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

Sh. R.C.Jhingan,

Kothi No. 311, Phase-VI,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




--------Appellant







Vs. 

PIO/O Labour Commissioner,

SCO 47-48, Sector 17-E,

Chandigarh.






  ---------Respondent.





       AC No- 144-2008:

Present:
Shri R.C.Jhingan, Advocae, complainant in person.



Shri Jacob Partap, PIO-cum-Asstt. Labour Commissioner,Pb.

Sh. Yash Pal Gupta, for the  PIO O/O Labour Commissioner, Pb.


Order:

Shri  R.C.Jhingan, Advocate, vide his complaint dated 2.4.2008, stated that information required by him as per his RTI application dated 24.12.07 with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/Labour Commissioner, Punjab, had not been attended to within the stipulated period. Thereafter, he had filed an Appeal  before the Appellate Authority/Labour Commissioner, Punjab on 4.12.2008 but no avail. Hence the complaint. The case was earlier with the bench of Chief Information Commissioner and Sh. PPS Gill, SIC and was heard for the first time on 25.6.08 and  the following  orders were passed:-

“Respondent states that information has been delivered to the Appellant. Appellant is not satisfied. He states that there are a number of deficiencies in the information supplied to him. List of the alleged deficiencies has been delivered to the respondent in our presence. Respondent shall take suitable action for removing these deficiencies by the next date of hearing.”

Thereafter, the case was transferred to this bench and was adjourned to 20.8.2008. 
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2.

The complainant stated that on 25.6.08 at the time of hearing,  vide letter dated 19.5.08, information was handed over to him only after the complaint was filed in the State Information Commission. However, thereafter no information was received by him.  A detailed letter dated 18.8.08 was handed over to the respondent pointing out the exact deficiencies in the information supplied.
3.
On the part of respondent, he stated that the hearing was fixed for 20.8.08 and his representative had visited the Court with the information to be supplied to the complainant but since no hearing was held, both copies were filed in the Court on the same day. However, the copy meant for the complainant was taken from the Court and was supplied to the complainant today.

4.
It is observed that the SCIC  Sh. Rajan Kashyap retired on 29th July, 2008 and vide notice dated 11.8.08, both the parties had been duly informed that the hearing of the case on 20.8.08 had been cancelled and the next date would be intimated later. Therefore, the stand of the respondent that the copy was delivered to the Commission on the scheduled date of hearing is not appreciated and cannot be taken as the ground for non supply of information to the Complainant for another 2-3 moths till the Bench was constituted and next hearing fixed. This period, therefore, will continue to be added to the account of PIO as and when the matter comes up for consideration.  
5.
According to the PIO, after making up the deficiencies, pointed out by the complainant,  the information has been supplied to the complainant today. Since it has been supplied now during the hearing, it is only fair that a chance is given to Sh. R.C.Jhingan to study it.  The complainant may point out any deficiencies if it still exists, to the PIO with copy to the Commission.  The PIO is hereby directed to complete the deficiency and to supply the information to the complainant at least 10 days before the next date of hearing under due receipt/with proof of registry and to supply a set of papers delivered to the complainant for the record 
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of the Commission. The papers to be supplied should be with a covering letter duly indexed, page numbered and attested and the information should be strictly in accordance with the original  RTI application and keeping in view the provisions of the Act. 

Adjourned to 28.1.2009.









Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Sh. Yogesh Dewan,

H.No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana-141002




--------Appellant







Vs. 

PIO/O Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab. 





  ---------Respondent.





       AC No- 353-2008   

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Harsh Kumar APIO-Supdt. Grade-I and



Smt. Santosh Rani, Sr. Asstt. for the PIO.


Order:

Shri Yogesh Dewan vide his complaint dated 25.7.08 made to the Commission stated that his application dated 29.12.08 made to the address of PIO/FCR had not been attended to and no information had been supplied with the stipulated period. Upon Appeal made to FCR on 14.2.08, unjustifiably the Appeal was shifted to the DC Ludhiana on 30.4.08 and further shifted to SDM East. The SDM(East) vide  his letter dated 8.7.08 provided information only on one question leaving 3 to be answered by FCR.  Meanwhile office of FCR closed the file with the observations that the information had been supplied, which is not a fact. (The point which has been replied to is point No. 4 i.e. details of land acquired in the city of model Town Ludhiana). A copy of the complaint alongwith 8 annexures was forwarded to the PIO.  Date of hearing fixed for 25.11.07 which was later shifted to 11th December, 2008 and both parties informed.
2.
Today, none is present for the complainant.  Shri Harsh Kumar APIO-Supdt. Grade-I  O/O FCR stated that letter  dated 13.7.07 has been supplied to Sh. Yogesh Dewan giving point-wise answer to each of the queries raised by him, in addition to reply dated  8.7.08 provided by SDM Ludhiana (East) on his earlier application under RTI on 9 points and reply had been given to him point-wise which covers the present 4 queries also. Sh. Yogesh Dewan has not added copies of the government replies on his various applications. So it is  
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not possible  to know which is the point out of 4 points  about which he says that  full information has not been received. 
3.
The complainant had due and adequate notice for today’s hearing, he should have come to make further submission, if any.  As he has not come, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied and thus the case hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Sh. Sita Ram Sharma

S/o Sh. Chiranji Lal,

R/o 546, Preeti Nagar,

Hisar.







--------Appellant







Vs. 

PIO/O Punjab Medical Council,

SAS Nagar, Mohali SCO 25,

Phase-1, Mohali, Pb.




  ---------Respondent.





       AC No- 355-2008   

Present:
Sh. Sita Ram Sharma, complainant in person.

Ms Monika Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of PIO/O/O Punjab Medical Council, Mohali.


Order:

From the papers appended by Sh. Sita Ram Sharma, the matter seems to be in respect of 2 applications under RTI made to the address of PIO, Punjab Medical Council dated 31.1.07 asking for information on 3 points. Out of these  applications, one is regarding supply of photocopy of an affidavit filed by Dr. Bharat Bhushan  in the concerned inquiry, has already been disposed of by  Sh. P.K.Verma, SIC as AC-353/07 on 18.1.2008. The second application dated 31.1.07 under the RTI act to the same PIO is being considered presently in which he has asked  for the following information:-
a) “All the details, decision and noting of enquiry against Dr. Bharat Bhushan resident of Hisar on my complaint conducted  by Medical Council Board at Chandigarh on 21.5.2006.

b) From the date of letter received by Punjab Medical Council from Deputy Secretary, Medical Council of  India, letter No. 211(2) (281) 2005 Ethics dated 3.1.2006 addressed to you till today.

c) Supply attested copies  of all the details, development, decision and noting of enquiry along with enquiry report against Dr. Bharat Bhushan resident of Hisar.”

2.
In this respect Counsel for the  respondent tats that full information has been supplied to him on 16.4.08 through registered post. The complainant does not have a set of papers with him  but from the set of papers available with 
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the Counsel for the respondent, it is seen that there is no covering letter containing index of the papers supplied. The Counsel is directed to supply the papers to him with a covering letter  with reference to his RTI application duly indexed, page 
numbered and attested and to file a copy of that covering letter with the receipt from the complainant before the Commission for its record. In his letter dated 27.6.08, the applicant pointed out with reference to both his applications that the information which has still not been given, is as under:-

“The affidavit filed by delinquent doctor in the aforesaid inquiry requested specifically by the applicant has not been supplied..


Certified copies of all the communications between  Medical Council of India and Punjab Medical Council regarding aforesaid  enquiry has also not been supplied.

Copies of enquiry conducted by Board on 21.5.2006 against Dr. Bharat Bhushan on the complaint of applicant was also not supplied.”
3.
In  this, the information regarding item No. 1 i.e. affidavit has also been disposed of by Sh. P.K.Verma, as already mentioned. Regarding item No. 2, certified copies of communications between Medical councils, the complainant states that he does not require these documents. Further he insisted on copies of enquiry report conducted by the Board  on 21.5.06 against Dr. Bharat Bhushan. Regarding this, Counsel stated that on 21.5.06, it had considered the submission of doctor and the complainant and thereafter the matter was considered in the committee on 23.3.08 and copy of the proceedings has also been supplied to Sh. Sita Ram Sharma. The bench is of the view that  the reply  of the Medical Council should be clear and specific regarding whether any enquiry was held or not by the Medical Council. In case it was held, statement of all the witnesses who were examined as well as name of the Inquiry Officer and his findings, if any, should be provided to the complainant. In case no such inquiry was held that should also be stated and the papers if any, on each of the decision in the proceedings of meeting dated 23.5.08 should also be provided once again with covering letter 
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duly indexed, page numbered and attested and a copy be supplied to the record of the Commission. 

Adjourned to 28.1.2009 for compliance.

-Sd-
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Sh. Subhash Namdev (Advocate)

S/o Sh. Des Raj,

R/o J-558/64,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana.




--------Complainant. 






Vs. 

PIO/O Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.



  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1673-2008   

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Dalbir Singh Bhardwaj, Supdt., O/O PIO/DC Ludhiana.


Order:

Shri Subhash Namdev, Advocate vide his complaint dated 15.7.08 stated that the PIO/O/O DC Ludhiana had not attended to his RTI application dated 15.5.08  made to the PIO/ O/O DC Ludhiana.  Today, the representative of the PIO stated that Sh. Subhash Namdev, vide letter No. 3532 dated 9.6.08 was asked to deposit fee of Rs. 4/- to get the information which he has not done so far. The said letter had been sent either through registered post or through the UPC as asserted by the representative of the PIO and he has taken on his word. Instead of depositing the money he has chosen to file a complaint to the State Information Commission on 1.7.2008. As such the complaint is hereby rejected. 




Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Sh. Ajay Kumar,

S/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony,

Near Bus Stand, Maur Mandi, 
District Bathinda.





--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1679-2008 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Amarjit Singh, JE, Representative of EO, M.C. Maur Mandi.



PIO-cum-Distt. revenue Officer, Bathinda.


Order:

Sh. Ajay Kumar vide his complaint dated 15.7.08 stated that his application under RTI dated 24.4.08 made to the PIO, O/O DC Bathinda had not been attended to properly and no information had been given to him. A copy of the complaint along with  enclosures was sent to the PIO and date of hearing fixed for 25.11.08 and later for 11.12.2008 and both the parties informed. Meanwhile the DC Bathinda transferred the application u/s 6(3) to the PIO O/O SDM Talwandi Sabo as well as PIO, O/O E.O/MC, Maur Mandi on 20.5.08. The DRO stated that the application had been received through Dak on 30.5.08 and therefore  regretted for delay not transferring it within time. Today, he has also filed a reply dated 18.11.08 in which he had stated that the PIO-EO, MC Maur Mandi, vide his letter dated 9.6.08  that full information has been given to the complainant. Sh. Amarjit Singh, JE on behalf of the EO, MC Maur Mandi has also presented a letter dated 11.11.08 in which it is stated that the information has been supplied vide letter dated 9.6.08.  I have seen the letter dated 9.6.08 in which information has been supplied point-wise on four points. Therefore, the remarks given by the complainant on the face of the said letter by way of receipt that the information asked for by him has not been given is quite justified. No reply has been received on behalf of the PIO/SDM Tanwandi Sabo. One more opportunity is given to both the PIO to give complete information asked for by the applicant u/s 6(3) of the Act and make good the deficiencies.

Adjourned to 28.1.2009 for compliance.









-Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Sukhdyal,

WP 228, Basti Sheikh,

Jalandhar City.





--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab., Chd.





  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1693-2008   

Present:
Shri Rajinder Kumar, complainant in person.



Shri Jatinder Kumar for the complainant.

Shri Bhag Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt, Consolidation Br.O/O, PIO/FCR.



Shri Suresh Kumar, Dealing Assistant, O/O Dy.commissioner.


Order:

Shri Rajinder Kumar Patwari vide his complaint dated 17.7.08 stated that his application under the RTI dated 19.4.08 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/FCR, Punjab, had not been attended to and incomplete and false information had been supplied. A copy of the complaint (234 pages) was sent to the PIO and date of hearing fixed for 25.11.08 and later postponed to 11.12.2008 and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today Shri Bhag Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt, Consolidation Br. on behalf of the  PIO/FCR has stated that letter dated 14.11.08 has been sent to Sh. Rahjinder Kumar and copy endorsed to the Commission. However, Sh. Rajinder Kumar had  not received the same which has been supplied to him today, according to which full information was sent to Sh. Rajinder Kumar on 21.5.08 through registered post but was received back on 30.6.08 stating that the house was found locked. Thereafter, the information has been got received by him personally through the office of DC on 19.4.08 on point No. 1 & 2. Shri Rajinder Kumar confirms having been received this information but states that it is incomplete. 
3.

I have gone through point No. 1 & 2 along with reply given. I feel that it is in the fitness of things if the complainant is allowed to inspect the file in which order of the A.D.C was conveyed to D.C. as well as file on which the various representations mentioned by him have been dealt with by office (noting and Correspondence). For this, in consultation with the PIO and the  complainant,  18th Dec. at 11.00 A.M. has been fixed for the inspection in the office room of APIO (R.No. 18, Floor 4, Punjab Civil Sectt.). In case for any reason this date is not suitable for either of the two parties, the next date i.e. 19th December at the same time and venue is fixed under rules. The complainant may be allowed to take notes and provided photocopies of any document. In case he requires attested documents he should  give detailed list of those documents and  those should be made available to him within a week. Compliance of this inspection be filed on the next date of hearing by the PIO.
4.
Coming to question No.3, I found that the information sought by the complainant whether Sh. Raj Kumar conducted the inquiry as per procedure of the Punjab Civil Services (Punishment and Appeal) Rules, 1970, has not been clearly answered by the PIO. From the perusal of the report it appears to be a purely executive inquiry and not departmental inquiry and if this is correct, the PIO should state it in writing. All the other questions Nos. 4,6,8,9, and 10 are concerned with question No. 3. In case the answer to that is that there was no departmental enquiry, these questions also stand replied to. However, regarding question Nos. 7,9, 10 & 12, these can b equally relevant whether it was departmental enquiry or executive enquiry. Therefore, the PIO to give proper answer to it.


Adjourned to 28.1.2009.









Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

Village Paliwala PO Aminganj,

(Mandi Roda Wali)

Teh. Jalalabad (W) 152024,

District Ferozepur (Pb).





--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalalabad (W),

District Ferozepur.





  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1697-2008   

Present:
Sh. Mukhtiar Singh complainant in person.



None for the PIO.


Order:

Shri Mukhtiar Singh S/O Sh. Bhagwan Singh vide his complaint dated nil received in the Commission on 1.8.08 stated that his application under the RTI dated 30.5.08 with due payment of fee made to the address of PIO/SDM Jalalabad had not been attended to. A copy thereof was sent to the PIO and date of hearing fixed for 25.11.08 and later postponed to 11.12.08 and both parties informed through registered post.

2.
Today none is present on behalf of the PIO. However, the complainant has confirmed that he has received letter dated 31.10.08 along with annexures. However, he states that the statements are clearly misleading and wrong on facts as he possesses the original papers vide which the election symbol ‘Jahaz’ was allotted to him and later, only on the date of election,  suddenly, it was discovered  against his name the symbol of‘ Tala Chabi’ was given with malafide intention. He stated that it was an irreparable loss to him since he had been campaigning for the symbol of ‘Jahaz’ after the said symbol was allotted to him.  He prayed for an adjournment so that he could bring the actual papers to the Commission. Accordingly an adjournment is granted. He may file attested copies of all the documents which he wishes to present and also bring the original and 
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show them in the Commission. He may make a written complaint and a copy of the complaint may also be sent to the SDM Jalalabad. The PIO may attend the Commission’s hearing personally and bring along with him the concerned file from which the documents have been issued and he may also bring along with him the Returning Officer for the said Panchayat poll of village Paliwala.
3.
It is observed that this is very serious matter, if proved to be correct, since wrong and misleading information has allegedly been given.


Adjourned to 28.1.2009.








Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Sh.Om Parkash,

S/o Sh. Des Raj 

B-XI/2389, Near Parsuram Bhawan,

Backside Y.S.School,l Near Bus Stand Road,

Barnala.






--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala.





  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1710-2008   

Present:
Sh. Om Parkash Complainant in person.



Sh. Daljit Singh Chhinna, APIO-Cum-Tehsildar Barnala.



Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate on behalf of the PIO.


Order:

Shri Om Parkash vide his complaint dated 27.7.08 stated that his application under RTI dated 14.6.08 made to the PIO/Deputy Commissioner had not been attended to and no clear cut advice is given to him as to how much fee is to be given for the information asked for by him in his application, as under:

“Kindly give copies of total Sale Deeds, Powers of Attorney, Mutations sanctioned by Gurinder Singh Walia as a Sub Registrar Barnala/AC-II Barnala from date of joining to up to date of District Barnala


Total sale Deeds 3647, Powers of Attorney 416 and 2272 Mutations upto 10.5.2008.”


A copy of the complaint and annexures were sent to the PIO the date of hearing fixed for today and both the parties informed.
2.
Today, both parties are present. Sh. Daljit Singh Chhinna, APIO-Cum-Tehsildar Barnala filed his written statement dated 21.11.08  duly verified.  In his statement he writes that number of sale deeds pertaining to the period of Sh. Walia are 3647, Powers of Attorney are 416 giving the total 4063 in addition to  Mutations numbering 2272.  For getting these documents, the complainant had been informed to deposit Rs. 1,70,520/- before sub Registrar, Barnala, being fee of the copying Agency of the Revenue Deptt. Further he has stated that the 
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complainant is not entitled to the copies of the Sale Deeds, Powers of Attorney and Mutations because this is third party information and therefore respondent is not bound to provide this information. It is seen that in letter dated 18.7.08, the complainant has been asked to deposit a further Rs. 1,72,819/- for 4263 regd. envelopes @ Rs. 30/- for each envelope so that the third parties to whom these sale deeds etc. belong can be informed.
3.
At the outset it is clarified to the APIO that copies of the Sale deeds, Powers of Attorney and Mutations do not qualify as third party documents as this is office record and is not secret in any manner.  They are freely available to any one who applies for them under Rules. Therefore, there is no need to inform the third party or for the Complainant to pay for it, since there is no such requirement in the Rules. 
4.
However, it is observed that the Department of Revenue has already created an infrastructural frame work for supplying of copies with due procedures and supervision and there is a separate schedule of fees and time line laid down for supply of these documents which are different from those of RTI Act. In my view the intention of the RTI Act, 2005 was not that documents already available for a fee should be made available at cheaper rates but that documents which were earlier not available should now also be made available to the public. The applicant is therefore advised to apply to the Patwari or the Copying Branch of the SDM’s office or to the Dy. Commissioner’s Record Room where ever those documents are available, with payment of due fee as prescribed in the schedule laid down by the Revenue Department. He should use the recourse of RTI only where the documents are not made available to him as per this procedure, by those agencies.
5.
In addition, I am also of the view that a disproportionate amount of time would be taken for the preparation of these documents. The intention is not that the transparency should not be permitted. Therefore I am of the view that in case the PIO has no problem with it, Sh. Om Parkash may be allowed inspection of the documents which are available. The complainant was asked specifically the 
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intention for asking for this information and he stated that he had apprehensions that the deeds were under stamped. Therefore, it was considered in the fitness of the things to permit Sh,. Om Parkash to inspect the Sale Deeds, Registered Power of Attorneys and mutations as requested by him under due  supervision and as per rules, which are available in the copying branch of the SDM’s office/Tehsil.    
6.
Sh. Om  Parkash should reach to the office of APIO-cum-Tehsildar Sh. Chhinna on 5th to 9th January, both days inclusive at 11.00 AM to 4.00 PM each day. In case any holiday is declared during these days, it may be continued to the next week so that he has at least 5 clear working days. He should be permitted to take notes.  In case he requires copies of any documents, he should take down the details and he should apply to the copying Branch for getting the same, which should be supplied to him on due payment as per the schedule of the Revenue Department. 

Adjourned to 28.01.2009 for compliance of these orders.









Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

(Ptk)
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:
Shri Gurdeep Singh, complainant in person and Inderjeet 


Singh, Lambardar.


None for the PIO.
Order:

Shri Gurdeep Singh, vide his complaint dated 18.6.08 stated that his application dated 04.02.2008, addressed to the PIO/Tehsildar Ajnala had not yet been attended to. A copy of the same was sent to the PIO and date of hearing fixed for 25.11.2008 and later postponed to 11.12.200 and both the parties informed through registered post. 
2.
Today, none is present on behalf of PIO. The complainant in his RTI application  has asked for names of the persons who have mortgaged their land, name of Bank and branch and amount for which the land was mortgaged in respect of village Raja Sansi, Tehsil Ajnala for the period from 1.1.06 to 31.12.07. Upon asking he states that no application has been made for the same to the Copying Branch of the tehsil.

3.
It was incumbent upon the PIO to give reply giving the status of the application and to send the copy of the reply given to the complainant, if already given and in case it has not been given, to state the reasons why it has not been given so far. However, neither he has appeared himself nor has he sent any representative, nor sent any reply. The complainant has explained his apprehension that a large scale scam exists whereby the land  of innocent farmers is being mortgaged by unknown persons who have availed loan in their 
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place and the matter has been coming to light much later when the damage has already been done. This is the reason he wants to have this information. 
3.

The PIO is hereby directed to allow Sh. Gurdeep Singh S/O Naranjan Singh accompanied by Sh. Inderjit Singh Lambardar, S/O Des Raj to inspect the concerned registers  where these mortgage deeds have been pasted, as per rules, and free of charge since the stipulated period of 30 days is over. The date for inspection is Thursday 29th January 2009 at 11 AM in the room of APIO-cum-Tehsildar Ajnala. In case this date does not suit the Tehsildar, (who is not present today) then any other date during the week ending on 6th January, 2009 should be fixed in consultation with the said Lambardar whose Cell No. is 98158-11002. During inspection he may be allowed to take notes and apply with a list of documents required to the Copying Branch of the SDM’s office with payment as per the schedule laid down by the Revenue Department. The copies applied for should be supplied to them within a week. 

Adjourned to 25.2.2009 for compliance report.  








SD- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Sh.Dalip Singh, Kanungo,

Raman Cinema Road,

Near Master Di Chakki,

Mansa, District Mansa.



--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Financial Commissioner (Revenue),

Pb. Chd.
 




  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1724-2008   

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Bhag Singh, APIO-cum- Supdt., O/O PIO/FCR Punjab.



Shri Inderjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/O PIO/FCR.



Order:

The requisite information asked for by the complainant has been supplied and the complainant vide his letter dated 15.11.2008 has confirmed the receipt of the said information and is quite satisfied with the information supplied.


With this, there case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Cap. Sardool Singh (Capt. Retd),

H No. 57, W.No. 3,

Mandir Road Khamanon,

Tehsil Khamanon, 
District Fatehgarh Sahib.

 

--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Sub Divisional Magistrate, Khamanon, 

District Fatehgarh Sahib.



  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1729-2008 
Present:
Nopne for the complainant.



Sh. Tejinder Singh, EO, MC, Khumanon.

Order:

 The requisite information asked for by the complainant has been supplied and the complainant vide his letter dated 17.11.2008 has confirmed the receipt of the said information on 7.11.08 and is quite satisfied with the information supplied.

With this, there case is hereby disposed of.









Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Sh. Subhash Namdev (Advocate),

S/o Sh. Des Raj,

# J-558/64, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana.



 

--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.





  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1730-2008   

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Dalbir Singh Bhardwaj, Supdt., O/O PIO/DC Ludhiana.



Shri Hari Lal,Naib Thsildar Dehlon, on behalf of the SDM(E) Ludhiana.



Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Clerk, on behalf of the SDM(W) Ludhiana.


Order:

Shri Subhash Namdev Advocate through his complaint dated 7.7.08 accompanied by an affidavit stated that his application under RTI Act made to the PIO/ O/O DC Ludhiana dated 5.6.08 had not been attended to and the information had not been supplied. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for 25.11.08 and later changed to 11.12.08 and both the parties informed.

2.
Today, the APIO/O/O DC Ludhiana has stated that the said application has since been transferred u/s 6(3) to the SDM (E) and SDM(W) Ludhiana since the information was related to them. The said application was transferred on 6.6.08 i.e. very next date. Today, Naib Tehsildar Dehlon on behalf of the SDM(E) Ludhiana has presented a letter  dated 12.9.08 sent to Sh. Subhash Namdev, Advocate, vide  which reply has been given to each of his queries. He also states that regarding photocopies of GPA/SPA w.e.f. 2.6.08 till date asked for by him, he should apply to the Copying Branch of the Sub Registrar for the same after making payment of due fee as per the Revenue Schedule. I am of the view the this stand of the respondent is correct and that the complainant should first apply for copy of revenue record, if any, to the proper source and if it is not made available despite having applied for it, only then he should approach the PIO under the RTI for the same.  The representative of the PIO/DC Ludhiana states that the reply given by the SDM(E) is equally applicable  and may be taken as reply of SDM(W) based on the same rules and regulation. With this the case is hereby disposed of.








Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Smt. Phoolan Wanti,

W/o Late Sh. Ram Narain Wadhwa,

336/10, Punjab Chowk Narwana 126116,

District Jalandhar.



 

--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1732-2008   

Present:
Sh. Gulshan Mehta, Advocate for the complainant.




Sh. Rajbir Singh, APIO-cum-DRO Ludhiana.

Order:

Shri Gulshan Mehta, advocate, Counsel for the complainant Smt. Phoolan Wanti vide his complaint dated 6.8.08 to the Commission stated that his application dated 13.05.2008 under the RTI Act, made to the address of the PIO/D.C.Sangrur had not been attended to. The complainant is a widow whose husband had been killed in the State Bank of Patiala. She is covered under the policy of the State Government for the purpose of relief of family pension and other benefits for which she has been representing  since long. Now she has made 3 queries in her application to which she has not received any reply. /The representative of the PIO Sh. Rajbir Singh, APIO-cum-DRO who is present today states that  replies have been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 5.12.08 with copy to Smt. Phoolan Wanti (Not received in the commission. Smt. Phoolan Wanti has also not received the same).  Copies supplied today.  The Counsel should study the present papers. One of the deficiencies which have been noticed by the bench is that copy of Memo No. 8/69/89-RR-II/12565 dated 29.8.95 has not been supplied which should be procured and be supplied.
2. In case the complainant finds any deficiency in the information supplied, it may be pointed out specifically in writing to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to make up the deficiencies and supply the 
CC No- 1732-2008   
information directly strictly in accordance with the original RTI application well before the next date of hearing under due receipt from the complainant or her Counsel. Compliance should be reported on 28.1.2009.

3. Adjourned to 28.1.2009

Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 

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

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

S/o Sh. Ajmer Singh,

R/o W.No. 1, Moonak,

Tehsil Moonak.

District Sangrur.



 

--------Complainant. 







Vs. 

PIO/O Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.






  ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1733-2008  
Present:
Shri Mukhtiar Singh, complainant in person.



APIO-cum-DRO Sangrur.



Shri Raj Kumar, Auditor, Food & Supplies Deptt.



Sh. Jarnail Singh, Manager, Pungrain, Sangrur.

Order:

Shri Mukhtiar Singh S/O Sh. Ajmer Singh vide his complainant dated 21.7.08 made to the Commission stated that  his application under RTI dated 22.4.08 with due payment of fee made to the address of DC-cum-Chairman, Tender Accepting  Committee, Sangrur-cum-PIO to get information through his Counsel Mohd. Yusuf, Advocate had not been attended to and information on the 4 points, he had asked for, has not been given  at all. Hence the complaint.

2. Today, the complainant is present in person. APIO-cum-DRO is also present along with Sh. Raj Kumar Auditor. The Deputy Commissioner has given the instructions to the DFSC to attend to the matter since it concerns various organizations/corporations dealing with food grains and he is the Nodal Officer for  various transportation agencies and Tender Accepting Committee for food grains etc. for Sangrur district. The application concerns the various aspects of tenders submitted by Munak Truck Operators Union from 1990-2008 including tender forms submitted by them to various organizations, tax paid on the trucks, Insurance of the Trucks etc.

3. Today, Sh. Raj Kumar Auditor appeared for DFSC and stated that Sh. Mukhtiar Singh refused to receive the information sent to him by hand  through Inspector Pungrain Munak on 4.11.08 which was sent vide covering letter dated 11.11.08 and documents from different organizations numbering 15 pages. separately sent vide letter dated 4.12.08.  The DTO has supplied information concerning his department. Shri Mukhtiar Singh refused to take these documents and has received them in the court today. Since the papers have been received today only, it is fair to give him more time to study these papers. Sh. Mukhtiar Singh is hereby directed to point out the exact deficiencies, if any, in writing to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The PIO is also hereby directed to  make up the deficiencies strictly in accordance with the original RTI application and to provide it to him under due receipt/submit proof of registry sent a least 10 days before the next date of hearing so that the case can be disposed off.
Adjourned to 4.2.2009.








Sd- 
   





       (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


11.12.2008 
(Ptk)
