STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Kumar,

S/o Shri Ramji Dass,

W. No. 15, Master Colony,

Maur Mandi, District: Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o S. D. E. , Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage

Division No. 4, Bathinda.






 Respondent

CC No.2265 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


Shri Jagmohan Singh, S.D.E.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that the information stands supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 446, dated 27.6.2008. He further states that the Complainant asked for some clarification  and the same has also been provided to him vide letter No. 500 dated 9.7.2008. 

2.

It is directed that a copy of D. O. letter written by the Deputy Commissioner  Bathinda  to Shri N. D. Bawa, Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sewerage Board, Bathinda authorizing him to make necessary changes in  the D. P. R.  be also sent to the Complainant to remove his apprehensions. 

3.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.01.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  26.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harmandeep Singh,

S/o Shri Darshan Singh,

B-16, Sewerage Board Colony, 

C-Block, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Galiara Project, Town Hall Building,

Municipal Corporation Complex, Amritsar.



 Respondent

CC No.2275 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  Sarabjit Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 21.11.2008 has intimated the Commission that  the information required by him has been received by him and he does not want to pursue the case further. 

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:  26.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Deepak Batra,

S/o Shri R. D. Batra, 

V&PO: Pakhowal, District: Ludhiana.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Council for Citrus & Juicing in Punjab,

SCO No. 358-359, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh – 160034.

 Respondent

AC No. 477/2008

Present:
Shri  Sandeep Kumar, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Karanbir Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Ld. Counsel on behalf of the Respondent states that the information running into 413 pages has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter dated 22.5.2008. The Appellant confirms that he has received the information and states that he has sent his observations/comments to the Commission. One copy of  his observations/comments is handed over to the Ld. Counsel for the Respondent. 

2.

It is directed that the Respondent will go through the comments/observations  submitted by the Appellant and will send his response, if any, to the Appellant, with a copy to the Commission.
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3.

The Appellant states that a complaint  filed by him in CC No. 246/2008 is being heard by Hon’ble  SIC  Lt. Gen. P. K. Grover and is fixed for further hearing on 2.12.2008. He requests that the instant case may also be transferred to the same Bench.  

4.

If worthy C. I. C. approves, the instant case AC-477/2008 may be transferred to the Bench of Hon’ble S. I. C. Lt. Gen. P. K. Grover, on the request of the Appellant.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh for seeking appropriate orders from the worthy C. I. C. on the request of the Appellant.  


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  26.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Kapoor,

# 768, Sunny Enclave,

Extension - 6
, Desu Majra,

Kharar, District: Mohali.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Industries & Commerce,

Punjab, 17-Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC No. 474/2008

Present:
Shri Ashok Kapoor, Appellant in person. 

Shri Jaspal Singh, APIO, Shri Berjinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Smt. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information as per the demand of the Appellant has been supplied to him except the Action Taken Report against the officials, who have  delayed  his pension case for three months, which was to be sent to the Accountant General Punjab. 

3.

The Complainant states that   his gratuity has been released after a period of six months of his retirement and he has demanded interest for the delayed payment of his gratuity.
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4.

The Respondent states that they had written to all  the Sections of the Departments on 26.2.2007  to issue  NOC in the favour of the Appellant  vide Memo. No. R-1/3/2735/II/1531-B, dated 26.2.2007 with a copy to the Appellant. 

5.

From the perusal of the file  it is noticed that on noting page No. 101 the Store Keeper has indicated on 24.10.2007 that  two calculators are pending with the Appellant . Shri Berjinder Singh, Dealing Assistant states that this fact was conveyed to the Appellant through Shri Sital Singh, Senior Assistant, who has worked in the Department and the Appellant was asked to visit the office to deposit the calculators. He further states that  the Appellant attended the office on 29.10.2007 and met  Shri Sat Pal Sandhu, Store Keeper, who again signed on the noting page No. 101 after making some changes,   which still shows that two calculators are standing in the name of the Appellant. 

6.

The Appellant states that he had not received any message through Shri Sital Singh and he did not attend the office on 29.10.2007.

7.

A perusal of noting page 101 reveals that two words in the noting of the Store Keeper has been spoiled with ink making them illegible. Therefore, it is directed that an inquiry may be conducted by a Senior Officer to ascertain whether these two words on the noting page No. 101 have been spoiled with malafide attention to harass the Appellant.   After the completion of the inquiry, an inquiry report be sent to the Commission and to the Appellant  and action be
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 taken against the defaulting officer/official as per Conduct Rules of the Punjab Government. 

8.

The request of the Appellant for the  interest on the late payment of gratuity, pension etc. may be decided by the Department as per    Government Rules/Instructions. 

9.

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

10.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Principal Secretary, Industries & Commerce, Punjab, Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh for conducting an inquiry in the matter.

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  26.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sunil Kumar Khosla, Senior Auditor,

Rural Development & Panchayats Department,

Punjab, SCO No.  112-113, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, SCO No. 112-113, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC No.472/2008

Present:
Shri Sunil Kumar Khosla, Appellant,  in person.


Shri  Mewa Singh Purkhali, Under Secretary Rural Development; Smt. Usha Kwatra, Superintendent, R.D-3 Branch;  Shri Sudhir Kumar Malhotra, Senior Assistant; Smt. Nachhatra Devi, Senior Assistant, R.D-1 Branch, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Sunil Kumar Khosla, Appellant, filed an application with the PIO-cum-Under Secretary to Government of Punjab, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats on 1.8.2008 and demanded information on four points.  He has  requested  in his application that he may be allowed to inspect the files. 

2.

The PIO-cum-Under Secretary  sent some information vide letter No. 3115 dated 28.8.2008. The Appellant was not satisfied with the 
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information supplied to him and filed an appeal with  the First Appellate Authority on 2.9.2008. 

3.

The Respondent replied to the Appellant on 19.9.2008 that the original file is with the higher officers and the information will be supplied after receiving the file back from the higher officers.  The Respondent states that a letter was sent to the Appellant by hand but he refused to accept the same.

4.

The Appellant states that he has requested in his original application that he wants to inspect the file to identify the specific documents required by him. 

5.

On the mutual consent of both the parties, It is directed that the Appellant will  visit the office of Shri Mewa Singh Purkhali, APIO-cum-Under Secretary on 1.12.2008 at 11.00 A.M. to inspect/identify the required documents and necessary charges will be paid by the Appellant for the inspection of record.  The APIO will make necessary  arrangement for inspection of record and after the inspection/identification,  will supply the required documents, duly authenticated,  to the Appellant

6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 

11. 12. 2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  26.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Lachhman Singh,

H. No. 58, Street No. 9,

Malhotra Colony, Ropar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Soil Conservation Division,

SCF No. 17, Ist Floor, Phase-V, Mohali.




 Respondent

CC No. 2257/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Balbir Singh, Forest Ranger-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO-cum-Forest Ranger states that he has recently been promoted and posted in this Division.  He further states that Shri Lachhman Singh, the Complainant,  has been informed by Divisional Forest Officer, Soil Conservation Mohali vide letter No. 1626 dated 28.2.2008 that Soil  Conservation Division Mohali came into existence in the month of May, 2005 and the record of other Divisions has not been transferred to this Division. Therefore the information demanded by him is not available in this Division . Hence, the  Indian Postal Order sent by the Complainant  as application fees,  has been returned to him. 
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2.

It is strange to note that Shri Naresh Kumar Mahajan, Divisional Forest Officer, Mohali,  has not studied the R.T.I. Act, 2005. If the requisite information is not available in his office, he should have transferred the application of the Complainant to the concerned Public Authority, where the information is available, under intimation to the Complainant.  It is a serious lapse on the part of the Divisional Forest Officer. Therefore,  Shri Naresh Kumar, D.F.O. is directed to appear in person in the instant case on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to why action should not be taken against him for denying information and not transferring the application of the Complainant to the concerned Public Authority as per the provisions of R. T. I. Act, 2005.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.12.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  26.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner



The Complainant reaches the office of the Commission after the hearing in the instant case is over. He has been informed about the next date of hearing.









     Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  26.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Lachhman Singh,

H. No. 58, Street No. 9,

Malhotra Colony, Ropar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Kandi Area & Special Secretary-cum-

Chief Conservator of Forests(Hills) Punjab, 

SCO No. 1028-29, Sector: 22-B, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 2256/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Rajinder Kumar, Administrative Officer-cum-PIO, office of Chief Conservator of Forest(Hills) and  Shri Tasrsem Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Divisional Forest Officer, Wild Life Division, Hoshiarpur,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that all units of Soil Conservation Kandi had been closed during the year 1999 and the record had been transferred to the Divisional Forest Officer, Wild Life Division, Hoshiarpur. He further states that being the record very old, it is difficult to trace the requisite record required by the Complainant.  He requests that the Complainant may be directed to inspect the record in the office of Divisional Forest Officer,  Wild Life Division, Hoshiarpur on any working day between 11.00 A.M. and 4.00 P.M.

2.

It is accordingly directed that the Complainant will visit the office of 
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Divisional Forest Officer, Wild Life Division, Hoshiarpur on 17.12.2008 at 11.00 A.M. to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him and the APIO will make necessary arrangements for the inspection of the record and will supply the requisite documents to the Complainant identified by him after the inspection. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.12.2008 in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Divisional Forest Officer, Wild Life Division, Hoshiarpur. 

                     
Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  26.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

            The Complainant reaches the office of the Commission after the hearing in the instant case is over. He has been informed about the next date of hearing.









Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  26.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagat Singh, 

H. No. B-3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk Post Office,

Opposite Sanatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur-146001.







Complainant







Vs

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

Department of Public Works, (B&R-3 Branch),

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 2247/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Balinder Kumar, A.E., Shri Harbhajan Singh, S. D. E.-cum-APIO, Shri Gurdev Singh, Superintendent,  office of Construction Division, Hoshiarpur and Shri Ashok Rana, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary, PWD(B&R), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ashok Rana, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary, PWD(B&R) states that the information running into 1555 pages is ready for supply to the Complainant.  The APIO states that Shri Jagat Singh, Complainant, was requested to take the information available with them but he refused stating that he will take the information in the court on the date of hearing at Chandigarh.  
2.

The Complainant is not present today. It is directed that Shri Harbhajan Singh, SDE-cum-APIO, will deliver the requisite information, available 
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with him, to the Complainant at his residence, free of cost as the information has

 been delayed.  The Complainant will go through this information and will send his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the XEN, Construction 

Division-2, Hoshiarpur and to the Commission, within 15 days from the receipt of the information.

3.

On the perusal of the papers submitted to the Commission today, it is  noticed that toll tax being collected, is paid to the Contractor. The SDE-cum-APIO states that the Contractor has spent Rs. 80 crores from his own resources whereas the Punjab Government has spent Rs. 49 crores from the State Exchequer. He also states that Toll Tax is being collected by the Contractor and no payment is made to the Government. It is observed that some share of the collected money as Toll Tax should be deposited in the Treasury as revenue. 

4.

Therefore, it is directed under Section 18(3)(a)(e) of the RTI Act, 2005 that Shri Dalljit Singh, Chief Engineer, I. P. and Shri A. S. Miglani, Additional  Managing Director, PIDB will appear in person on the next date of hearing to give their oral or written evidence in the instant case as to why the share of the toll tax collected is not deposited with the Government Treasury being the share of the State as Rs.49 crores has been spent on the said Road from the State Exchequer. It is also directed that the PIO will appear along with
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 Agreement, approved by the competent authority, and other relevant papers regarding payment of Toll Tax on Hoshiarpur – Chandigarh Road.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.12.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.



Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  26.11.2008

                         State Information Commissioner

CC:
1. 
Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer, I. P., SCO No. 342, Sector:34-  

                      A, Chandigarh.

2.
Shri A. S. Miglani, Additional  Managing Director, P.I.D.B., SCO No. 89-90, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.

