STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia,

Vill. Sahora Kandi, P.O. Siperian, Teh. Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.






......Complainant






Vs.

 PIO/.O/. Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.


.....Respondent.

CC No- 339/2008 and CC-340/2008 

Present:
Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia, complainant in person.



None for the PIO.

Order: 


On the last hearing on 8.4.08, time had been fixed for 10.4.08 in the Distt. Administrative Block for the supply the information to Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia in consultation with the representative of the PIO ADC(D),  Shri Mohinder Singh Kainth. Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia is present before the Commission today. He states that he has received the information which he required in the above two cases in full. However, copy of the said document has not been supplied to the Commission for its record. Photocopy of the information supplied to the complainant by the ADC (D) vide letter No. 922, dated 10.4.2008 has been taken for the record of the Commission. With this, the above mentioned two cases are hereby disposed of. A copy of this order should also be placed in            CC-340/2008.



Sd/-

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


22.04. 2008.

(Ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia,

Vill. Sahora Kandi, P.O. Siperian, The. Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.






......Complainant






Vs.

 PIO/.O/. Addl. D.C.(G), Hoshiarpur.


.....Respondent.

CC No- 341/2008

Present:
Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia, complainant in person.



None for the PIO.
Order: 


On the last date of hearing on 8.4.08, this case had been clubbed with CC-339/08 and CC-240/08, which had been filed by the same complainant against the PIO, O/O DC Hoshiarpur and PIO, O/O ADC(D) Hoshiarpur respectively. These two cases have been disposed of today vide separate order. Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia has explained that he had sought separate documents in the present case in his application dated 5.9.07 under the RTI Act. Now he had sought photocopy of certain documents which are available on the record of the ADC(D) in connection with the inquiry conducted by the ADC(G) Sh. Amarjit Singh against Sh. Daljit Rai, Sarpanch Vill. Sahora Kandi. He explained that other two applications were regarding the inquiry against the acting Sarpanch Sh. Raghbir Singh.

2.
ADC(G) is hereby directed to supply immediately the necessary documents to the complainant against due receipt/proof of registry alongwith the said documents for the record of the Commission, without fail, within 10 days from the receipt of this order. In case Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia has received the information and or is also given the receipt, he need not appear on the next date 
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of hearing and the matter shall be disposed of after compliance of the  above directions.


Adjourned to 14.5.2008.



Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


22.04. 2008.

(Ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia,

Vill. Sahora Kandi, P.O. Siperian, The. Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.






......Complainant






Vs.

 PIO/.O/. S.D.M.Mukerian





.....Respondent.

CC No- 343/2008

Present:
Shri Kewal Krishan Bhatia, complainant in person.



Sh. Surjit Singh Kanungo, on behalf of the PIO and



Sh. Madan Lal Patwari, on behalf of the PIO.

Order: 


Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia has filed complaint dated 8.8.2007, followed by his successive application dated 6.09.07 made to the address of PIO, O/O SDM Mukerian with due payment of fee, had not been attended properly. He stated that full information had been received in respect of his earlier application dated 8.8.07.  In respect of his later application dated 6.9.07, with separate fee,   except for the reply to para 1, the reply given to him for the remaining paras 2,3 & 4,  caused him mental torture and financial loss.

2. The original application dated 6.9.07 has been gone through point by point and the reply thereto has also been seen.  The complainant admits that he has received full reply to para 1 and also agrees that the reply need not be given to para No. 2 & 4. However, he has requested that in so far as para 3 of his application dated 6.9.07 is concerned, the full proceedings of the Court of SDM in respect of his representation (for which he states that he was called on 7 different dates and his statements also recorded and or any other proceeding including the Jimnies (Photostate copies) of the cases may be provided to him. He has also stated that he will be satisfied if these are sent to him by registered post at his stated address.
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3. Accordingly, the PIO, O/O SDM is hereby directed to send the necessary documents to the complainant through registered post and the documents will have to be supplied free of cost since these have not been supplied within the stipulated period under the RTI Act. Compliance report with receipt from the applicant/proof of registry with copy of documents supplied  be supplied for the record of the Commission. Only after that, the case can be considered disposed of.


Adjourned to 14th May 2008.


Sd/- 

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


22.04. 2008.

(Ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Seema Rani, R/O 2882/8, Cinema Road,

Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o. Principal Secretary Education, Punjab,

Punjab Mini /Sectt. Sector 9, Chandigarh.


.....Respondent.

CC No- 353-2008: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Vimal Dev, Sr. Asstt. O/O PIO/DPI(S), Punjab.



Sh. Santokh Singh, Sr. Asstt. dealing with Private Aided 



Schools and



Smt. Surinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt, Edu. III Branch, for the PIO, O/O 


Principal Secretary Education, Punjab.

Order: 


The Representative of the PIO states that he has received the papers only yesterday to attend the hearing. He sought for some time to supply the necessary information, as may be available on their record.


Adjourned to 28.5.2008.



Sd/- 

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


22.04. 2008.

(Ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manjeet Singh Pasricha

#1243-, Sector 23-B, Chandigarh



......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o. Director Public Instruction (Sec. Edu.)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh



.....Respondent.

CC No- 354-2008: 

Present: 
None for the complainant.



Sh. Manjeet Singh, APIO-cum-Registrar, O/o DPI (S)

Order: 



Sh. Manjeet Singh vide his complaint dated 12.02.2008 stated that his application under Right to Information Act dated 9.10.2007 made to the address of the PIO/DPI, Secondary Education had been rejected vide their letter dated 20.11.2007 and no information had been supplied.

2.

The application as well as the reply have been perused the PIO/DPI is hereby directed to supply a relevant copy of the judgment Hon’ble Supreme Court cited in its circular dated 02.08.2007 from its own record.  However, in case the applicant wants a certified copy, he may be advised to take it from the relevant Court.  In addition to DPI may state whether any order of the Punjab Govt. has been received in his office in connection with the said Supreme Court Judgment.  The reply should be sent to the complainant under due receipt/through registered post and the proof produced in the Commission for its record on the next date of hearing in case Sh. Pasricha has received the said information through registered post or personally and or has given receipt, he need not appear and it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and case then be disposed of.



Adjourned to 28.05.2008.



Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


22.04. 2008.

(Uma)
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manjeet Singh Pasricha

#1243-, Sector 23-B, Chandigarh



......Complainant





Vs.

PIO/.O/o. Director Public Instruction (Sec. Edu.)

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh



.....Respondent.

CC No- 355-2008: 

Present: 
None for the complainant.



Sh. Manjeet Singh, APIO-cum-Registrar, O/o DPI (S)

Order: 


Sh. Manjeet Singh Pasricha vide his complaint dated 12.02.2008 made to the State Information Commission, submitted that his application under Right to Information Act dated 11.10.2007 made to the address of the PIO/DPI, Senior Secondary has been rejected under the guise and it being of the information pertaining to third parties whereas it is not cover by that definition. 

2.

A copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO and the date of hearing was fixed for today and both parties were informed.  The original application dated 11.10.2007 and the reply of the Deptt dated 20.11.2007 have been perused.  The application is an artfully worded plea for giving seniority against posts allegedly available from time to time for certain SC/BCs employees. The applicant after supplying what appears to be authentic information in the first half of the application has then vide deductive analysis requested that certain employees be adjusted against vacancies purportedly still available.  As such, in my view, it is a representation for redressal of perceived grievances and not an application for information as defined in section 2 (f) (h) and (j) thereof, under which “information”, “record”, and “Right to Information” are defined respectively.  The applicant is advised to approach the Competent Authority in the Executive and not in this indirect manner through Right to Information Act. Incidentally, the stand of the PIO that the information concerns
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third party information is not correct.  



The case is hereby disposed of. 



Sd/-

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


22.04. 2008.

(Uma)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Joginder Singh (Ex-Servicemen)

VPO. Payal, Ward NO. 9, # 1504

Distt. Ludhiana





......Complainant







Vs.

PIO/.O/o. Director Land Records,

Punjab, Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar 






.....Respondent.

CC No-1784-2007: 

Present:
Sh. Joginder Singh complainant in person.



Sh. Ashok Kumar, Supdt.



Sh. Gurbax Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/o the DLR.

Order: 



Sh. Joginder Singh vide his complaint dated 29.09.2007 made to the State Information Commission stated that his application in Form A dated  20th August 2007 with due payment of fee made to the PIO/Director Land Record, Punjab under the Right to Information had not been attend to.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO, the date of hearing was fixed for today and both parties were informed. 

2.

Today the supdt. on behalf of the PIO, DLR stated that they had not been able to locate the said record which was more than 40-45 orders old and had asked, Sh. Joginder Singh for any other information i.e name of the officer who passed the order dated 20.12.1963, but the applicant has not supplied the said information.  However, they have been asked to find out to give information after checking with Register under Rule 8 Appendix E, vide which the refugee claim has been registered by the office of the Registrar Refugee Claims vide certificate No. 84567/A/1 issue by the Assistant Registrar Jalandhar, which is stated to have been entered in the register of refugee claims for Sialkot Distt.,   
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the copies of which have already been supplied to them, from the DLR’s office and also to state as to where else the record could be available.



Adjourned to 28.05.2008.



Sd/-

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


22.04. 2008.

(Uma)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha

#2017/1, Sector 45-C

Chandigarh





......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o. SMO, Civil Hospital

Baba Bakala, Distt.- Amritsar


.....Respondent.

CC No-2060- 2007: 

Present: 
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent.

Order: 



It is pointed that it is entirely optional for the complainant to appear but it is mandatory for the PIO to appear himself or through a representative and to give the decision/status of the case.  Since the PIO has not appeared himself or through a representative and neither has he sent any communication, it is presumed that the information has not been supplied to the complainant.

2.

The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information immediately under due receipt/by registered post and to produce the same along with a copy of the information supplied in the Commission on the next date of hearing for compliance.



Adjourned to 28.05.2008.



Sd/-

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


22.04. 2008.

(Uma)
