STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Government,

 Punjab, Irrigation & Power Department.     



 Respondent

CC No.453 /2008

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO,Shri Rajmal, Supdt and Shri Baljinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO states that the information as per directions given on the last date of hearing, has been sent to the Complainant through registered letter vide Memo No.17/37/08-2 S.P.3/7506-7507, dated 5th May, 2008 with a copy to the Commission. The Complainant states that he has not received the information. Moreover, copy sent to the Commission has not been received in the Commission Office also.

3.

One photocopy of the information is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today. The Complainant will go through the information supplied to him and will come up with the comments/observations and deficiencies, if any, on the information supplied to him within a week’s time.

4.

The case is fixed for final arguments on 3.6.2008.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





 Sd/



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)






                                              REGISTERED

Shri Rajinder Kumar Garg,

# 3184, Sector: 21-D, Chandigarh.




     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar, Irrigation Branch,

Head Office, Sector: 18, Madhya Marg,

Chandigarh.








Respondent

AC No.126/2008

Present:
Shri Rajinder Kumar Garg, Appellant, in person.
Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was  heard in the morning and the representatives of the Department were  directed to bring the ACR File of the Appellant in the Court in the afternoon today. 

2.

Now at 1.15 P.M. the Appellant is present but the representatives of the Department,  viz.   Shri Harbans Singh, Superintendent  and Shri Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant,  have not turned up to attend the court proceedings despite the  directions given in the morning. The Commission has taken a serious view of this. Accordingly, it is directed to take necessary  disciplinary action against the officials for disobeying the orders of the Commission and to  intimate to the Commission the  action taken against them before the next date of hearing.  
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3.

 The Appellant states that he had filed First Appeal with the Appellate Authority on 30.1.2008. The Appellate Authority had decided the case vide his office order No. 131-M/ 2- WC/491-92, dated 28.2.2008/4.3.2008. He further states that the Appellate Authority after hearing both the parties directed

 the PIO-cum-Registrar to supply the requisite information to him by 12.3.2008 but the PIO has not supplied the information and hence he had to file Second Appeal with the Commission on 13.3.2008. 

4.

The Appellant further submits that the information has been deliberately delayed. The Respondent-PIO is accordingly directed to show cause as to why penalty be not imposed upon the PIO for deliberately delaying the information in spite of the directions given by the First Appellate Authority, i.e. Director, Water Cell, Irrigation Department, Punjab, Chandigarh, vide his order No. 131/M/ 2-WC/491-92,  dated 28.2.2008/ 4.3.2008. 

5.

The Appellant brings  to the notice of the Commission that ACRs are with Chief Engineer Shri R.K.Goyal. It is accordingly  directed that Shri R.K.Goyal , Chief Engineer, will appear, in person, on the next date of hearing and will submit action taken report against the said officials, who have not attended the Court proceedings today in the afternoon despite the  directions of the Commission  given in the morning. The PIO is also directed to  attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing along with requisite information. 
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6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.5.2008.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri R.K. Goyal, Chief Engineer Irrigation, Sector: 18, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh, by registered post.
Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Special Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Department of Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 179 /2008

Present:
Shri M.R.Singla, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO, Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent , Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Superintendent, and Smt. Nirmal Rani, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Vide his application dated 13.6.2007, the Complainant has sought  information from the Respondent-PIO on various points detailed therein. The information demanded relates to: 

(i)
Seniority list of PSE-II Officers as per the PSE, Class-II Rules, 1941 which has been sent to the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala as per the directions in CWP No.12636/93, dated 24.12.1998. 

(ii)
 Copy of approval granted in respect of Shri V.K.Mantrao, Temporary Engineer ( now Chief Engineer Canals) vide which his six months training period, two years probation period and maximum service period of five years at a time and that too against

 non-pensionable post was granted by Punjab Government to be

 eligible for pension/pensionary benefits as well as eligible for promotion to the rank of XEN/SE/CE without necessary approval from PPSC Patiala for his appointment in PSE II as per PSE II Rules 1941,  before such promotions.
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(iii)
Dates of promotion/dates of taking charge of the posts of XEN/SE/CE by Shri V.K.Mantrao, now CE Canals, along with dates from which he has drawn pay in the scale of the posts of XEN/SE/CE.

3.           The Respondent-PIO states that the information relating to the complaint dated 13.6.2007 has since been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo No.34/16/07-3SP2/4779, dated 17.3.2008.

4.

The Complainant states that the information supplied to him is neither sufficient nor as per his demand. He further pleads that the Department be directed to supply him a copy of the promotion order of Shri V.K.Mantrao as XEN during the year 1982 and Shri A.D.S.Anandpuri as SDO during the year 1980. The Respondent-PIO states that the copies of the orders, demanded by the Complainant, will be supplied to him within a period of three weeks. It is accordingly directed that the copies of the promotion orders of Shri V.K.Mantrao as XEN and Shri A.D.S.Anandpuri as SDO during the year 1982 and 1980 respectively, be supplied to the Complainant latest by 31st May, 2008. It is also directed that the remaining information as per the demand of the Complainant be provided to him by 31st May, 2008.

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 10.6.2008.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Addl. Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Department of Irrigation,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.184 /2008

Present:
Shri M. R. Singla, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO, Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent , Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Superintendent , and Mrs. Nirmal Rani, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant had sought information on various points from the Respondent-PIO vide his application dated 21.5.2007. The Respondent-cum-APIO states that the information has since been supplied as per the demand of the Complainant. The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him.   The Respondent-cum-APIO  further pleads that the Complainant may be directed to visit the office of the Secretary Irrigation & Power on any working day to inspect/identify  the required  record relating to the 

 instant case so that the requisite  information could  be supplied to the Complainant. On the other hand, the Complainant states that he has already
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 visited the office of the Secretary Irrigation and Power and Chief Engineer Irrigation a number of times, but the relevant files have  not been put up to him  for inspection/identification of the required  record. 

3.

Accordingly, on the mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that the PIO/APIO will bring all the relevant files/record  relating to the instant case in the office Chamber of the State Information Commissioner, Punjab ( SCO No.32-33-34, Sector;17C, Chandigarh) on 25.6.2008 at 10.30 AM along with the dealing Assistants for inspection /identification of the record by the Complainant.

4.

The case is fixed for inspection/identification  of the record  by the Complainant and for further hearing  on 25.6.2008 at 10.30 AM in the Chamber of State Information Commissioner, Punjab ( SCO No.32-33-34, Sector: 17C, Chandigarh).


5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the Principal Secretary, Irrigation & Power, Punjab, Chandigarh.

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Addl. Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Department of Irrigation,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.185 /2008

Present:
Shri M. R. Singla, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO, Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent , Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Superintendent , and Mrs. Nirmal Rani, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant had sought information on various points from the Respondent-PIO vide his application dated 13.6.2007. The Respondent-cum-APIO states that the information has since been supplied as per the demand of the Complainant. The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him.   The Respondent-cum-APIO  further pleads that the Complainant may be directed to visit the office of the Secretary Irrigation & Power on any working day to inspect/identify  the required  record relating to the 

 instant case so that the requisite  information could  be supplied to the Complainant. On the other hand, the Complainant states that he has already
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   -2-
 visited the office of the Secretary Irrigation and Power and Chief Engineer Irrigation a number of times, but the relevant files have  not been put up to him  for inspection/identification of the required  record. 

3.

Accordingly, on the mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that the PIO/APIO will bring all the relevant files/record  relating to the instant case in the office Chamber of the State Information Commissioner, Punjab ( SCO No.32-33-34, Sector;17C, Chandigarh) on 25.6.2008 at 10.30 AM along with the dealing Assistants for inspection /identification of the record by the Complainant.

4.

The case is fixed for inspection/identification  of the record  by the Complainant and for further hearing  on 25.6.2008 at 10.30 AM in the Chamber of State Information Commissioner, Punjab ( SCO No.32-33-34, Sector: 17C, Chandigarh).


5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the Principal Secretary, Irrigation & Power, Punjab, Chandigarh.

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Addl. Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Department of Irrigation,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.180 /2008

Present:
Shri M. R. Singla, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO, Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent , Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Superintendent , and Mrs. Nirmal Rani, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant had sought information on various points from the Respondent-PIO vide his application dated 7.5.2007. The Respondent-cum-APIO states that the information has since been supplied as per the demand of the Complainant. The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him.   The Respondent-cum-APIO  further pleads that the Complainant may be directed to visit the office of the Secretary Irrigation & Power on any working day to inspect/identify  the required  record relating to the 

 instant case so that the requisite  information could  be supplied to the Complainant. On the other hand, the Complainant states that he has already
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   -2-
 visited the office of the Secretary Irrigation and Power and Chief Engineer Irrigation a number of times, but the relevant files have  not been put up to him  for inspection/identification of the required  record. 

3.

Accordingly, on the mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that the PIO/APIO will bring all the relevant files/record relating to the instant case in the office Chamber of the State Information Commissioner, Punjab ( SCO No.32-33-34, Sector;17C, Chandigarh) on 25.6.2008 at 10.30 AM along with the dealing Assistants for inspection /identification of the record by the Complainant.

4.

The case is fixed for inspection/identification  of the record  by the Complainant and for further hearing  on 25.6.2008 at 10.30 AM in the Chamber of State Information Commissioner, Punjab ( SCO No.32-33-34, Sector: 17C, Chandigarh).


5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the Principal Secretary, Irrigation & Power, Punjab, Chandigarh.

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Addl. Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Department of Irrigation,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.178 /2008

Present:
Shri M. R. Singla, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO, Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent , Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Superintendent , and Mrs. Nirmal Rani, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant had sought information on various points from the Respondent-PIO vide his application dated 19.4.2007. The Respondent-cum-APIO states that the information has since been supplied as per the demand of the Complainant. The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him.   The Respondent-cum-APIO  further pleads that the Complainant may be directed to visit the office of the Secretary Irrigation & Power on any working day to inspect/identify  the required  record relating to the 

 instant case so that the requisite  information could  be supplied to the Complainant. On the other hand, the Complainant states that he has already
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   -2-
 visited the office of the Secretary Irrigation and Power and Chief Engineer Irrigation a number of times, but the relevant files have  not been put up to him  for inspection/identification of the required  record. 

3.

Accordingly, on the mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that the PIO/APIO will bring all the relevant files/record relating to the instant case in the office Chamber of the State Information Commissioner, Punjab (SCO No.32-33-34, Sector; 17C, Chandigarh) on 25.6.2008 at 10.30 AM along with the dealing Assistants for inspection /identification of the record by the Complainant.

4.

The case is fixed for inspection/identification  of the record  by the Complainant and for further hearing  on 25.6.2008 at 10.30 AM in the Chamber of State Information Commissioner, Punjab ( SCO No.32-33-34, Sector: 17C, Chandigarh).


5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the Principal Secretary, Irrigation & Power, Punjab, Chandigarh.

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.K.Tandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.1168 & 1055 /2007
Present:
Shri K.K.Tandon, Complainant, in person and Shri Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Jagjiwan Singh, Accounts Officer(Estate) on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, i.e. 22.4.2008, the Respondent makes a submission of a letter bearing No.PSIEC/RTI/1861-63, dated 9.5.2008 enclosing a photo-copy of the original Affidavit given by Accounts Officer (Estate) duly authenticated by the Notary Public, a photo-copy of which duly authenticated by the APIO is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today.

2.

The Estate Officer will also supply the noting portion vide which the Account Officer (Estate) has been authorized to file an Affidavit in the instant case. The Advocate on behalf of the Complainant pleads that more time be given to study the affidavit.

3.

 The request of the Advocate on behalf of the Complainant is accepted and one more chance is given to the Complainant to study the affidavit supplied to him today.

4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 12.6.2008.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er Jugal Kishore,

Deputy Executive Engineer (Retd),

# 858, Sector: 8, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

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

2nd Floor, Mini Sectt., Punjab,

Sector: 9, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.286 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Jaswant Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied through registered letter vide Memo No.3/16/02-J;1(4)/1779 dated 8.5.2008 running into eleven sheets along with the noting portion.

2.

The Complainant is not present for the second time. The Respondent pleads that the necessary information as per the demand of the Complainant has since been supplied, the case may be closed.

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: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbaksh Singh,

1-162, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o P.S.I.E.C. Udyog Bhawan,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 583 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri S.K.Gupta, Estate Officer and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Vide his application dated 15.1.2008, the Complainant has sought information relating to transfer of Plots No.E-402 and E-383,Phase-VI, Dhandari Kalan, Focal Point, Ludhiana during  the year 1991, 1992 and 1993. 

2.

The Respondent states that being the third party information, the owners of the Plots No. E-402 and E-383 have been requested to inform whether  the information regarding their plots should be provided to the Complainant or not.. He further states that owners of the Plots have given in writing that no information relating to their Plots be made available to the Complainant. The Respondent-APIO states that the Complainant has been informed accordingly vide letter Nos.PSIEC/RTI/17904, dated 26.3.2008 and PSIEC/RTI/18039, dated 28.3.2008.  A  copy each  of these two letters has  been taken on record. 
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3.

The Respondent-APIO pleads that since the owners of plots have not given their consent to provide information to the Complainant, the information, being third party, cannot be supplied to the Complainant and he further pleads that the case may be closed/dismissed.

4.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



 Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                               Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


                   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

# 126, Model Gram,Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,Ludhiana.



Respondent

CC No.246 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of Complainant.



Shri S.P.Garg, XEN-cum- PIO on behalf of the Respondent.           
ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 1.4.2008 in which one more opportunity was given to the Complainant to pursue the case, if he so desires.

2.

The Respondent-PIO states that since the information stands supplied to the Complainant, the case be closed.

3.

Since the Complainant is not present on the second time, he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, case be closed.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbaksh Singh,

# 10162, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC No.584 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO pleads that as the information demanded by the Complainant has been supplied, the case may be closed.

2.

Being the first hearing, one more opportunity is given to get his version of proceedings, if he so desires.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 3.6.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Puran Chand,

ViPO: Baluana, Tehsil: Abohar,

District: Ferozepur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Engineer,

PWRM & DC, Canal Colony,

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC No.270/2008

Present:
Shri Puran Chand, Complainant, in person.


Shri Nirmail Singh, Clerk on behalf of the PIO/Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information running into 21 (Twenty-one) sheets including one page of covering letter has been handed over to the Complainant in the Court today.

2.

The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied, the case may be closed.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Addl Secretary to Government,Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigharh.




 Respondent

CC No.186 /2008

Present:
Shri M.R.Singla, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO, Shri Raj Mal, Supdt, Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Supdt and Mrs.Nirmal Rani, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Vide his application dated 13.6.2007, the Complainant has sought information from the Respondent-PIO on various points detailed therein. It was also mentioned that the information relating to Rules/Law/Govt. instructions and PSE-II Rules, 1941 be supplied.

3.

The Complainant has demanded the fate of the proposal of 379 officers which was sent to Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala vide letter No.22/241/93-3SP2/2970, dated 17.2.1999 in compliance of the order of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court dated 24.12.1998 in CWP No.12636/93.

4.

The Respondent-PIO states that the information as is available on the record has since been supplied to the Complainant. He further states that a
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 meeting under the Chairmanship of Principal Secretary Irrigation and Power was held in which the Complainant was also invited to participate in the proceedings of the meeting. The proceedings were signed by the Complainant and on the basis of the proceedings, a proposal has been sent to the  PPSC  Patiala for taking necessary action for regularization of the temporary Engineers,i.e. JEs/Draftsmen and AMIE etc. A copy of the proceedings of the meeting was also supplied to the Complainant.

5.

It is directed that the PIO/APIO will submit an affidavit that no such information is available on the record as has been demanded by the  Complainant vide his application dated  13.6.2007. The Affidavit will be submitted by the PIO before the next date of hearing. 

6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 26.6.2008.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 13.05.2008


           State Information Commissioner

