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

Sh. Joga Singh, 

S/o Sh. Ajaib Singh,

Vill. Kukowal, 
PO Dhiana, PS Mehalpur,

District-Hoshiarpur. 




--------Complainant   






Vs. 

PIO, O/O Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala. 






____   Respondent 





CC No-942 -2009   
Present:
None for the complainant.



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


ORDER:


With reference to the complaint  received in the Commission on 13.4.09 with respect to RTI application dated 17.1.09 addressed by the complainant Sh. Joga Singh to the address of the PIO/Chairman, PSEB, Patiala, the APIO stated today that full information has since been supplied to the complainant. He stated that information on all points except point No. 5 & 8 had been supplied to the applicant vide covering letter dated 27.1.09 of the Under Secretary Zone (T) who had sent it to the PIO and the PIO further vide his  letter dated 13.2.09 has sent the said letter along with its enclosures to Shri Joga Singh. The annexure is the receipt  from Sh. Joga Singh for 280 pages  of information duly indexed. 
2.
Regarding point No. 8, remaining information has been sent to him today vide covering letter dated 6.7.09 with annexures  containing details of 1252 pages, a copy of which has been endorsed to the Commission. With this, full information stand supplied.

3.
Shri Joga Singh had due and adequate notice of today’s hearing sent to him through registered notice dated 18.6.09, but has chosen not to come. Neither has sent any communication. It is presumed that he has received  the remaining information on point No. 8. Even otherwise his complaint to the Commission was 
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made on 13,.4.09 and information was supplied to him vide receipt signed by him on 29.4.09 first time and the remaining information yesterday.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of with the presumption that  the information has reached.








Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Pradeep Chaudhri,

E-58, GH-3, Mansa Devi Complex,

Sector 5, Panchkula. 




--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief Engineer, 

Department of Water Supply & Sanitation,
Govt. of Pb., Mall Road, Patiala. 


____   Respondent 






CC No-960 -2009  
Present:
Shri Pradeep chaudhari, complainant in person.

Shri Nirmail Singh, SDO, GPF, O/OC.E., Water Supply and Sanitation Deptt., Punjab, Patiala, on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Pradeep Chaudhari vide  his complaint dated 5.4.09 received in the Commission on 15.4.09 stated that his RTI application dated 25.2.09 with due payment of fee vide IPO dated 19.12.08, for information regarding G.P.Fund had not been attended to properly. His application dated  2.3.2009 is addressed to the PIO/C.E., Water Supply and Sanitation, Patiala. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.
2.
Today, complainant  is present in person. Shri Nirmail Singh, SDO, GPF, O/OC.E., Water Supply and Sanitation Deptt., Punjab, Patiala,  appeared on behalf of the PIO., with authority letter. He states that the PIO has not received any such RTI application as is being mentioned by Sh. Pradeep Chaudhari. However,  reacting to the copy of the RTI application sent by the Commission, full information as is available in his office has been supplied to him on all 5 points vide letter dated 25.6.09, addressed to the Commission with copy to the complainant. Shri Chaudhri confirmed having received his information.

3.
However, he has pointed out that the information is incomplete as it has been given only from 1989 onwards, whereas he has been in service since May, 1974. Shri Nirmal Singh has clarified that the accounts of the GP Fund  have been 
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transferred  for maintenance to the Department only in 1989 by the A.G.Office. Before that, full accounts were maintained and are still available and in the custody of A.G.Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh. He is carrying with him the GP fund file of Sh. Chaudhri. Shri Chaudhri has been permitted to inspect this file and may take copy of any paper which  he needs 
4.
 Here, it is pointed out that the complaint against the PIO is not made out since the complainant has addressed the RTI application to the PIO/C.E. Punjab Water Supply and Sanitation, Patiala but delivered it in the office of C.E., Water Supply and Sanitation at Mohali (camp office). He has mentioned that his application is dated 25.2.09 but he states that he got it receipted on 2.3.09 at Mohali. However, office of C.E., Water supply and Sanitation, Patiala has never received his application at all.  Thus, the complaint is not made out. In spite of this he has received full information.   Hence the complaint is rejected.










Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(Ptk)

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

Sh. D.C. Bansal,

Assistant Labour Commissioner, 
Patiala. 






--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Principal Secy. Finance,

Punjab, Chd. 





____   Respondent 






CC No-974 -2009    
Present:
Shri D.C.Bansal, complainant in person.



None for the PIO.


ORDER:


Shri D.C.Bansal Asstt. Labour Commissioner, Patiala vide his complaint dated 15.4.09 made to the Commission submitted that his application under RTI dated 12.12.08, sent through registered post, with due payment of fee through attached postal order, had not been attended to properly. In his complaint he has not mentioned that he has received any information, but he had attached lot of inter-department correspondence undertaken by the Finance Department with the Labour Department, copies of each were endorsed to him. A set of papers was sent to the PIO date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2. Today, none is present on behalf of the PIO. The complainant states that vide letter dated 22.4.09 he has been given most unsatisfactory and vague reply which does not meet the requirements of the RTI application in any manner.  He has also explained that he was due for promotion upon the retirement of Shri Ramesh Behl as Dy. Labour Commissioner w.e.f. 31.5.08. However, wrong and misleading information was given by the Administration to the Court, that he was not entitled to promotion with retrospective effect from 6.10.1981 as Labour Conciliator Officer, through creation of supernumerary post, as even his seniors had not yet been promoted.  This was wrong information since his seniors had been promoted, only on account of his (Sh. D.C. Bansal’s) case which he won 
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through High Court. And both officers had been promoted only because their junior had to be promoted.  They had retired at the level of Dy. Labour Commissioners only due to his case. That is why he had asked for the information form the Departments of Personnel & Labour as well as Department of Finance.
3.
Today, the PIO who had been duly informed through registered post dated 18.6.09 of today’s hearing has not appeared, either himself or through his representative not below the rank of APIO as instructed in the notice nor has any letter been received  giving the status of the complaint date 12.12.08 with copy of information, if already supplied, or giving the reasons why information could not be supplied till today. The Commission is conscious of the Budget Session which is on at present perhaps this is the reason that none is present for the PIO today.  However, this RTI application was submitted to the PIO on 12.12.08 and no explanation has been rendered as to why it has not been possible to supply the information for the last seven months.

4.
 The PIO is therefore issued notice u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act to show cause why penalty as provided therein be not imposed upon him, for non supply of the information till today. The total period of 3 months would be permitted to be deducted from the period of delay for which explanation has been called due to the earlier “Vote on Account Budget” and for the present Budget.

5.
On his part, Shri D.C.Bansal is required to  state clearly that on which file the necessary information regarding para 2 above is likely to be found and to give details and clues that he may have in his  possession, for example number and date of F.D’s advice, or number and date when the file was referred by the  A.D. to F.D, sanction of Government issued, if any, giving number and date of F.D’s approval, or any other, ., in order to aid the Finance department  to locate the file. Shri D.C.Bansal is hereby directed to send the details of the said file,  directly to the PIO with copy to the Commission. The PIO is directed to locate the said file and to permit Shri D.C.Bansal to carry out the inspection thereof under 
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rules immediately, so that he can find his own answers on the basis of record.   After inspection, Sh. .C.Bansal shall supply a written  list of documents of which he requires photocopies or Attested photocopies from the said file. 

Adjourned to 2.9.2009.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

C/o Harbhajan Filling Station,

Retgarh-Shutrana Road-Kalwanu (Badshahpur),

District Patiala. 





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Secretary,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.


&

PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer,

Operation Circle,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala. 






____   Respondent 






CC No-988 -2009    
Present:
None for Complainant.


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

ORDER:



Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Complainant vide his complaint dated 31.03.2009 received in the Commission on 17.04.2009 stated that his application dated 19.05.2008 made to the address of PIO/Deputy Secretary, PSEB, Patiala had not been attended to properly and the information given is not only incomplete but wrong.  He requested that the three deficiencies pointed out by him may be got completed and the errant PIO be taken to task in terms of provisions of the Act.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.

Today, Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Complainant is not present and neither any person is present on his behalf.  Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-PRO is present.  He states that RTI application dated 19.05.2008 of the Complainant was received by the PIO on 20.05.2008 and was transferred within five days on 23.05.2008 to the concerned PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation Circle, PSEB, Patiala in original along with postal order for dealing with it under  
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intimation to Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Complainant.  Photo copies of both papers have been filed by him today for the record of the Commission.  (However, I find that there is no mention of Section 6(3) of the Act and neither has the Complainant been told that he should make further correspondence only with the new authority to whom the case had been forwarded or that complaint of any violation of the Act would lie on that authority).

3.

The APIO states that the same action was taken with respect to the notice for the hearing of the Commission received, which was also transferred to the PIO/Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation Circle, PSEB, Patiala for attending the hearing today. 
4.

None has appeared on behalf of the PIO/Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation Circle, PSEB, Patiala and neither has any communication been received from him for adjourning the case etc nor has he sent any letter giving a copy of the information/receipt from the Complainant, for the record of the Commission, nor has he explained, if it has not been supplied, what were the reasons why it could not be supplied.

5.

Now, then, the Commission is pleased to issue show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the Act to the PIO/Deputy Chief Engineer, Operation Circle, PSEB, Patiala requiring him to state the reasons, if any, why penalty as provided under Section 20(1) be not imposed upon him @ 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/-.  He is required to give his explanation in writing.  In addition, he may avail himself of the opportunity for personal hearing as provided under Section 20(1) proviso thereto on the next date. He may note that in case he does not give any reply and also does not appear to avail himself of the opportunity for personal hearing, further action shall be taken against him ex-parte.   
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6.

The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information to the Complainant forthwith and to place a copy of the same on the record of the Commission immediately under due receipt and copy of the receipt and set of papers supplied be produced on the next date of hearing without fail. 


Adjourned to 02.09.2009. 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009 
(LS)

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

Sh. Gurdev Singh,

S/o Sh. Jarnail Singh,

W.No. 2, Tehsil Zira,

District-Ferozepur.





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Zira.







____   Respondent 






CC No-1206 -2009   

Present:
Sh. Gurdev Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Mohan Lal, APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Zira.

ORDER:


Sh. Gurdev Singh, Complainant vide his complaint date 30.04.2009 made to the Commission stated that his application under RTI dated 05.03.2009 received on 13.03.2009 in the office of the SDM, Zira and passed on 18.03.2009 to the Tehsildar, Zira who further received it on 26.03.2009 had not been attended to and required revenue record had not been provided to him.  . A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.

Today, Sh. Gurdev Singh, Complainant and Sh. Mohan Lal, APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Zira are present.  Sh. Mohan Lal states that he has provided the complete revenue record yesterday evening and has also brought a full set for supply to him again today. He also states that Sh. Gurdev Singh had asked for copies of three Roznamcha entries pertaining to year 1973.  In one of them, Complainant has given a wrong date, therefore, it was slightly problematic to locate the correct entry.  Regarding the other two, the particular register Roznamcha was not available and had to be got unearthed from the present Patwari after personal efforts by the APIO.  Now, full record has been delivered which has 
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been confirmed by Sh. Gurdev Singh, Complainant.  The efforts of Tehsildar are appreciated. With this, the case is disposed of.  









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

MIG-540, PR-1,

Urban Estate, Patiala. 




--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Sub Divisional Magistrate (West),

Ludhiana. 






____   Respondent 






CC No-1207 -2009    
Present:
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of PIO. 
ORDER:


Sh. Sukhwinder Singh vide his complaint dated 01.05.2009 received in the Commission on 12.05.2009 submitted that his RTI application given personally on 07.10.2008 to the PIO/DC’s office with due payment of fee vide postal order had not been attended to and had received no reply whatsoever.  His RTI application was with respect to a complaint filed by him i.e Sukhwinder Singh S/o Sh. Harbhajan Singh to Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana on 26.07.2001 against Sh. Amar Singh and his wife Smt. Amarjit Kaur, Tehsil & District Ludhiana (photo copy supplied today) but no reply had been received by him despite issue of a reminder dated 08.04.2009.  Only information he received was copy of an interim departmental communication from the DRO addressed to the SDM, Ludhiana West transferring the said RTI application under Section 6(3) to that PIO.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Complainant states that this enquiry regarding which he has filed the RTI application had been duly held and completed within 3-4 months and he had also appeared and got his statement recorded. The enquiry had been held by the then SDM, Ludhiana West, Sh. Balwinder Singh Jaggi during his tenure and he was given the information by the then SDM-cum-Enquiry Officer, that the report had been duly submitted to the then Deputy Commissioner.  The complaint is regarding 
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fraudulent use of a power of attorney by an unscrupulous person to sell property unauthorizedly.    

2-A.

Today, Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar is present.  He states that he has no knowledge about the case and is not carrying any formal letter of authority or even the concerned file with him.  He states that he is carrying the notice of the Commission and was just asked to attend the hearing.  The Commission takes serious notice of the fact that no information has been supplied to the Complainant with reference to his application received in the office of the Deputy Commissioner on 07.10.2008 and transferred on the next date vide letter dated 08.10.2008 to the PIO-cum-SDM under Section 6(3) of the Act a 10-month period which has gone by, therefore, the question of the PIO handing over a notice on the evening previous to the hearing to a subordinate to ask him to appear and face the music on his behalf is not appreciated.  
3.

The PIO-cum-SDM is, therefore, hereby issued notice under Section 20(1) of the Act requiring him to state the reasons if any why penalty as provided under Section 20(1) be not imposed upon him @ 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- for the delay as per Section 7(1).  He is required to give his explanation in writing for the next date of hearing.  In addition, he may avail himself of the opportunity for personal hearing as provided under Section 20(1) proviso thereto on the same date. He may note that in case he does not give any reply and also does not appear to avail himself of the opportunity for personal hearing, further action shall be taken against him ex-parte.    
4.

The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information to the Complainant forthwith and to place a copy of the same on the record of the Commission immediately under due receipt and copy of the receipt and set of papers supplied be produced on the next date of hearing without fail. 
5.

In case this is not done well before the next date of hearing, the said enquiry file along with Jimnies, noting and correspondence duly indexed and page marked should be
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produced in original along with statements of the witnesses etc. should be produced in the Commission, without fail, by locating it from whichever source where it may be available whether in the SDM’s office, of the DC’s office or with the Financial Commissioner Revenue etc.


Adjourned to 02.09.2009 for (i) supply of information (ii) consideration of the written reply of the PIO under Section 20(1) (iii) personal hearing of the PIO under Section 20(1) proviso.   








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Sh. Man Singh,

Village Chapparchari Khurd,

PO-Landran,

Tehsil & District Mohali. 




--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kharar.






____   Respondent 






CC No-1208 -2009   

Present:
Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Husband of Smt. Gurcharan Kaur, Complainant. 

Shri Rajesh Dhiman, APIO-cum-Tehsildar,Kharar.


ORDER: 
Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Husband of Smt. Gurcharan Kaur, complainant, vide his complaint dated 11.5.09 to the Commission stated that the application by his  wife under RTI dated 10.2.09 made to the address of PIO/Mohali (office not mentioned pertains to the office of D.C.SAS Nagar) for information regarding  a disputed mutation had not been attended to and no information has been provided to her till date. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.
The APIO-cum-Tehsildar present, has requested for adjournment. He states that the said record had been sent to the FCR’s Court for decision on 24.1.73 and as per the communication received from the FCR, it was returned on 22.3.73. The FCR had also pointed out that No. 156 dated 24.11.73 which had been mentioned as number & date of dispatch by the office of SDM was incorrect. Regarding this, the Tehsildar states that the number was actually 156 dated 24.1.73 . However, Sh. Gurcharan Singh states that he has got yet another report from the FCR stating that the case  was sent once again to the FCR who had duly returned it to the Tehsildar Kharar vide No. 863 dated 2.3.76 AC-II Kharar case No. 45 (pages (147). The other file returned along with above 
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reference  is 864 dated 2.3.76, Collector Revenue file No. 10 page 33. The Tehsildar states that he shall check up his receipt register as well as the Record Room of the D.C.Ropar as well as the Record Room of D.C. Mohali, (successor district). He has requested for some more time which is granted. The complainant has clarified that the papers he required are  concerned with Parat Sarkar ‘Muth’ containing the proof of death of Smt.  Basant Kaur. 

Adjourned to 2.9.2009.  








Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(Ptk) 

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

Sh. Dilbara Singh,

S/o Sh. Nand Singh,

Village Kheri Sodian,

PO-Bagaria, Tehsil Malerkotla,

District Sangrur. 





--------Complainant  






Vs. 

PIO, O/O SDO, Water Supply &

Sanitation Department, 
Malerkotla-II, District Sangrur.



____   Respondent 






CC No-1217 -2009    
Present:
None for Complainant.


Sh. Ravinder Singh, SDO, Water Supply and Sanitaion, Barnala 

with additional charge of Sub Division NO. II, Malerkotla. 
ORDER:



With reference to complaint dated 04.05.2009 made to the Commission by Sh. Dilbara Singh in connection with his RTI application dated 31.03.2009 addressed to the SDO, Water Supply & Sanitation, Malerkotla-II.  The concerned SDO has appeared today and stated that vide registered letter dated 03.04.2009 based on 04.07.2009 with photo stat proof of registry of the full information has been sent to Sh. Dilbara Singh point wise for all eight points.  He has also produced copy of the same for the record of the Commission.  Sh. Dilbara Singh had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post, since he has not come.  He has sent a letter on 09.06.2009 that he had not received any information and thereafter he has not sent any communication.  It is presumed that he has received full information and is satisfied with the same.  The case is disposed of.  









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(LS) 

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

Sh. Manwinder Singh,

Chief Reporter, Times of India,

577-R, Model Town, Ludhiana.



--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O State Transport Commissioner,

Pb., Chd.






____   Respondent 






CC No-1220 -2009     
Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.


ORDER:


In  the interest of justice one more chance is given to the PIO to place on record of Commission copy of any information supplied and to offer suo motu explanation for delay or for not supplying it.  The Court also received a letter from the Complainant dated nil which was received  in the main office on 7.7.09 and thereafter passed on to this Bench on 07.07.2009 in the afternoon, while the hearings were in progress containing written arguments. Since these arguments were received late, they could not be considered today. The same will be taken up on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 2.9.2009.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Ajit Singh,

C/o Rajinder Singh,

# 44, MIG, Urban Estate, 
Phase-1, Jalandhar. 




--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.






---------Respondent   





CC No-1223 -2009    
Present:
Sh. Ajit Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Gurnam Singh, APIO-cum-DRO, Hoshiarpur. 
ORDER:



Sh. Ajit Singh, Complainant vide his complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 08.05.2009 stated that his application under RTI dated 25.02.2009 made to the address of the PIO/DC, Hoshiarpur (duly acknowledged) with payment of fee through cash was not attended to and no information was given to him.   He had asked for copy of mutation of inheritance no. 271 dated 07.11.1923 of village Hajipur, Tehsil Dasuya District Hoshiarpur.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.

Today, both parties are present.  DRO Sh. Gurnam Singh has presented copy of letter dated 06.07.2009 addressed to Sh. Ajit Singh, Complainant with copy to the Commission vide which a reply has been given and which is to be supplied to him today during the hearing with a covering letter. 
3.

Jamabandi of 1923-24 was not available according to the DRO-cum-APIO since no such Jamabandi was prepared for those years, however, Jamabandi of 1926-27 is available, in which the mutation concerned stands entered. A photo stat attested copy of the same (original record in urdu) has been brought.  However, Sh. Ajit Singh states that this record will not be accepted by the court which requires certified copies.  APIO-cum-DRO is hereby 
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directed to supply the certified copies against the payment as prescribed in Revenue schedule to him.   
(Complainant states that he had earlier applied twice to the copying branch but no such papers have been supplied to him). Certified copies should be supplied to him within this week. Telephone numbers have been exchanged for mutual contact.

4.

The DRO may also get a true transliteration prepared of the Jamabandies of the concerned Khasra numbers for the Complainant at the cost of Complainant from some Urdu knowing Revenue expert.  It should not be a translation but transliteration.  
5.

As for the Complainant, he states that he had earlier got copy of the 1923-24 Jamabandi and got translation of the same made which is now stated not to be available in the record.  He has been asked to file an affidavit in this connection and to supply a copy of the documents of Jamabandi which he is carrying with him today to the APIO-cum-DRO so that the matter can separately be enquired into by the Deputy Commissioner.   


With these direction, the case is hereby disposed of.    









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(LS) 

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

Sh. Jaswinder Pal,

S/o Roop Lal,

R/o VPO-Lassara,

Tehsil Phillaur, 
District Jalandhar. 




--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.






____   Respondent 






CC No-1229 -2009    
Present:
Shri Jaswinder Pal, complainant in person.

Shri Navpreet Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Goraya on behalf of the PIO.


ORDER:


Shri Jaswinder Pal S/O Sh. Roop Lal filed a complaint before the Commission on 4.3.09 u/s 19(3) of the Act . This was returned to him, asking him to file a copy of the first Appeal and the decision. Thereafter he wrote another letter dated 30.4.09 stating that he has not filed any Appeal before any authority and this was his First Appeal which should be treated as Complaint. His RTI application dated 16.5.08 made by him to the address of PIO/D.C. Jalandhar, in which he has asked for a copy of the  ‘Pattanama’ issued in favour of his  grand  father and copies of receipts of amounts defrayed by grandfather.  He also stated that he had earlier applied through the Copying Agency of the State Government but he was told that the information was not available. Thereafter he had even  given copies of the original receipts of land revenue paid to the Sales Clerk, office of Tehsildar Sales but he never gave them back  as promised. He stated that a suit filed by him  for declaration  is pending in the Civil Court for which he requires this information.
2.
The Naib Tehsildar Navpreet Singh has promised to take special interest in the matter to search out the record. He is also directed to call for 
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the Sales Clerk Shri Hans Raj who has since retired with a view to checking up regarding the facts disclosed by the complainant and to get delivered back the original land revenue receipts.

Adjourned to 3.9.2009 at 11.00 AM.










Sd- 
Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(Ptk)

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

Kumari Promila,

W/o Sh. Subhash Chander,

R/o W.No. 170, Main Bazar,

Basti Danishmandaan,

Jalandhar. 





--------Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner, 
Jalandhar.





____   Respondent 






CC No-1234 -2009   
Present:
Kumari Promila, Complainant in person.


Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO-cum-CDPO, Jalandhar West.

Sh. Gagandeep, Junior Assistant O/o Programme Officer, 

Jalandhar.  


ORDER:



Kumari Promila vide her complaint dated 21.04.2009 to the Commission submitted that her RTI application dated 17.02.2009 with due payment of fee addressed to the PIO/DC, Jalandhar had not been attended to properly.  The information from him was neither complete nor attested.  In fact it was also false and misleading.  Thereafter, she made a separate application dated 20.03.2009, once again addressed to the Secretary, Social Welfare and in that also the information has not been provided.  In fact, she felt that the department was reluctant give the information.   A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.

Kumari Promila stated that she had gone back to the office of the PIO to get the papers attested, but they did not do so, stating that the original papers were not with them but with the Director Social Welfare and, therefore, they could not attest the same.
3.

Today, Sh. Gagandeep, Junior Assistant has appeared on behalf of PIO.  He states that the post of District officer is vacant since 30.06.2009 and the original papers have been called for at the Secretariat level due to the complaint separately made by Kumari Promila in the present case to the  
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Government.  That is the reason why papers have not been attested.  He states that he had told her that when the papers were back, they will be attested and given to her.  The APIO-cum-CDPO Sh. Amrik Singh under whose Anganwaries are functioning, has come for the PIO who retired on 30.06.2009.  However, this application dates back to 17.02.2009 and the officer has retired on 30.06.2009.  So this period covers the full period of delay during which the PIO was very much in position.  
4.
Kumari Promila has shown me the papers provided.  She states that the voting list provided has been purposely tampered with. It is clear that from “the voting list” provided that the opening page pertains to ‘kot sadiq’ whereas the second page pertains to ‘Basti Danishmandan’.  She has also shown me how this has purportedly been done by covering the name of the ‘Basti Danishmandan’ with a piece of paper while preparing the photo stat.  The other paper shown to me was the selection sheet, in which also proof of residence is missing in respect of the person complained against.  
4.

Now, then, the Commission hereby directs that the said record should be produced in original in the next hearing in the Commission.   APIO who is present in the Commission and the representative of the District office, who are both here today, should locate the original file/s whether they are in the Secretariat or in the Directorate and should produce it so that the Complaint of Kumari Promila can be considered that she has been supplied false information. 
5.

 They should also carry with them a seal of the office on that day Kumari Promila shall be permitted to inspect the file after which she should give a list of papers of which she needs attested copies which should be given to her on that date.  


Adjourned to 02.09.2009 for production of file. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Harbans Singh Brar,

S/o S. Jagdev Singh Brar,

# 20281, St. NO. 16, 

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

Bathinda(Pb.).






--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Chief IR & W,

PSEB, Patiala.






--------Respondent  






MR No. 62/2009 

                                                   In AC No- 579-2008 
Present:
Shri Harbans Singh Brar complainant in person.



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


ORDER:


The Second Appeal of Shri Harbans Singh Bara dated 8.11.08 with regard to his RTI application dated 7.2.08 had been considered and disposed of  vide order dated 25.3.09 in the presence  of Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-PRO, RTI Cell. Directions/clarifications had been given on each of the 4 points out of 5 points in which the information had not yet been supplied. The following directions had been given while disposing of the matter:-

.  “Since the order has been passed inthe presence of both the parties, there is no reason to await written orders.  PIO should put on record a copy of the receipt from the Appellant along with a set of papers supplied to him and for the record of Commission also.  In case this information is not supplied to Sh. Harbans Singh Brar by 24.04.2009, he is free to get this case re-opened by a simple letter to be written to the Bench. “

2.
Shri Harbans Singh Brar, complainant vide his letter dated 9.5.09, addressed to the Commission stated that  although the PIO/PSEB sent a letter dated 20.4.09, once again information regarding point No. 1-2 had not been given and regarding point No. 4, the information was incomplete. However, regarding point No. 3, he has received the information and point No. 5 had already been covered by the information already given. A copy of the fresh  
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complaint was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
3.
I have gone through the reply dated 16.4.09 sent by the Deputy Secretary to the complainant. The complaint is found to be correct. For point No. 1-2, i.e. copy of the question paper for electrical discipline, and for master key for answers to the question papers in electrical discipline, the same answer as given earlier before the direction given by the Commission i.e. the matter is beyond the purview of the  job assigned to the NTPC authorities. 
4.
As for question No.3, the deficiency which had been pointed out by the complainant earlier i.e. no information had been given about other categories (other than General and SC/BC etc.) for example Ex-serviceman category in which the complainant is interested as he had appeared in that category.  However, once again no information had been given of all other categories.  
5.
The complaint case is, therefore, re-opened since the directions of the Commission have not been carried out. Now then the Commission is constrained to issue Notice u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act to the PIO to show cause why penalty as prescribed therein be not imposed upon him for non supply of the information till today, in spite of the directions of the Commission passed in the presence of PIO’s authorized representative, as far back as on 25.3.2009. He may file a written reply and also avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing before the imposition of the proposed fine as per the provisions of Section 20(1) proviso thereto. He may note that in case the PIO does not file a written reply and also does not avail himself of the opportunity for personal hearing afforded to him on the next date of hearing, it will be presumed that he has have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to impose a penalty upon him.  
6.
The complainant has had to come all the way from Bathinda each time and has attended hearings including today. He has had to attend these hearings each time, since the information was not supplied. Even now, after the case was 
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disposed of with directions and a period of 4 months has elapsed, the information has not been supplied. The PIO should further carry with him compensation of Rs. 250/- per day for the hearings attended by the complainant. In case the information is still not provided to him before the next date of hearing, the PIO should carry with him Rs. 250/- extra for  that day to pay to the complainant during the hearing against due receipt.  
7.
The PIO/APIO once again directed to supply full information to the applicant under due receipt and to produce a copy  thereof along with copy of the receipt for the record of the Commission. He is warned that failure to do so will attract the risk of further action in terms of Section 20(2) of the Act, in addition to the proposed penalty i.e. for recommending departmental action to be taken by the Competent Authority against the PIO under the service rules applicable to him.


Adjourned to 2.9.2009 for, (i) supply of information. ii) for reply by the two PIO’s to the notice u/s 20(1) for imposition of penalty and (iii) for personal hearing of the PIO(s). 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(Ptk)

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

Mrs. Darshna,

W/o Dr. Anil Garg,

# 187, Sec 2-B,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

PIN-147301.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Assistant Engineer,

South Sub Division, PSEB, Patiala.

 
____   Respondent.  






CC No-1093 -2009     
Present:
Sh. Anil Kumar Garg husband of Mrs. Darshna, Complainant.


Sh. Sukhminder Singh, SDO holding additional charge of 


South Sub Division-cum-APIO.



ORDER:


With reference to the order of the Commission passed on 30.06.2009 the APIO Sh. Sukhminder Singh states that all formalities being completed and the electricity connection has since been released for shop no. 15, Mid Town, Plaza by Mrs. Darshna on 02.07.2009.  He has also produced the file where the application of Mrs. Darshna dated 20.03.2008 for electricity connection has been dealt from the time of its receipt till today as well as the file on which a connection has been given earlier to the Improvement Trust located in the same building.  Both files have been inspected by Sh. Anil Kumar Garg husband of Mrs. Darshna.  He has also given a list of papers of which he requires the attested photo stat copies.  The APIO is not carrying the seal of the office today.  The documents duly attested are to be given free of cost, and should be sent to Mrs. Darshna through registered post.    


With this, the case is hereby disposed of with order passed today as read with order of 30.06.2009.  In case Mrs. Darshna does not received the information within 15 days of the hearing, she may get the matter reopened by a simple letter addressed to this Bench.  









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.07. 2009

(LS)
