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

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

# 3373, Sector 46-C,

Chandigarh.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o PUDA, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.

&

PIO O/o GAMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.


&

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

# 2248, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh-160047.




  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 315-2006  

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Inder Pal Singh, Superintendent and Sh. Balwinder Singh, 


Advocate on behalf of the PIO/PUDA.



Sh. Gurbax Singh, APIO-cum-AEO, GAMADA, Mohali.



Sh. Dinesh Chander, Senior Assistant.

Order:


In addition to earlier representation submitted by the PIO dated 11.03.2008 further affidavit of Sh. Hardev Singh, General Manager (Coordination-cum-PIO, PUDA) dated 02.09.2008 has been submitted through counsel today.  In addition, Counsel Sh. Balwinder Singh has presented the list of 19 documents duly indexed for consideration.  

2.

It is observed that order dated 20.03.2007 imposing penalty of Rs. 25000/- upon the PIO in terms of Section 20(1) passed by the bench constituted by undersigned sitting with Mrs. Ravi Singh, SIC.  Therefore, any representation sent by the PIO or exercise of review undertaken should properly be done by the same bench.  The PIO and the Counsel will be duly informed when is constituted.  It also appears, in the fitness of things, that until the said representation is 
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considered by the said bench and disposed of the next higher authority of the PIO who has been instructed to recover the amount from his salary may stay his hands.   
Sd/-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008
(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Inderjeet Singh,

H.No. 642, Sector 7-B,

Chandigarh.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o SDM, Tehsil Dera Bassi,

District SAS Nagar, Mohali.



  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 329-2008  

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Gurmandar Singh, APIO on behalf of the PIO. 

Order:


The complaint of Sh. Inderjeet Singh dated 14.02.2008 with reference to his application under RTI Act dated 08.01.2008 had been considered in the hearings of the Commission on 08.04.2008 and 15.07.2008 and subsequent orders passed in compliance thereof.  The APIO Sh. Gurmandar Singh has produced copy of receipt from the Complainant and the set of papers supplied to him duly indexed, page marked and attested for the record of the Commission.  With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 
-Sd-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008
(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

SCF No. 9 &10,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Khalsa College,

Amritsar.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1448-2007  
 ATTENTION: PENALTY CASE
Present:
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent. 
Order:


With reference to the orders dated 02.04.2008, 21.05.2008 and 15.07.2008, one more chance is given to the PIO for compliance of the order.  In the interest of justice, one more chance is given to the Complainant also to state whether the information has been received.


Adjourned to 12.11.2008. 
Sd/-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008

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

Sh. Bharpur Singh,

B-2, Govt. Colony,

DAC Complex, Mansa.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue),

Pb. Chd.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 902-2008  

Present:
Sh. Bharpur Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Rakesh Bhalla, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

Order:



The complaint of Sh. Bharpur Singh, Superintendent Grade-II dated 04.05.2008 in respect of his application under Right to Information Act, 2005, dated 08.04.2008 made to the address of the PIO Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Pb. had been considered and dealt with on 15.07.2008 and detailed orders and directions given for further action in this case.  
2.

Today, the Complainant confirms that he has received further information and now only information in connection with point no. 3 of his RTI application remains to be provided.  However, in pursuance of the orders of the Commission, the APIO has produced the concerned files and he has no objection, if Sh. Bharpur Singh is permitted to inspect them.  Accordingly Sh. Bharpur Singh may inspect the files, give a written list of documents from these files of which he required copies today do that copies may be provided to him today duty attested.  APIO has stated that the file in connection with point no. 3 of the application is also in the bunch of files brought by him. 
3.

Sh. Bharpur Singh has confirmed that he has received all the information which he required.  He has also informed the Commission that due to the information, he has been able to get under the RTI Act, he has since been reinstated and has rejoined his post as Superintendent Grade-II at Mansa.  It is observed that in case the applicant asks the correct and specific questions 
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perhaps the documents in connection with those questions themselves prove the case he is trying to make out.  With this, the case is hereby disposed of.   
Sd/-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008

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

Sh. Nirmal Singh

S/o Sh. Bhag Singh,

R/o # B IB/204,

Near Gurdwara Navin Patshahi,

Sunam.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o District Collector-cum

Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 915-2008  

Present:
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.
Order:


In compliance with order dated 15.07.2008, the APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Sunam has sent a letter dated 24.07.2008 to the State Information Commission stating that the concerned revenue record asked for by the Complainant has been supplied to him on 17.07.2008 and the list thereof and receipt is attached.  With this, the case is hereby disposed of.
Sd/-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008

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

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

S/o Sh. Bhag Singh,

R/o # B IB/204,

Near Gurdwara Navin Patshahi,

Sunam. 





--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 916-2008  

Present:
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.

Order:


It is seen that the copy of the order of hearing held on 15.07.2008 has been received back, since the address has not been correctly given on the envelop by the office (office is warned to be careful in future).  However, Sh. Nirmal Singh was himself present on the last date of hearing and is aware of the contents of the order which was dictating in his presence and he was also aware of the next date of hearing.  The documents required by him appear to have been supplied alongwith the documents for the other application CC-915/2008 in which he has given a receipt for information regarding Khasra no. 815 also.  




The matter is, therefore, accordingly disposed of. 
-Sd-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008

(LS)
Copy to registry w.r.t. para 1 of the order.
                 Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 

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

Smt. Gurmeet Kaur,

W/o Sh. Manjit Singh,

Village & PO Lundiana Sharki,

Via-Dhudike

Tehsil & District Moga-142053.



--------Complainant







Vs
PIO O/o Commissioner Ferozepur,

Division, Ferozepur.




  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 922-2008  
Present:
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.
Order:


Smt. Gurmeet Kaur vide her complaint dated 24.04.2008 stated that her application under RTI Act, 2005, dated 04.02.2008 addressed to the PIO/office of Commissioner, Ferozepur with due payment of fee had not been attended to and the information had not been given to her in spite of her reminders dated13.03.2008, 19.03.2008 and 26.03.2008 hence the complaint.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO, the date of hearing fixed for 15.07.2008 and both parties informed.  On 15.07.2007, none had appeared for the Complainant or for the Respondent.  It was noticed that the notice had not been correctly addressed to the Complainant.  Therefore, in the interest of justice, one more chance given to her and the notice was sent again for today.

2.

Today, none has appeared on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.  PIO, however, letter dated 22.08.2008 has been received from the PIO/Commissioner, Ferozepur Division stating that the information has been supplied to the Complainant vide memo no. EA-3-08/3090 dated 09.06.2008.  A copy of the said information was also sent to the Commission for its record.  

3.

None has appeared on behalf of the Complainant and neither has any communication been received.  In her RTI Application, she had asked for 
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one document as per the report of the Commissioner, Ferozepur.  A copy of that document has been supplied to her.  In view of this, the case is hereby disposed of.       
Sd/-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008

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

Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia,

Village Sahora Kandi,

PO S:perian,

Tehsil Mukerian,

District Hoshiarpur.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner(G),

Hoshiarpur.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 341-2008  

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Karnail Singh, APIO-cum-SDM, Hoshiarpur on behalf of the 

PIO.

Order:


The complaint of Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia dated 06.02.2008 in respect of his application under Right to Information Act dated 5th September, 2007 addressed to the PIO/ADC, Hoshiarpur was considered in hearings dated 08.04.2008, 22.04.2008 and 16.07.2008.  
2.

Today, APIO Sh. Karnail Singh, SDM, Hoshiarpur is present on behalf of the PIO.  He has stated hat the full documents needed by Sh. Kewal Krishan had been handed over to the him on 19.08.2008 duly attested, page marked and attested and the State Information Commission was informed by a letter dated 19.08.2008 of the fact enclosing the set of papers provided to Sh. Kewal Krishan alongwith photo copy of the receipt of the same date from the Complainant.  The Complainant has not appeared today.  The APIO-cum-SDM, Hoshiarpur stated by way of explanation for the delay that in Hoshiarpur District, other than the Deputy Commissioner no other officer has been posted to other posts of PGO, ADC(G), GA which are vacant and no other IAS/PCS officers are posted there.  Each officer in the District posted in the Sub Divisions is carrying an additional load of two three posts and, therefore, the delay in this case may kindly be excused.  In view of the ground realities and the fact that the entire 
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District Administration including the SDM remained busy with the Elections of the Zila Parishad and Panchayats Samities and local bodies, it would not do to be harsh on them.  However, they are directed to put in place the mechanism and to delegate responsibilities so that the responsibilities under the RTI Act, 2005, can be carried out in responsible and timely manner.  



With this, the case is hereby disposed of.    
Sd-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008

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

Sh. I.P.Singh Bains,

# 429, Mota Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Tehsildar,

Sales, Jalandhar. 





  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1198-2007  

Present:
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.

Order:


The complaint of Sh. I.P.Singh Bains dated 07.07.2007 in connection with his application under RTI dated 23.01.2007 addressed to the PIO/Tehsildar, Sales, Jalandhar had been considered by the Commission and substantive orders passed on 13.02.2008, 26.03.2008, 08.04.2008 and 14.05.2008 and the case was adjourned to 16th July, 2008 and then to 03.09.2008 for compliance.  
2.

Today none is present on behalf of the Complainant or the PIO.  However, the bunch of papers tagged together have been found which contain correspondence between the DC, Tehsildar, Naib Tehsildar and right down to the Kanungo and Patwari in the field.  None of these communications are addressed to the Commission.  From the study of these papers and the report of Patwari/Kanungo dated 02.06.2008, it appears that the Complainant had a problem with one Manjeet Singh S/o Bhagat Singh and from enquiries made by the Patwari, it has been reported that the ‘Razi Nama’ (compromise) has been effected between the two.  A copy of the said Razi nama has been found attached.  Naib Tehsildar Adampur report dated 06.06.2008 intimated that due to the mutual compromise dated 28.12.2007, the parties do not want any further action on their applications.  However, there are no “applications” before the 
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Commission but only the complaint of Sh. I.P.Singh Bains about his application under RTI. In any case, it is not expected of the PIO to send the bunch of internal departmental letters to the Commission (consisting of 11 pages) and to expect the Commission to make what it wants of them.  These are neither addressed to the Commission nor copies endorsed to it, nor copies of letters sent to the Complainant but only a bunch tagged papers including even notices from the Commission and the complaint by the Complainant.   
3.

The matter is adjourned for a clear cut answer from the PIO as to the information has been supplied to the Complainant under RTI Act under due receipt from the Complainant.  The opportunity is also given to the applicant.  In case he sends no further communications and/or does not himself appears it will be taken that he has no submission to make and the case will be then be closed upon the report of the PIO.  


Adjourned to 12.11.2008.        
Sd/-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar

S/o Sh. Hakam Chand,

2139/1, Agwar Gujran,

Jagraon, District Ludhiana.
&

Sh. Subhash Namdev, Advocate,

J-558/64, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 291-2008  

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Rajan Sharma, Clerk on behalf of the PIO office of Sub 


Registrar (without letter of authority).

Order:


Sh. Rajan Sharma, Clerk on behalf of the PIO requests for some further time for compliance which is hereby allowed.  Office may also note that the Complainant is to be informed at his own address and also his lawyer Sh. Subhash Namdev through whom he has submitted the application is also to be informed invariably.  


Adjourned to 12.11.2008.
Sd/-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Bhoma,

8, IDH Market, 1st Floor, Opp. Suraj Chanda Cinema

Amritsar






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Pb. Civil Secretary, Chd.




  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1544-2007  
Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Hari Singh Sodhi, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Disaster 


Management Cell on behalf of the Respondent. 

Order:



Sh. Hari Singh Sodhi, Superintendent-cum-APIO states that the matter has been checked up once again from all the sources suggested by the Commission and no information has been found.  The Complainant has been informed vide letter dated 02.09.2008 of the efforts made by the PIO and copies of further communications have also been sent to him with the same covering letter.  These papers totaling ten including covering letter had been delivered to him through Tehsildar, Amritsar who has confirmed to the APIO on telephone that the papers have been received by the Complainant. 

2.

On the other hand, the letter has been received from the Complainant dated 02.09.2008 stating that he is ill and, therefore, cannot attend the court on 03.09.2008 and praying for a fresh date.  

3.

 APIO has stated that full information as is available has been provided to Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Bhoma and despite best efforts further details have not become available. Therefore, in the interest of justice, one last adjournment is given to enable Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Bhoma to come and make submissions, if any.  
Adjourned to 12.11.2008.                                Sd/-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008

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

Sh. Subash Namdev (Advocate),

J-558/64, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana.






--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana, Zone-D,

Ludhiana.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 293-2008  

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO-cum-Legal Assistant office of 



Municipal Corporation on behalf of the PIO.



Order:



The complaint of Sh. Subhash Namdev dated 23.11.2007 in respect to his application dated 01.11.2007 under RTI Act, 2005 made to the address of the PIO/MC., Ludhiana had been considered by the Commission in its hearings on 01.04.2008, 14.05.2008 and 16.07.2008 and detailed directions given to the PIO for supply of information in compliance thereof.  Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO-cum-Legal Assistant has stated that vide letter dated 29.08.2008, full information has been supplied point wise to the Complainant in continuation of earlier letter dated 06.07.2008.  This information has been dug out after great efforts by examining the old accounts relating to 1999 from the record of the Accounts Department.  A copy of this letter dated 29.08.2008 has been endorsed to the Commission also.  Sh. Harish Bhagat has also submitted proof of registry which is placed on record.  
2.

It is surprising that the PIO Sh. K.S.Kahlon, in reply to his show cause notice given through his affidavit dated 14.07.2008 in para 5 stated that “Above all the facts on record also proves that the deponent in discharge of his duties has always taken every possible measures to comply with the directions/order of this Hon’ble Commission passed in this matter time to time.  
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As the deponent is not a custodian of the record, hence the information if demanded cannot be delivered at his own level.”

3.

The Municipal Corporation had thereafter also been stone walling the requests of the Complainant and had shown no interest in locating the information by giving the reply that the said file was lost. 

4.

The Commission is, therefore, happy that the information has been located from other sources other then the main file that is the APIO present before me states that these have been located from the Accounts branch where payments made at the relevant time had been recorded.  The efforts made are appreciated.
5.

In case, the Complainant has not appeared and it is presumed that he is satisfied.  With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 

Sd/-
 





    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


03.09.2008

(LS)
