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

Sh. D.N.Sharma,

# B-34/8605, New Sant Nagar,

Chuharpur Road, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.






--------Appellant 






Vs. 

1. PIO, Sr. Lecturer-cum-PIO,

Deptt. Of Applied Sciences, Shaheed

Bhagat Singh College of Engg. & Tech.Ferozepur.

2. The Registrar-cum-Appellate Authority,

Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

--------Respondent 






AC No-439-2009
Present:
None for the Appellant.

Shri Ram Kumar Chopra, APIO-cum-Supdt., Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engineering and Technology, Ferozepur.

Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk ,O/O Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

ORDER:


Shri D.N.Sharma, vide his Second Appeal dated  6.7.09 made to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 9.3.09 made to Shri Raminder Pal Singh, Sr. Lect.-cum-PIO, Deptt. Of Applied Sciences, Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engineering and Technology, Ferozepur, with due payment of fee had not been attended to and no information was provided to him. Thereafter, he filed First Appeal before the Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar but to no avail. Hence the Second Appeal. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for 1.9.2009 and both parties informed through registered post, which was later postponed to 8.10.2009 due to administrative reasons.

2.
Today Shri Raj Kumar Chopra, APIO-cum-Supdt Estt. has presented a copy of letter dated 31.8.09 addressed to Sh. D.N.Sharma, Appellant  (with copy endorsed to the Commission) with covering letter containing para-wise reply received from the concerned Departments/Sections on all 4 points. The 
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information (42 pages) duly indexed, page marked and attested was provided to him free of cost, which was sent through UPC. He is nor carrying any proof but he is taken at his word. 
3.

Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk ,O/O Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar has appeared on behalf of PIO/Registrar, without any authority letter. The Registrar is also Appellate Authority. It is a sad state of affairs that the Appellate Authority has not carried  out his responsibility imposed upon him under the Act. The Appellate Authority is seen to have merely forwarded the Appeal and asked for reply from the PIO without any follow up  and has not bothered to fix the date of hearing of the Appeal or to enforce his order with respect to the provisions of the RTI Act. In fact the entire matter should have been sorted out at the level of First Appellate Authority and should not have reached the Commission. The Court of First Appellate Authority is not a post office for forwarding Appeals to the PIO and to sit back and assume a passive role thereafter. He is supposed to decide the Appeal within the time period of 45 days as provided  under the Act. The First Appellate Authority is hereby warned to take his responsibilities seriously and to hold regular hearings of Appeals in future.  

4.
As for the Appellant, he had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today. The information has also been sent to him well in time by the PIO to enable him to make submission, if any, during the hearing today. However, he has chosen  not to appear himself or through any representative and has also not sent any communication to the Commission. It is clear that he has received the information and is satisfied.


With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                                 Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Jaswant Singh, S/o Sh. Chet Singh,

# 782, Phase-II, Goindwal,Distt. Tarn Taran.


--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industries & Export. Corpn. Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, 18 Himalaya Marg, Sect. 17-A, Chandigarh.

Managing Director-cum-appellate Authority

Punjab Small Industries & Export. Corpn. Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, 18 Himalaya Marg,
Sect. 17-A, Chandigarh




------Respondent 






AC No-447-2009. 
Present:
None for the Appellant.



Shri Swarn Kumar, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of PIO/PSIEC.

ORDER:


The order already passed in the case of Sh. Surinder Singh, AC-463/09 (and 17 other cases) is also ipso facto applicable to this case and same directions apply. To come up on 11.11.09 along with other cases.  
                                                                                           Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Smt. Prem Mittal, W/O Dr. Paramjit Mittal,

R/O # 20288-F, St. No. 15,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, Bathinda.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. Asstt. Engg., P.S.E.B.,

Sub Division Cantt., Bathinda.




--------Respondent 






CC No-1763-2009
Present:
Smt. Prem Mittal complainant in person.



Sh. Prithpal Singh, PIO-cum-SDO, PSEB, Bathinda.

ORDER:

Smt. Prem Mittal vide her complaint dated 15.5.09 to the Commission stated that her application under RTI Act dated 27.1.09 made to the address of PIO/SDO, PSEB Bathinda had not been properly dealt with and full information has not been provided to her. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for 1.9.2009 and both parties informed through registered post, which was later postponed to 8.10.2009 due to administrative reasons.

2.
Today both parties are present  before me. Smt. Prem Mittal in her RTI application in point (iii) described the information needed as under:-


“Already having electricity meter A/c No. KK-48/0177 in the name of Mrs. Prem Mittal, another meter installed in the name of Balwinder Kaur W/O Gurjant Singh in the same house meter A/c No. KH/0906 without my permission.” 
3.
It is observed that she had not asked for any information, but has provided information. This was a complaint/representation and no record of document had been mentioned which she needed under the RTI Act.  However,  she has pointed out that some manipulations have been committed by the authorities, whereby, without her permission a third person/outsider has managed to get a meter installed in her name, whereas she is the true and legitimate owner of the property.
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4.
It has been explained to her that her perceived grievance can only be redressed  when she addresses a complaint/representation to the Competent Authority in the Executive. However, the PIO/SDO is carrying the original file whereby the said connection was given to Smt. Balwinder Kaur and she is hereby permitted to inspect the full file today. Thereafter, she may give in writing a list of documents which she needs. The PIO is directed to give her the photocopies of the documents she wants, today and she may take them to his office tomorrow to get them attested, to which the PIO/SDO agrees. The PIO should also provide her this information with covering letter giving list of documents duly indexed, page marked and attested. The receipt should be taken from her on the covering page and a copy of full set of papers along with her receipt should placed on the record of the Commission. In case Smt. Prem Mittal does not get these papers  within a week as per the directions given, she can get the case reopened through a simple letter addressed to this Bench. 

With these directions, the case is hereby disposed of. 

                                                                                                 Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Balvir Singh Saini,

# 349, St.No. 3, Dashmesh Nagar,

Digana Road, Hoshiarpur.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. Director Tech. Education & Industrial 

Training, Punjab, Chandigarh.


--------Respondent 






CC No-1778-2009
Present:
Shri Balvir Singh, complainant in person. 


Sh. Harpal Singh PIO-cum-Dy. Director Technical Education.



Shri Amrik Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt. O/O Director Tech. Edu.

ORDER:

Shri Balvir Singh vide his complaint dated 25.6.09 to the Commission stated that his  RTI application dated 21.5.09 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO-cum-Dy. Director Technical Education had not been attended to properly and no reply given to him within the stipulated period. Hence the complaint. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for 1.9.2009 and both parties informed through registered post, which was later postponed to 8.10.2009 due to administrative reasons.

2.
Today, both the parties are present before me. The PIO states that he had earlier sent the information vide letter dated 27.8.09 addressed to the Commission stating that full information had been supplied to the applicant vide letter 21.7.09. He has presented another letter dated 6.10.09 today in which he had adequately explained that  the delay is of 7 days over and above the stipulated period for supplying the information. Shri Balvir Singh states that he has filed  his RTI application to the same PIO and unfortunately he never received the information until he has filed a complaint in the Commission. However,  it is seen that the delay is of more than 3 weeks over and above the stipulated period. After going through the letter dated 6.10.09, it is seen that the 
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RTI Cell has itself consumed 9 days in merely forwarding  the case to the concerned Section which sent the information to the main cell and the RTI Cell took 7 more days  to send the letter on to the applicant. Thus 16 days have been consumed  for doing nothing but acting as a post office. The PIO also states that the application dated 21.5.09 was received by him on 1.6.09 whereas it is clearly receipted in the office on 26.5.09. It is quite clear that the PIO has not organized the RTI Branch well and the RTI Cell is in fact, responsible for the delay as too much time has been consumed for nothing. The PIO is hereby issued a strict warning.  He should amend the procedure to make it effective within the time window stipulated in the Act. With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.  
                                                                                        Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Balvir Singh Saini,

# 349, St.No. 3, Dashmesh Nagar,

Digana Road, Hoshiarpur.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. Principal, Industrial Trg. Institute,

Kacha Toba,  Hoshiarpur.




--------Respondent 






CC No-1779-2009
Present:
Shri Balvir Singh, complainant in person.

Sh. Dharam Pal, Sr. Asstt for the  PIO-cum-Principal, ITI Kacha Toba, Hoshiarpur.

ORDER:


Shri Balvir Singh vide his complaint dated 25.6.09 to the Commission stated that his  RTI application dated 28.4.09 with due payment of fee made to the   PIO-cum-Principal, ITI Kacha Toba, Hoshiarpur.had not been attended to properly but resulted in partial information being given to him. He stated that out of six points, information has not been received in respect of point No. 6, which concerns  estimates and maps of the  renovation of the building. He also pointed out that the information supplied to him had not been attested. He has brought both these popints to the notice of the PIO/Head Mistress of the concerned institute vide his letter dated 1.6.09. (However, there is no proof of receipt of this letter in the office of PIO).  Hence the complaint. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for 1.9.2009 and both parties informed through registered post, which was later postponed to 8.10.2009 due to administrative reasons.

2.
Today, both parties are present before me. The present PIO is Shri Dharam Pal. He states that the RTI application relates to previous PIO/Head Mistress of the School and is now being dealt by him.  He has been given additional charge of DDO of the School in May, 2009 and 
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visits the school  two days in a week. The information was to be supplied by the officials of the school which he had  collected and delivered to the complainant  vide covering letter No. 117 dated 29.5.09 against due receipt on the face of covering letter, in which point-wise reply has been given. He states that full information including the map and estimates in respect of item No. 6 had also been provided to him earlier with the same letter. However, the complainant wanted the estimate of renovation of Art & Crafts building only. The PIO explains that Art & Crafts buildings which was part of the Boys School earlier has since been merged into the Girls school and  the possession has been given to the Girls School and in this case it has become part of the girls school.  The PIO states that he has supplied additional maps of both the buildings. As for estimates, he stated that the said estimates are with PWD B&R as they are to execute the work and these documents/records are not held in the custody of the school authorities. Hence cannot be provided. He states on oath before the Commission that other than these papers, there are no other papers pertaining to estimates/maps of the  renovated portion of the school.

3.
Since, the information supplied to Shri Balvir Singh earlier was not attested, the PIO is carrying a set of attested papers. He is hereby directed to deliver these papers to Shri Balvir Singh with covering letter giving reference to the number and date of  his RTI application and the papers should be duly indexed , page marked and attested. These are to be provided free of cost to Shri Balvir Singh. A set of the same should also be placed on the record of the Commission. 

With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.

                                                                                               Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009  

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

Smt. Veena Arora,

# 1278, Ist Floor, Sector 22-B,

Chandigarh.







--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O.Chief Engg., Irrigation Works,

Punjab Hydel  Building, Madhya Marg,

 Sector 18, Chandigarh.





--------Respondent 

CC No-1805-2009 
Present :
None for Complainant.



Sh. Dilabar Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-Superintendent-II 


additional Branch  with Smt. Surinder Lamba, Senior 



Assistant. 
Order:


Smt. Veena Arora, Complainant vide her complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 08.07.2009 supported by her personal affidavit of June, 2009 stated that her RTI application dated nil received in the office of the PIO/Chief Engineer, Irrigation Works, Punjab on 29.04.2009 had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to her so far.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for 1.9.2009 and both parties informed through registered post, which was later postponed to 8.10.2009 due to administrative reasons.

2.

A copy of the notice addressed to Smt. Veena Arora, Complainant was received back un-served since the office of the Commission had not written the correct address.  On 01.09.2009, the notice again sent to both the parties about the postponement of hearing on the correct address.  However, she has neither appeared herself or through any representative and nor has she sent any communication.  On his part, the PIO stated that information has been given to Smt. Veena Arora, Complainant as far back as on 29.07.2009 before the notice of the complaint was received through the Commission.  Vide that letter, she had been sent 22 pages of the information and had also been asked to deposit Rs. 
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44/- for the information supplied.  Smt. Veena Arora, Complainant had asked for information on 21 points.  After receipt of the notice from the Commission, once again information had been prepared point-wise in the covering letter and copies of documents numbering 1 to 59 pages have been attached as per the index indicated in the covering letter.  Information sent earlier has also once again been included point wise.  This was supplied to her today through the Commission, however, since she has not come the representative of the PIO is hereby directed to send the information to her through peon and to obtain her signatures on the covering letter and to place of photo stat of the same by way of compliance on the record of the Commission within next two weeks.  In Case Smt. Veena Arora, Complainant does not appear herself or not send any communication, it will be presumed that she has nothing further to submit and the case will be disposed of.


Adjourned to 03.11.2009. 
                                                                                                      Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Sh. Mehnga Ram,

S/O Sh. Mansa Ram,

V&PO. Dholbaha, 
Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O.Ex. Engg., 
Maili Construction Division, Dev.

Mohali.






--------Respondent 






CC No-1809-2009
Present :
Sh. Mehnga Ram, Complainant in person.



Sh. Sarabjit Singh, SDO on behalf of the PIO.



Sh. Amarjit Singh SDC O/o Maili Construction Division, Mohali.
 
Order:


Sh. Mehnga Ram, Complainant vide his complaint dated 08.07.2009 to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 08.06.2009 made to the address of PIO/XEN, Maili Division, Mohali had not been attended to properly and no information had been supplied to him so far.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for 1.9.2009 and both parties informed through registered post, which was later postponed to 8.10.2009 due to administrative reasons. 
2.

PIO stated that information had been supplied to Sh. Mehnga Ram, Complainant on 14.07.2009 vide letter dated 27.07.2009 and the deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant had been made up vide letter dated 31.08.2009 copy of which had been endorsed to the Commission also. However, Sh. Mehnga Ram, Complainant states that information provided is still deficient.  Sh. Mehnga Ram, Complainant has been directed to give the deficiencies in writing strictly in accordance with his RTI application.  The PIO is hereby directed to place on the record of the Commission detail of the documents supplied, duly indexed, page marked and attested and also to place a receipt thereof from the Sh. Mehnga Ram, Complainant on the record of the Commission.   
CC No-1809-2009








-2-



Adjourned to 18.11.2009. 
                                                                                                 Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009  

(LS)

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

Smt. Sukhdev Kaur, W/O late Sh. Darshan Singh,

V&PO: Bhamipura Kalan, 

Tehsil Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O. Director Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




--------Complainant






CC No-1834-2009
Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. G.K.Mehta, Supdt. Admn. For the PIO/Director Industries and Commerce, Pb.



Mrs. Prminder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. RTI Cell on behalf of the PIO.



Mrs. Alka, Sr. Asstt. O/O Director Industries & Commerce, Pb.
ORDER:


Smt Sukhdev Kaur W/O Late Sh. Darshan Singh Mistri (who was killed by the Terrorists and mother of later Sh. Kuldip Singh who was given the job on compassionate grounds and whose wife Smt. Charanjit Kaur further got the job on compassionate grounds, due to the death of her son Sh. Kuldip Singh in an accident), has made a complaint vide her letter nil received on 3.7.09  that her RTI application dated  18.3.09, with due payment of fee, made to the address of PIO/Director Industries and Commerce, Punjab had not been dealt with properly and no information had been given to her. Her RTI application is in connection with complaint made that her daughter-in-law Smt. Charanjit Kaur, aided by a certain colleague in her office, was troubling the complainant and interfering in their family affairs. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for 1.9.2009 and both parties informed through registered post, which was later postponed to 8.10.2009 due to administrative reasons.

2.
Today, the APIO has presented a copy of letter dated 31.8.09 (covering letter) addressed to Smt. Sukhdev Kaur vide which full details of the case (noting and correspondence as well as G.M’s report) have been pro vided to her through 
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registered post of even date. Full set of papers has been placed on record of the Commission including proof of registry. 
3.

Smt. Sukhdev Kaur, Complainant had due and adequate notice of today’s hearing.  She has neither appeared herself, nor through any representative, nor has sent any communication.  It is clear that she 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 


08.10. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Balwinder Singh, Clerk,

SBS College of Engg. & Technology,

Ferozepur.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O.Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of 

Engg. & Technology, Ferozepur.


--------Complainant






CC No-1886-2009 
Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Ram Kumar Chopra, APIO-cum-Supdt., Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engineering and Technology, Ferozepur.

ORDER:


Shri Balwinder Singh, vide his complaint dated 30.6.09 to the Commission stated that his  RTI application dated 28.4.09 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/ Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engineering and Technology, Ferozepur had not been attended to properly andno reply given to him. Thereafter, he approached the First Appellate Authority of Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engineering and Technology, Ferozepur vide his First Appeal dated 5.6.09 but to no avail. Hence the Second Appeal. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for 1.9.2009 and both parties informed through registered post, which was later postponed to 8.10.2009 due to administrative reasons.

2.
Today Shri Ram Kumar Chopra, APIO-cum-Supdt., Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engineering and Technology, Ferozepur is present before me . He has brought to my notice that Shri Balwinder Singh, Clerk has independently addressed the State Information Commission vide his letter dated 20.8.09 that he has received full information for which he is very grateful.  The record has been checked and the said receipt has been found to have been received on 3.9.2009. 
As such, the case is hereby disposed of.  
                                                                                             Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Manesh Chand Dhir,

# 1745, Sector 39-B, Chandigarh.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O.XEN Construction,

 Div. No. II, Kapurthala.




--------Complainant






CC No-1904-2009
Present :
Sh. Manesh Chand Dhir, Complainant in person. 



Sh. B.K.Kohli, APIO-cum-SDE, PWD, Sultanpur. 



Sh. Harminder Kumar, Sub Divisional Controller, Sultanpur. 
Order:


Sh. Manesh Chand Dhir, Complainant vide his complaint dated 13.07.2009 to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 25.05.2009 made to the PIO/XEN Construction, Div. No. II, Kapurthala with due payment of fee had not been replied to and no information had been supplied to him till date.  A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for 1.9.2009 and both parties informed through registered post, which was later postponed to 8.10.2009 due to administrative reasons.

2.

Today, both parties are before me.  Sh. B.K.Kohli, APIO-cum-SDE appearing on behalf of the PIO with letter of authority states that vide letter dated 11.06.2009 information has been supplied to Sh. Manesh Chand Dhir, Complainant, stating that there is no record with respect to ownership of the land of the said road available with that office.  He has stated orally that the road is maintained by the PWD, B&R, Construction Division II Kapurthala.  The said Khasra number comprises part of the main district road leading from Jalandhar, Kapurthala and Sultanpur passing through Randhirpur.  He has also produced photo stat copy of the dispatch register of his office of 11.06.2009.  Sh. Manesh Chand Dhir, Complainant states that he has not received any such paper.  A copy of thereof has been supplied to him today in the hearing.  
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3.

However, Sh. Manesh Chand Dhir, Complainant is carrying with him copy of a Jamabandi 2002-03 of village Randhirpur showing ownership of his family of the said Khasra no. 113 in the Khana Malkiat  and showing possession of his family in the Khanakast.  As such, it is necessary for the PIO to check up the matter by also accessing the Revenue record from the Record room of the Deputy Commissioner (Sadar Kanungo’s office) or the Tehsil Record Room (Daftar Kanungo’s office) to see since when the road has been in existence, rather than just stating that the road had been in existence for more than 50 years which appears to be by way of an opinion, rather than based on record. Since he admits that a regular tarred road of 23 ft with berms on both sides and trees planted by the Forest Department exists in the said Khasra number and this is being maintained by with the PWD B&R, Construction Division.  Therefore, it is very necessary that Sh. Manesh Chand Dhir, Complainant may be given a clear certificate, if that is the fact, that there is no record of this land ever having been acquired or taken on lease by the PWD. It may also be checked up whether any compensation of any manner has also been given.  The reply should be given to Sh. Manesh Chand Dhir, Complainant point wise through the Commission, one way or the other.  
3.

Armed with information he has been able to get under RTI Act, the Complainant may therefore approach the Competent Authority in the Executive or the Civil Courts for redressal of his grievances, if any, as may be advised.



Adjourned to 18.11.2009. 
                                                                                            Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009 
(LS)

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

Shri Sartej Singh Narula, Advocate,

# 23, Sector 10-A, Chandigarh.




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industries &

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



& 
2. Appellate Authority, Addl. M.D.,

Punjab Small Industries &

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

--------Respondent 

AC No-366-2009 & AC-365-2009

Present:
Ms Sarpreet Kaur, Counsel for the complainant.



Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Estate Officer, PSIEC, for the PIO.



Shri Vijay Gupta dealing Asstt. O/O PSIEC.
ORDER:



The representative of the PIO has presented a letter dated 8.10.09 (covering letter) addressed to S. Sartej  Singh Narula, with annexures (28 pages including covering letter) dated 29.9.09 giving point-wise information on the remaining points. The Counsel for the Appellant states that she needs time to study the same.

2.

Counsel is directed to make her submission in writing to the Commission with copy to the PIO at least 10 days before the next date of hearing to enable the matter to be taken up effectively.  It is also pointed out to the PIO that the directions of the Commission have not been followed in respect of  taking a specific decision on the objections of the third party point-wise, in terms of Section 11 of the Act which provide for specific procedure regarding the third party objections.



Adjourned to 3.11.2009. 
                                                                                      Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009  

(Ptk)

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:
None for the complainant.



Shri Prem Chand Arora, PCS, PIO-cum-SDM Ludhiana (West).

ORDER:


The order passed in the hearing on 9.9.2009 was ex-parte order against the PIO in the presence of Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, complainant and the case was adjourned to 8.10.2009 for compliance. Thereafter on 14.9.2009, the said PIO-cum-SDM Ludhiana (West) appeared and after considering his representation dated 14.9.09 and hearing him, the order dated 9.9.09 was held in abeyance and further directions given to him for supply of information, after finding out the details/clues if any, in respect of location of the said inquiry file from the complainant.  The matter was to be taken on the same date of hearing already fixed i.e. 8.10.2009. 

2.
Today Shri Prem Chand Arora, PCS, PIO-cum-SDM Ludhiana (West) is present and has brought information to be handed over during the hearing to the complainant. He states that despite sending letter dated 4.9.09 to Shri Sukhwinder Singh, he did not contact him. So after going through the details of original representation/complaint made to the Deputy Commissioner at the relevant time, which was taken from the record of the Commission on 14.9.09 and with great dedication, he has got a fresh position of the concerned alleged land/ Khasra numbers  mentioned prepared, as sold from time to time, so that the present ground realities can be seen.  According to the report of the field staff of the Department of Revenue, Shri  Sukhwinder Singh and others  had purchased1600 Sq.Yds land from Shri Bhag Singh S/O Harchand Singh. Later they have sold land through various sale deeds and 420 Sq. Yds still  now
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remain in the name of Sh. Sukhwinder Singh and others. As far the alleged fraudulent power of attorney mentioned in the said complaint made to the Dy. Commissioner, no such alleged POA has been used for the sale for the piece of land  bearing the said number and date. As for sale deed bearing No. 1401 dated 23.4.92, there is no such sale deed on the record of the Revenue Department.

3.
Shri Sukhwinder Singh is once again directed to immediately contact the PIO/SDM Ludhiana (West) as directed in para 2 of order dated 14.9.09 earlier. The SDM had clearly stated that there is no such inquiry report held in the custody of the SDM’s office. Unless Shri Sukhwinder Singh contacts the PIO/SDM at least 10 days before the next date of hearing and gives him any further clues etc.  it will be taken that he is satisfied with the information received by him and he has no further submission to make.  As per the directions given to the PIO/SDM, it will be sent to him through registered post.  A set of papers being supplied to the complainant through registered post, is placed on the record of the Commission today.  

Adjourned to 3.11.2009 for final decision.

                                                                                              Sd/-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


08.10. 2009  

(Ptk)

