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

Sh. Atma Singh,

S/o Sh. Jhanda Singh,

# 745, Phase-II, Gobindwal Sahib,

District-Tran Taran.

 



--------Appellant 






Vs. 

1. PIO, O/O Punjab Small Industries & Export,

    Corporation Ltd., Udyog Bhawan 18, 

    Himalaya Marg, Sector 17, Chd.


&

2. M.D. cum-Appellate Authority,

    Punjab Small Industries & Export,

    Corporation Ltd., Udyog Bhawan 18, 

    Himalaya Marg, Sector 17, Chd.



--------Respondent






AC-477-2009
Present :
None for the complainant.



Shri Krishan Kumar, S.O on behalf of the PIO/PSIEC.

 
Order:

It is found that this is a completely a similar case with  those 14  cases which have already been fixed for 11.11.2009. Therefore, being a similar case, will considered on the same date.

Adjourned to 11.11.2009.









Sd- 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mohan Lal,

Near Sapra Marble,

Namdev Nagar, Abohari Road,

Fazilka, Distt-Ferozepur (Pb). 
 



--------Appellant 







Vs. 

1. PIO, O/O XEN/DS Division,

     Pb. State Electricity Board, 

     Fazilka. 


&

2. S.E.-cum-Appellate Authority (Sanchalak),

    Muktsar, Kotakpura Road,

    Muktsar.
 






--------Respondent






AC-483-2009 
Present :
Shri Mohan Lal, complainant in person.

Sh. Babu Lal, AEE, on behalf of the APIO/Sr. XEN,PSEB, DS Div., Fazilka.
Order:

Shri Mohan Lal vide his 2nd Appeal dated 14.7.09 received on 22.7.09 made to the Commission stated this his RTI application dated 28.5.09 made to the PIO/ Sr. XEN,PSEB, DS Div., Fazilka was replied to vide letter dated 22.6.09 by the PIO. He had asked for information on 5 points. Information on point Nos. 1,4 & 5 has already been given but on points Nos. 2 & 3 has not been given. Thereafter he made First Appeal to Shri Jaspal Singh, First Appellate Authority/SE (Operation, Muktsar Division, Muktsar on 26.6.09. Thereafter he received a letter on 6.7.09 fro the First Appellate Authority stating that he had already received the information required by him and in case he requires any further information  he should make a fresh application under RTI for the same. Hence 2nd Appeal, since the First Appellate Authority had also not understood his problem.
2.
The gist of the matter is that the domestic electricity connection is held in the name of Smt. Chanchal Rani W.O Sh. Mohan Lal for their residential use. For some reason no notice of disconnection was issued. In the case of theft of 
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electricity connection, the name of the owner of the connection was entered as Mohan Lal, instead of Chanchal Rani. Finally, disconnection notice  was issued for the connection in the name of Sh. Sohan Lal (not even Mohan Lal) after taking due order from the Competent Authority. Thereafter instead of the domestic connection of the said Shri Sohan Lal, the connection of Sh. Chanchal Rani was actually disconnected. Shri Mohan Lal insisted that the notice should be given in the name of actual owner i.e. Smt. Chanchal Rani if her connection is to be disconnected and he should be given a copy of that notice. He also wants in item No. 3, copy of order of disconnection passed by the competent Authority.  I have gone through point No. 2 & 3 and explained to Shri Mohan Lal that copies of record as it exists in the custody of the PIO is required to be provided to him. This is not the forum for correcting  the names of the owners of the connections or for looking into the illegalities of the actions of the authorities. 
3.
The representative of the PIO is carrying complete file of this domestic connection and he states that the papers which exist in the file have already been supplied  to Shri Mohan Lal. From the study of the papers it is seen that  a notice of disconnection has been issued.  The domestic connection is in the name of Smt. Chanchal Rani W/O Shri Mohan Lal but the notice has been issued   completely in the different name i.e. Sohan Lal. Further, it is seen from the order of disconnection which has been issued by the Competent Authority, it is not actually order of disconnection but order of re-connection of the disconnected connection.  The representative of the PIO stated that this order dated 10.11.08 is actually the order of disconnection , but has been made on a wrong book of reconnection. The order of disconnection has been executed. He states that since the applicant has not given any reconnection fee or theft charges, therefore, even if the orders of disconnection have been issued on the wrong book, it cannot be construed that reconnection has been authorized. 
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4.
In my view, the applicant is fortunate to get the copy of dis- connection/reconnection notice. In the present form the disconnection is completely illegal since the technical formalities have not been complied with and the order of disconnection is defective. However, it is not for the Commission to take cognizance of the illegal action. The applicant should make a complaint to the Competent Authority in the Executive and/or to the Civil Court, as may be advised. 

With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.










Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  

(Ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

Circle Supdt. (Retd),

# 788/1, Tibba Sahib,

Hoshiarpur. 
 
 




--------Appellant 







Vs. 

1. PIO, O/O Pb. State Electricity Board, 

    Patiala. 


&

2. Chief Auditor-cum-Appellate Authority

    Pb. State Electricity Board, 

    Patiala. 






--------Respondent






AC-486-2009  
Present :
Shri Nirmal Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Nand Lal, PIO/Dy. Chief Auditor, O/O PSEB Patiala.


Shri Chander Mohan, AAO, O/O
Dy. Chief Auditor, O/O PSEB Patiala.
Order:

Shri Nirmal Singh vide his 2nd Appeal dated 20.7.09 to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 29.4.09 had not been attended to by the PIO/ Dy. Chief Auditor, O/O PSEB Patiala and no reply had been given to him. Instead he had been asked by letter(undated)  to deposit Rs. 98/-  for supply of information. He sent two telegrams that the charges was not required to be given under the provisions of the RTI Act, since the information was had not been given within the stipulated period. Having received no reply, he filed the Appeal. (This case should have been given a complaint case  and not 2nd Appeal since he has not filed any 1st Appeal).  He deposited the money on 8.7.09 and the information was  given on 10.7.09. He had asked for copy of the Inquiry report.

2.
The complainant stated the  information given to him  was incomplete as it pertains to the information in the complaint made by him against Harbhajan Lal and others, only upto 29.12.08. The PIO states that all papers which were available with him till 10.7.09 had been supplied to him at the relevant time. Now, there is a further letter dated 16.4.09 being supplied today under the orders of 
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the Commission which deals with reference made in respect of the said inquiry to the Secretary, PSEB for orders and further directions. The applicant states that full information has not been supplied to him. He is hereby directed to supply in writing the exact deficiencies to the PIO,   with a copy to be placed on the records of the Commission. The PIO is hereby directed to supply the remaining information well before the next date of hearing. 


The fee of Rs. 98/- is also required to be reimbursed to him.  Adjourned to 4.11.2009.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)








 
State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  
(Ptk)

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

Sh. Bakshish Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Balak Ram,
R/o Samgoli, Tehsil Dera Bassi,

District Mohali.
 




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Sr. Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, 
Lalru, Tehsil Dera Bassi,

Mohali.

  




-------Respondent 






CC No- 1963-2009 
Present :
Shri Bakhshish Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Bhupinder Singh, UDC for the PIO/XEN, PSEB Lalru.
 
Order:

Shri Bakhshish Singh vide his complaint dated 10.7.09 stated that his RTI application dated 18.1.08 had been refused  by the department while taking the plea of Section 8 & 9 of the RTI act, 2005 vide their letter dated 24.8.08. He therefore asked that the information regarding the  funds of Shri  Sohan Singh, deceased, working in the PSEB, may be given to his minor adopted  son Shri  Kuldeep Singh , being his legal heir.
2.
I have gone through the papers on record. The gist of the case is that  Shri Kuldeep Singh  is a minor  adopted son  of Shri Sohan Singh and Sh. Bakhshish Singh S/O Sh. Balak Ram is a guardian of Sh. Kuldeep Singh. Shri Sohan Singh Lineman died while in service. Shri Bakhshish is urging to release the funds and other dues of the deceased to Sh. Kuldeep Singh, (adopted minor son of Sh. Sohan Singh) and papers regarding adoption etc. have been attached. However, in so far as the release of funds etc. to Shri Kuldeep Singh as legal heir is concerned, the Commission is not the Competent Authority for the same.  For this he is to approach the Competent Authority in the PSEB with the concerned legal documents. However, there is absolutely no reason why information regarding the dues of Sh. Sohal Lal Lineman, PSEB, who expired on 21.1.09 which would be due to his heir could not be provided, 
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i.e. last Salary, Gratuity, GPF and other benefits.   The exemption claimed u/s 8 & 9 of the RTI Act are not at all applicable and are hereby overruled. 
3.
The PIO is hereby directed to give the information to the applicant well before the next date of hearing i.e. 04.11.2009 and to report compliance. The information may be given with covering letter giving reference to his RTI application and the documents should be  indexed, page marked and attested . The  receipt of the applicant should be taken on the covering letter and copy of the covering letter should be produced for compliance on the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 4.11.2009.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Varinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Som Nath,

# 2882/8, Cinema Road,

Sirhind-140406, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director of Industries & Commerce,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.
  
 



-------Respondent 






CC No- 1987-2009 
Present :
Shri Jaswant Singh for of Shri Varinder Kumar,complainant.

Sh. Daljit Singh, APIO-cum-RegistrarFirms and Societyies, for PIO/Director ndustries, Pb. 
 
Order:

Shri Varinder Kumar vide his  complaint No. 473/2009 dated 20.7.09 stated that his RTI application  dated 27.5.09 addressed to the PIO/Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab, with due payment of fee had not been attended to and no information had been provided. His application was supported by his affidavit  dated 20.7.09 that no other similar complaint had been decided or pending before any other Bench of the State Information Commission. A set of papers was sent to the PIO date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.
2.
Today, Shri Jaswant Singh for of Shri Varinder Kumar, complainant with letter of authority. Sh. Daljit Singh, APIO-cum-Registrar, Firms and Societies is present in person. He has presented a copy of covering letter dated 24.9.09, giving point-wise reply of all 3 points( with 3 annexures). This has been provided to the complaint today during the hearing. The Registrar is carrying full file with him and has no objection in case Shri Jaswant Singh wishes to examine the file today. Noting and correspondence pertaining to the advice issued by Rekha Mittal, Legal Remembrancer & Secretary vide U.O No. 221/OP.62/2009 dated 1.4.09. However he has stated that the advice of Smt. Rekha Mittal was in respect of Section 24, whereas reference has been given by the complainant in 
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point No. 3, states that this this advice has been issued in respect of section 21. The Registrar states on oath that as per record no further action has been taken u/s 21 against the said Society by the office of Registrar.
3.
Shri Jaswant is adamant that action should be taken u/s 21 against erring party as per the advice of the then LR who had “advised to re-examine the case and process the matter accordingly.” The role of the RTI Act  extends to opening up the record of the Department to the applicant so that nothing is secret, but it does not extend to asking for action to be taken,  where the applicant  points out action is required to be taken. For that, the applicant should approach the Competent Authority in the Executive. 

With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  

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

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

# 3911, W.No. 12 (15),

Hamanyupur Sirhind-140406, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



 

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Director of Industries & Commerce,

Sector 17, Chandigarh. 
  
 



-------Respondent 






CC No- 1989-2009 
Present :
Shri Jaswant Singh for of Shri Varinder Kumar,complainant.


Sh. Daljit Singh, APIO-cum-Registrar Firms and Societies, for 
PIO/Director Industries, Pb.

  
Order:

Shri Varinder Kumar vide his  complaint No. 473/2009 dated 20.7.09 stated that his RTI application  dated 27.5.09 addressed to the PIO/Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab, with due payment of fee had not been attended to and no information had been provided. His application was supported by his affidavit  dated 20.7.09 that no other similar complaint had been decided or pending before any other Bench of the State Information Commission. A set of papers was sent to the PIO date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today, Shri Jaswant Singh appeared for Shri Varinder Kumar, complainant, with letter of authority. Sh. Daljit Singh, APIO-cum-Registrar, Firms and Societies is present in person. He has presented a copy of covering letter No. 2165 dated 24.9.09, giving point-wise reply of all 3 points( with 2 annexures). However,  the file dealing with the relevant letter No. 454/09 dated 28.5.09  and its enclosures, addressed by Shri Jaswant Singh to the DPI)S) is being carried by the Dealing Asstt, accompanied by the Registrar. The Registrar stated that he has no objection  for showing him the concerned  noting and Correspondence portion  dealing with the said letter and he has been instructed to do so immediately. With this Shri  
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Jaswant Singh states that he is satisfied. A copy of this letter has also been placed on the record of the Commission.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.










Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

Retd. Admin Officer,

# 50/30-A, Ramgali, N.M. Bagh,

Ludhiana.
 



 

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Principal Secy.,

PWD B&R, Pb. Mini Sectt.

Chd. 


  
 



-------Respondent 






CC No- 2000-2009    
Present :
None for the complainant.

Shri Harchand Singh, Sr. Asstt, for the PIO/Principal Secy, PWD B&R, Punjab.

Shri Amarjit Singh, St. Asstt. for ther PIO/C.E., Head Office, Patiala.

 
Order:

Shri Sham Lal Saini, vide his complaint dated 2.5.09 (completed vide his letter dated 10.7.09) stated that  his RTI application dated 14.3.09 had not been dealt with and  the concerned information has not been provided  so far. A set of papers was sent to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.
2.
Today the representative of the PIO Shri Harchand Singh, Sr. Asstt, )office of PIO/Principal Secy, PWD B&R, Punjab, stated that the said case has been transferred to the Chief Engineer, PWD B&R Patiala on 31.3.09 u/s 6(3)  of the RTI Act and that the Office of Principal Secy. PWD B&R was not at all concerned with it and it is evident from the RTI application itself. On behalf of the PIO/CE, Shri Amarjit Singh, Sr. Asstt is present with letter of authority. He stated that immediately on receipt of the application from Principal Secretary, PWD B&R, the application had been circulated to all the Branches and out of them the Chief Engineer-cum-Chief Vigilance Officer and Director Quality Control Cell Chandigarh had given the reply stating that the said Committee had been set up by the Headquarter vide letter dated 5328-30 dated 14.9.02. Therefore the 
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information would be available with the Chief Engineer, Patiala himself.  He also stated that the said Committee consists of Sh. Ashok Sood, the then SE Amritsar,  Sh. JKS Brar, the then SE Pathankot and Sh. I.A.Khan the then SE Faridkot. I find that after receiving the letter dated 17.4.09,  giving details of that where the file may be available, no further action has taken by the PIO to locate the said file and for the last 5 months nothing has moved. This is most unsatisfactory. In case the said file is found to be not available, the PIO  should also state what efforts have been made to locate the said file to reconstruct the file and/or to fix the responsibility for the loss of the file. It is seen that the PIO has not taken any of above steps but has orally requested for an adjournment, that too through an official who is not carrying any letter of authority with him.
3.
The PIO is hereby issued notice under Section 20(1) to show cause why penalty as prescribed therein be not imposed upon him @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- for non supply of/delay in providing the information.  He is required to give his reply in writing.   
4.
The PIO is also hereby given an opportunity for personal hearing under Section 20(1) proviso thereto, before imposing the penalty on the next date of hearing.  

5.
The PIO may note that in case he does not submit his reply to the show cause notice in writing, and also does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, the Commission shall go ahead and decide the case ex-parte, on merits, in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
6.
The PIO is hereby directed to immediately supply the information to the Complainant.  The information is required to be supplied to the Complainant, with 
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a covering letter addressed to the Complainant, giving reference of the number and date of the RTI application, and containing an index of documents being supplied duly page-marked and attested.  The receipt of the Complainant is required to be taken on the face of the covering letter, and copy of that letter/proof of registry is required to be placed on the record of the Commission. 


Adjourned to 04.11.2009. 








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  

(Ptk)

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

Sh. Parvesh Chadha,

#1273 MIG Flats,

Sector 32, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana. 
 



 

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Chief Auditor, 

PSEB, Central Zone, Sarabha Nagar,

Opposite Gate No. 1, PAU, Ferozepur Road, 

Ludhiana.  

  
 



-------Respondent 






CC No- 2013-2009 
Present :
Shri Parvesh Chadha, complainant in person.

Shri Vijay Kumar, APIO-cum-AO O/O Dy. Chief Auditor. Central Zone, Ludhiana.



Sh. Charanjit Kumar, Supdt. 
Order:

Shri Parvesh chadha, vide his complaint dated 14.7.09 made to the State Information Commission stated that his RTI application dated 25.5.09 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/Dy. Chief Auditor, PSEB, Central Zon, Ludhiana, had not been attended to and no information had been supplied except copy of the inter departmental correspondence  addressed by the PIO to other offices. A set of papers was sent to the PIO. Date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today, Shri Parvesh Chadha, complainant is present in person. Shri Vijay Kumar, APIO-cum-AO O/O Dy. Chief Auditor. Central Zone, Ludhiana states that vide letter dated 9.9.09 (covering letter) addressed to the State Information Commission, full report has been sent to the Commission and all the papers have been provided to Shri Chadha along with annexures numbering 11. Shri Chadha confirmed that he has received it. Shri Chadha vide letter dated 29.7.09 pointed out 5 deficiencies in the information supplied.  Of these, the report of the A.O.Field as well as Dy. C.A, pointed out by him as deficiency No. 2 has been supplied him today during the hearing.  As for item No. 11, it is also covered in item No. 2 & 3 of the RTI complaint. The deficiency pointed out at Sr. No. 5 has 
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also been removed. Now, out of 17 points, information remained to be supplied  on item No. 9 and 17 only. The PIO states that information regarding item No. 9 is available with the office of Sr. XEN City Circle Div. PSEB Ludhiana. Instruction in respect of item No. 17 instructions issued by CE/Commercial and board to get verification of NOCs before  accepting the application for new Electrical Connections and authorities to whom this power has been given, the APIO stated that this information will be available in the officer of C.E. Commercial, PSEB, Patiala.

3.
With this reference to the above stand of the APIO, it is hereby stated that u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act, if any PIO receives the application which does  not  pertain to him fully or partially  , he is required to transfer that portion to the other concerned PIO within 5 days u/s 6(3) and if he does not do so, it remains on his plate.  For this,  it is for the present PIO to get the information collected from the concerned PIO and supply it to the complainant, as this plea cannot be taken at this belated stage. It is also seen that an amount of Rs. 110/- has been charged from the applicant  for supply of information after three months from the date of his RTI application. The applicant states that for  11 pages of information fee is chargeable at Rs. 2/- per page i.e. only Rs. 22/- Thus excess amount of Rs. 88/-  are charged from him. In this case the entire amount is in excess,  since the information has not been supplied within 30 days as per the requirement of Section 7(1). Now u/s 7(6) of the Act, this information is required to be provided free of cost. Therefore the entire amount of Rs. 110/- should be returned to him.

Adjourned to 04.11.2009.









Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  

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

Sh. Sukhvinder Singh Sidhu,

# B-11/1487, St. # 11, W # 5,

District Moga-151505



 

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Secretary, RTI Cell,

PSEB, Patiala.
  
 



-------Respondent 






CC No- 2023-2009
Present :
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.

 
Order:

Shri Sukhwinder Singh Sidhu vide his complaint dated 22.6.09  completed through letter dated 13.7.09, stated that his RTI application dated 28.3.09 had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him. Later, vide letter dated 13.7.09, he stated that the PIO delivered 50% of the information applied for. He  has not specified which 50% information has not been supplied. A set of papers was supplied to the PIO, date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.
2.
Today  none is present for  PIO also. A registered letter addressed by the Commission to Sh. Sukhdev Singh Sidhu has been received back unopened stated that the address is incomplete. I have checked the address which is the same as address by the complainant in his complaint. We may  now send the notice again to the address given in his RTI application available at 4 ( c ).


Adjourned to 4.11.2009.









Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh, Green Avenue,

Near Alipur Chowk, 

Opposite Bajigar Basti,

Patiala-147004.



 

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O S.E., PWD, B&R (Electricity),

Patiala. 

  
 



-------Respondent 






CC No- 2067-2009  
Present :
Shri Sandeep Kumar, on behalf of the complainant Sh. Tejinder Singh


Shri  vikas Gupta, XEN-cum-APIO, Electrical Div. Patialaon behalf of PIO/XEN.


Sh. Som Nath, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of PIO/SE.
 
Order:

Full information in respect of  RTI application dated 2.2.09 made by Shri Tejinder Singh to the address of PIO/SE, PWD B&R (Electrica), Patiala has been provided to him today vide covering letter No. 1902 dated 25.9.09 with two annexures and the receipt of Smt. Jaswinder Kaur W/O Sh. Tejinder Singh is available on the face of letter dated 28.9.09, a copy of which has been taken for the record of the Commission. The PIO states that the position has been provided up-to-date. With this the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009     

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

Sh. Mansa Ram,

S/o Sh. Bakhtaur Singh,

R/o 85-G, Gobind Nagar,

Model Town, Patiala.



 

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Executive Engineer,

Bhakhra Main Line, Circle (Mandal), 
Patiala. 

  
 



-------Respondent 






CC No- 2089-2009 
Present :
Shri Mansa Ram, complainant in person,.

Shri Harinder Pal Singh Bedi, SDO Khamano on behalf of the APIO XEN Bhakhra Main Line Circle, Patiala.

Shri Manjeet Singh Supdt. Bhakhra Main Line Circle, Patiala.
 
Order:

Shri Mansa Ram vide his complaint dated 15.6.09 to the Commission stated that his RTI application dated 8.4.09 made to the address of PIO/SE, Bhakhra Main Line Circle, Patiala had not been attended to the information asked for  by him in the proforma  regarding the particulars of attendance of Shri Nand Lal Beldar had not been provided. However, he had made a complaint against the XEN/ Bhakhra Main Line Circle, 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 Shri Harinder Pal Singh Bedi, SDO Khamano on behalf of the APIO XEN Bhakhra Main Line Circle, Patiala has brought a set of full information for the record of the Commission and a copy of the same has also been provided to the complainant during the hearing along with a copy of full set of information  with attested copy of pay rolls with covering letter duly indexed and which has duly been received by him in person. A full set of the information had already been sent through Sh. Bhag Singh Peon on 18.9.09, but Shri Mansa Ram complainant refused to receive it, stating that he would receive  the information only through the Commission. I have seen the original entries in the Dak regisiter 
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or 18th and 19th September, as well as the postal receipt pasted in the same dak-book in original. A full set of papers has also been placed on the record of the Commission along with the receipt  through, which has been once again sent on 25.9.09.
3.
Shri Mansa Ram is not satisfied as he states that much delay has been caused and he has been harassed by the office of PIO. However, no details of the same are on record. Shri Mansa Ram is directed to give in writing what ever he wants. He may state whether there is any deficiency in the information supplied and/or any complaint, along with facts for the consideration of the Commission and a copy should be sent to the PIO and the PIO may send his comments at least one week before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 4.11.2009.








Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009    

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

Sh. Makhan Singh,

S/o Sh. Bagar Singh,

VPO Sukha Nand, 

Via GTB Garh Pin 142049,

District Moga.




 

--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, Sr. Executive Engineer,  

PSEB, Bhagta Bhaike, Bathinda.  



-------Respondent 






CC No- 2105-2009
Present :
Shri Makhan Singh, complainant in person.

Shri Mohan Singh, SDO, on behalf of PIO/Sr.XEN, PSEB, Bhagta Bhaike, Bathinda.

 
Order:
Shri Mohan Singh, SDO, on behalf of PIO/Sr.XEN, PSEB, Bhagta Bhaike, Bathinda has presented a letter No. 2454   vide which he has supplied full information to the complainant during the hearing. The applicant has also confirmed to have received full information to his satisfaction, a copy of which has also been placed on the record of the Commission.


With this, the case is hereby disposed of.

 








Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  

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 :
Shri Gurcharan Singh complainant in person.

Shri Parmjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of APIO/Tehsildar Khara Shri Rajesh Dhiman/ PIO/SDM Kharar.

Order:

The required certificate asked for by the complaint  has since been given by the APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Kharar and the complaint has confirmed that he has received the said certificate issued vide  covering letter No. 140  dated 23.9.09, a copy of which has been supplied today for the record of the Commission. With this the case is hereby disposed of in terms of previous orders dated 7.7.09, 3.8.2009 , 9.9.2009 and today’s order.









Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  

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

Sh. Rajesh Batish, 

Office Hanuman Mandi 

Opposite Kole-Da-Depot,

Ragho Majra, Patiala.   



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/o Secretary, 

PSEB, Patiala.  





--------Respondent 





CC No-1708-2009
Present :
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.

 
Order:

The case came up today as the follow up action of the order dated 23.9.09. It has been seen that the order dated 23./9.09 has not been dispatched till today. However, the complainant was well aware of the date of hearing for 23.9.09 and had chosen not to appear. Neither has he checked up from the office regarding the new date of hearing nor has any letter been received from him. It is, therefore presumed that the letter posted by speed post on 18.9.09 (local post) has been duly received by him and he has received full information.


With this the case is hereby disposed of.










Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


29.09. 2009  

