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

Sh. Karamjit Singh





--------Complainant 

H.No.94, Sunny Exclave,

Kharar







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Distt. Industries Office Cum.

Registrar Soecities & Firms, 

SAS Nagar





____   Respondent  






CC No-216-2010       

Present: 
Karamjit Singh, Complaint in person with Sh. G.S. Sindra

Sh. Kulbir Singh, on behalf of PIO
ORDER:


The Complaint of Sh. Karamjit Singh was considered by the Commission in its hearing dated 4.5.10 and detailed orders were passed for compliance. The PIO had also been asked to produce the original files, both noting and correspondence concerning the dealing of the RTI applications of Sh. Karamjit Singh and  Sh. Nirmal Singh. The allegation was that information had been deliberately withheld on the application of Sh. Karamjit Singh, and had been given to Sh. Nirmal Singh. Sh. Karamjit Singh had stated that with the causing of the delay in the supply of the information, the entire objective of the applicant had been defeated since different members of the Committee with separate Constitutions/Rules Regulations had been supplied to both parties in respect of the same Gurdwara. Today, Sh. Kulbir Singh, Junior Assistant with  letter of authority from the PIO, has presented copy of letter dated 15.3.10 (covering letter) giving a point-wise reply with 5 annexures duly attested, being  copy of the communication supplied to the complainant, today, through the Commission. The Complainant pointed that that in respect of item no. 4 regarding “on which date is the  election  due”, the reply given is not clear. The representative of the PIO was asked to show letter dated 27.7.09 which is quoted in the reply to Para 4 in the covering letter dated 15.3.10 given today. The Commission noted with surprise that the contents of the letter were quite  different from the contents as 
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Incorporated in the reply.   A copy of letter dated 22.7.09 has been taken on record. The PIO may add his explanation as it appears to be a misleading reply being given to the Complainant through the Commission. 
2.
The Commission also requires that no person below the rank of APIO should attend the next hearing and should be well versed in the subject in hand. 

Adjourned to  30.6.2010.
                                                                                          SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09.06.2010     

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

Sh. Rajinder Pal Sharma

R/O H.No.-B- XXXIV-569

Backside Gurudwara Sahib, 
Chander Nagar, Bakcside Arya
College for Boys, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.




                                                   

    --------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Secy RTI, 

PSEB, The Mall,Patiala.





____   Respondent  






CC No-3882/2010       

Present:
Mr. Mahinder Singh, on behalf of complainant Sh. Rajinder Pal Sharma.
Daram Singh PIO/Dy. Secy. RTI, PSEB, Patiala.
  

ORDER:


In reply to the order dated 4.5.10, the PIO has produced the original file noting and correspondence, dealing with the subject of suspension of Sh. Rajinder Pal Sharma. Sh. Rajinder Pal Sharma has inspected the same. Thereafter, he has given of list of documents of which he requires attested photo copies.  . The PIO has attested the copy of the notification regarding the two-tier system of the office supplied by the applicant, after checking up the authenticity Sh.Rajinder Pal Sharma   has given the receipt of the documents, and a copy of which has been  placed  on the record on the Commission.

With this, the case is hereby disposed of.
                                                                                  Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09.06.2010     

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

Sh. P.K.Dutta

H.No.328, sector-21-A,

Chandigarh.


                                           --------Complainant.   







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN,Privincial Div.No.1,

 PWD(BKR), Patiala.




____   Respondent  






CC-926/10       

Present:
Sh. P.K.Datta, complainant in person.


A.K.Batish, APIO-cum-SDO, Prov. Div. 1, PWD B&R, Patiala.



Amrinder Pal, Jr. Engg., on behalf of the  PIO.


ORDER:

The complaint of Sh. P.K. Dutta was considered in the hearing of the Commission dated 18/5/10. The case had been adjourned  since the information had been provided to him at the time of the hearing and an adjournment was given so that he could point out specific deficiencies, if any,  in accordance with the original RTI application, in writing, to the PIO, with a  copy to the Commission. No such letter was received by the Commission. However,  the PIO states that he received letter dated 24.5.10 in which it was  pointed out that the information in connection with point 2 and 3 of his  application was still pending.  In his RTI application,  he had asked the following information:- 

“Description of information required is as under.
1.      Total area (breadth)of land reserved for the following roads;
(I).
Lower Mall; from  the point; intersection of road from Aruvedic Colleges to Khrah wala Chowk, till NIS Chowk
(II).
Road in front of Muncipal Corporation Office;  for the entire block covering Muncipal Corporation’s office till NIS Chowk.

(III).
Road joining the above said two roads ahead of NIS Chowk along the Nalah.
Copies of maps depicting the above said information and identifying the permanent marks from which the measurements are taken.
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 The date of preparation of the said map’s and the date of variation/amendment if any made. In case any variation is made 
then copies of both the maps before variation and after be supplied.”
2.
Since the maps were not in the record held in the custody of the said office, the APIO-cum-SDO , PWD (B&R) present in the Commission and the JE  have gone ahead and actually measured the  length and breadth of the  said road and  their Berms (which are 3 major roads running through the   middle of the  Patiala City) and  gone ahead and produced copies of maps  of 3 roads giving  measurements etc as required. 
It is pointed out to the PIO that  no fresh record is required to be created and  provided to the applicant under the Right to Information Act, 2005. No complaint will be entertained by the State Information Commission for non supply of record which does not exist. Neither can the applicant ask for record to be created and supplied to him. The PIO is required to supply copies of authentic   record held in his custody and if there is no such record, he is required to give a clear statement to that effect. There is some record which, ordinarily and necessarily, should be available in the  record of the office, but its non existence  is a matter to be brought to the notice of the Competent Authority through a complaint or a representation pointing out the deficiency.

3.
 In the present case the PIO has gone out of way  and well beyond the scope of his duties and responsibilities laid down under the Act. by making the actual measurements of 3 major roads in Patiala. He has thus made up the deficiency of the record in a concrete way (literally speaking) a huge practical task. However, it is a laudable prepared effort and it is appreciated by the Commission, since it is the end objective of all RTI applications. Sh. A.K.Batish,  SDO, states that this record contains   the actual maps as freshly prepared Measurements  for the maps have been made by Sh. Amrinder Singh, Junior Engineer Div.1  PWD (B&R) Patiala, under the supervision of the APIO Cum SDO Sh. A.K. Batish and depicts the ground realities.  A copy of the order of the 
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Commission is endorsed to the Executive Engineer Provincial Div.1 PWD, (B&R) so that the appreciation of the Commission is  placed   on their  personal files.

With this, case by dispose of.
                                                                                     Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09.06.2010     

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

Smt.Swaran Kaur,C/O Balkar Singh 

H.No.-739 Gali No.11

TRipore Town,Patiala                                                                     --------Complainant.    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN,  PSEB, Patran, 

Patiala.







____   Respondent  






CC No-3934-2010       

Present: 
Balkar Singh B/O Smt.Swarn Kaur, complainant,  Widow of  late Sh. Lakhwinder Singh.
Sh. Surinder Kumar LDC, O/O SDO, PSEB, Patran, authorised Rep. of the PIO. 
ORDER:

Sh. Surinder Kumar LDC was deputed to attend hearing by the SDO, Satish Bandhari. On the last date to hearing this case had been considered by the Commission in its hearing dated 4/5/10 and directions were given to the PIO for compliance. Today the original files in which connections Nos. SA 187, SA 295 and SA 827 were changed to the names of Sh. Mahinder Singh, S/O Dharm Singh, and Joginder Singh S/O Dharm Singh, were to be produced in original in the Commission. The PIO states that the previous Sub Divisional  Clerk has since  retired on 31st May,  and  has not handed over charge of the files so far to the  person posted in his place and therefore could not be  produced in  the Commission.
2.
 The RTI application is dated 22/7/08 and is almost 2 years old. The information has been supplied to her on 17/2/09 in an incomplete manner. The  PIO should ensure the production of the files as per orders of the Commission on the next date of hearing without fail to avoid the  risk of leaving himself open to initiation of penalty proceedings/disciplinary action to be recommended against him by the Commission.

The PIO may also submit the list of the PIOs who had been in position from the date of her RTI application till today so that responsibility could be apportioned for the delay, if necessary.
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Since the representative of Smt. Swaran Kaur has had to travel to Chandigarh from Patiala fruitlessly today, he is given a token compensation towards reimbursement of fare for the hearing in the Commission, of Rs.150 to be given by the Public Authority” through cash or account payee cheque in the name of  Smt. Swaran Kaur on the next date of hearing. It may be noted them she would be entitled to this compensation for each date of hearing when she or her representative attends the hearing fruitlessly in the future also.

Adjourned to 30.6.2010.
SD/-

 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,
S/O Sh. Kuldeep Mahajan,
Opp. Water tank,
Muncipal Market Mission  Road,

Pathancot


                                                 --------Complainant    







Vs. 

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

Provincial Div. Jalandhar




____   Respondent  






CC No-1000-2010       

Present: 
None for the complainant.
Neresh Kumar, APIO-cum-SDE, PWD B&R, Jalandhar, 

ORDER:


In reply to the letter dated 4.5.10, the representative of the PIO  states that full information has been supplied to him vide letter No.162 dated 25/5/10 with covering letter  containing details of 147 pages supplied to him, free of cost. The photostat copies with proof of the receipt from him has also been seen. Sh. Yogesh Mahajan had been asked to appear in person today since it was found that on all the six applications, both original and copies, including on the affidavit dated 21/11/09, his signatures are  different from each other. Since there are no fixed signatures of Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, he was required to explain the matter and also to file his specimen signature before the Bench.  He has not  appeared in person or through his representative, neither has he sent any communication. Therefore, he  is given one more chance to appear and comply with the directions of the Communication .

Adjourned to 30.6.2010.
SD/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

08.06.2010     

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

Jasdeep Singh Malhotra,

Hindustan Times, SCO 43, 

Ladowali Road, Jalandhar.


--------Complainant.    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chairman, PSEB, 

(now Power Com.)The Mall, Patiala.


____   Respondent  






CC No-1195-2010       

Present: 
Jasdeep Singh Malhotra,  complainant in person.
Sh.Gurmeet Singh
  

ORDER:

In compliance with the orders dated 25/5/10, full information has been supplied to the applicant vide covering letter No.1920 dated 26/5/10(covering letter) containing full set of information (total 14 pages)  through registered post and free of cost. A copy of the full information has been brought for the record of the Commission.  He states that he had contacted the complaint who confirmed that he had duly received the information sent to him. He also indicated that he will not be able to attend the hearing as he has been  injured in an accident.


The applicant had due and adequate notice for hearing to be held today. He has chosen not to appear himself or through his representative, neither has he sent  any communication. It is clear that he has received the information and   has nothing to submit further.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 
                                                                                           SD/-
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09.06.2010     

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

Vijay Mahajan,

Q.No. 2, Mirpur Colony,

Pathankot.






--------Complainant.    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, PSEB 

(now Power Com.)Pathankot.




____   Respondent  






CC No-894-2010       

Present: 
Sh.Vijay Mahajan complainant in person.
Sh.Varinder Kumar, APIO-cum- AE,, Power Com. Pathankot.
ORDER:

In compliance with the order dated 18.5.10 passed  by the Commission, full information has been supplied as per the directions of the Commission and all the papers, duly attested, have been sent to Sh. Vijay Mahajan vide letter dated 1.6.10 by Speed Post (proof of posting supplied) . 


Sh. Vijay Mahajan had due and adequate notice for the hearing to be held today. He had chosen not to appear himself or through any representative. Neither has sent to be communication. It is clear that he has now received the information and has no further submission to make.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.
                                                                                          SD/-

 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09 .06.2010     

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

Mangal Singh S/O Sh. Nahar Singh,

V&PO: Amargarh(Giani Zail Singh Colony)

Tehsil Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.




--------Complainant.    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO, PSEB (Now Power Com.)

Sub Division, Amargarh, Distt. Sangrur.



____   Respondent  






CC No-600-2010       

Present: 
None for the complainant.


Sh. Hans Raj, Rev. Accountant, O/O PIO/SDO Amargarh.
ORDER:

This matter has been considered in the hearing conducted by the Commission on 19.5.10, when it was adjourned with the directions for compliance to the PIO..
2.
Today, the representative of the PIO  has presented a copy of the letter dated 7.6.10 with copy endorsed to the Commission (2 pages covering letter  with 7 annexures, by hand)). This has been supplied to him  and the original receipt of Sh. Mangal Singh dated 7.6.10 has also been produced, a copy of which has been retained  for the record of the Commission and the original has been returned to him.
3.
The complainant has received the information as per receipt, since the original record, which had earlier not been located, has been found and full information supplied to him  now as per his RTI application.
4.
Shri Mangal Singh had due and adequate notice of the hearing to be held today, since he was personally present on the last date of hearing and has also received the information. However, he has chosen not to appear himself or through  his representative. Neither has he sent any communication. It is clear that he has received the information and has nothing further to submit.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.
                                                                                          SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09.06.2010     

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

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

JaSKARAN Singh S/O Sh. Harnek Singh,

Sh. Ranjit Singh S/O Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

R/O Vill. Fakarsar, Tehsil Giddarbaham,

Distt. Muktsar.







--------Complainant.    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O XEN, Punjab Water Resources Management,

Division No. 3, Malout Distt. Muktsar.




____   Respondent  






CC No-896-2010       

Present: 
Sh. Gurdial Singh, S/O Sh. Balbir Singh,JaSKARAN Singh S/O Sh. Harnek Singh,Sh. Ranjit Singh S/O Sh. Gurbachan Singh,complainant in person.

Shri Jaila Ram, PIO-cum-XEN, PWRM, Malout.
Sh. Chhatarpal, Ziledar.
ORDER:

In compliance with order passed in the hearing dated  18.5.10, the original registers in which payments had been received  for brick lining of  ‘Khal’ of village Fakarsar, Tehsil Giddarbaha, Distt. Muktsar, were produced in the Commission along with files containing the order of the actual implementation of the scheme etc.  The complainants have inspected the papers  and have given a list of documents, attested copies of which they require. 
2.
Today, the complainants have received the  attested photocopies of the documents they required and the receipt given by them has been placed on the record of the Commission.  They have received full information except for the copies of the tenders earlier floated and amended  tenders floated second time. The PIO/XEN has assured that he will supply these documents to the applicants within  two days positively. The postal order of Rs. 20/-  bearing No.  76F 381591, dated 21.12.09, addressed to the  PIO, which has been found on the file of the Commission has been handed over to the PIO today, during the hearing.
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With these assurances, the case is hereby disposed of.
                                                                                          SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09.06.2010   

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

Manjit Singh, SDE(Retd.),

# 535, Urbgan Estate, Phase II, Jalandhar.



--------Complainant.    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Secretary go Govt. Punjab,

PWD B&R, Pb. Mini Sectt.

Sector 9, Chandigarh.






____   Respondent  






CC No-3228-2009 

Present: 
None for the complainant.
Sh. Malkiat Singh, Dealing Asstt. O/O PIO/Secy., PWD B&R.
Smt. Harjit Kaur, Supdt. O/O CE, PWD B&R, Patiala.
Sh. Preet Inder Singh Sodhi, Dealing Asstt. O/O PIO.

Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Clerk, O/O Cosnt. Div. No. I, Kapurthala.
ORDER:

This case was considered in the hearing  dated 9.1.2010 when Shri Manjit Singh was present in person.  The case was partly heard. Shri Manjit Singh was advised to bring along himself a copy of the judgment quoted by him and copy of latest representation made by him to the Competent Authority for release of his pension and retrial benefits. In this connection, Sh. Manjit Singh has sent a copy of judgment in the CWP 4970 of 1988 decided by the Full Bench  of Punjab and Haryana High Court in the matter of Dr. Ishar Singh Vs State of Punjab and others. Shri Manjit Singh wants the department to apply the principles enunciated in this case,  while dealing with   his case of pension and commutation of pension.
2.
Shri Manjit Singh is advised that under the RTI Act, the PIO cannot be asked to take action and report the final results. However, in case Shri Manjit Singh gives his representation to the State Government, he can always submit an application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 requesting the authorities to give him the latest status of his representation and/or ask to see the files on which his representations have been dealt with etc. 

With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.
   SD/-

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09.06.2010   

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

Sh. Binni Mittal, Advocate,

F-5, Civil Lines, Jail Road, Bathinda.




--------Complainant.    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O D.M.,Punjab Agro Ltd., Sangrur.



____   Respondent  






CC No-871-2010       

Present: 
None for the complainant.
None for the PIO.
ORDER:

On the last date of hearing on 18.5.10, it was noted that information had also been supplied to him by the PIO. However, in view of the application filed by him for adjournment, another chance had been given to him. It had also been observed in the order dated 18.5.10 that “in case he does not come on the next date of hearing, it will be presumed that he has nothing to submit further and the case will be disposed of.”
2.
Sh. Binni Mittal, Advocate had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today and the case had been adjourned  only upon his request. However, he has not appeared himself or through any representative, neither has he sent any communication. It is presumed that he  has received the information and has nothing further to submit.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                          SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09.06.2010   

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

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh S/O Sh. Bhagwan Singh, 

Vill.  Paliwal, P.O. Aminganj,

(Mandi Roda Wali) Tehsil Jalalbad,  

Distt. Ferozepur.





--------Complainant.    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDM (West)Jalalabad,

Distt. Farozepur.




____   Respondent  






CC No-1697/08       

Present: 
None for the complainant,.
Sh. Jasdeep Singh Aulakh, the then PIO/SDM Jalalabad, now A.C. Grievances, Pathankot and also holding Addl. Charge of Electoral Officer, Jalalabad.
Shri Harsharanjit Singh, APIO-cum-Tehsildasr, Jalalabad.


None on behalf of Sh. Surinder Pal Singh.
ORDER:

On the request of the then PIO Sh. Jasdeep Singh, an adjournment is given. He states that he would like to submit additional reply to the notice given to him u/s 20(1) of the Act. He has also requested for permission to study the record of the Commission, which is allowed.

Adjourned to 7.7.2010.

                                                                                         SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09.06.2010   

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

Shri Rajesh Kumar Aggarwal,

H.M. 1039, Housing Board Colony, 

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.
VS

PIO/SE, Operation Circle, 
PSEB now Power Com, TarnTaran.





CC No-3900/09       

Present: 
None for the complainant.
Shri Pawan Kumar, Supdt. authorized representativie of PIO/Dy. C.E. Tarn Taran.
ORDER:

The representative of the PIO states that full information has been provided to the complainant vide letter No. 7440, through registered post and also free of cost. The latest communication made to him was of 6.4.10, in which it had also been clarified that no technical staff had been deputed for election duty due to the explicit instructions of the Chief Election Commissioner’s No. M-2008/M-469-88.
2.
On the last date of hearing, Shri Rajesh Kumar Aggarwal had been instructed to be present himself or through  a representative or to send a letter if he is still interested in pursuing the matter. It has also been stated that in case he does  not come or to communicate whether the information has been received or not, despite being given a chance and  It will be  presumed that he is not interested in pursuing the complaint and the case  will be filed on the next date of hearing.

3.
Shri Aggarwal has not appeared himself or through a representative. Neither has he sent any communication. It is clear from the earlier letter that he has received the information sent by the PIO from time to time and he has no further submission to make. 


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 
                                                                                            SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09 .06.2010   

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

Sanjeev Kumar S/O Jasmer Singh,

# 360-A, Vill. Maloya,

U.T. Chandigarh.






--------Complainant.    







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Industries & Commerce,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17, Chandigarh.




____   Respondent  






CC No-2229-2010       

Present: 
Sanjeev Kumar S/O Jasmer Singh, complainant in person.

Sh. Avatar Singh, APIO, Asst. Manager, .

ORDER:

In compliance with the order dated 29/4/10 of the Commission the  said Inquiry Officer has been changed and now Mr. Jaspal Singh, Deputy Director Industries and Commerce has been appointed as Inquiry Officer on 4.5.10. An adjournment is therefore requested for 10 days.

2.
He also states that copies of the orders of the Commission dated 29.4.10 and previous order dated 4.2.10 have been brought to the notice of the Director Industries & Commerce  regarding inquiry in the case of Sh. Sanjeev Kumar  complainant, for compliance. 


Adjourned to 30.6.2010.
                                                                                        SD/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner

09.06.2010   

