STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjeet Singh Pasricha,

# 1243, Sector: 23-B, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

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

PWD(B&R), Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No. 2020/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Ravi Katoch, Senior Assistant, office of Secretary, PWD(B&R);  and Ms. Jagvir Kaur, Senior Assistant , office of Chief Architect Punjab,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the D. P. C. meeting scheduled to be held on 27.11.2008 has been postponed and fixed for 23.12.2008. 

2.

The Respondent further states that the information as per the  

demand of the Complainant has since been supplied to him vide letter No. 19/26/08-BR1(3)/5064, dated 8.12.2008 with a copy to the Commission. He pleads that the information regarding D.P.C. , which is to be held on 23.12.2008, will be supplied after the proceedings of the D. P. C. are approved by the competent authority and requests that the case may be closed. 

3.

The Complainant is not present during second consecutive hearing and the information, as is available on record, has since been supplied to the Complainant. Besides, the Respondent has given assurance  that the information regarding  D. P. C.,  to be held on 23.12.2008,  will be supplied to the Complainant, after the proceedings are approved by the competent authority.

4.

 Therefore, the  case is disposed of. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  16. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjeet Singh Pasricha,

# 5682, Sector: 38 (West),

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 2135/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri Ravi Katoch, Senior Assistant, office of Secretary, PWD(B&R);  and Ms. Jagvir Kaur, Senior Assistant , office of Chief Architect Punjab,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 19/26/08-BR1(3)/5066, dated 8.12.2008, with a copy to the Commission. He pleads that the case may be closed. 

2.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him,  which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied.

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  16. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, 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, Appellant, in person.


Shri  N. S. Anand, S.D.E. on behalf of S. E. , Construction Circle-1, Chandigarh and Smt. Manjeet Kaur, JDM on behalf of XEN, Sagrao Construction Division, Chandigarh.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Appellant is directed to first approach the First Appellate Authority to get his grievances redressed and get the information, asked for by him, vide his application. The Appellant will hand over one copy of the first appeal,  filed by him earlier with the First Appellate Authority,  to the Respondent. 

3.

It is directed that the First Appellate Authority will decide the case of the Appellant after giving him full opportunity.

4.

The case is closed. However, the Appellant is free to file an appeal with the Commission in case he is not satisfied with the verdict of the First Appellate Authority. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





                     Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  16. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkaksh Aggarwal,

M/s Jiwa Ram Om Parkash,

Main Bazar, Kharar, District: Mohali.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Public Instructions(S), Punjab,

SCO No.31, Sector: 17E, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.515 /2006

Present:
Shri Om Parkash Aggarwal, Complainant, in person.
Shri Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, Nodal PIO and Shri Vimal Dev, Senior Assistant,  office of  D. P. I.(SE), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, Nodal PIO of the office of D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh states that he has requested the Commission vide his letter dated 7.12.2008,  which has been received in the office of the Commission against Diary No. 16687, dated 8.12.2008,  that he is looking after the work of 30 Branches and he is dealing with about 2500 cases of RTI. He has further stated  that he has to attend meetings and pursue court cases at the level of Secretariat and Punjab and Haryana High Court. He has pleaded  that since he has been authorizing officers/officials of the Directorate under Section 5(4)(5) of the RTI 

Act, 2005 to supply information, period for making recovery of penalty amount from his salary may be extended beyond January, 2009 as the responsibility of the officials causing delay in the supply of the information, in the instant case, is 
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to be fixed and penalty amount is to be recovered from them.
2.

Shri Vimal Dev, Senior Assistant, makes a submission of the order of the Government dated 20.11.2008 to deduct the penalty amount from the salary of Shri Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, Assistant Director-cum-PIO-cum-OSD at the rate of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand) per month. He has also placed on record a recovery statement deducting Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand ) from the salary of Shri Darshan Singh Dhaliwal for the month of November, 2008. He states that sanction has been accorded by the competent authority to pay Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand) as compensation to the Complainant, which will be paid in due course.  3.

The Complainant states that letter No. b//5/06/993 dated 6.7.2006 from District Education Officer, Ropar  addressed to the Director Private Aided School , office of D.P.I.(SE), Punjab, Chandigarh, copy endorsed to him, has not been duly authenticated. The Respondent assures the Commission that the letter dated 6.7.2006 will be got authenticated today. 





4.

Since the  requisite information stands provided, and the action has been taken as per the directions issued by the Commission, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                         Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  16. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, 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 Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director  Local Audit-cum-APIO,  and Shri Vijay Sharma, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director Local Audit-cum-APIO, office of Examiner Local Fund Account, Punjab, Chandigarh has placed on record two letters dated 11.12.2008 and dated 12.12.2008. The letter dated 11.12.2008 has been issued by the Finance Department to the Examiner Local Fund Account, Punjab, Chandigarh with the following advice:

“ftZs ftGkr tb’A gfjbK ikoh ehsh ;bkj nzLftLgZzLBaL 7/92/96-4 fty 3/7778, fwsh 23.9.03 nB[;ko jh ekotkJh eoB dh ;bkj fdZsh iKdh j? ans/ fJj th ;bkj fdZsh iKdh j? fe fJ; e/; ftu :{Bhtof;Nh nfZXekoh nkgD/ ;wZoE nfXekoh ns/ :{HihH;hH$nkJhH;hHJ/HnkoH gk;’A g{oh i;Nhfce/;aB fdzd/ j’J/ g{ot gqtkBrh b?Dk :ehBh pDkT[D.”

Letter dated 12.12.2008 has been issued by Deputy Controller, Local Audit, 
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P.A.U. Ludhiana to Registrar, P. A. U. Ludhiana reiterating the above advice of the Finance Department and requesting to take immediate necessary action as per the advice of the Finance Department so that the case of the Coaches could be finalized. 

2.

Shri  A. P.  Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account, appeared on the last date of hearing i.e. 10.11.2008 and placed on record an affidavit as per the directions of the Commission but  in the affidavit he has not explained the reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for delay in the supply of requisite information. Therefore, he is directed to submit a fresh affidavit .

3.

The Complainant states that he may be supplied copy  of noting portion of the file vide which the case of the coaches for the higher scale was referred to the Examiner Local Fund Account, Punjab by the University and the Deputy Controller Local Audit, PAU, Ludhiana alongwith recommendations made by the Examiner Local Fund Account while recommending the case to the Government as per the directions of the Commission dated 10.11.2008. 

4.

The Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission the case of Shri Manjit Singh, Welfare Officer, whose case was earlier clubbed  with the case of Coaches for the higher scale. Now his case has  been approved by the Government and benefits of higher scale and selection scale have been released to him by the Government/University. The Respondent states that the information 
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about the case of Shri Manjit Singh will have to be collected from the Deputy Controller, Local Audit, Ludhiana and for that purpose some time may be granted. 

5.

It is accordingly directed that the information, asked for by the Complainant  in para 3 above and the information about the case of Shri Manjit Singh be supplied within a period of 15 days.
6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.01.2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  16. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S.S.Jakhu, Chief Engineer (Retd),

# 315, Sector: 2, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Financial Commissioner Forest &

Wild Life Preservation, Punjab,

7th Floor, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9,Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.2198/2008
Present:
Shri S. S. Jakhu, Complainant, in person. 

Shri Gurbaksh  Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Financial Commissioner Forest, Shri Charanjit Singh, Deputy D.F.O. Ropar and Ms. Harjit Kaur, Clerk, office of Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar Mohali, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The representative of the office of Deputy Commissioner Mohali states that the information running into 33(Thirty three) sheets alongwith one sheet of covering letter has been supplied to Complainant through special messenger. The Complainant states that he has received the information on 15.12.2008 from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.  The Complainant states that in the last column of the Notification issued by the Department of Forest and Wild Life Preservation on 3.2.2003 regarding 16 villages including villages Nada and Karoran,  it has been mentioned that balance area is to 
be notified. The Reports of Halqa Patwari and Kanungo for villages Nada and Karoran have been supplied to the Complainant alongwith information. The
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 Reports of Halqa Patwari and Kanungo are reproduced as under:-



“ ;aqhwkB ih,

p/Bsh j? fe  nkg dk gZso Bzpo 586$n?;H vhH J/H fwsh 10$12$08  ;pzXh fb;N BzpokB  y;ok fgzzv eoZoK 352 Bkb ;akwb ehsh rJh j?. ghHn?bHghHJ/H 1900 dh Xkok 4 ns/ 5 nXhB dZf;nk iKdk j? fe nkg dk j[ew BkfJp sfj;hbdko wkioh ih d/ gZso Bzpo 1572-74$ohvo fwsh 15-7-2003 ns/ BZz 102$cHeH fwsh 22-7-2003 ikoh B’fNfce/;aB BzL 39$118$2002-F-t.III$1486 fwsh 3 cotoh, 2003 w[skfpe fgzv eoZoK d/ 3700 J/eV oepk Bzz{ w[V nZrZ 15 ;kbK bJh Xkok 4 nXhB pzd eoB dk j[ew j’fJnk j? fi; dh ogN Bzpo 1322 fwsh 22-7-2003 okjhA ;kbw fgzv ftu w[;soh w[Bkdh eotkJh rJh ;h. w[;soh w[Bkdh dh fJe Beb ;w/s gZso Tes gk; ekBzBrZ jbek okjhA fogZN G/ih rJh ;h. fJ; sZ fpBK Xkok 4-5 nXhB BzpokB  y;ok dh eZJh ;{uh gqkgs BjhA jZJh. fJj fogZN nrb/oh ekotkJh fjZs g/;a j? ih.










;jh$- gNtkoh, jbek ek;b-352











11-12-2008



“” ;aqhwkB ih,

p/Bsh j? fe nkg dk gZso Bzpo 586$n/?;HvhHJ/H fwsh 10-12-08 ;pzXh f;bN BzpokB y;ok fgzv Bkvk BzL 350 Bkb ;akwb ehsh rJh j? ghH n?;H ghH J/H 1900 dh Xkok 4 ns/ 5 nXhB dZf;nkl iKdk j? fe nkg dk j[ew BkfJp sfj;hbdko wkioh ih d/ gZso BzL 1572-74 ohvo fwsh 15$7$2003 ns/ BzL 102$cHeH fwsh 22-7-03 okjhA B’fNfce/;aB BzL 39$118$2002 F.T. III 1486 w[skfpe fgzv   Bkvk  BzL 350 d/ ;kwb oep/ Bz{ w[ZV ;nZr/ 15 ;kbk bJh Xkok 4 nXhB pzd eoB dk j[ewl j’fJnk j? fi; dh ogN BzL 524 fwsh 15$7$03 okjhA ;kbw fgzv w[;soh w[Bkdh eotkJh rJh. fJ; sZ fpBK Xkok 4-5 nXhB BzpokB y;ok dh e’Jh ;{ih gqkgs BjhA j’Jh fogZN nrb/ j[ewK kftu g/;a j? ih.

(1) ogN lw;asoh wBkdhl dh cZNZ ekgh Bkb ;akwb j?

(2) ;{uh BzpokB y;ok Bkb ;akwb j?.

;jh$- ekBzBrZ “

In the report Halqa Patwari has stated that no Khasra Numbers have been received from the Department of Forest. In this connection Shri Jakhu makes a written statement in the Court today, a copy of which is handed over to the Respondent .
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-
3.

Shri Amit Mishra, DFO Ropar-cum-PIO has sent a fax message to the Commission intimating that on 16.12.2008 i.e. today,  a team of tourism is visiting Ropar District and has requested that he may be exempted from personal appearance on 16.12.2008. He has further requested  that  the case may be adjourned to first week of January,  2009 as he is on leave from 22.12.2008 to 31.12.2008. 

4.

It is directed that the PIO will file an affidavit to the effect that no Khasra numbers have been allotted to Villages Nada and Karoran as has been stated in the reports of Halqa Patwari and Kanungo. 

5.

The Representative, present on behalf of Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali), is directed to supply one copy of the information, supplied to the Complainant, to the PIO of the office of Financial Commissioner, Forest.
6..

While accepting the request of  DFO-cum-PIO for adjournment, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 22.01.2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties.  

                        Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  16. 12. 2008

                 State Information Commissioner

 CC:

1. Divisional Forest Officer, Ropar.



2. Deputy Commissioner, S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali).


