work Embroidery Instructors including  interview sheets, computation of marks merit lest, attendance register etc. It also contains issue of appointment letter, joining report, criteria of selection etc. She has inspected the full file and had been permitted to take attested copy of any paper she wanted to, which has been supplied to her today free of cost, duly attested, the receipt of which has been placed on the record of the Commission. She has pointed out that sheet containing the  criteria of selection for Instructor contains basic qualification of Matric, whereas in the final selection marks have been given for the Sr. Secondary qualification also, in addition to Matric qualification. She has also pointed out  that her experience was of Instructor, whereas the experience of other candidates was of a teacher. It has been explained to her that these matters are to be brought to the notice of the Competent Authority in the Executive. Now armed with the actual papers she has 
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got, she can base her representation  on them or approach the Court as may be advised. The role of the RTI Act ends here.

With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of..









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010   
(ptk) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Vinod Kumar,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

B-1/695, Near N.M.S.D. High 

School, Barnala. 






--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, PSEB,

City Barnala.






____   Respondent 






CC No-4015-2009      

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Avjinder Singh, APIO-cum-SDO, PSEB City, Barnala.
 

ORDER: 


Shri Vinod Kumar’s complaint dated 11.12.09 with regard to his RTI application dated 17.11.09 made to the address of PIO/XEN, PSEB City, Barnala was considered today in his absence.  In reference to the notice of the Commission for the hearing to be held today, a letter dated 10.3.2010 was received through Registered post on 25.3.10 containing covering letter with copies of 13 documents, duly attested, which had been sent to the applicant, a set of which was also provided to the Commission for its record.
2.
Today, Sh. Avjinder Singh, SDO has presented  personally a receipt from Sh. vinod Kumar, complainant, dated 26.3.2010, duly identified by Shri Paul, M.C. Barnala, vide which he has stated that he has received full information asked for by him vide letter dated 9.3.2019, addressed to the State Information Commission. He has also stated that he is fully satisfied with the same and wants to withdraw his complaint made to the Commission. Full set of papers sent to Shri Vinod Kumar has once again been produced for the record of the Commission. 

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010   

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

Sh. Vinod Kumar,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

B-1/695, Near N.M.S.D. High 

School, Barnala. 






--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, PSEB,

City Barnala.






____   Respondent 






CC No-4016-2009      

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Avjinder Singh, APIO-cum-SDO, PSEB City, Barnala.
 

ORDER: 


Shri Vinod Kumar’s complaint dated 11.12.09 with regard to his RTI application dated 17.11.09 made to the address of PIO/XEN, PSEB City, Barnala was considered today in his absence.  In reply to the notice of the Commission for the hearing to be held today, a letter dated 10.3.2010 was received through Registered post on 25.3.10 containing covering letter with copies of 12 documents, duly attested, which had been sent to the applicant, a set of which was also provided to the Commission for its record.

2.
Today, Sh. Avjinder Singh, SDO has presented  personally a receipt from Sh. vinod Kumar, complainant, dated 26.3.2010, duly identified by Shri Paul, M.C. Barnala, vide which he has stated that he has received full information asked for by him vide letter dated 9.3.2019, addressed to the State Information Commission. He has also stated that he is fully satisfied with the same and wants to withdraw his complaint made to the Commission. Full set of papers sent to Shri Vinod Kumar has once again been produced for the record of the Commission. 

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

 







Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010  

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

Sh. Amit Jain, 

Jagraon Cycle, Inds.

D-115, Phase V, Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141010.
  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industries &

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

____   Respondent 






CC No-4021-2009   
Present:
Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate, counsel for the Complainant.


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



Sh. Amarjit Singh, Sr. Asstt., PSIEC.

ORDER: 


The complaint of Sh. Amit Jain with reference to his RTI application dated 14.10.09 was considered today in the presence of his Counsel and the APIO. .  The information has been supplied to the applicant vide letter dated 22.1.2010.

It is seen that replies have been given on 2 points out of 3 points. However, the Counsel of the Complainant stated that the information has been supplied late by 120 days and the reply  to point No. 2 has been stone walled by stating that  it relates to third party
2.
The APIO states that the Dealing Assistant is on leave today and as such the original file is with him. Shri G.S.Sikka, Counsel has also filed a letter dated 31.3.10, (copy provided to the respondent), in which he has pointed out a delay of 120 days and has also resented the denial of information on point No. 2. He also states that the complainant is asking information about his own family concern and  none of the partners have any objection to giving the information. 
3.
The PIO is hereby directed to take action in accordance with Section 11 of the Act, in case the matter concerns the third party. The Commission is pleased to issue a notice to the PIO under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 to show cause why penalty as prescribed therein be not imposed upon him @ Rs. 250/- 
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per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- for non supply of/delay in providing the information.  He is required to given his reply in writing.  

4.

The PIO is also hereby given an opportunity for personal hearing under Section 20(1) proviso thereto, before imposing the penalty on the next date of hearing. 

5.

The PIO may note that in case he does not submit his reply to the show cause notice in writing, and also does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, the Commission shall go ahead and decide the case ex-parte, on merits, in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 

Adjourned to 12.5.2010.    









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010  

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

\Er. Jugal Kishore,

Deputy XEN  (Retd)

# 658, Sector 8, Panchkula. 




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Addl. Secretary to Govt. Pb., 

PWD (B&R) Branch, Mini Secretariat 2nd Floor,

Pb. Chd.






____   Respondent 






CC No-4041-2009      

Present:
Sh. Vinod Kumar, Complainant in person. 


Sh. Malkiat Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the PIO, O/O 



Secretary, PWD B&R. 


Sh. Surjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/O C.E. Provincial Div.(B&R).
ORDER: 


It is observed that there is no formal complaint made by Sh. Jugal Kishore to the Commission. The Registry and thereafter office of the Bench appears to have automatically treated the matter as a complaint and has issued notice, although it is only a post script to a letter addressed to the Addl. Secretary-cum-PIO, PWD B&R and by way of  reminder has been endorsed to the Commission. This is an irregularity. Registry as well as office should take note of the matter. For taking cognizance of any complaint it is necessary that the complainant should send a regular and formal complaint addressed to the Commission.
2.
Anyway, since both the parties are here today before me, it is seen that in so far as point No. 1 of the letter dated nil, received on 23.12.09 in the Commission is concerned, the date of the reference sent to the AG for revision of pension has been reported by the Secretary  to be 16.12.09. Further he has been informed that as and when AG revises the pay, the applicant will be given further information. Full reply has also been given to Sh. Jugal Kishore on point No. 2 showing the present position of the case vide letter dated 11.2.2010, where payment of Rs. 1,54,352 has already been made and for the remaining, he has been told  that one payment being is stuck with PUDA and a reminder has been made to that office. Sh. Jugal Kishore confirms having  received this information.
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3.
Actually Shri Juugal Kishore has asked for information for future events i.e. he wants that his problem should be sorted out and number and date of the last letter finalizing his case should be provided to him. Unfortunately his request does not fall under the RTI Act, but solution lies with the Competent Authority in the Executive. He has been advised accordingly.  A set of papers regarding communications made in this respect 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

31.03. 2010  

(Ptk) 


Copy to the Registrar for action with reference to para 1 of the order. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Vinod Kumar,

S/o Sh. Panna Lal,

# 21, W.No. 3, Moh. Prem Nagar,

Gurdaspur-143521.



--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO, Pb. State Electricity Board,

Civil Works, Jalandhar Road, Phuhara Chowk,

Batala. 





____   Respondent 






CC No-4065-2009 
Present:
Shri Vinod Kumar, complainant in person.

Shri Sukhdev Singh Dhaliwal, SDO, Construction Sub Div. Batala.
 

ORDER: 


Shri Vinod Kumar’s complaint dated 14.12.09 with reference to his RTI application dated 30.10.09, made to the address of the PIO/SDO, PSEB Civil Works Batala was considered today in the presence of both parties. Vide letter dated 19.3.10 the point wise reply has been given to Sh. Vinod Kumar, Work Mistri on 4 points and the information as was available  in that office has also been supplied to him. Shri Vinod Kumar  states that the attendance sheets provided to him have been fudged. The SDO has been directed to produce  the original  attendance sheets from 1.4.1995 to 14.8.1995 on the next date of hearing.
2.
The information regarding Earned Leave, appointment letter as well as original service book is not available. This does not appear to be satisfactory and cannot be given as a bland statement by the PIO and cannot be accepted as such by the Commission. The PIO may get this information by alternate sources, if the original record is not available.  For example the record of earned leave  would surely be available on the cash ledger/cash book where payments are listed in different heads. Information regarding his attendance can also be cross-checked from the pay rolls.  A lot of formalities have to be undertaken  for 
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reconstructing/making a duplicate service book. This duplicate service book appears to have been made in 2001 and the entries must have been made from alternate sources and perhaps the earned leave account had not been incorporated into it.  

3.
The original service book not being traceable is a very serious matter. The service book is always under the control of office. Any service book going missing brings a cause of disciplinary action etc. against the person in whose custody the service book had gone missing. I am afraid the Commission cannot accept that the service book not being available  without there being any proof  to the effect. 
4.
It also appears necessary that the PIO should make all out search in the official record of appointment of Sh. Vinod Kumar, in case this has not been got entered, because this is a necessary entry in the service book. The Commission would like to know the efforts which had been made to locate this.

Adjourned to 12.5.2010.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010     

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

Sh. Ajaib Singh, President,

108, Sant Baba Nidhan Singh Ji,

ITI Nadalo, Hoshiarpur. 



--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Technical Education & Industrial

Training, Tachniki Sikhya Bhawan, Sector 36, Chd. Pb.
____   Respondent 






CC No-08-2010       

Present:
Sh. Ajaib Singh, complainant in person, with Sh. Inder Singh, Principal of the Institute.



Shri Amrik Singh, APIO-cum-Asstt. Director, Industrial Trg.



Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Dealing Assistant.

ORDER: 


Shri Ajaib Singh’s complainant dated 12.12.09 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 24.6.09 made to the PIO/Director, Technical Education and Ind. Training, Punjab was taken up today in the presence of both the parties. In the meantime, vide covering letter dated 19.3.2010, the Director, Tech. Education has sent a detailed reply to the Commission along with 12 annexures. It is seen that no copy of documents sent to Sh,. Ajaib Singh, vide letter dated  12.10.09, has been sent to the Commission . The full set of papers(with annexures) supplied to Sh. Ajaib Singh, has been  placed on record today itself.
2.
Shri Ajaib Singh may point out in writing the deficiencies, if any in the information supplied directly to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The PIO is hereby directed  to make up the deficiencies strictly in accordance with the original RTI application and send the required information at least 10 days before the next date of hearing, with copy to the Commission. The PIO is further directed that wherever information is available, it should be provided. Where ever, there is no 
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record, as is being asked for, it should be clearly stated that there is no record. For example, where the applicant has asked for copy of show cause notice, but no such notice is available on the record of the PIo, it should be clearly  stated that there is no record of any show cause notice having been issued.
3.
The PIO is also hereby directed to produce the full record concerning the disaffiliation of the said institute in the Commission on the next date of hearing. This record will be permitted to be inspected by the complainant, whereafter he would give the list of documents required by him from that file. The PIO should carry his seal with him on that date so as to supply the attested copies of information to the complainant the same day and a copy of the receipt should be placed on the record of the Commission. In respect of the inquiry, it is clarified that Inquiry Report along with all supporting documents on which it is based is also to be produced in the Commission, including CD, if any.

Adjourned to 4.5.2010. 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010  

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

Sh. Baij Nath Sharma, Retd.

Junior Assistant, Village & PO-Madhopur Jlowal,

District Kapurthala. 




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Industries & Commerce,

Pb., Chd. 






____   Respondent  





CC No-28-2010
Present:
Shri Baij Nath Sharma, complainant in person.



Shri G.K.Mehta, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O Director Industries.

 

ORDER: 


Shri Baij Nath’s complaint dated 30.12.09 with respect to his RTI application dated 11.7.09 made to the address of PIO/Director Industries & Commerce, Punjab was considered in the presence of both parties today. I have gone through the RTI application. Shri Baij Nath has been representing  for years that the period from 30.1.75  up to the date of regularization i.e. 13.9.77 be counted for the purpose of pension. This has been explained by the PIO that this is against the instructions of the Finance Department dated 26.10.95 where the condition of regularization for the purpose of pensionery benefits, have been laid down by the F.D. in its circular. In the present case,  Shri Baij Nath has filed an RTI application  stating that the information he requires is regarding pensionery benefits for the said period and attached a copy of detailed representation along with Rs. 10/- and addressed it to the Director Industries. It has been explained to Sh. Baij Nath that he may ask for copies of any govt record but under the RTI he cannot ask for end results of his representations. In this case, it does not lie within the jurisdiction of State Information Commission to order any such action. Shri Baij Nath has not asked for any specific information or document in this case.
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As such, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010     

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

Sh. Anureet Singh Sidhu,

S/o Sh. Baldev Singh Sidhu,

Kothi 410, Phase –IV,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.  




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, PSEB, Bhagta Bhai Ka,

District Bathinda.  






____   Respondent  






CC No-32-2010:        
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Mohan Singh,APIO-cum-Addl. A.E. PSEB Bhagta Bhaika.

ORDER: 


Shri Anureet Singh Sidhu’s complaint dated 4.1.2010 submitted by an affidavit and filed through his Counsel Sh. Kamal Satija, Advocate, in respect of his RTI application dated 20.10.09, made to the address of PIO/O/O XEN, PSEB, Bhagta Bhaika, Distt. Bathinda was considered today in the absence of the complainant or his Counsel. I have gone through the RTI application and a reply provided on all points, point-wise vide letter dated 9.12.09. Except for one point, (point No. iv) where information regarding the test report, on the basis of which the electricity load was asked for was sanctioned, all other points stand fully answered. In respect of point No. iv, it had been stated that  the said record is not available in that office.  The representative of the PIO explained that in any case  it can be presumed that the test report and the sanctioned load would be the same. 
2.
The complainant had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today, issued to him vide registered notice of the Commission dated 26.2.10. He has neither appeared himself nor through his Counsel, neither has he sent any communication. It is presumed that he has received the information and has no further submission to make. 
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With this, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010  

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

H.O Opp. Water Tank, 

Municipal Market Mission Road,

Pathankot.









--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, PWD, B&R, Construction,

Division No. 2, Amritsar.
 


&

First Appellate Authority-cum-SE, PWD(B&R), 
Amritsar.






--------Respondent  






AC-1018-2009  
Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Kashmir singh, APIO-cum-SDE on behalf of the PIO/XEN B&R Consgt. Div.No. 2, Amritsar.
 

ORDER: 


Shri Kashmir Singh states that the information had not been supplied to Sh. Yogesh Mahajan with regard to his RTI application as he had not deposited the required fee for the documents. Today, the APIO has brought the information vide covering letter dated 22.3.2010,  for delivering it to Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, as per his requirement, in the proforma, a copy of which has also been presented in the Commission for its record. Sh. Kashmir Singh is not in a position to state whether any fee had been asked for from Sh. Yogesh Mahajan. He is carrying the concerned file with him. Even from the present letter dated 22.3.2010, sought to be given to Sh. Mahajan today, there is no mention of any communication whether the fee has been asked for from him.  

2.
The PIO may now send the required information free of cost to Sh. Yogesh Mahajan under due receipt or by registered/speed post and is directed to place a copy of the same along with  receipt/proof of registry on the record of the Commission, This has been done today itself by the PIO.
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With this, the case is hereby disposed of.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Pradeep Kumar,
S/o Sh. Ved Prakash,

# 231, Jodhu Colony, Muktsar. 









--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o SDE, PWD (B&R), Muktsar. 
 


&

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o PWD(B&R), Muktsar. 




--------Respondent  






AC-1027-2009   
Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.

ORDER: 


Since the PIO as well as the complainant have  requested in writing vide letters dated 26.3.10 and 30.3.2010 respectively that they are not in  position to attend the court on 31.3.2010 and have requested for an adjournment. Their request is accepted.


Adjourned to 12.5.2010.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010   

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.  
Sh. Jagir Singh Soni, S/O  late Sh. Inder Singh Soni,

V&PO: Banur, W.No.II, (near FCI Godown)

Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDE, PSEB, Banur( Patiala)


--------Respondent






CC No-2720-2009. 

Present:
Shri Jagir Singh Soni, complainant in person.



Sh.Gursewak Singh, JE, PSEB Banur,on behalf of PIO

ORDER: 


The complaint of Shri Jagir Singh was considered by the Commission in its hearings dated 15.12.09, 21.1.10, and 17.2.2010. In accordance with orders passed therein, full  information has now stands supplied   to Sh. Jagir Singh on all points. The JE, present today on behalf of PIO  has also supplied another letter dated 26.2.2010 to the applicant today.  He has also brought two original files with him today concerning the information asked for. Shri Jagir Singh has been permitted to inspect these files. Photocopy of both these files has also been provided to him against the receipt and photocopy of the receipt has also been placed on the record of the Commission. In accordance with the orders passed on 17.2.10, an amount of Rs. 1500/- has also been provided to Shri Jagir Singh as compensation against due receipt. A photocopy of the receipt has also been placed on the record of the Commission. 

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010  

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

Sh. Om Parkash Goyal,

# 332, St. No. 18, 

Prem Basti, Sangrur.




--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Lehal Div. I.B., Patiala.


____   Respondent   









CC No-2791-2009   

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. V.K.Vasdev, AE, on behalf of the PIO.



Shri Manohar Singh, JE, O/O PIO/XEN Lehal Div. IB, Patiala.

ORDER: 


Sh. V.K.Vasdev, AE, present today on behalf of the PIO states that it had not been possible to locate any information regarding Shri  Baldev Singh Tar Babu, although letter have been addressed to Sh. O.P.Goyal,  complainant, as well as to the Chief Engineer’s office, in case any of which are able to give any clues.

2.
In the very first order of the Commission dated 8.12.09 the requirement of Shri O.P. Goyal had been incorporated as follows:; 
. Now he states that he has stated the deficiencies which still remain, vide letter dated 4.11.09  sent to the Commission.  The remaining information which is copy of regularization of service of Shri Baldev Singh, Tar Babu and Shri Baldev Singh, Telephone Clerk, working as Telephone Attendant, who were Class IV employees and were promoted.  Secondly, he wants information regarding action taken as per para 7.64 of Rule thereof  for regularization of his own services. He is specifically seeking information regarding the status of his application dated 2.5.09 made to the address of C.E. Irrigation Works, Punjab although this has not been mentioned in the RTI application anywhere. It will be appreciated if the latest status of his application dated 2.5.09 for regularization of his service is given to him before the next date of hearing, along with remaining information under the RTI Act.
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2.
Today, Sh. V.K.Vasdev  states that no such person in the name of Sh. Baldev Singh Tar Babu could be located despite best efforts. He also states that regarding regularization of services of Sh. O.P.Goyal, the matter has since been decided. With regard to his application dated 2.5.09, a copy of the order has also been sent to the State Information Commission. With this, the information regarding his RTI application stands supplied.
3.
Sh. O.P.Goyal had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today, but he has not come himself or through his representative. Neither has he sent any communication nor has he cared to write to the Commission. It is clear that he has received the information and has nothing to say in the matter. 

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010  

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

Sh. Harbhajan Singh s/O Sh. Pritam Singh,

C/O Zorra Jewellers, Mini Bazar,

Bhucho Mandi, Distt. Bathinda.



--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Collector, 

Canal Division, Bathinda.


____   Respondent 






CC No-2867-2009

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Jasbir Singh Mann, Ziledar on behalf of the PIO/Dy. Collector, Canal DFiv. Bathinda.
 

ORDER: 


Sh. Jasbir Singh, Ziledar states that he knows nothing about this case and he has come on behalf of the PIO only to attend the hearing.  On record is a letter dated 1.2.10 received on 23.2.10, sending copies of various records with index containing copies of different record sent to Sh. Harbhajan Singh. In addition, there is also another letter dated 8.3.10 issued to Sh, Harbhajan Singh asking him to come and see the necessary record in the office of Dy. Collector on 15.3.10(with copy to the Commission), followed by letter dated 26.3.10 from the Dy. Collector enclosing original letter to Sh. Harbhajan Singh dated 6.3.2010 in which he has stated that he has visited the office of Dy. Collector and got the necessary information regarding stay order of the High Court. With this, the record demanded by Sh. Harbhajan Singh vide his RTI application dated 19.8.09 has admittedly been received by him.  Copies of the information supplied  has been placed on the record of the Commission. 
2.
Shri Harbhajan Singh has however sent a letter  dated 19.2.10, which has been addressed to the undersigned by name along with annexures, a copy of the same has not been found endorsed to Dy.Collector to enable him to  respond. In this he has pointed out all kind of defects in the information supplied and has also stated  that the concerned record as asked for by him is missing altogether. Vide this letter Shri Harbhajan Singh appears to have certain complaints that remarks/orders orally given during the hearing had not been incorporated in the 
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actual order. This is not possible as the orders are dictated in the open court. He has also written in this letter that he is not in a position to  come  to attend the hearing on 31.1.2010.
3.
Considering that he has now been given all the information required by him in respect of all 5 points contained in his application, the Commission is not  able to appreciate the source of his dissatisfaction. The only point which can be seen is that in point No. 1, he has asked for the following information:-
“Moga No. 14200-L Kahan Singh Wala Miner dee numberi Nakal Deeti Jawe.”


According to the challlan, the information   has been supplied to him in respect of his own field. Now he is talking of the record of the entire minor.  The Ziledar states that this comprises of 300 acres which may belong to equal number of persons more or less depending on the share holders in each piece of land. As per their understanding, he has not applied for record of the entire minor. However, in case he wishes to have the record of the entire command area of the said minor, he should deposit the fee as per the schedule of the Irrigation Department and he will be given the said record. 
4.
I also agree with the Ziledar, representative of the PIO. With this, the case is hereby disposed of.  









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

31.03. 2010  

(Ptk) 
