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





  REGD POST 

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, S/O Sh. Kuldip Rai Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal

Market,  Mission Road, Pathankot.
 


  --------Appellant    







Vs. 

1)PIO, O/O XEN, PWD B&R,

Provincial Division, Ludhiana.

2) First Appellate Authority-cum-

S.E PWD B&R Ludhiana





____   Respondent 






AC No-452-2010  
Present:
None for the complainant


None for the PIO.

ORDER:


The 8 cases of Shri Yogesh Mahajan listed today which were clubbed together for consideration on 29.9.2010 are listed below. 
2.
The main order is being dictated in the present case and copy  of these orders be placed on each of other 7 cases. The presence of the PIOs or their representatives and the presence of complainant be marked separately on each file:-
	Sr.No
	Case No.
	Parties 

	1
	AC-452/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, PWD B&R, Provincial Div.Ldh. na.

	2
	AC-453/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs  PIO /Xen, PWD,B&R
, Const Div. No. 2, Kapurthala. 

	3.
	 AC-454/10
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Drainage Div. Gurdaspur. 

	4
	AC-455/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	5
	AC-456/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	6
	AC/457/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 6, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	7
	AC-458/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 3, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	8
	AC-459/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 2, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 


AC No-452-2010                          -2-

3.
Shri Yogesh Mahajan has neither appeared himself or through representative in earlier case AC-1000/09, nor has he sent any communication in the present 8 cases, in spite of the fact that the cases had been specifically adjourned from 29.9.2010 to 27.10.2010 on his request. Further, it had been adjourned suo moto from 27.10.2010 to 9.11.2010 by the Commission, to be fair to Shri Yogesh Mahajan, taking into view the fact that the order dated 29.9.2010 had been dispatched very late and had probably not been received by him at all,, to enable him to know that 27.10.2010 had been fixed as the new date of hearing). However, he has not appeared today also to submit the documents required from him.

4..
Clear directions had been given to Shri Yogesh Mahajan in earlier AC-1000/09, (not in list) titled  Shri Yogesh Mahajan Vs PIO/XEN PWD B&R, Provincial Division, Jalandhar,  in order dated 4.05.2010,  a major portion of which has also been quoted for compliance in the order dated 29.9.2010   of the Commission in the present case. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not made compliance thereof till date. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not appeared himself, as he was directed to do to submit his verified and standard signatures (as per his Pan Card/Election Identity Card) and to explain why all his signatures specially in the RTI application, in the reminders, in the First Appeal and in the Second Appeal, as well as in the Notarized Affidavit, filed before the State Information Commission, all differ from each other substantially. None of them are proper signatures but only scribbles. This is the case, not in one file, but in all the eight files before me today. The cases previously dealt with by this Bench have also been seen (10-15 this year) and it is the same case in each of them. It appears that he has delegated his identity to a large number of persons,  or that his name  is a front for some other persons. Under the provisions of the right to information Act, 2005, every “citizen” shall be provided information, but this appears to be a little factory churning out RTI applications, affidavits, appeals, complaints, etc. which are then replicated and sent to all Divisions,  or sub divisions of the concerned Engineering Departments on a regular and assembly line basis. There 
AC No-452-2010                                                                            - 3-

appears to be something dubious about the whole matter. It leads to an uncomfortable suspicion that the Act is being misused by the complainant and the Commission is unwittingly becoming party to it, by adding it’s weight behind him. 
5.

 The 8 cases listed on page 1 of this order are hereby dismissed with today’s orders as read with orders dated 29.9.2010 (main orders) and 27.10.2010 for non compliance of the orders of the Commission.
6..
The Registry of the State Information Commission is directed that  Second Appeals/Complaints/Review Petitions filed by Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, self styled President, Anti Corruption Council, Head Office, Opp. Water Tank, Municipal 
Market Mission Road,  Pathankot, should not be entertained, as he has not appeared  in the Commission despite many opportunities given in AC-1000/09 or in the present 8 cases and has not  clarified the issue and matter  raised by the Commission from time to time. 








Sd/-

 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11.10
(ptk)
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 





  REGD POST 

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, S/O Sh. Kuldip Rai Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal

Market,  Mission Road, Pathankot.
 


--------Appellant    







Vs. 

1.
PIO, O/O XEN, PWD B&R,

Construction Div No.2

Kapurthala.






____   Respondent  

2. First Appellate Authority-cum-SE,

PWD B&R, Jalandhar.






AC No-453-2010       

Present:
None for the Complainant

Sh. B.K.Kohli, SDO-cum-APIO, Construction S/Divn.,PWD B&R


Sultanpur Lodhi

ORDER:


The 8 cases of Shri Yogesh Mahajan listed today which were clubbed together for consideration on 29.9.2010 are listed below. 

2.
The main order is being dictated in the present case and copy  of these orders be placed on each of other 7 cases. The presence of the PIOs or their representatives and the presence of complainant be marked separately on each file:-
	Sr.No
	Case No.
	Parties 

	1
	AC-452/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, PWD B&R, Provincial Div.Ldh. na.

	2
	AC-453/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs  PIO /Xen, PWD,B&R
, Const Div. No. 2, Kapurthala. 

	3.
	 AC-454/10
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Drainage Div. Gurdaspur. 

	4
	AC-455/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	5
	AC-456/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	6
	AC/457/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 6, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	7
	AC-458/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 3, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	8
	AC-459/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 2, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 


AC No-453-2010                          -2-

3.
Shri Yogesh Mahajan has neither appeared himself or through representative in earlier case AC-1000/09, nor has he sent any communication in the present 8 cases, in spite of the fact that the cases had been specifically adjourned from 29.9.2010 to 27.10.2010 on his request. Further, it had been adjourned suo moto from 27.10.2010 to 9.11.2010 by the Commission, to be fair to Shri Yogesh Mahajan, taking into view the fact that the order dated 29.9.2010 had been dispatched very late and had probably not been received by him at all,, to enable him to know that 27.10.2010 had been fixed as the new date of hearing). However, he has not appeared today also to submit the documents required from him.

4..
Clear directions had been given to Shri Yogesh Mahajan in earlier AC-1000/09, (not in list) titled  Shri Yogesh Mahajan Vs PIO/XEN PWD B&R, Provincial Division, Jalandhar,  in order dated 4.05.2010,  a major portion of which has also been quoted for compliance in the order dated 29.9.2010   of the Commission in the present case. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not made compliance thereof till date. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not appeared himself, as he was directed to do to submit his verified and standard signatures (as per his Pan Card/Election Identity Card) and to explain why all his signatures specially in the RTI application, in the reminders, in the First Appeal and in the Second Appeal, as well as in the Notarized Affidavit, filed before the State Information Commission, all differ from each other substantially. None of them are proper signatures but only scribbles. This is the case, not in one file, but in all the eight files before me today. The cases previously dealt with by this Bench have also been seen (10-15 this year) and it is the same case in each of them. It appears that he has delegated his identity to a large number of persons,  or that his name  is a front for some other persons. Under the provisions of the right to information Act, 2005, every “citizen” shall be provided information, but this appears to be a little factory churning out RTI applications, affidavits, appeals, complaints, etc. which are then replicated and sent to all Divisions,  or sub divisions of the concerned Engineering Departments on a regular and assembly line basis. There 

AC No-453-2010                                                                            - 3-

appears to be something dubious about the whole matter. It leads to an uncomfortable suspicion that the Act is being misused by the complainant and the Commission is unwittingly becoming party to it, by adding it’s weight behind him. 

5.

 The 8 cases listed on page 1 of this order are hereby dismissed with today’s orders as read with orders dated 29.9.2010 (main orders) and 27.10.2010 for non compliance of the orders of the Commission.
6..
The Registry of the State Information Commission is directed that  Second Appeals/Complaints/Review Petitions filed by Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, self styled President, Anti Corruption Council, Head Office, Opp. Water Tank, Municipal 

Market Mission Road,  Pathankot, should not be entertained, as he has not appeared  in the Commission despite many opportunities given in AC-1000/09 or in the present 8 cases and has not  clarified the issue and matter  raised by the Commission from time to time. 








 

Sd/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11.10

(ptk)

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





  REGD POST 

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, S/O Sh. Kuldip Rai Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal

Market,  Mission Road, Pathankot.
 


--------Appellant    







Vs. 

1)PIO, O/O XEN, PWD B&R,

Draining Division No.2,

Gurdaspur.





                 ____   Respondent  

2) First Appellate Authority-cum-S.E 

Drainage Circle, Amritsar, Near Kundan Dhaba.   

AC No-454-2010       

Present:
None for the complainant

Sh.Dev Datt Sharma, Supdt.,  o/o Executive Engineer,Drainage Divn.No.2 Gurdaspur
ORDER:


The 8 cases of Shri Yogesh Mahajan listed today which were clubbed together for consideration on 29.9.2010 are listed below. 

2.
The main order is being dictated in the present case and copy  of these orders be placed on each of other 7 cases. The presence of the PIOs or their representatives and the presence of complainant be marked separately on each file:-

	Sr.No
	Case No.
	Parties 

	1
	AC-452/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, PWD B&R, Provincial Div.Ldh. na.

	2
	AC-453/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs  PIO /Xen, PWD,B&R
, Const Div. No. 2, Kapurthala. 

	3.
	 AC-454/10
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Drainage Div. Gurdaspur. 

	4
	AC-455/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	5
	AC-456/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	6
	AC/457/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 6, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	7
	AC-458/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 3, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	8
	AC-459/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 2, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 


AC No-454-2010                          -2-

3.
Shri Yogesh Mahajan has neither appeared himself or through representative in earlier case AC-1000/09, nor has he sent any communication in the present 8 cases, in spite of the fact that the cases had been specifically adjourned from 29.9.2010 to 27.10.2010 on his request. Further, it had been adjourned suo moto from 27.10.2010 to 9.11.2010 by the Commission, to be fair to Shri Yogesh Mahajan, taking into view the fact that the order dated 29.9.2010 had been dispatched very late and had probably not been received by him at all,, to enable him to know that 27.10.2010 had been fixed as the new date of hearing). However, he has not appeared today also to submit the documents required from him.

4..
Clear directions had been given to Shri Yogesh Mahajan in earlier AC-1000/09, (not in list) titled  Shri Yogesh Mahajan Vs PIO/XEN PWD B&R, Provincial Division, Jalandhar,  in order dated 4.05.2010,  a major portion of which has also been quoted for compliance in the order dated 29.9.2010   of the Commission in the present case. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not made compliance thereof till date. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not appeared himself, as he was directed to do to submit his verified and standard signatures (as per his Pan Card/Election Identity Card) and to explain why all his signatures specially in the RTI application, in the reminders, in the First Appeal and in the Second Appeal, as well as in the Notarized Affidavit, filed before the State Information Commission, all differ from each other substantially. None of them are proper signatures but only scribbles. This is the case, not in one file, but in all the eight files before me today. The cases previously dealt with by this Bench have also been seen (10-15 this year) and it is the same case in each of them. It appears that he has delegated his identity to a large number of persons,  or that his name  is a front for some other persons. Under the provisions of the right to information Act, 2005, every “citizen” shall be provided information, but this appears to be a little factory churning out RTI applications, affidavits, appeals, complaints, etc. which are then replicated and sent to all Divisions,  or sub divisions of the concerned Engineering Departments on a regular and assembly line basis. There 

AC No-454-2010                                                                            - 3-

appears to be something dubious about the whole matter. It leads to an uncomfortable suspicion that the Act is being misused by the complainant and the Commission is unwittingly becoming party to it, by adding it’s weight behind him. 

5.

 The 8 cases listed on page 1 of this order are hereby dismissed with today’s orders as read with orders dated 29.9.2010 (main orders) and 27.10.2010 for non compliance of the orders of the Commission.
6..
The Registry of the State Information Commission is directed that  Second Appeals/Complaints/Review Petitions filed by Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, self styled President, Anti Corruption Council, Head Office, Opp. Water Tank, Municipal 

Market Mission Road,  Pathankot, should not be entertained, as he has not appeared  in the Commission despite many opportunities given in AC-1000/09 or in the present 8 cases and has not  clarified the issue and matter  raised by the Commission from time to time. 









Sd/-

 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11.10

(ptk)

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





  REGD POST 

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, S/O Sh. Kuldip Rai Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal

Market,  Mission Road, Pathankot.
 


--------Appellant    






Vs. 

1)PIO, O/O XEN, Division No.2 

Sewerage Board, Patiala.

2) First Appellate Authority-cum-S.E

Pb.Water Supply & Sew. Board,

Patiala.




                         ____   Respondent  






AC No-455-2010       

Present:
None for the Complainant

Sh.Madan Lal Garg, SDO, Punjab Water Supply & Sew. Board
Divn. No. 2 Patiala

ORDER:


The 8 cases of Shri Yogesh Mahajan listed today which were clubbed together for consideration on 29.9.2010 are listed below. 

2.
The main order is being dictated in the present case and copy  of these orders be placed on each of other 7 cases. The presence of the PIOs or their representatives and the presence of complainant be marked separately on each file:-
	Sr.No
	Case No.
	Parties 

	1
	AC-452/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, PWD B&R, Provincial Div.Ldh. na.

	2
	AC-453/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs  PIO /Xen, PWD,B&R

, Const Div. No. 2, Kapurthala. 

	3.
	 AC-454/10
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Drainage Div. Gurdaspur. 

	4
	AC-455/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	5
	AC-456/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	6
	AC/457/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 6, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	7
	AC-458/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 3, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	8
	AC-459/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 2, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 


AC No-455-2010                          -2-

3.
Shri Yogesh Mahajan has neither appeared himself or through representative in earlier case AC-1000/09, nor has he sent any communication in the present 8 cases, in spite of the fact that the cases had been specifically adjourned from 29.9.2010 to 27.10.2010 on his request. Further, it had been adjourned suo moto from 27.10.2010 to 9.11.2010 by the Commission, to be fair to Shri Yogesh Mahajan, taking into view the fact that the order dated 29.9.2010 had been dispatched very late and had probably not been received by him at all,, to enable him to know that 27.10.2010 had been fixed as the new date of hearing). However, he has not appeared today also to submit the documents required from him.

4..
Clear directions had been given to Shri Yogesh Mahajan in earlier AC-1000/09, (not in list) titled  Shri Yogesh Mahajan Vs PIO/XEN PWD B&R, Provincial Division, Jalandhar,  in order dated 4.05.2010,  a major portion of which has also been quoted for compliance in the order dated 29.9.2010   of the Commission in the present case. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not made compliance thereof till date. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not appeared himself, as he was directed to do to submit his verified and standard signatures (as per his Pan Card/Election Identity Card) and to explain why all his signatures specially in the RTI application, in the reminders, in the First Appeal and in the Second Appeal, as well as in the Notarized Affidavit, filed before the State Information Commission, all differ from each other substantially. None of them are proper signatures but only scribbles. This is the case, not in one file, but in all the eight files before me today. The cases previously dealt with by this Bench have also been seen (10-15 this year) and it is the same case in each of them. It appears that he has delegated his identity to a large number of persons,  or that his name  is a front for some other persons. Under the provisions of the right to information Act, 2005, every “citizen” shall be provided information, but this appears to be a little factory churning out RTI applications, affidavits, appeals, complaints, etc. which are then replicated and sent to all Divisions,  or sub divisions of the concerned Engineering Departments on a regular and assembly line basis. There 

AC No-455-2010                                                                            - 3-

appears to be something dubious about the whole matter. It leads to an uncomfortable suspicion that the Act is being misused by the complainant and the Commission is unwittingly becoming party to it, by adding it’s weight behind him. 

5.

 The 8 cases listed on page 1 of this order are hereby dismissed with today’s orders as read with orders dated 29.9.2010 (main orders) and 27.10.2010 for non compliance of the orders of the Commission.
6..
The Registry of the State Information Commission is directed that  Second Appeals/Complaints/Review Petitions filed by Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, self styled President, Anti Corruption Council, Head Office, Opp. Water Tank, Municipal 

Market Mission Road,  Pathankot, should not be entertained, as he has not appeared  in the Commission despite many opportunities given in AC-1000/09 or in the present 8 cases and has not  clarified the issue and matter  raised by the Commission from time to time. 









Sd/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11.10

(ptk)

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





  REGD POST 

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, S/O Sh. Kuldip Rai Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal

Market,  Mission Road, Pathankot.
 


--------Appellant    







Vs. 

1)PIO, O/OSecretary PWD B&R

Mini Secretariat Pb, Chandigarh.
2)First Appellate Authority-cum-Chief Secy.,

To Govt. of Punjab 

Civil Secretariat Chandigarh




---Respondent

 ( copy to Xen, Provincial Division, Pb. PWD B&R Sangrur)


         






AC No-456-2010     

Present:
None for the Complainant
Shri Mahal Singh., J.E O/o Xen,PWD B&R Provincial Div., Sangrur.
ORDER:


The 8 cases of Shri Yogesh Mahajan listed today which were clubbed together for consideration on 29.9.2010 are listed below. 

2.
The main order is being dictated in the present case and copy  of these orders be placed on each of other 7 cases. The presence of the PIOs or their representatives and the presence of complainant be marked separately on each file:-
	Sr.No
	Case No.
	Parties 

	1
	AC-452/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, PWD B&R, Provincial Div.Ldh. na.

	2
	AC-453/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs  PIO /Xen, PWD,B&R

, Const Div. No. 2, Kapurthala. 

	3.
	 AC-454/10
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Drainage Div. Gurdaspur. 

	4
	AC-455/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	5
	AC-456/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	6
	AC/457/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 6, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	7
	AC-458/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 3, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	8
	AC-459/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 2, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 


AC No-456-2010                          -2-

3.
Shri Yogesh Mahajan has neither appeared himself or through representative in earlier case AC-1000/09, nor has he sent any communication in the present 8 cases, in spite of the fact that the cases had been specifically adjourned from 29.9.2010 to 27.10.2010 on his request. Further, it had been adjourned suo moto from 27.10.2010 to 9.11.2010 by the Commission, to be fair to Shri Yogesh Mahajan, taking into view the fact that the order dated 29.9.2010 had been dispatched very late and had probably not been received by him at all,, to enable him to know that 27.10.2010 had been fixed as the new date of hearing). However, he has not appeared today also to submit the documents required from him.

4..
Clear directions had been given to Shri Yogesh Mahajan in earlier AC-1000/09, (not in list) titled  Shri Yogesh Mahajan Vs PIO/XEN PWD B&R, Provincial Division, Jalandhar,  in order dated 4.05.2010,  a major portion of which has also been quoted for compliance in the order dated 29.9.2010   of the Commission in the present case. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not made compliance thereof till date. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not appeared himself, as he was directed to do to submit his verified and standard signatures (as per his Pan Card/Election Identity Card) and to explain why all his signatures specially in the RTI application, in the reminders, in the First Appeal and in the Second Appeal, as well as in the Notarized Affidavit, filed before the State Information Commission, all differ from each other substantially. None of them are proper signatures but only scribbles. This is the case, not in one file, but in all the eight files before me today. The cases previously dealt with by this Bench have also been seen (10-15 this year) and it is the same case in each of them. It appears that he has delegated his identity to a large number of persons,  or that his name  is a front for some other persons. Under the provisions of the right to information Act, 2005, every “citizen” shall be provided information, but this appears to be a little factory churning out RTI applications, affidavits, appeals, complaints, etc. which are then replicated and sent to all Divisions,  or sub divisions of the concerned Engineering Departments on a regular and assembly line basis. There 

AC No-456-2010                                                                            - 3-

appears to be something dubious about the whole matter. It leads to an uncomfortable suspicion that the Act is being misused by the complainant and the Commission is unwittingly becoming party to it, by adding it’s weight behind him. 

5.

 The 8 cases listed on page 1 of this order are hereby dismissed with today’s orders as read with orders dated 29.9.2010 (main orders) and 27.10.2010 for non compliance of the orders of the Commission.
6..
The Registry of the State Information Commission is directed that  Second Appeals/Complaints/Review Petitions filed by Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, self styled President, Anti Corruption Council, Head Office, Opp. Water Tank, Municipal 

Market Mission Road,  Pathankot, should not be entertained, as he has not appeared  in the Commission despite many opportunities given in AC-1000/09 or in the present 8 cases and has not  clarified the issue and matter  raised by the Commission from time to time. 








 

Sd/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11.10

(ptk)

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





  REGD POST 

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, S/O Sh. Kuldip Rai Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal

Market,  Mission Road, Pathankot.
 


-------Appellant    







Vs. 

1) PIO, O/O Deputy Director of

Factories Circle,  No.6 

Kratar Singh Market,  M.C. Building, Gill road 

Ludhiana.

2) FAA-cum- Director of factories cum 

Appellate Authority, SCO 87-88 Sec.17D Chandigarh   ____   Respondent  






AC No-457-2010 
Present:
None for the Complainant

Shri M.P Beri, PIO-cum-Dy.Director, Factories, Ludhiana
Smt.Jaswant Kaur, APIO-cum-Jr.Asstt. O/O Director of Factories
ORDER:


The 8 cases of Shri Yogesh Mahajan listed today which were clubbed together for consideration on 29.9.2010 are listed below. 

2.
The main order is being dictated in the present case and copy  of these orders be placed on each of other 7 cases. The presence of the PIOs or their representatives and the presence of complainant be marked separately on each file:-
	Sr.No
	Case No.
	Parties 

	1
	AC-452/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, PWD B&R, Provincial Div.Ldh. na.

	2
	AC-453/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs  PIO /Xen, PWD,B&R

, Const Div. No. 2, Kapurthala. 

	3.
	 AC-454/10
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Drainage Div. Gurdaspur. 

	4
	AC-455/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	5
	AC-456/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	6
	AC/457/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 6, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	7
	AC-458/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 3, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	8
	AC-459/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 2, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 
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3.
Shri Yogesh Mahajan has neither appeared himself or through representative in earlier case AC-1000/09, nor has he sent any communication in the present 8 cases, in spite of the fact that the cases had been specifically adjourned from 29.9.2010 to 27.10.2010 on his request. Further, it had been adjourned suo moto from 27.10.2010 to 9.11.2010 by the Commission, to be fair to Shri Yogesh Mahajan, taking into view the fact that the order dated 29.9.2010 had been dispatched very late and had probably not been received by him at all,, to enable him to know that 27.10.2010 had been fixed as the new date of hearing). However, he has not appeared today also to submit the documents required from him.

4..
Clear directions had been given to Shri Yogesh Mahajan in earlier AC-1000/09, (not in list) titled  Shri Yogesh Mahajan Vs PIO/XEN PWD B&R, Provincial Division, Jalandhar,  in order dated 4.05.2010,  a major portion of which has also been quoted for compliance in the order dated 29.9.2010   of the Commission in the present case. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not made compliance thereof till date. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not appeared himself, as he was directed to do to submit his verified and standard signatures (as per his Pan Card/Election Identity Card) and to explain why all his signatures specially in the RTI application, in the reminders, in the First Appeal and in the Second Appeal, as well as in the Notarized Affidavit, filed before the State Information Commission, all differ from each other substantially. None of them are proper signatures but only scribbles. This is the case, not in one file, but in all the eight files before me today. The cases previously dealt with by this Bench have also been seen (10-15 this year) and it is the same case in each of them. It appears that he has delegated his identity to a large number of persons,  or that his name  is a front for some other persons. Under the provisions of the right to information Act, 2005, every “citizen” shall be provided information, but this appears to be a little factory churning out RTI applications, affidavits, appeals, complaints, etc. which are then replicated and sent to all Divisions,  or sub divisions of the concerned Engineering Departments on a regular and assembly line basis. There 
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appears to be something dubious about the whole matter. It leads to an uncomfortable suspicion that the Act is being misused by the complainant and the Commission is unwittingly becoming party to it, by adding it’s weight behind him. 

5.

 The 8 cases listed on page 1 of this order are hereby dismissed with today’s orders as read with orders dated 29.9.2010 (main orders) and 27.10.2010 for non compliance of the orders of the Commission.
6..
The Registry of the State Information Commission is directed that  Second Appeals/Complaints/Review Petitions filed by Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, self styled President, Anti Corruption Council, Head Office, Opp. Water Tank, Municipal 

Market Mission Road,  Pathankot, should not be entertained, as he has not appeared  in the Commission despite many opportunities given in AC-1000/09 or in the present 8 cases and has not  clarified the issue and matter  raised by the Commission from time to time. 









  Sd/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11.10

(ptk)

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





  REGD POST
Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, S/O Sh. Kuldip Rai Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal

Market,  Mission Road, Pathankot.
 

--------Appellant    







Vs. 

1) PIO, O/O Deputy Director of

Factories Circle,  No.6 

Kratar Singh Market,  M.C. Building, Gill road 

Ludhiana.

2) FAA-cum- Director of factories cum 

Appellate Authority, SCO 87-88 Sec.17D Chandigarh   ____   Respondent  






AC No-458-2010 
Present:
None for the Complainant

Shri M.P Beri, PIO-cum-Dy.Director, Factories, Ludhiana

Smt.Jaswant Kaur, APIO-cum-Jr.Asstt. O/O Director of Factories
ORDER:


The 8 cases of Shri Yogesh Mahajan listed today which were clubbed together for consideration on 29.9.2010 are listed below. 

2.
The main order is being dictated in the present case and copy  of these orders be placed on each of other 7 cases. The presence of the PIOs or their representatives and the presence of complainant be marked separately on each file:-
	Sr.No
	Case No.
	Parties 

	1
	AC-452/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, PWD B&R, Provincial Div.Ldh. na.

	2
	AC-453/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs  PIO /Xen, PWD,B&R

, Const Div. No. 2, Kapurthala. 

	3.
	 AC-454/10
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Drainage Div. Gurdaspur. 

	4
	AC-455/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	5
	AC-456/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	6
	AC/457/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 6, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	7
	AC-458/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 3, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	8
	AC-459/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 2, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 
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3.
Shri Yogesh Mahajan has neither appeared himself or through representative in earlier case AC-1000/09, nor has he sent any communication in the present 8 cases, in spite of the fact that the cases had been specifically adjourned from 29.9.2010 to 27.10.2010 on his request. Further, it had been adjourned suo moto from 27.10.2010 to 9.11.2010 by the Commission, to be fair to Shri Yogesh Mahajan, taking into view the fact that the order dated 29.9.2010 had been dispatched very late and had probably not been received by him at all,, to enable him to know that 27.10.2010 had been fixed as the new date of hearing). However, he has not appeared today also to submit the documents required from him.

4..
Clear directions had been given to Shri Yogesh Mahajan in earlier AC-1000/09, (not in list) titled  Shri Yogesh Mahajan Vs PIO/XEN PWD B&R, Provincial Division, Jalandhar,  in order dated 4.05.2010,  a major portion of which has also been quoted for compliance in the order dated 29.9.2010   of the Commission in the present case. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not made compliance thereof till date. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not appeared himself, as he was directed to do to submit his verified and standard signatures (as per his Pan Card/Election Identity Card) and to explain why all his signatures specially in the RTI application, in the reminders, in the First Appeal and in the Second Appeal, as well as in the Notarized Affidavit, filed before the State Information Commission, all differ from each other substantially. None of them are proper signatures but only scribbles. This is the case, not in one file, but in all the eight files before me today. The cases previously dealt with by this Bench have also been seen (10-15 this year) and it is the same case in each of them. It appears that he has delegated his identity to a large number of persons,  or that his name  is a front for some other persons. Under the provisions of the right to information Act, 2005, every “citizen” shall be provided information, but this appears to be a little factory churning out RTI applications, affidavits, appeals, complaints, etc. which are then replicated and sent to all Divisions,  or sub divisions of the concerned Engineering Departments on a regular and assembly line basis. There 
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appears to be something dubious about the whole matter. It leads to an uncomfortable suspicion that the Act is being misused by the complainant and the Commission is unwittingly becoming party to it, by adding it’s weight behind him. 

5.

 The 8 cases listed on page 1 of this order are hereby dismissed with today’s orders as read with orders dated 29.9.2010 (main orders) and 27.10.2010 for non compliance of the orders of the Commission.
6..
The Registry of the State Information Commission is directed that  Second Appeals/Complaints/Review Petitions filed by Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, self styled President, Anti Corruption Council, Head Office, Opp. Water Tank, Municipal 

Market Mission Road,  Pathankot, should not be entertained, as he has not appeared  in the Commission despite many opportunities given in AC-1000/09 or in the present 8 cases and has not  clarified the issue and matter  raised by the Commission from time to time. 









 Sd/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11.10

(ptk)

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





  REGD POST
Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, S/O Sh. Kuldip Rai Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal

Market,  Mission Road, Pathankot.
 

--------Appellant    







Vs. 

1) PIO, O/O Deputy Director of

Factories Circle,  No.6 

Kratar Singh Market,  M.C. Building, Gill road 

Ludhiana.

2) FAA-cum- Director of factories cum 

Appellate Authority, SCO 87-88 Sec.17D Chandigarh   ____   Respondent  






AC No-459-2010 
Present:
None for the Complainant

Shri M.P Beri, PIO-cum-Dy.Director, Factories, Ludhiana

Smt.Jaswant Kaur, APIO-cum-Jr.Asstt. O/O Director of Factories
ORDER:


The 8 cases of Shri Yogesh Mahajan listed today which were clubbed together for consideration on 29.9.2010 are listed below. 

2.
The main order is being dictated in the present case and copy  of these orders be placed on each of other 7 cases. The presence of the PIOs or their representatives and the presence of complainant be marked separately on each file:-
	Sr.No
	Case No.
	Parties 

	1
	AC-452/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, PWD B&R, Provincial Div.Ldh. na.

	2
	AC-453/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs  PIO /Xen, PWD,B&R

, Const Div. No. 2, Kapurthala. 

	3.
	 AC-454/10
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Drainage Div. Gurdaspur. 

	4
	AC-455/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	5
	AC-456/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/XEN, Div.No.2, Sewerage Board, Patiala 

	6
	AC/457/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 6, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	7
	AC-458/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 3, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 

	8
	AC-459/2010
	Yogesh Mahajan Vs 

PIO/Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No. 2, Kartar Singh Market, MC Building, Ludhiana. 
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3.
Shri Yogesh Mahajan has neither appeared himself or through representative in earlier case AC-1000/09, nor has he sent any communication in the present 8 cases, in spite of the fact that the cases had been specifically adjourned from 29.9.2010 to 27.10.2010 on his request. Further, it had been adjourned suo moto from 27.10.2010 to 9.11.2010 by the Commission, to be fair to Shri Yogesh Mahajan, taking into view the fact that the order dated 29.9.2010 had been dispatched very late and had probably not been received by him at all,, to enable him to know that 27.10.2010 had been fixed as the new date of hearing). However, he has not appeared today also to submit the documents required from him.

4..
Clear directions had been given to Shri Yogesh Mahajan in earlier AC-1000/09, (not in list) titled  Shri Yogesh Mahajan Vs PIO/XEN PWD B&R, Provincial Division, Jalandhar,  in order dated 4.05.2010,  a major portion of which has also been quoted for compliance in the order dated 29.9.2010   of the Commission in the present case. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not made compliance thereof till date. Shri Yogesh Mahajan has not appeared himself, as he was directed to do to submit his verified and standard signatures (as per his Pan Card/Election Identity Card) and to explain why all his signatures specially in the RTI application, in the reminders, in the First Appeal and in the Second Appeal, as well as in the Notarized Affidavit, filed before the State Information Commission, all differ from each other substantially. None of them are proper signatures but only scribbles. This is the case, not in one file, but in all the eight files before me today. The cases previously dealt with by this Bench have also been seen (10-15 this year) and it is the same case in each of them. It appears that he has delegated his identity to a large number of persons,  or that his name  is a front for some other persons. Under the provisions of the right to information Act, 2005, every “citizen” shall be provided information, but this appears to be a little factory churning out RTI applications, affidavits, appeals, complaints, etc. which are then replicated and sent to all Divisions,  or sub divisions of the concerned Engineering Departments on a regular and assembly line basis. There 
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appears to be something dubious about the whole matter. It leads to an uncomfortable suspicion that the Act is being misused by the complainant and the Commission is unwittingly becoming party to it, by adding it’s weight behind him. 

5.

 The 8 cases listed on page 1 of this order are hereby dismissed with today’s orders as read with orders dated 29.9.2010 (main orders) and 27.10.2010 for non compliance of the orders of the Commission.
6..
The Registry of the State Information Commission is directed that  Second Appeals/Complaints/Review Petitions filed by Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, self styled President, Anti Corruption Council, Head Office, Opp. Water Tank, Municipal 

Market Mission Road,  Pathankot, should not be entertained, as he has not appeared  in the Commission despite many opportunities given in AC-1000/09 or in the present 8 cases and has not  clarified the issue and matter  raised by the Commission from time to time. 








 

Sd/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11.10

(ptk)

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




  REGD POST 

Sh. Mangal Singh,

# 41, SJS Avenue, Ajnala Road,,

Gumtala, Amritsar.






--------Appellant    







Vs. 

1.   PIO, O/O SDE, Water Supply and Sanitation,

     Div. No. 3, Amritsar.





____   Respondent
2.   First Appellate Authority-cum-SE, 

Water Supply and Sanitation,Div.No.3, Amritsar.   






AC No--383-2010.
  Present:
Shri Mangal Singh, complainant in person.
None for the PIO (Telephone call has been received on reception from the office of PIO for not coming today.) 

ORDER:

A telephone call has been received on reception from the office of PIO (identity not disclosed) that he was not in a position to attend the hearing today.  Sh. Mangal Singh states that he has to attend the office to Commission in another case on 30th November and the present case may also be adjourned for the same date. 

Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 30.11.2010. The PIO must attend on the hearing on the next date. 


                                                                             Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11. 2010 

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

Village Jalal Khera,

District Patiala.  




--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Secretary,

PSEB, Patiala. 





--------Respondent.  






CC-1193/2010  

Present:
 Sh. Jasbir Singh, Complainant in person.



None for the PIO.

ORDER:

              The PIO has not appeared again, even though on the last date of hearing payment of compensation of Rs. 250/- was ordered to be paid to Shri Jasbir Singh for his fruitless visit to the Commission on 21.9.2010. The case had been adjourned with directions for today to make all out efforts to search out the record pertaining to sanctioning of10 BHP tubewell  connection on 24.3.1999 to Sh. Puran singh S/O Sh. Devia Singh of village Jalalkhera, as per the information given  to the complainant by the PIO himself. In spite of that, he is not present himself or through  representative, nor has he sent any communication  in writing to the Commission or the complainant.

2.
The Commission is therefore pleased to issue the notice to the PIO (by name) under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 to show cause why penalty as prescribed therein be not imposed upon him @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- for non supply of/delay in providing the information.  He is required to give  his reply in writing well before the next date of hearing.    

3.

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. 

.4.

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 
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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.
5.
PIO may also state why compensation be  not paid to the applicant for the harassment caused to hi, who is handicapped (70%,  as per the complainant, certificate not enclosed)


Adjourned to 29.11.2010.    








Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


09.11 2010  

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

Sh. K.L.Khanna, HAS -II

O/o Director of Agriculture Haryana

# 3826, Sector 47-D, Chandigarh.  



--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Asst. Executive Engineer,

Operation Sub Division,

PSEB, Zirakpur. 





____   Respondent 






CC No-3689-2009
Present:
Sh. K.L.Khanna, complainant in person.



None for the PIO.

ORDER:


The order of the Commission dated 13.10.2010 was not dispatched  well in time. A copy of the said orders has been given to Sh. Khanna, today during the hearing. It should be ensured that copy of orders dated 13.10.2010 should reach to the PIO/Sh. HS Oberoi, Punjab Power Com. Zirakpur.


Adjourned to 29.11.2010.
                                                                                 Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11 2010  

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





  REGD POST 

Sh. Balbir Singh S/O Sh. Bhan Singh,

Vill:  Badouli Gujran, Tehsil Rajpura



--------complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Panchayati Raj,
Public Works Div., Patiala.




____   Respondent  






CC No-1486-2010       

Present:
Shri Balbir Singh, complainant in person.

Shri R.K.Verma, PIO-cum-XEN, Panchayati Raj, Public Works Div.,Patiala

ORDER:

Sh. R.K.Verma, PIO-cum-XEN, Panchayati Raj, Public Works Div.,Patiala, has presented letter No. 3900 dated 8.11.2010 addressed to the Commission (covering letter) with copy to Shri Balbir Singh, vide which he has presented the stay dated 29th Sept.,2010, given by Hon’ble  sh. Alok Singh, Judge of the Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No. 17690 of 2010 filed in the case of Smt. Nirmala Devi, ex-Sarpanch, G.P.Badouli Gujjaran Vs State of Punjab and others (including Sh. Balbir Singh, present complainant, who has not yet been served notice). The PIO has further stated that that the enquiry by the Vigilance Department has been stayed and therefore the complaint is now being looked into by the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats and the complainant should appear before him and present his case, if he has any complaint.

2.
The Commission is not concerned with the above case . It has been seen that the RTI application had been given by Sh. Balbir Singh.  .The Commission is only concerned with the rights of the applicant to provide him authentic information, based on the true record of the government.
The PIO-cum-XEN Shri R.K.Verma, who is present today, is hereby directed to get the MB   from the year 2003 to 2008, required  by Sh. Balbir Singh, and produce it in the Commission without fail on the next date of hearing. Shri Balbir Singh states that he does not require   any other  record, if this is provided to him. . In respect of 
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Shri Tejinder Singh Multani’s inquiry, it has already been clarified vide letter No. 1662, dated 5.7.2010  that there is no such inquiry record, which could be provided to him.  The said inquiry was aborted on the request of Shri Balbir Singh, complainant himself.


Adjourned to 29.11.2010.
                                                                                   Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


09.11 2010  

(ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal,

# Jiwan Niwas, Talhi Mohalla

Ferozepur City, Pb. 152002.



--------Complainant   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Superintending Engineer,

Canal Lining Circle, Bathinda. 



____   Respondent 






CC No-3775-2009  

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Satinder Pal, SDO, Canal Lining Div. No. 2, Bathinda.


Shri Tilak Raj, Sr. Asstt. O/O Chief Engg. Irrigation.

ORDER:

Shri Ravinder Kumar has sent a fax dated 7.11.2010 in which he has alleged manipulation of the note book of the Reader and the computer system of the Commission  and has stated that he has sent a complaint dated 18.10.2010 to the Dy. Supdt. Cyber Crime Investigation Cell, UT, Chandigarh, giving details of the same. He also states state that “details are given in my earlier letter dated 7.10.2010 to the SSP, copy enclosed.” The office was asked for a  report  after getting both copies of the orders,  which Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal is talking about Differences in the two letters should be pin pointed. Sh.Ravinder Kumar Singal, is directed to be presented on the next date of hearing without fail, in this respect, in case he wishes to make any specific submission.
2.
It is observed that in so far as the PIO is concerned, no compliance has been made of any of the directions recorded in the order dated 8.9.2010. The directions have been given very clearly in paras 6,7 and 9 to the PIO and in para 8 to Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal’s complaint had also been commented upon, to which he has submitted no reply. The complaints of Shri Nardev Singh and Sh. Singal were to be considered today. Both are not present and do not appear to be interested in the follow up of their complaints. If they do not appear on the next date and  make
CC No-3775-2009  
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 their submissions, no further action will be taken on them and they will be closed.
3.
The PIO/CE Irrigation should now be present himself in the Commission without fail The PIO should go through the orders of the Commission as well as background of this case and come to the Commission well prepared after making compliance of the directions of the Commission made from time to time. In case any of the directions of the Commission are not complied with,  plausible explanation is expected from him as to why it has not been possible to do so.

Adjourned to 30.11.2010.









Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


9.11. 2010 

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

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal

R/o Jiwan Niwas, Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur City, Pb 152002.




-------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Principal Secretary, Irrigation & Power,

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chd. 

--------Respondent. 






CC No-463/2010    

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Ram Kishan, APIO-cum-Supdt, Irr. Personal 3 Branch.



Shri Ajay Kumar, Sr. Astt. O/O Secy. Irrigation.

ORDER:

As far back as on 29.6.2010, the Commission had given directions in its order of even date in para 2 that the papers supplied to Shri Ravinder Kumar Singal had  not been attested and had not been delivered to him as per the requirement set out in para 1 & 2 of order of the Commission dated 26.5.2010 and as reiterated in para 2 of subsequent order dated 29.10.2010. the APIO is not able to give any reply whether this has been done or not, although thereafter another hearing  was scheduled for 8.9.2010(adjourned) and once again fixed for today. It is presumed that this has not been done, unless proved otherwise.
2.
The Commission is therefore pleased to issue the notice to the PIO (by name) under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 to show cause why penalty as prescribed therein be not imposed upon him @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- for non supply of/delay in providing the information.  He is required to give  his reply in writing well before the next date of hearing.    

3.

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. 

.4.

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
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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.
5

Shri Ravinder Kumar Singal, complainant may also note that if he does not attend the next date of hearing himself or through his representative, the case will be decided ex-parte on merit, based on the record available on file.

Adjourned to 30.11.2010. 






Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


09.10.. 2010 

(Ptk.)
CC-2984/10

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Amarjeet Singh, APIO-cum-SDO Canal, Ropar.

ORDER:


Shri Nanak Singh’s  complaint dated 9.9.2010 with regards to his RTI application dated 9.4.2010 made to the address of PIO/ Irrigation Department, opposite New Kachahari, Ludhiana was considered today in his absence.  The APIO-cum-SDO who is present today, stated with reference to the notice of the Commission that the hearing to be held today,  the S.E. who is also the Appellate Authority in this case, has vide his letter addressed to the Commission, sent the full papers from time to time to Shri Nanak Singh directly. It has also been explained that no First Appeal was ever filed by Sh. Nanak Singh. Only a simple letter by way of a reminder  appears to have been sent by him to the Chief Engineer, which was not an Appeal. He clarified that  the Fist Appellate Authority is the SE who was not in receipt of any Appeal  formally or informally from Shri Nanak Singh.

2.
  It is noticed that no copy of letter dated 3.11.2010 

The State Information Commissioner
Punjab.

Sub: Submission of Joining Report

Respect Madam,

With due regards, I hereby submit my joining report as Reader w.e.f 07.09.2010. You are requested to kindly accept the same.


This is for your information please.

Thanking you,






Yours faithfully,






(RAKESH SOOD)








Reader


 may state that I had joined my duties as Reader in your Section, effectively 07.09.2010. Now, as per letter No. PSIC/SS/NF/2009/4149 dated 22.11.2010 received from the office of Chief Information Commissioner, it needs your kind approval. So, I request your good self to kindly accept my joining w.e.f  07.09.2010.
Thanking you,






Yours faithfully,






(RAKESH SOOD)








Reader


M.F.A

