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

Sh.Taranjit Singh S/O Sh. Harminder Singh,

# T-3/RSD-Staff Colony,Shahpurkandi township,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






----Appellant    








Vs. 

PIO, O/O. XEN, Personal Div. RSD-

Shahpur Kandi Township, Distt. Gurdaspur.


    -----Respondent.






AC No-607 -2008

Present :
Sh. Taranjit Singh, Appellant in person.

Sh. Davinder Singh, Executive Engineer. Township Division 


Ranjit Sagar Dam Project, Shahpurkandi Township.  



Sh. A.K.Bharti, PIO-Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, 


RSD-Shahpurkandi T/ship. 



Sh. Chander Kant, APIO-cum-Assistant Engineer on behalf of 


PIO. 
Order:


Sh. Davinder Singh, Executive Engineer. Township Division Ranjit Sagar Dam Project, Shahpurkandi Township as well as Sh. A.K.Bharti, PIO-Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, RSD-Shahpurkandi T/ship have both filed their affidavits dated 10.06.2009 and 11.06.2009 respectively, in reply to the show cause notice issued to them in the last order of the Commission dated 31.03.2009.  Sh. Davinder Singh, Executive Engineer has also stated that full information asked for by Sh. Taranjit Singh, Appellant stands supplied under due receipt.  He also stated that he called Sh. Taranjit Singh, Appellant and asked him whether he required any other papers and at that time he stated that he does not require any further papers.  On the other hand, Sh. Taranjit Singh has presented letter dated 11.06.2009, a copy of which has been supplied to Sh. Davinder Singh.  In that letter, he states that information with respect to item no. I has been supplied and is incomplete.  He also states that no record has been supplied for item no. II, III, IV and V.  He also requested to take up the matter for quick disposal and to penalize the defaulters in terms of Section 20 of the RTI Act and compensate the appellant on account of unnecessary expenditure incurred. 
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2.
Since, the stand of the PIO and the stand of the Appellant are contrary each other, they may be reconciled and further information should be supplied to him in the form in which it is available.  In case, there is some information which is not maintained in the form in which the Appellant has asked for it, he should be informed.  

3.
All this controversy would not have arisen had the PIO supplied the information with a covering letter giving reference to his RTI application with list of documents supplied duly indexed, page marked and attested and the signatures of the Appellant taken on that receipt no controversy would have arise about which papers have been given and which have not been given.  



Adjourned to 15.07.2009.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Taranjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Harminder Singh,

R/o T-3/519, RSD Shahpurkandi T/Ship,

Tehsil Pathankot, District Gurdaspur(Pb).


--------Appellant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer, 

Personnel Division,

RSD-Shahpurkandi T/Ship,

District Gurdaspur.





--------Respondent 

       MR No. 60/2009 

                                                In AC No-606-2008 
Present :
Sh. Taranjit Singh, Appellant in person.



Sh. A.K.Bharti, PIO-Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, 


RSD-Shahpurkandi T/ship. 



Sh. Chander Kant, APIO-cum-Assistant Engineer on behalf of 


PIO. 
Order:


On the last date of hearing on 25.03.2009, the Commission disposed of the case with directions to supply information to the Appellant with respect to his application on point 4 (attendance register), point no. 11 (application for LLB and for appearing in exam, and point no. 14 (inspection of record).  A time schedule had been fixed for the same, and the Appellant had been told that in case he does not receive the information within time, he could get this case re-opened by filing a simple application before this Bench.  Accordingly, on 05.05.2009, he informed the Commission that he had not been given the required information as per the directions given by the Commission till date and he also requested that the case may, therefore, be re-opened.  A notice was accordingly issued on 08.06.2009, and hearing fixed for today, since, there was one more case of Sh. Taranjit Singh vis-à-vis the PIO also fixed for hearing today.  PIO-cum-XEN, Personnel Division is present.
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2.
After going through the letter of Sh. Taranjit Singh dated 18.05.2009, it is seen that no information has been given to him in respect of 11 and 14 whatsoever.  In respect of item no. 4, he has been shown attendance register of the employee Sh. Balwinder Singh for the year from 2002 to 2009 but he stated that the registers of 2003, 2007 and 2009 were not available and had not been shown to him.  I have checked up from his original application, he has not mentioned the period for which he wanted to see the attendance registers.  Sh. Taranjit Singh, Complainant admits that he had never indicated the period for which he wanted information. Therefore, his objection is not valid.   
3.
For the remaining, the PIO is hereby directed to give the information within ten days and to report compliance. 


Adjourned to 22.06.2009.  








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

(LS)

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

Shri Narinder Singh Saggu, S/O Sh. Dalip Singh,

# T-4/17,RSD-Staff Colony,Shahpurkandi township,

Tehsil. Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.



----Appellant    








Vs. 

PIO, O/O. XEN, Personal Div. RSD(P)

Shahpur Kandi Township, Distt. Gurdaspur.


    -----Respondent.






AC No-630 -2008
Present :
None for Appellant.



Sh. A.K.Bharti, PIO-Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, 


RSD-Shahpurkandi T/ship. 



Sh. K.K.Mahajan, PIO-cum-XEN, Store Division, Shahpurkandi 


Dam Project, Shahpurkandi. 



Sh. Chander Kant, APIO-cum-Assistant Engineer on behalf of 


PIO.  
Order:


Sh. Narinder Singh Saggu’s appeal dated 15.11.2008 in connection with his RTI application dated 02.11.2006 was considered by the Commission in its hearing dated 31.03.2009 in the absence of the Appellant and certain directions were given.  The APIO had not filed any written reply or filed any compliance. Neither had the Appellant given copies of communications made/received by him and was continuing to state that information was “incomplete”.  It was observed that from his letter it was not possible to know what information had been supplied and what had not been supplied, so that it could be seen whether the remaining information still to be supplied to him fell within the purview of the RTI Act and Section 3 thereto read with the definition of ‘information’, Record’ and ‘Right to Information’ as defined in Section 2(f) (i) & (j).  Sh.  Narinder Singh Saggu was directed to do so immediately.    He had sent a letter enclosing photocopy of affidavit which he “intends” to file before the Commission “for approval”.  He was told that he is free to file an affidavit if he so wished, but the 
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question of giving approval to the affidavit by the Commission does not arise.  Both parties were asked to give written information on the points stated above with copies to each other so that the matter would be taken up for consideration on the next date of hearing.  

2.

Today, reply has been filed by way of an affidavit from Sh. A.K.Bharti, PIO-cum-XEN, RSD-Personnel Division, Shahpurkandi dated 11.06.2009 in which he has given entire history of the case and information given to Sh.  Narinder Singh Saggu from time to time to show that no deliberate delay has been caused as well as full information has been supplied and nothing remains to be supplied.  All information required to be supplied by the XEN Store Division, Shahpurkandi had also been supplied.  He, therefore, requested that the appeal 630/2008 should be disposed of.

3.

Separately, Sh. K.K.Mahajan, PIO-cum-XEN, Store Division also filed his reply through affidavit dated 05.06.2009 in which he also brought out all the correspondence and objections made from time to time by Sh.  Narinder Singh Saggu.  He also stated that information/documents/replies to all points in his questions concerning to him has been supplied and nothing remains to be supplied.  He, therefore, requested that appeal 630/2008 should be disposed of. 

4.

As for Sh.  Narinder Singh Saggu, Appellant, he has not sent any communication stating what information has been supplied and what has not been supplied as directed.  However, he has sent a letter dated 11.06.2009 copy of which has been supplied to the PIO and to the XEN, Store Division today in which he has stated that affidavit filed by him on 25.03.2009 para 4 item no. (i), (ii) and (iii) are remaining items which are still pending. A photocopy of the affidavit has also been supplied to the PIO and to the XEN, Store Division.  They may like to file a reply.  


Adjourned to 15.07.2009. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

(LS)

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

Sh.Gurdeep Singh,

S/o Naranjan Singh

W.No 13, Raja Sansi

District Amritsar.




--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Tehsildar, 

Ajnala,

District Amritsar. 








  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1713-2008  

Present :
Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Complainant in person and Sh Inderjeet 


Singh, Lambardar.



None for PIO.
Order:


The complaint of Sh. Gurdeep Singh dated 18.06.2008 and submitted by him once again after due completion of papers after 27.06.2008 in connection with his RTI application dated 04.02.2008 in respect of lands mortgaged without possession by farmers of Raja Sansi Village to the bank for the period from 01.01.2006 to 31.12.2007 was taken up for hearing on 11.12.2008, 25.02.2009, 28.04.2009 earlier and on each date detailed orders and directions were given to the PIO for supply of the documents.  On the last date of hearing, the PIO was asked to ensure the supply of information to Sh. Gurdeep Singh by 27th May, 2009 under due receipt and if he did not do so he was required to furnish his explanation under Section 20(1) of the Act for the delay and to avail himself of the personal hearing also today for purpose of imposition of penalty.  
2.

The PIO has supplied the information of two Fard Jamabandies pertaining to the registries/mortgage deeds in question from the record of the Patwari, and has stated in writing that these Fard Jamabandies are not available with the connected record in the Tehsil.  He states (as translated) “connected record has been inspected but the ‘Bahis’ of the relevant time do not contain the Fard 
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Jamabandies with any of the documents”.  Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Complainant and Sh. Inderjeet Singh, Lambardar who has accompanied him on every hearing have confirmed the receipt of the same. 


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

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

Sh. Dhanwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Jarnail Singh,

H.No. 1/1169, Teacher’s Colony,

Zira Road, Moga-142001,

Pb.



&

Sh. Sukhchain Singh,

S/o S. Major Singh,

B/s Gill Garden Nursery,

ASR Road, V&PO Landhe Ke

District & Tehsil Moga-142001.



----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director Public Instructions (SS)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D 

Chandigarh. 



&

PIO, O/O Education Secretary,

Punjab, Chandigarh.  



       -----Respondent.

CC No-2028 -2008 & CC No-2029 -2008
Present :
None for Complainants.


Sh. Yoginder Dutt, APIO-cum-Superintendent, Recruitment 


Cell, DPI(SE), Pb. for the PIO.
Sh. Omkar Singh, Statistician Recruitment Cell, DPI(SE), Pb. for the PIO. 
Order:


Today, Shri Yoginder Datt, APIO-cum-Supdt, Recruitment Cell of DPI(S) office and Omkar Singh Statistician, Recruitment Cell, of DPI’s office are present.  Since these two cases were listed right at the end of the cause list, they could not be taken up for full hearing as undersigned had to leave the court at 4.45 PM in order to attend a cremation at 5.00 PM. However, Shri Yoginder Datt and Omkar Singh stated that they had already obtained the CD and were going to put it on the website the same night.  They also presented a letter which purported to be a “Public Notice” and they waved the paper, which was duly signed by the DPI, which was to be published in three news papers that very evening, and in which, it had been stated that the full results would be put on the 
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Website on 11.6.09 FN and be available  upto 21.6.2009. It is hereby directed to place the said letter on the record of the Commission.   





Adjourned to 22.06.2009. It may be reported by the PIO how many hits the site received in 10 days. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

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

Sh. Kamal Dev Jhalli,

S/o Sh. Sadhu Ram,

H. No. 239/3, St. 5/6, 

Mohalla Jagatpura,

Hoshiarpur-146001.




----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/o District Transport Officer,

Hoshiarpur. 






       -----Respondent.






CC No-2080 -2008
Present :
Sh. Kamal Dev Jhalli, Complainant in person.


Sh. Manjit Singh, ADTO, Hoshiarpur. 
Order:



The complaint of Sh. Kamal Dev Jhalli received on 05.09.2008 in the Commission has been considered with respect to the RTI application dated 11.06.2008 made to the address of the DTO, Hoshiarpur in the hearings of the Commission on 21.01.2009, 18.03.2009 and finally  today. The matter concerned a death claim put in by the son of a deceased policy holder, where the concerned insurance company had asked him to produce the record from the Transport Department giving details of the valid licence held by his father tracing it back through the record of renewal to the original grant of licence.  While doing so, information had not been traced back to the basic licence by the Transport Department but only to a renewal, which was in the name of some other person, thus, jeopardizing the claim of the widow. Thereafter, he filed the RTI application for the complete record as required by the insurance company. 
2.

After considering the matter, the DTO was asked to make all out efforts and to do the needful by looking for the original record.  In the hearing on 18.03.2009, APIO-cum-ADTO stated that the Complainant had not given the date of issue of the original license.  It, therefore, required that the entire record be looked into which pertained to the previous 20 years to search out the entry of the name of Sh. Sadhu Ram from all old registers. 
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3.

Now, ADTO has reported that vide letter number 600 dated 08.06.2009, the said detailed clarification has been issued.  The contents of letter are as follows :-


“It is certified that Driving License No. 2655/Endst dt. 11.10.04 has been issued in the name of Sadhu Ram S/o Maghi Ram R/o Jagatpura, district Hoshiarpur which is valid upto 01.08.2007, whose old NO. 3424/R/2002-03 was for scooter only, further old no. 2083/R/97-98 stands is the name of Gurdev Singh S/o Bakhtawar Singh R/o VPO Talwara District Hoshiarpur.

2.
After the intensive manual skiffing of all the registers upto year 91-92, old No. 8479/R/27.03.1992 has been renewed on the basis of original driving license 6986/DTO/87-88 in the name of Sadhu Ram S/o Maghi Ram of Jagatpura, Hoshairpur.


Hence DL No. 2083/R/97-98 was clerical oversight/mistake in the year 97-98. So as per office record Sadhu Ram S/o Maghi Ram deceased was holding genuine Driving License at the time of death. ”  



Copy of the same has also  been produced for the record of Commission. Sh. Kamal Dev Jhalli, Complainant is satisfied with the same.    

4.

The Right to Information Act, 2005, provides for supply of documents where specific details are provided by the applicant and does not envisage a fact finding enquiry stretching into a time consuming  exercise where records have to be scoured for years to check up whether there is any entry suitable to the requirement of the  Complainant.  Therefore, the effort involved in providing this information was perhaps the equivalent dealing with 20 separate RTI applications. The Commission therefore places on record its appreciation of the great effort put in by the APIO-cum-ADTO Sh. Manjit Singh and his staff.   


With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of. 









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

(LS)

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

Ms. Sakshi Arora,

8-Arora Niwas,

DAIM GANJ,

Amritsar-143001. 






----Complainant  







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar. 






       -----Respondent.






CC No-2081 -2008. 

Present :
None for Complainant.



Sh. Amandeep Singh, Clerk for PIO.
Order:


Sh. Amandeep Singh, Clerk stated that the information asked for by Ms. Sakshi Arora had since been supplied to her. The receipt of Ms. Sakshi Arora, Complainant had also been produced given vide letter dated 17.03.2009 which, however, was received in the Commission only on 31.03.2009 after the last hearing was over.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 










Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Navdeep Kumar,

# 6/118, Baba Namdev Nagar, 

Near TV Tower, 
Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O.Chief Engineer, 
Pb.,PWD B&R Branch,

Nirman Bhawan, C-Block, 
Mini Sectt, Patiala.
     




  -----Respondent.






CC No-2820-2008. 

Present :
None for Complainant.



Sh. Sukhdev Singh, PIO-cum-XEN, Ferozepur in person.

Order:


The case of Sh. Navdeep Kumar dated 1st December, 2008 in connection with his RTI application dated 10th October, 2008 had been dealt with by the Commission on 31.03.2009 in the absence of the Complainant where Sh. Om Parkash Aneja, APIO-cum-Superintendent was present.  On that date, Sh. Ajeja stated that vide letter no. 8033 dated 13.03.2009, full information had been provided by the PIO/XEN, Central Works Division, PWD, B&R, Ferozepur, containing point-wise information along with annexures (11 pages) and copy had been endorsed to the Commission.  It had been observed that the said copy had not been received in the Commission till date and it was possible that the Complainant had not received it either.  Therefore, in the interest of justice, another date was given.   It had also been noted that if the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing or send any communication, it would be presumed that he has received the information sent vide letter dated 13.03.2009 and the case would be closed. Since, Sh. Navdeep Kumar has not appeared and neither has sent any communication, it is clear that he has received the information and is satisfied.            
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With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 










Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009 
(LS)

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

Sh. Gurmohinder Singh, s/O Shri Gurcharan Singh,

V&P.O. Mallan Wala (near Railway Station)

Tehsil Zira, Distt. Ferozepur.




----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O.Director Enforcement,

PSEB, Patiala. 





       -----Respondent.






CC No-2843 -2008

Present :
Sh. Gurmohinder Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Rakesh Sahi, Director Enforcement, PSEB, Patiala. 

Order:


The matter could not be considered in detail for lack of time.  


Adjourned to 15.07.2009 for consideration.   








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Navdeep Kumar,

# 6/118, Baba Namdev Nagar,

Near TV Tower, Fazilka,Distt. Ferozepur.


----Complainant   








Vs. 

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

Central Division, Ferozepur.


       -----Respondent.

CC No-2900 -2008

Present :
None for Complainant.



Sh. Sukhdev Singh, PIO-cum-XEN, Ferozepur in person.

Order:


The complaint of Sh. Navdeep Kumar with reference to his RTI application dated 2nd December, 2008 made to the address of the PIO/XEN, PWD, B&R, Central Division, Ferozepur had been dealt with in the hearing of the Commission dated 31.03.2009 in the absence of both the Complainant and the PIO and directions issued to the PIO for compliance.  The case was adjourned to 03.06.2009 postponed for hearing 11.06.2009.  

2.
Today, Sh. Sukhdev Singh, PIO-cum-XEN, Ferozepur is present.  He presented a photocopy of email.  He states that as required by the Complainant, full information has been sent to him at his email address and has also sent to him through fax.  The photocopy of the receipt from the Complainant sent by him from his email address navdeep.asija@gmail.com to the PIO-cum-XEN has also been produced for the record of the Commission along with receipt in which he had written that “I have received the desired information”. 


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 










Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Shiv Kumar, S/O Sh. Ram Chand,

V&PO: Shahpur Kandi,

Teh., Dhar Kalan, Distt. Gurdaspur.



----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O. Member,

PSEB(Distribution),Patiala.


       -----Respondent.






CC No-2949 -2008 

Present :
Sh. Shiv Kumar, Complainant in person.


Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Public Relation Officer O/o 


PSEB, Patiala. 
Order:


On the last date of hearing, Sh. Shiv Kumar had complained that his village is about 250 kilometer from Chandigarh and he has spend Rs. 500/- for coming to Chandigarh and still he has not got the information.   He, therefore, requested that he be compensated for the expenditure and the harassment caused to him.  On that day, the following order was passed :- 
“3.
The PIO may ensure that full information is sent to Sh. Shiv Kumar at least 15 days before the date of hearing if being sent by registered post, otherwise it should be supplied to him against his personal receipt with covering letter containing index of the documents being supplied, which should be duly numbered and attested.  In case, the information is not supplied to him, then the PIO should bring the file/s in which the complaints of Sh. Shiv Kumar have been dealt, (noting and correspondence portion) which will be permitted to be inspected by Sh. Shiv Kumar and attested photo copies given to him through the Commission on that day itself.  The PIO should, therefore, carry his seal with him with him on that date.  The Complainant shall also be paid Rs. 500/- on that date for his journey to Chandigarh and the PIO should carry Rs. 500/- with him for that purpose.



Adjourned to 03.06.2009. “ 
2.

The case postponed for hearing to 11.06.2009.  Sh. Shiv Kumar, Complainant states that the notice of the State Information Commission that the 
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hearing on 03.06.2009 had been postponed to 11.06.2009 had not been received by him.  Notice for postponement of hearing dated 03.06.2009 to 11.06.2009 had been issued vided covering letter dated 21.05.2009 and had been sent through registered letter.  The said letter has been duly received by the PIO.  However, the Deputy Registrar should enquire into the matter and give his report regarding posting before the next date of hearing.  He should take up the matter with the postal authority. Sh. Shiv Kumar states that due to non-receipt of the notice of postponement, he had to come all the way from beyond Ranjit Sagar Dam, Village Shahpurkandi to attend the hearing and only then learnt about the postponement.  
3.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-PRO also states that information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter dated 03.06.2009 but the Complainant Sh. Shiv Kumar has not received it. Neither has the Commission received it so far.  He has been asked to supply photocopies today unattested and to send a set of attested papers once again through registered post to the Complainant.  Sh. Rajinder Singh is also not carrying the file with him which he had been asked to bring specifically, on which the Complaint of Sh. Shiv Kumar was dealt (para 3 of order dated 31.03.2009).  The complaint here does not refer to his complaints under RTI but his complaints regarding which information is being sought through RTI.  Sh. Rajinder Singh is also not carrying Rs. 500/- with him.  
4.

It is observed that three months time was given for the next hearing and it had also been directed that information should be given to the Complainant atleast 15 days before the next date of hearing.  That was to enable Sh. Shiv Kumar to make his submissions, if any.  The practice of supplying the information only on the date of hearing defeats the purpose adds to further delay and further trouble for the Complainant.  The inept handling of this case has not been appreciated.  Since, the file has not been brought today as directed by the Commission, and Sh. Shiv Kumar, Complainant has had to come once again fruitlessly 
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today, another 500/- rupees should also be brought by way of compensation to be paid to the Complainant for the needless journeys (Rs. 500/- + Rs. 500/- = Rs. 1000/-).



Adjourned to 15.07.2009.    








Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

(LS) 

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

Sh.  Mohinder Pal Singh, SSA,

S/O Sh. Kartar Singh,  
R/O Mohalla Gurudwara Akalgarh,

Near Hindu Sabha High School,

Sunam, The. Sunam,Distt. Sangrur.



----Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O. Dy. Chief Engineer,

Distribution Circle, 
PSEB, Sangrur. 





       -----Respondent.

CC No-2972 -2008 
Present :
Sh. Mohinder Pal Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Bikkar Singh, Sub Station Attendant for PIO.
Order:



This case has been considered in detail in the hearing on 31.03.2009 and certain directions were given to the PIO in para 3 and 4.  Sh. Bikkar Singh has stated that vide letter dated 20.05.2009 addressed to the Complainant with copy endorsed to the Commission through registered post, a reply vide covering letter giving point-wise information with three annexures had been sent through registered post.  Sh. Mohinder Pal Singh confirms having received it.  However, State Information Commission has not received this letter.  The representative of the PIO was directed to give a photo stat copy for the record of the Commission.  Page 73 (corr) available on the PIO’s file should be given to the Complainant and to the Commission as directed in order dated 31.03.2009.  With this, the full information would stand supplied.  
2.

Sh. Mohinder Pal Singh was also permitted to inspect the file which was being carried by Sh. Bikkar Singh today.  Sh. Bikkar Singh, Sub Station Attendant is hereby directed to give the attested copies of any document needed to Sh. Mohinder Pal Singh, Complainant.  
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3.

Armed with information, he has been able to get under RTI Act, the Complainant may approach the Competent Authority for a review or revised punishment to be given to him for redressal of his grievances, if any, as may be advised.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 








Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009

(LS)

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

Sh. Darshan Singh S/O Sh. Jaswant Singh,

C/O Shaheed Udham Singh Sweet House,

Near Dera Aapo Aap, Sita Sar Road,

Sunam, Teh. Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.



Complainant   








Vs. 

PIO, O/O. S.D.O City, 

P.S.E.B,Sunam.



&

PIO, SDO, Sub Urban Division,

PSEB, Sunam. 




       -----Respondent.






CC No-3007 -2008 

Present :
Sh. Darshan Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Ishwar Chander Garg, SDO, Sub Urban, Sunam for PIO. 

Order: 

Sh. Ishwar Chander Garg, SDO, Sub Urban, Sunam states that full information has since been provided to the Complainant in respect to his application dated 20.09.2008 vide letter dated 08.06.2008 with annexures and the documents have been receipted after checking by Sh. Darshan Singh.  A photo copy of the covering letter with receipt from the Complainant along with copy of annexure have been supplied for the record of the Commission.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 








Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.06. 2009
(LS)
