STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R. D. Kalia,

Service Matters Consultant,

Chamber No. 7, SCO: 137-138, 2nd Floor,

Sector: 8-C, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Sagrao Construction Division,

SYL Canal Project, SCO No. 137-138, 

Sector: 22-B, Second Floor,  Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 435/2008

Present:
Shri R. D. Kalia, Complainant, in person.

Shri    Harjit Singh Jawandha, XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that since  the information demanded by the Appellant relates to some other Public Authority,  therefore, he transferred the application of the Appellant to the S.E. Construction Circle No. 1, SYL Canal Project, Punjab, Chandigarh vide his letter No. 281-82/26 Act,2005, dated 25.6.2008. The S.E. Construction  Circle No. 1, SYL Canal Project, Punjab,Chandigarh wrote a letter No. 3655/80-E, dated 8.7.2008  to the XEN-cum-PIO, Sagrao Construction Division, SYL Canal Project, Punjab, Chandigarh,  which is reproduced  as under:
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“ The application received vide your letter under reference is returned herewith in original with the following remarks:-

1. The Part-I(Sr. No. 1 to 11) of the application is questionnaire and does not fall under the provisions o the R.T.I Act.

2. The material sought in the application does not fall under the ‘Definition of Information’ as per RTI Act.

3. The objective of obtaining the material is not clear.”

2.

The XEN-cum-PIO forwarded the information received from S. E. to the Appellant vide  letter No. 1372/26 Act-2005, dated 17.7.2008. The Appellant was not satisfied with the information supplied and thus he filed Second Appeal with the Commission on 26.8.2008.

3.

The PIO-cum-XEN states that Shri Tara Singh, S.E is to appear in this case today but his wife has expired and therefore he is unable to attend the proceedings today. He pleads that the case may be adjourned. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 16.12.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  10.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R. C. Bawa, General Secretary,

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur, District: Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Controller,  Printing & Stationery, Punjab,
Near Verka Chowk,  Mohali.





 Respondent

CC No.2099/2008
Present:
Shri  R. K. Saini, on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Parminder Singh, Deputy Controller-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Parminder Singh, Deputy Controller-cum-APIO states that the information desired by the Complainant is available in the printed form against the price fixed by the Government. The Complainant agrees to pay the price of the printed Notification. The Respondent states that the printed notification is available in the office and the Complainant may be directed to get the same from the office after depositing the necessary charges. It is accordingly directed that Shri R. K. Saini, who has appeared on behalf of the Complainant, will deposit the necessary charges and will get the information from the APIO today and after obtaining the information will inform the Commission.
2.

A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant that he has received the information after depositing the necessary charges.
3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  10.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kewal KrishanTandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1737 /2008
Present:
Shri Kewal KrishanTandon, Complainant, in person.
Shri R.K.Goyal, APIO-cum-Senior Law Officer, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

 Despite the clear directions given on the last date of hearing on 23.10.2008, the PIOs of the office of Principal Secretary Industries and Commerce and Managing Director, PSIEC are not present today. The Commission takes  a serious view of disobedience on the part of the PIOs and direct them again to be present in person on the next date of hearing  alongwith requisite information and explanation for their willful absence. 
2.

The APIO states that the order of the Commission dated 23.10.2008 has not reached the office of M.D., PSIEC  as well as the office of Principal Secretary Industries. It is directed that the APIO will depute some 
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official to collect the order of today’s proceedings from the Commission’s office by hand.

3.

The APIO states that the information relating to Part-B( 1, 2, 3) has been sent to the Complainant by registered post on 30.10.2008. The Complainant states that he has not received the same till today. Therefore, one copy is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today. 
The APIO further states that the information relating to Part-A(6,7) is available in the office of Principal Secretary Industries and Commerce. Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO of the office of Managing Director, PSIEC will collect the information from the office of Principal Secretary Industries and will supply the same to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 


4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02.12.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  10.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Malwinder Singh,

3-Ranjit Bagh, 

Near State College of Education, Patiala.



Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation, 

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 2091/2008

Present:
Shri  Malwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Jaswinder Singh, Building Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Building Inspector, Municipal Corporation, Patiala, submits a written  statement  from the  APIO, Municipal Corporation, Patiala that the complaint dated 27.5.2008  of the Complainant is pending with the office of Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala for an action for violation of approved plan. 
2.

The Complainant submits a copy of a letter addressed to the Mayor and the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala alongwith a copy of the news item published in the Hindustan Times dated 5.9.2008, which  is taken on record. 
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3.

Mayor of the Municipal Corporation Patiala has made following remarks on the complaint of Shri Malwinder Singh, the Complainant:-
“Photographs attached. Visit the site personally immediately & all violations in the construction should be reported to me within two days.








Sd/-








Mayor

M. T. P. 

 
The Complainant states that till today no action has been taken  though he has again met the Mayor with Shri Jaspal Singh, Municipal Councilor on 5.9.2008 but inspite of requests and complaints made to the Mayor and the Commissioner,  no action has been taken to stop the construction of House No. 2, Ranjit Bagh, Patitla. He further states that Municipal Corporation ordered to stop the construction of the said house on 7.2.2008 but again the construction was restarted after 14.2.2008 and it is going on speedily. 
4.

Shri Jaswinder Singh states that as he is to attend some work at Chandigarh,so he has been deputed by the APIO to attend the hearing and pleads that the  case may be adjourned for a period of one month. It is noted with concern that being is a serious matter, as the life and property of the Complainant is at stake, a strict action is required to be taken immediately by the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala.  Violations of the approved plan   
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have been seen from the photographs presented to the Commission today. It is therefore directed that the PIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith information demanded by the Complainant vide his application dated 3.7.2008. It is also directed that the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala may get an inquiry conducted by some senior officer to ascertain as to why action has not been taken to stop the construction of the house and remove the violations. Since no information has been supplied to the Complainant, therefore, PIO is liable to be penalized under RTI Act and the Complainant is also entitled for compensation for the detriment suffered by him
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.11.2008.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala,
Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  10.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Malwinder Singh,

3-Ranjit Bagh, 

Near State College of Education, Patiala.



Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation, 

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 2092/2008

Present:
Shri  Malwinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Jaswinder Singh, Building Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Building Inspector,  appears on behalf of the PIO and submits a written statement from the APIO, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Complainant in the court today. The APIO has stated in his written statement that the information demanded by the Complainant pertains to third party.
2.

The Complainant states that he has demanded information about DPC level and zoning plan  of Plot No. 2 and has not demanded the internal approved plan of the plot. He pleads that since it affects his life and property directly, therefore, it should be supplied to him. He further states that the owner 
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of plot No. 2 has made projections of 6 feet which are not  covered  under bye-laws  of the Municipal Corporation. 

3.

Considering the information demanded by the Complainant not a third party, it is directed that DPC level and the zoning  plan of the plot No. 2 be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

4.

The PIO is liable to be penalized under the RTI Act, 2005 as he has not taken any action within stipulated period for supplying the requisite information to the Complainant since 27.5.2008, the date of filing complaint  by the Complainant  with the PIO. Therefore, the PIO is  directed to be present in person alongwith requisite information on the next date of hearing. He will explain his position for the delay in supplying the information.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.11.2008.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  10.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Kumar S/o Shri Som Nath,

H. No. 2882/08,  Ward No. 7, 

Cinema Road, Sirhind-140406,

Tehsil & District: Fatehgarh Sahib.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Sirhind, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.





 Respondent

CC No. 2117/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf  of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

Since  none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 29.12.2008 in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.)
2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  10.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnam Singh Azad,

B-52, Rose Enclave(Sant Nagar),

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary, PWD(B&R),

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.880/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri G. S. Sahota, PCS, Joint Director Admn., Shri Rajpreet Singh XEN-cum-PIO, Shri Om Parkash Aneja, Superintendent-cum-APIO,Shri Vikas Kohli, Accountant,   office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),  Patiala and  Shri Harchand Singh, Senior Assistant, office of  Secretary, PWD(B&R), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant that he is unable to attend today’s proceedings in the instant case due to back pain and has requested that the hearing may be adjourned for 15 days. 
2.

The PIO  of the office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala states that the case of the Complainant has been sent  to the Accountant General Punjab with due recommendations by  the Executive Engineer, Provincial Division, Ludhiana for preparing the bill as sanction has been  received from the competent authority for retaining the government accommodation beyond the permissible period. 
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3.

It is directed that the PIO of the office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) will send his recommendations to the Accountant General Punjab to settle sub-para relating to the Complainant as the matter regarding unauthorized occupation of Government accommodation by the retiree during his active service has been regularized by the competent authority and resultantly recoveries worked out amounting to Rs. 36512/- against him have been effected and nothing is due against him. It  is also directed that recommendations be made to the Accountant General Punjab to settle the regular pension case and other retiral benefits,  which had been held up  due to audit para.

4.

   The PIO assures the Commission that the recommendations from the Chief Engineer Office will be sent to the Account General Punjab to settle sub-para and to sanction the regular pension case of the Complainant within a week. He also assures that all other retiral benefits will be released immediately to the Complainant. 
5.

Therefore, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 02-12-2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  10.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

# 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension, 

Ludhiana.








Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No.1-2-3, Sector: 17A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1399/2008

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, Complainant, in person. 
Shri A. P. Gupta, PIO-cum-Examiner Local Fund Account,Punjab,  Chandigarh and Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director Audit-cum-APIO, PAU,  Ludhiana, on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 23.10.2008, Shri A.P. Gupta, PIO-cum-Examiner Local Fund Account, Punjab, Chandigarh,  appears before the Commission and submits an affidavit running  into three  sheets, which is taken on record.   He states that in the instant case the competent authority, to take decision on the representation of the Complainant, is Principal Secretary Finance. He further states that the Government has not relaxed the condition of qualification prescribed by the  U.G.C. for Coaches. 
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3.

The Complainant states that the Department has been giving false and mis-leading information from time to time. He further states that as per the directions of the Government and Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, necessary speaking order has been issued by the PAU vide which qualification has been relaxed by the competent authority and Notification for giving Senior Scale to the Coaches has been issued on UGC pattern as a measure personal to them and this will not be applicable to future Coaches. This means that the PAU  has relaxed qualification conditions of Coaches who are already working with the University on the directions of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India and the Management Committee with the rider that it will  not be applicable to future Coaches. 
4.

Shri A. P. Gupta, PIO-cum-Examiner Local Fund Account, Punjab, Chandigarh, states that the matter will be looked into afresh in respect of the application of the Complainant dated 25.5.2008 vide which he has asked for Action Taken Report on his application dated 10.7.2006. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16-12-2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the Comptroller-cum-PIO , Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.
Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  10.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar Gupta, Drawing Teacher,

Street No. 12, Janta Colony, 

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
Treasury Office, Phul, District: Bathinda.




 Respondent

CC No. 2087/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The instant case is identical to the case CC No. 1649/2008, which has been heard and disposed of on 21.10.2008 by Smt. Rupan Deol Bajaj, Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Punjab.  She has sent a copy of the order passed in CC No. 1649/2008  to the undersigned in which it has been made clear that Shri Ashok Kumar, Complainant, has confirmed that the application in both the cases i.e. CC-2087/2008 and CC-1649/2008 is the same. She has  further stated in the order that the undersigned is not required to expend any efforts in CC-2087/2008, being identical with the case CC-1649/2008, being disposed of by her on 21.10.2008.
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  10.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

