STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Manjit Kaur, Sarpanch,
Gram Panchayat, Dialpura,
Block-Dera Bassi,

Mohali.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,
Deptt of Rural Devp & Panchayat,

Chandigarh.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 1861 of 2007

Present :
(i) Sh. Ajaib Singh on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Dharampal, Superintendent, Director Panchayat on behalf of 
  the Respondent
ORDER


Heard
2.
Complainant states that as per item no. 6 of his application, he wants to know about the ‘action taken’ on his request to Secretary, Rural Development & Panchayats. Respondent states that no such application exists in their record and wants a copy of the same, so that he may locate the relevant record and give the necessary reply before the next date of hearing. Complainant is, therefore, directed to supply a copy of his application submitted to Secretary, Dept. of Rural Development & Panchayat, Pb. Chandigarh.
3.
Adjourned to 15.02.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hardeep Singh,
S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

C/o M/s Ishar Singh & Sons,

Manjith Mandi,

Amritsar.

    ……………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
M.C. Amritsar.

……………………..Respondent

AC No. 325 of 2007

Present
(i)  Sh. Hardeep Singh, Appellant 


(ii) Sh. Sandeep Khunger, Advocate, Sh. S.S.Bhatia, APIO cum 


     Municipal Town Planner O/o Commissioner, M.C. Amritsar on 


      behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER


Heard
2.
The required information has been supplied to the Appellant by the Respondent today before me. The Appellant has gone through it and is satisfied with the information supplied.

.3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

C/o M/s Ishar Singh & Sons,

Manjith Mandi,

Amritsar.
    ……………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

M.C. Amritsar.

……………………..Respondent

AC No. 323 of 2007

Present
(i)  Sh. Hardeep Singh, Appellant 


(ii) Sh. Sandeep Khunger, Advocate, Sh. S.S.Bhatia, APIO cum 


     Municipal Town Planner O/o Commissioner, M.C. Amritsar on 


      behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER


Heard

2.
The required information has been supplied to the Appellant by the Respondent today before me. The Appellant has gone through it and is satisfied with the information supplied.

.3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

C/o M/s Ishar Singh & Sons,

Manjith Mandi,

Amritsar.

    ……………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

M.C. Amritsar.


……………………..Respondent

AC No.322 of 2007

Present
(i)  Sh. Hardeep Singh, Appellant 


(ii) Sh. Sandeep Khunger, Advocate, Sh. S.S.Bhatia, APIO cum 


     Municipal Town Planner O/o Commissioner, M.C. Amritsar on 


      behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER


Heard

2.
The required information has been supplied to the Appellant by the Respondent today before me. The Appellant has gone through it and is satisfied with the information supplied.

.3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

C/o M/s Ishar Singh & Sons,

Manjith Mandi,

Amritsar.

    ……………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

M.C. Amritsar.

……………………..Respondent

AC No. 326 of 2007

Present
(i)  Sh. Hardeep Singh, Appellant 


(ii) Sh. Sandeep Khunger, Advocate, Sh. S.S.Bhatia, APIO cum 


     Municipal Town Planner O/o Commissioner, M.C. Amritsar on 


      behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER


Heard

2.
The required information has been supplied to the Appellant by the Respondent today before me. The Appellant has gone through it and is satisfied with the information supplied.

.3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

C/o M/s Ishar Singh & Sons,

Manjith Mandi,

Amritsar.
    ……………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,
Local Govt. Deptt,

Chandigarh


……………………..Respondent

AC No. 321 of 2007

Present
(i) Sh. Hardeep Singh, Appellant


(ii) Sh. Hakam Singh, Superintendent cum APIO on behalf of the 


     Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
Respondent states that the application for information made by the Appellant is not available in his office. According to him, the Appellant was requested vide letter dated 17.12.07 to supply a copy of the application so that necessary action could be taken. This was followed by a reminder dated 24.01.08, but the Appellant has not, as yet, supplied a copy of his application for information. Appellant, is therefore, directed to supply a copy of the application to the Respondent. 

3.
Adjourned to 28.02.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

C/o M/s Ishar Singh & Sons,

Manjith Mandi,

Amritsar.

    ……………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Deptt,

Chandigarh

……………………..Respondent

AC No.324 of 2007

Present
(i) Sh. Hardeep Singh, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Hakam Singh, APIO cum Suptd. O/o Principal Secretary, 


      Local Govt. Deptt., Chandigarh on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER



Heard
2.

In this Appeal preferred by the Appellant before the Commission, he has quite elaborately tried to impugn the validity of the appointment/ promotion of Sh. Sanjiv Soni as Law Assistant / Legal Advisor in the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. In the backdrop of the facts set out by him in the Appeal and the various submissions made therein, he has prayed that the matter regarding the illegal appointment/promotion of Sh. Sanjiv Soni be got enquired into by the Akali/BJP Government in an impartial manner.  The prayer made in this Appeal is obviously beyond the purview of the jurisdiction of the Commission under Sections 18 and 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.  I shall, however, deal with this matter with reference to the Appellant’s application dated 23.07.07 for information   made to the Respondent.  
3.

In his application for information, the Appellant has demanded the copies of ‘file notings’ and the ‘decision/action taken report’ on his complaint dated 08.06.07 diarized at no. 2316 in relation to an  allegedly illegal promotion of Sh. Sanjiv Soni by the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  

4.

Vide his letter dated 25.01.08, addressed to the Chief Information Commissioner (Pb.), the Superintendent-cum-Asstt. Public Information Officer of the Department of Local Govt. (Pb) has intimated that copies of the noting (page no. 24) dealing with the complaint of the Appellant  and the letters sent  by the office of the Department  to the Municipal Council, Amritsar consequent to the decision taken as per the noting referred to above have been supplied to the Appellant.  It is also intimated that the case is being given due attention and as and when a final decision/ outcome on the grievance of the Appellant, is received from the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, he shall be informed thereabout forthwith.  

5.

It, thus, appears that information sought by the Appellant, as per his application dated 23.07.07 made to the Respondent, has been partly supplied to him and the Respondent has undertaken to deliver the remaining information regarding the final outcome of his complaint on receipt of the relevant materials from the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  

6.

Mr. Vikas Kumar Sandhir, Advocate appears and states that he represents Mr. Sanjiv Soni, Legal Advisor, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar and submits that he is entitled to be heard in the case inasmuch as the information sought is of personal nature and is thus, exempt under Section 8(1)(j) RTI Act, 2005. Since the information sought relates to Mr. Sanjiv Soni, I permitted his counsel to make his submission.  The exemption sought is under Section 8(1)(j) on the plea that it is of personal nature and the disclosure thereof has no relationship with any public activity or interest.  On the question that the information sought is of personal nature, I am inclined to agree with the Ld. Counsel for Mr. Sanjiv Soni.  However, I cannot accede to the submission that the information sought herein has no relationship with any public activity or interest.  The information sought relates to the alleged illegalities / irregularities in the appointment/promotion of Mr. Sanjiv Soni as the Legal Advisor in the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. Municipal Corporations are indisputably entrusted with functions of grave public importance and in their activities, the public has a vital interest.  The various officers / officials of the Municipal Corporations perform  varied nature of duties with a view to ensure that the Corporations can achieve their objectives in consonance with the Statutory and Constitutional prescriptions and commands.  In this view of the matter, it is beyond comprehension as to how the manner in which appointments/ promotions are made by the Municipal Corporations is a matter which has no relationship to any public activity or interest.  I, accordingly, reject the prayer made by the Ld. Counsel for Mr. Sanjiv Soni and hold that the information sought is not exempt from disclosure under Section 8(1)(j) RTI Act 2005.  
7.

I, therefore, direct the Respondent to inform the Complainant about the final outcome of his complaint on receipt of the same from the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The Appeal stands disposed of.

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balwinder Singh,
S/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

Vill- Kheri Jattan,

Amargarh, Tehsil-Dhuri.

    ………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal,
Akal Degree College,

Mustuana Sahib,

Sangrur.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 1518 of 2007

Present
(i) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jagjit singh Komal, Principal, Akal Degree College, Sangrur 


    on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard
2.
Respondent states that the required information has already been sent to the Complainant by Registered post. Complainant states that he has not received the information so far. Respondent has been directed to hand over a copy of the same to the Complainant. Complainant will go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, on the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 15.02.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Karnail Singh,
Sub Divisional Engineer,

P.S.I.E.C Ltd, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.
    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o M.D,
P.S.I.E.C Ltd,

Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17, CHD.


……………………..Respondent

CC No.1561 of 2007

Present
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


(ii) Sh. Om Pal Singh, Sr. Assistant, O/o M.D., PSIEC Ltd. on behalf 

     of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
 The Respondent states that the subject matter of this case is the same as in CC-2115 of 2007.  CC-2115 of 2007 has already been decided by Sh. P.K. Verma SIC vide his order dated 27.12.2007. I have gone through the contents of   the complaint decided by Sh. P. K Verma and find that the contents thereof and the instant complaint are exactly the same. No further action, therefore, is called for in this case.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tanvi Dhiman,

D/o Sh. Varinder Kumar,

# 2882/8, Cinema Road,

Sirhind, Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib. 
    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,
S.C.E.R.T,

SCO-66-67, Sec-17/E,

Chandigarh.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.1528 of 2007

Present
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


(ii) Sh. Satish Kumar, Sr. Assistant & Mr. Manjit Singh, APIO cum 


     Registrar Examinations on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
Respondent states that the required information has  been sent to the Director, Guru Nanak Dev College of Education vide their letter No. 523-2/1-2007 dated 02.08.07 and that the Complainant has also been informed vide memo No, 2/1-2007 Examination (2). Copy of the same has also been sent to the Commission. Complainant is not present and has sent a letter intimating that she is not in a position to join the proceedings on account of poverty. 
3.
Since the information has been supplied, no further action is required. Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                             (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tarlochan Singh,
R/o Vill- Kuthala,

Tehsil-Malerkotla,

Distt-Sangrur.
    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sr.Medical Officer,
Civil Hospital,

Ahmedgarh.

……………………..Respondent

CC No.1505 of 2007
Present
(i) Sh. Tarlochan Singh, Complainant


(ii) Dr. K.S. Khurana, Sr. Medical Officer, CHC, Ahmedgarh
ORDER


Heard
2.
Respondent states that the information relating to the entries in OPD register of the patients for 16th, 17th and 18th of Octber, 2000 is not available as the record was with Sh. Basant Singh who has died. And after his death, the record could not be located. Complainant states that the death of Sh. Basant Singh has nothing to do with his complaint, as the information demanded relates to the period after the death of Sh. Basant Singh.

3.
Respondent is directed to verify and intimate the date of death of Sh. Basant Singh and also to produce the O.P.D. register opened after the death of Sh. Basant Singh before the Commission on next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 15.02.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                              (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  25th January, 2008
