STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sham Lal Kohli, 

85-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.



………Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, Ludhiana.









………..Respondent.




CC No- 62 -2006

Present:
Sh.Shiam Kumar Kohli, complainant in person.



Shri Gurpreet Singh, SP (Vigilence) for the respondent.

Order:



While the complainant reiterates that  out of the statements of  four  witnesses recorded by Shri Bikramjit Singh, S.I. , one statement  has been removed from the records, Shri Gurprit Singh, S.P. appearing on behalf of the respondents states that he has gone through  all the record and found that  copies of all statements which were available on file have been supplied to the complainant.  The alleged  statement  purported to have been recorded by Shri Bikramjit Singh, S.I. is not available in the file.  He is also willing to give this fact  in writing to the complainant.  



In view of the above position, nothing further is required to be done by this Commission.  Shri Gurprit Singh, S.P. shall give in writing to the applicant about non availability of the statements in question forthwith.



The case stands disposed of accordingly.









 Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)
Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bippinjit Singh, 

H.No.2072-C, MIG Independent,

Sector 70, Mohali.



    …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer-cum

Estates Officer, 

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Mohali.





...….…………….......Respondent





AC No-14-2006

Present:
Shri Bippinjit Singh, applicant in person



Shri H.K.Nagpal, PIO on behalf of the respondents

Order:



Shri H.K.Nagpal, PIO submits that the information sought by the applicant is available with the Town Planner from whom   he will collect  and  supply the same to the applicant.



The case to come up on 22.12.2006 for confirmation.










Sd/-
Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri,

Chairman, Punjab Services Anti-Corruption Council,

2481, Sector 65, SAS Nagar (Mohali)

………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer o/o

The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Irrigation, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.





...….…………….......Respondent

AC No.62  of 2006

Present:  
Shri M.S. Bahra, representative of the applicant. 



Shri Gurpartap Singh, ADFA and Shri Surjit Singh, Supdt. Gr.II on behalf 


of the respondents

ORDER



The issue raised in this application is of a serious nature and the same  has also been  admitted by both the representatives appearing on behalf of the respondents.  The plea taken by them is that the money received from the States like Haryana, Rajasthan etc. for maintenance of the canals was being put at the disposal of the concerned Executive Engineers in order to facilitate execution of the work.  The DDO had been operating the accounts and payments were made by him to the executing agencies.  It is further stated that regular audit is being done and cash books are maintained.   Shri Surjit Singh, Supdt. Gr.II has also produced a copy of letter issued by the Principal Secretary (Irrigation)  addressed to different Chief Engineers pointing out that the accounts which were being maintained by the DDO should be closed immediately.  He further  submitted that all the accounts except eleven have been closed. The applicant contended that there is no record  in the department about the balances from the said accounts and it is not clear how the same are being utilized   Such  matter was also  commented upon by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the  Fodder case of Bihar.



In view of the seriousness of the issue involved,  the PIO of Irrigation Department should be present on the next date of hearing with full information about all the accounts indicating the dates  of opening  the same, Heads under which the money was taken, the balance left after the accounts were closed and what happened  to the balance on the date of closing of the account. It should also be mentioned  if the accounts were  audited by the internal audit party  as also by the A.G.Punjab.  All this information be supplied for the last 3 years.



The case is adjourned to 15.12.2006.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Manju Varmani

w/o Shri Jugal Kishore Varmani,

Plot No.8-9, Street No.0-1,

Haibowal Khurd,

Ludhiana.



 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer-cum-

Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


The State Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.




...….…………….......Respondent

AC No.21  of 2006

Present: 
Ms.Manju Virmani, applicant in person


  
Shri Gian Singh, SDO on behalf of the department

ORDERS



The PIO, Municipal Corporation  is not present. In the last order, it was specifically mentioned that he should be present on the next date of hearing .  He is avoiding appearance before this Commission for one excuse or the other.  Shri Gian Singh who  appeared on behalf of the department talks only about his charge and not about other things.   The PIO should  explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act.   The  Chief Secretary, Punjab  may take departmental action against the PIO for violation of the order of the Commission.



In view of the fact that the applicant has not been provided the required information so far despite several hearings, the department is ordered to  refund the fees paid by her and no fee shall  be charged from her for supplying copies of the information.  It is further ordered that hereinafter the applicant  will be paid TA/DA by the Corporation for her visit to attend this Commission in this case.



The case is adjourned to 1.12.2006.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kamal Singh

s/o Shri Gurnam Singh,

Vill. Katli, Tehsil and Distt. Ropar.

 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab,

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.
 ...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.370 of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Harbans Singh Sandhu, PIO for the respondent.

Orders:



The information asked for has been supplied to the applicant by the department.  The case stands disposed of accordingly.



    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Ravinder Pal Singh,

H.No.1676, Phase 3-B-2,

Mohali.



 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Sec), Punjab,

SCO 95-97, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

The State Principal Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of School Education,

Chandigarh.




...….…………….......Respondent

AC No.32  of 2006

Present:
Shri Ravinder Pal Singh complainant in person.




Shri Harbans Singh Sandhu, PIO for the respondent.



The information asked for by the applicant has not been supplied by the department so far.  Last opportunity is given to supply the information within 10 days.



The case to come up on 1.12.2006 for confirmation. Since the information is badly delayed, the fees deposited, if any, by the applicant should be refunded to him by the department and no fee shall be charged from him for the  photo copies to be supplied to him in this case.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Ram Ujagar s/o Sh. Dubar,

R/o 44-A, Model House, P.O. Model Town,

Ludhiana.



 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer

o/o the Ludhiana Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.




 ...….…………….......Respondent

AC No. 69 of 2006

Present:
Shri R.K.Maurya for the complainant.




Shri Pritam Singh, APIO for the respondent.

Order:



Heard both the parties.  Shri Pritam Singh, APIO appearing on behalf of the department stated that the department had sought  further information from the applicant as per their letter dated 20.7.2006 to which no reply has been received from him.  Shri R.K.Moria, representative of the applicant  stated that the applicant is not  allottee   of  land  of  the  Improvement Trust.  Here it is not a question of allotment of plot or not.  The applicant has sought information about  the action taken on his earlier application  and the same should be provided to him by  post.



The case to come up on 15.12.2006










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kapil Dhawan 

s/o Shri R.K.Dhawan,

EK-71, Shivraj Garh, Jalandhar (Pb.)
…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
1.
The State Public Information Officer


o/o Chief Executive Officer,


Citizen Urban Cooperative Bank Ltd.,


Opposite Circuit House,


Jalandhar.

2.
The State Public Information Officer,


Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,


Chandigarh.




 ………….......Respondent

CC No. 52 of 2006
Present:
Shri Naginder Singh for respondent.



Shri Munish Bhardwaj for the complainant.



The information sought for is stated to be available with the officials of the Registrar, Co-operative Societies.  It is clarified that the information sought  for is not relating to the banking or financial matter.  It only relates to the election of candidates for which no secrecy is required..  Keeping in view that huge public funds are involved, the complainant has a right to know information about the Directors of the Bank.



Counsel appearing for the respondents is seeking adjournment on the plea that legal counsel Shri D.V.Sharma, Advocate’s brother has expired.  According to the communication sent by the Dy. Registrar (Legal), to Registrar, Cooperative Societies  out of the  information  sought  on 11 points ,  information on 9 points is available with the Assistant Registrar/Deputy Registrar.  Information  in respect of  the remaining two points is to be supplied by the Bank which is also of an administrative nature and not a  financial/banking matter.   Besides the Bank, a notice should also go to the Registrar, Cooperative Societies to supply the information on the 9 points which is available with them As regards Information on the remaining two points, the issue will be decided after hearing  the counsel for  the Bank.



The case is adjourned to 8.12.2006

Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajesh Jain,

B-IX, 716,

Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.



 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, 

Department of Local Government, 

SCO 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 319 of 2006

Present: 
Shri Rajesh Jain, complainant in person



Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent for the respondents



The original complaint filed by the applicant before this Commission does not indicate  about the information sought  by him.  The complainant is directed to supply a copy of the same.



The case is adjourned to 15.12.2006.










Sd/-


Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit Singh, Ex-Sarpanch,

s/o Shri Sardara Singh, VPO Gill,\

District Ludhiana



…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Office

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.




...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 222 of 2006

Present: 
Shri Charanjit Singh, Complainant in person



 Shri Harinder, Inspector on behalf of the respondent



Shri Harinder Singh, Inspector seeks adjournment  on the ground that he has to  collect the required information.  On the last date of hearing on 29.9.2006 also   he had   stated that the information is to be collected.  I wonder if any effort has been made by the respondent-department in this behalf. 



The complainant has stated that when he had applied  for the information from  the police department,  two false cases were registered  against him to deter him to seek any information.  It was explained to him that the Commission is not  competent    to pass any order in such matters and he can seek redressal from the court of law.  As for as the information asked for by him  is concerned,  the same has to be colleced and supplied to him by the department within 5 days and compliance thereof  be reported  on 17.11.2006 on which date  the PIOs of Police Districts of Jagraon, Khanna and Ludhiana should be present and explain as to why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the RTI Act.  Since the information has been delayed for over 9 months,  the fees deposited by the complainant i.e. Rs. 50/-  shall be refunded to him and for  copies of documents  to be supplied to  him, no fee shall be charged from him in this case



A copy of this order be also sent to the Director General of Police, Punjab for issuing necessary instructions to the concerned PIOs in this regard.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

Mathematics Master,

Government High School,

Ramgarh Sardaran, Distt. Ludhiana.
 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer

o/o the Director of Public Instructions (Sec), Punjab,

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D, 

Chandigarh.




 ...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 115 of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Harbans Singh Sandhu, PIO for the respondent.

Orders:



The information asked for has been supplied to the applicant by the department.  The case stands disposed of accordingly.



Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kundan Singh,

B-IX-323/1, Sujan Singh Street,

Benzamin Road, Ludhiana.

…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Information Technology and Admn. Reforms, Pb.

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.381  of 2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent.

ORDERS:-



Case stands adjourned to 22.12.2006.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charan Singh Saini,

ESM, H.No.687, Phase 3-B-I,

Mohali.



 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman,

Punjab State Warehousing Corpn.

SCO 74-75, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 458 of 2006

.

Present:

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent.

ORDER:-



As per letter received from the complainant that information has been received by him, the case stands disposed of.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Capt. Joginder Singh,

#1323, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.
 


…………………..........Complainant

Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Sarpanch, Village Bhallian,

Gram Panchayat, Tehsil ChamkaurSahib,

Ropar.

The State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Chamkaur Sahib Distt. Rupnagar.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.468  of 2006

Present:-
Captain Joginder Singh complainant in person.


None for the respondent.

ORDER



In view of the submission made by Captain Joginder Singh, a notice be also issued to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Chamkaur Sahib district Rupnagar to come up with compete information. 

 Case to come up on 8.12.2006.  










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Sher Singh,

Municipal Council,

Ward No.4, Sirhind

District Fatehgarh Sahib.



………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Sirhind Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 451 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Sher Singh complainant in person.


Shri Jasvinder Singh, Inspector o/o the Municipal Council, Sirhind for respondent.

ORDER



Shri Sher Singh states that reply given by the respondent is incomplete.  Shri Jasvinder Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent has been directed to supply the complete information within three weeks from today.  


The case to come up on 22.12.2006.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balvir Singh,

s/o Shri Tanti Singh,

V.P.O. Purkhali,

Tehsil and Distt. Rupnagar.

 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Rupnagar.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.433  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Amrik Singh, Advocate for respondent.


Shri Balvir Singh complainant in person.

ORDERS



The complainant will send a list of the documents required  by him to the commission with a copy to the respondent-department.


  The case stands adjourned to 22.12.2006.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajesh Jain,

B-IX, 716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.



…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions, Punjab (Colleges),

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.428 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Jain complainant in person.


None for the respondent.

ORDER


Adjourned to 15.12.2006.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Nirmal Singh 

s/o Shri Bua Singh,

R/o 354, Bharat Nagar,

Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.

 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar Cooperative Socieites, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.415  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant


Shri Gurdev Singh, Deputy Registrar (Legal) o/o the Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab for the respondent.

ORDER.



As per Shri Gurdev Singh appearing for the respondent, the information has been supplied to the complainant. Nothing has been heard from the complainant  to the contrary.  


In view of above, the case stands disposed of.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Prabh Singh,

Tiny Shed No.5,

Industrial Area, Phase-I,

Mohali.



…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy General Manager,

Punjab Small Industries and Export Corporation,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.410  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO for respondent.

ORDER:-



Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO appearing for respondent states that information has been supplied to the complainant. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant. Hence the  case stands disposed of.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohammad Yousaf,

#146, Block No.5, Guruteg Bahadur Nagar,

Khanna.



  …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
The State Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer,

Punjab Waqf Board, Khanna.

The State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, 

Punjab Waqf Board, Khanna.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.380 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Mohan Lal,  Head Draftsman, Municipal Council.


None for the complainant.

ORDER



Case is adjourned to 22.12.2006.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Prof. Mohd. Saleem (Retd.)

Government College,

#2536-A-1, Odhla Mohalla,

Phool Chakkar, Ropar (Pb.)

 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
1.
The State Public Information Officer


o/o the Secretary, Higher Education,


Govt. of Punjab,  Mini Secretariat,


Chandigarh.

2.
The State Public Information Officer,


o/o the Director of Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab,


SCO 66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.

3.
The State Public Information Officer,


o/o the Accountant General Punjab,


Chandigarh.

4.
The State Public Information Officer,


o/o the Director for Welfare of Pensions, Punjab,


SCO No.192-193, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondents

CC No. 329 of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri Jeet Singh, Superintendent for respondent NO.2.

ORDER



Shri Jeet Singh informs the commission that information has been supplied to the complainant by registered post on 2.11.2006.  Nothing has been heard from the complainant.


  The case stands disposed of.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. N.K. Sharma, M.D. (Ayurveda)


207, Samania Gate, Near Gita Bhawan,

Patiala.




………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary, 

Punjab Public Services Commission,

Patiala.





...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 127 of 2006

Present:
Dr. N.K. Sharma complainant in person.


Ms. Kusum Bector, Supdt., Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala for the respondent.

ORDER



The plea taken by the respondent – department is not tenable.  Information asked for by the complainant is to be supplied and it must be supplied to him  within one week.  Compliance to be reported on 8.12.2006.


The case to come up on 8.12.2006.










    Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ved Parkash Grover,

President Senior Citizens Society,

Rama, District Bhatinda.





…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Rama 

District Bhatinda.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 119 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Jagtar Singh Clerk o/o the Municipal Council, Bhatinda for the respondent.


None for the complainant.

ORDER



It seems that PIO, Municipal Council, Rama is avoiding to appear before the Commission on one pretext or the other.  Inspite of the specific directions issued by this Commission to him  for appearance, neither he has  appeared nor has  he supplied any information. 



 Case is adjourned to 8.12.2006 on which date the  PIO Municipal Council, Rama  should be present in person and explain in writing why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005  as already ordered by the Commission on  17.8.2006.  










  Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajesh Jain,

B-IX-716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.









             


…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer-cum-

Joint Commissioner (J), 

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 66 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Jain complainant in person.



Shri S.S.Bhatia, Town Planner for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Bhatia stated that survey was conducted by junior staff of the Corporation but record of the same is not traceable in the office of the Municipal Corporation.   He further stated that action has been ordered to be taken against the concerned official of the Corporation and also a fresh survey has been ordered to be conducted, On finalization of the survey, copy of the survey report will be supplied to Shri Rajesh Jain – complainant.



In view of the above, the case stands disposed of.










  Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajesh Jain,

B-IX-716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.









             


…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer-cum-

Joint Commissioner (J), 

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

…………….......Respondent

CC No.92  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Jain complainant in person.



Shri S.S.Bhatia, Town Planner for the respondent.

ORDER



Information asked for running  into 482 pages has been supplied.  



Case stands disposed of accordingly..










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sajid Ali Khan

s/o Shri Riaz Ali Khan,

Resident of Sheesh Mahal,

Malerkotla.



…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Malerkotla (Distt. Sangrur)

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 434  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri Baljinder Singh, Patwari, o/o the Tehsildar, Malerkotla for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Baljinder Singh, Patwari appearing for the respondent-department has produced a letter written by the Tehsildar Malerkotla asking for a copy of the information required.  The record  of this Commission show that copy of the letter indicating the information required, has already been supplied to the respondent-department. . It seems that the plea taken by the  respondent-department is only to gain time.  The information asked for should be supplied and compliance be reported on 8.12.2006.



To come up on 8.12.2006.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Raj Kumar 

H.No.B-XX-545,

Ghumar Mandi,

Ludhiana.



…………………..........Complainant

Vs.
State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No. 26 of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.


Shri Raman Kaushal, S.D.O., Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for the respondent.

Order




Shri Ram Kaushal, SDO appearing for the respondent has submitted a copy of the information required by the applicant.  He has been  directed to send a copy of the same to the complainant for his comments, if any.  


Case adjourned to 22.12.2006.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. M.R.Singla,

#1015, Sector 16,

Panchkula (Haryana).


 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar,

Irrigation Department, Punjab,

Hydel Building, Sector 18-A,

Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.476 and 477  of 2006

Present:-
Shri Sunil Bhatia, PCS, Administrative Officer and Shri Wattan Singh, PIO for the respondent.


Shri M.R.Singla complainant in person.

ORDER



Heard.  It is brought to my notice by Shri Sunil Bhatia that the information which is required by Shri Singla can be specifically detailed  so that the same could be supplied to him. Shri Singla has agreed to supply a list  containing the documents  required by him  by Monday  the. 13.11.2006.


  Shri Bhatia, PIO has further  pointed out that  number of petitions filed by  Shri Singla  are pending before different Commissioners  and as such both the parties have to come time and again to appear before the different Commissioners on different dates.  He has requested that it will be convenient for both the parties  if all these cases are  listed before one Commissioner.


 I have already suggested that cases submitted by one complainant/applicant against one department should be listed before one Commissioner so as to avoid frequent visits  of the  department officers and the applicantd/complainant to the Commission  and   also to ensure that orders passed by one Commissioner are not  contradictory to each other.  


A copy of this order be also sent to the Chief Information Commissioner.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

M/s Victor Engineer Works (Regd.)

Gita Bhawan Market, New Colony,

Gurgaon-122001.



…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

CC No.20  of 2006

Present:
Mr. Jasbir Singh, Deputy Controller (F & A) for the respondent.



None for the complainant.

ORDER



Shri Jasbir Singh, Deputy Controller ( F & A) states that information has been supplied to the complainant.  



In view of the above, the case stands disposed of.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

#1, Adarsh Nagar, 

Bhadson Road, Patiala.









 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer.

o/o the Director,

Department of Information and 

Public Relations, Punjab,

5th Floor, Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

AC No. 88 of 2006

Present:
Shri Jagdeep Singh Chowhan, appellant in person.



None for the respondent.

ORDER



In view of the letter received from the Deputy Director, Department of Public Relations, Punjab for adjournment  and  also consented by the applicant, the case is adjourned to 1.12.2006.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vinod Kumar Mehta

Son of Shri Dewan Chand Mehta,

Phase 2, Civil Lines, Fazilika.

 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
1.
State Public Information Officer,


o/o the District Education Officer (S),


Ferozepur.

2.
State Public Information Officer,


o/o the Director of Public Instructions (S),


Punjab, SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,


Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

AC No. 75 of 2006

Present:-
None for the applicant


Shri Harbans Singh, Deputy District Education Officer for the respondent..

ORDER



Shri Harbans Singh appearing for the respondent- department submits  that after  receipt of the application, reply was prepared and sent to the applicant. Initially, the applicant  refused to take the registered letter but on 4.10.2006, he received and accepted the same.  The applicant has sent a rejoinder raising  objections on the reply sent by the department.  A copy of  that rejoinder be sent to the department for its reply. 



 Case may be adjourned to January, 2007. The exact  date will be communicated  in due course.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Faquir Chand Sharma,

Superintendent,

F-153, Rajpura Colony, 

Patiala.



…………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer,

Provincial Division NO.1,

PWD (B & R), Patiala.

...….…………….......Respondent

AC No. 67 of 2006

Present:-
Shri Faquir Chand Sharma, applicant in person.



None for the respondent.

ORDER



The applicant has reason to suspect that his A.C.Rs. havr been changed and  as such he has asked for copies of his ACRs for the period from  1.4.2004 to 31.3.2006.  I am of the view that the information asked for is specific and short and  must  be readily available with the department.   However, there is a big  question about passing order of supplying the ACRs which may open a flood-gate to every junior functionary to ask for  a copy of his/her ACR.  Since a  decision in this matter will have a repercussion, I would suggest that the  CIC may entrust this case to Full  Bench to take decision in the matter after issuing notice not only to PWD but to the Secretary to Government of Punjab including Department of Personnel.  Home Department, Irrigation Department. 


 While the position has been explained to the applicant, this case  may be put up to the  CIC for orders to constitute   a Full  Bench which may fix some other date at its convenience giving notice to the concerned departments including the applicant.










Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Sukhvinder Singh, ASI,

CID Unit Patiala.



 …………………..........Complainant







Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Inspector General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Chandigarh.

...….…………….......Respondent

AC No.66  of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant


Shri Om Raj, Superintendent Establishment Branch o/o the Inspector General of Police,  Punjab, Chandigarh.

ORDER



The required information is about seniority list which is to be maintained by the respective competent authorities with  copy to the Headquarters.  It seems that the seniority list is not being prepared from 1985 onwards.  Adjournment of the case is sought on the plea that information is to be collected from nine Districts and 2 Ranges.   This sort of negligence on the part of respondent-department results into demoralizing the uniform force which can have serious repercussion.  The   information was sought in August, 2006 but in another application of  similar nature orders have been passed to prepare the seniority list of the Police Department.  Seeking adjournment  on such grounds is not the answer for delaying this case.   The answer lies in putting the hard labour and preparing the seniority list.  This will not only satisfy the lower functionaries of the police department but also cut down the court cases which are being filed. 



The case is adjourned to 1.12.2006 for reporting compliance.  On that day the Public Information Officer should be present personally.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh
(R.K.Gupta)

Dated: 10.11.2006




State Information Commissioner

