STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ravinder Singh,, S/o Sh. Harbans Singh

Village Rurki Kham,

Tehsil- Kharar, Distt. Mohali



......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/o Deputy Commissioner, Mohali

.....Respondent.

CC No-1100-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Advocate complainant in person.



Sh. Deen Dayal, Sr. Asstt. office of Tehsildar, Derabasi on 


behalf of PIO.



Sh. Saravpreet Singh, Steno/SDM on behalf of PIO.
Order:


The Complainant has clarified that he requires the authentic copies of Jamabandi of1950-51 in respect of Sham Lat of Village Gazipur Tehsil Rajpura now Derabassi.  The copies of the same have already been issued by the present patwari during his tenure on 30.05.06.  Therefore, the reply of the PIO sent to him on 03.05.07 that the register is not available, is not satisfactory.  The answer of the SDM dated 03.05.07 has been seen which talks of the charge report of the registers taken over by the Tehsildar Derabassi, which came into being on 20.10.98 as per the Head Clerk present in the court today.  The charge report has been given over by one Banarsi Dass yet has been taken over by Sh. Nachattar Pal Singh.  Neither the date nor has the designation of the two officials been mentioned and it does not also appear to be relevant since it is the present patwari Sh. Sat Pal, who as per the version of the complainant has issued copies from the Jamabandi to other persons on 30.05.06. No answer has been provided to that assertion of the complainant.

2.

The two officials who are present today on behalf of the PIO office of DC/PIO office of the SDM, PIO office of the Tehsildar, appear to have no 
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knowledge with respect to the queries of the Commission.  They were asked to produce the register from which the copies have been issued (copies appended to the complaint) which are seen to be in Urdu, so that it may be ascertained whether they are actually the photostats of the jamabandi of 1938-39 and not 1950-51 as claimed by the Head Clerk, who has not brought the said register with him.  Neither has it been explained as to whether any action has been taken to inform the ADC (D) where on the basis of fards earlier issued by the same patwari, claims have been filed before the ADC(D) Mohali, requesting that the land be partitioned amongst the claimants (if, as stated the date of the Jamabandi has indeed been wrongly given).  If these copies are not authentic then Sh. Sat Pal, Patwari has definitely colluded or misrepresented the actual record to benefit those persons.  If not, the original should definitely be available with him.  In any case, a deeper inquiry is called for. The said register containing the 1938-39 Jamabandies be produced in the Commission by the PIO concerned or his authorized representative not below the rank of APIO as directed in he notice on the next date.


 
Adjourned to 04.03.08.
-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


15.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Makhan Singh, S/o Sh. Jagir Singh

Villager- Bikka, Po.- Khan Khana

Distt. Nawanshehar




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o  Deputy Commissioner, Nawanshehar 

.....Respondent.

CC No-1108-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Makhan Singh, complainant in person.



Sh. Gurdarshan Lal Kundal, Secy. Zila Parishad, representative 

of the PIO
Order:

Sh. Makhan Singh vide his application dated 08.03.07 asked for details of ownership of the full Khasra No. of the rasta of the Panchyat under dispute and asked for details of whom the land under dispute belong to.  From what can be ascertained from his application, no reply was given to him by the PIO office of the DC, Nawansher.  The matter pertains to the Development Department.  The PIO (Acting DDPO) has stated that the entire record is with Revenue Department and nishan dehi of the said passage leading to the colony belonging to the Schedule Castes has been done in the presence of Sh. Makhan Singh.  He has also stated that full reply has been sent to him vide registered post dated 07.01.08.  However, Sh. Makhan Singh states that he has not received any such reply. The PIO is directed to give the reply through Court today, duly indexed, page numbered and attested.  Sh. Makhan Singh has asked for time to study the same.  In case he feels that there is any deficiency he should point out specifically in writing to the PIO with copy to the Commission within a week or ten days.  Thereafter, the PIO is directed to remove the said deficiencies, if any, directly in accordance with the original application dated 08.03.07under the RTI Act and provide him the necessary documents under due receipt and give a copy of the information for the record of the Commission.  In 
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case Sh. Makhan Singh has received information he need not appear on the next date of hearing and it will be presumed that he is satisfied and the complaint will be disposed of. 

To come up for compliance on 13.02.08.
-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


15.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Charanjit Singh Aulakh

#113/A, Raj Guru Nagar

Ludhiana






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/o Finance Commissioner

Revenue, Punjab, Chandigarh



.....Respondent.

CC No-1138-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.

Order:

Another case of the same complainant, Sh. Charanjit Singh is fixed for hearing on 23.01.2008.  In that, two complaints No. 967/07 and No. 1057/07, both made to the address of the PIO-cum-DRO, Ludhiana have been found to be identical and have been clubbed together.  The present case is also regarding the same matter although the details sought are slightly different and concern application dated 03.05.2007 made to the same PIO.  This case should also be fixed for the same date i.e 23.01.2008

-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


15.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dayal Singh, S/o Late Sh. Gurdev Singh

Village-Birmi, Dera Enclyptus Garden

P.O-Malakpur, Tehsil & Distt.- Ludhiana

......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o Finance Secy.

Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh



.....Respondent.

CC No-1139-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant (message received on phone from 


the complainant)



Sh. Hans Raj, Supdt. office of Director T&A for the PIO, with 



Sh. Gurmeet Singh Sr. Asstt.
Order:


The present complaint dated 31.05.2007 is in respect of application dated 23/26.03.2007 made by the complainant to the APRO/APIO department of Finance, Punjab, Chandigarh which has been found to be identical with the complaint dated 28.05.2007 made in respect to the same application dated 23/26.03.2007 to the different PIO by the same complainant which learn CC No. 980/07. Today the applicant has conveyed through a phone call to the Pvt Secretary stated that he is not in a position to come and his case should be adjourned to 12.02.2008, when the other complaint filed by him on different subjects are to come up.  Adjourned to 12.02.08.

-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


15.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh (Journalist)

Post Box No.-361

Head Post Office

Ludhiana






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o Deputy Commissioner

Ludhiana






.....Respondent.

CC No-1156-of 2007: 

Present:
None for complainant



Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, APIO-cum-Supdt office of the Deputy 


Commissioner, Ludhiana for the PIO.
Order:



Sh. Tejinder Singh vide his complaint dated 28.06.2007 made to the Commission submitted that his application under RTI Act dated 23.05.2007 with due payment of fee has not been attend to. A copy of the said complaint was sent to the concerned PIO office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.  The date of hearing of the complaint was fixed for today and both parties informed.  Today none is present for the complainant.  The PIO has stated that vide registered letter dated 03.01.2008 the full information has been supplied to him with a covering letter giving the details of the documents supplied.  A copy of the same had been endorsed to the Commission for its information.  

2.

The notice of hearing for today had been issued as far back as 27.12.2007.  Since the complainant has not availed himself of the opportunity to appear, it is presumed that he has received the said information and is satisfied.  The case is hereby disposed off accordingly.
-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


15.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh (Journalist)

Post Box NO. 361,

Head Post Office,

Ludhiana






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (West)

Ludhiana






.....Respondent.

CC No-1157-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.
Order:



The present case pertains to the complaint dated 28.06.2007 to the Commission by Sh. Jasbir Singh that this application under RTI Act dated 21.04.07 made to the address of PIO office of the Sub Divisional Magistrate (West), Ludhiana has not been attended to properly.  A copy of his complaint (7 pages) was referred on 27.12.2007 to the PIO office of the SDM (West), Ludhiana.  The date of hearing of the complaint in the Commission was fixed for today and both parties informed. 

2.

Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant or nor on behalf of the PIO.  I have gone through the file and it is observed that although the complaint dated 28.06.2007 is with respect to the RTI application dated 19.05.2007, yet all the papers attached thereto appear to be related to some other case except one, which is a reminder dated 17.07.2007 in the present case by Sh. Jasbir Singh complainant.  It is a duplicate, in fact photostat of the present complaint with a new date.  It is seen that the original application under the RTI Act dated 24.04.07 was dispatched through Regd. Post on 19.05.07.
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3. 

The PIO is directed to supply the information to Sh. Jasbir Singh and sent the compliance report to the Commission alongwith the receipt from the complainant/through registered post before the next date of hearing and to offer.

4.

The PIO may also like to offer his explanation for the delay in providing the information under the provisions of section 20(1) of the Act and state why he should not be penalized for the same.



Adjourned to20.02.2008.
Sd/- 

  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


15.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh

Post Box No. 361,

Head Post Office

Ludhiana






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o Deputy Commissioner

Ludhiana






.....Respondent.

CC No-1158-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, APIO-cum-Supdt office of the Deputy 


Commissioner, Ludhiana for the PIO.
Order:

 

Sh. Tejinder Singh vide his complaint dated 28.06.07 made to the Commission stated that his application under RTI Act dated 28.05.07 made to the address of the PIO-cum-DRO office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana has not been attended to till date.  The complaint was sent to the concerned officer and vide notice dated 27.12.2007, the date of hearing fixed for today was intimated to both parties.  Today the APIO-cum-Supdt. who is present in the Court has stated that the information had been supplied  as far back as on 25.06.2007 to the complainant, where as the complaint is dated 28.06.2007 and letters have probably crossed.  There has been no delay on their part.  However, after receipt of the complaint, the PIO has once again sent the full information which concerns separate branches of the DC’s office comprising 43 pages being full and complete information.   A copy of the letter sent to Sh. Tejinder Singh on 03.01.2008 has been endorsed to the Commission also, which is available on file. Information has been sent to Sh. Tejinder Singh by the Deputy Commissioner through the registry as per the statement of APIO-cum-Supdt made before the Commission.  
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3.

It is seen that the notice sent by the Commission for the hearing for today has been received back undelivered, however, it has been checked that the notice has been sent to the same address as indicated in the correspondence on the printed letter head of the complainant.  With this the case hereby stands disposed of.
-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


15.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh (Journalist)

Plot No. 80, Premier Enclave

Village Nichi Mangli, P.O-Ramgarh

Ludhiana






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o Deputy Commissioner 

Ludhiana






.....Respondent.

CC No-1163-of 2007: 

Present:
None for complainant



Dalbir Bhardwaj, APIO-cum-Supdt. office of the Deputy  


 
Commission, Ludhiana for the PIO
Order:



Sh. Jasbir Singh vide his complaint dated 15.05.2007 upon 28.06.2007 has submitted that his application under RTI Act dated 16.02.2007 with due payment of fee has not been attended to properly.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. Vide notice dated 27.12.07.  The hearing was fixed for today and both parties informed.



Today, the APIO-cum-Supdt. stated that information on point No. 1 and 2 had been sent to the complainant on 13.04.07. Regarding point no. 3 and 4 which concern a separate PIO, the information was sent on 22.08.2007.  A copy of both was once again sent to the complainant on 11.01.08 and he has acknowledged receipt thereof on the face of the office copy on 14.01.08.  The original of which has shown to me.  Since Sh. Jasbir Singh has not appear today despite notice, it is clear that he is satisfied with the information received.  The case is hereby disposed of.
-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


15.01. 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. I.P Singh

#429, Mota Singh Nagar

Jalandhar






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.O/o Tehsildar

Sales, Jalandhar.





.....Respondent.

CC No-1198-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.
Order:



As none is present from both the parties, it is in the interest of justice that one more opportunity be given to both of them. The case is adjourned to 13.02.08.
-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


15.01. 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shanti Sarup, S/O Late Sh. Pawan Kumar,

Krishnapuri Mohalla, near Sadr Thana Nabha(Patiala).
......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.



.....Respondent.

CC No-1217-of 2007: 
Present:
Sh. Shanti Sarup, complainant in person.



Sh. Gurpreet Singh, DSP, Malerkotla, for the PIO.


Order:



Sh. Shanti Sarup, vide his complaint dated nil received in the office of the State Information Commissioner on 11.7.07 stated that he had sent his application alongwith full documents on 8.6.07 to the D.C.Sangrur. He requested for certain information but the actual application alongwith documents have been sent back to him. Hereafter he sent full papers alongwith documents (two) to the Commission and requested that the information may be got for him through the Commission as he had no confidence in the police that they would supply him the necessary information. He attached the demand draft o Rs. 10/-. A copy of the complaint was sent comprising 8 enclosures, including the operative portion of the judgment of Hon’ble High Court to the PIO, O/O D.C.Sangrur, the date of hearing was fixed  for today and both parties informed.

2.

Today, the APIO-cum-DSP, Malerkotla, Sh. Gurpreet Singh, PPS is present in the court.  He states that he has supplied the information on 6.9.07 to the complainant which has been confirmed by the complainant. However, the complainant states that the information asked for by his has not been supplied. The DSP has also brought along original file and he has stated that Sh. Shanti Sarup is free to have a look at the file and any paper out of it he would like, will be given today itself. Sh. Shanti Sarup has been shown the file. He has asked for certain documents through a written application and the applicant confirms that 
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he has received photocopy thereof today.  It is observed that the complainant had approached the D.C who, he stated returned the concerned papers, but he has not given any proof of having given the papers to D.C. under the RTI act.  Thereafter, he has applied to the Commission for the information with a demand draft of Rs. 10/-. In spite of not having followed the procedure, he has been supplied the information required by him and also allowed the inspection of the file. He has confirmed that he has received copies of the documents that he wants.



Sh. Shanti Sarup has stated the he needs no further information but has expressed his view that he is being needlessly called to Thana again and again due to the machinations of his chacha who is an advocate with whom he has a dispute leading to harassment, mental tension and loss of working time in spite of he police having given an undertaking to withdraw the case before the Hon’ble High Court.  The chacha has made identical complaints to all authorities i.e. the Human Rights Commission, Chief Secretary etc. etc.  The DSP on his part stated that the cancellation report is being sent for the 2nd time to the Magistrate Court through proper channel and they were bound to follow the orders of the Court and had been reinvestigating the matter on the orders of the Court upon objection to the cancellation report by the complainant the said advocate. This was not found to be the case since the same facts were being investigated once again upon complaint from the same advocate/chacha, received this time through the DGP. It has been explained to Sh. Shanti Sarup that it does not lie within the jurisdiction and scope of the Commission to redress his perceived and actual grievance for which he has to approach the Competent Authority in the Executive of the Court.  The Commission can only help him to get the information he needs.  So, armed with the authentic information he can approach the Competent Authority.  With this the case is hereby disposed of.
-Sd-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


15.01. 2008.

