STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



S.C.O. No. 184-185,Sector-17-C,Chandigarh.

Shri Sukhpal Singh,

H.No. 341, Ram Nagar Basti,
Near Railway Station,,

Sangrur





















..Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.,

Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Sangrur.





















..Respondent.

CC No. 450 of 2006

ORDER

Present:-
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well



as the Respondent.



The case was heard on 7-11-2006 and 4-12-2006. On 7-11-2006 a detailed order was passed and sent to both the parties.  The Complainant was directed to visit the office of P.I.O.- Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Sangrur, if he wants.

                   On 04-12-2006 none was present on behalf of the Complainant and the Respondent. Today also, none is present on behalf of the Complainant and the Respondent.



The case is closed and disposed of.



Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh




Er.Surinder Singh 

19-12-2006


            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



S.C.O. No. 184-185,Sector-17-C,Chandigarh.

Shri Niranjan Lal Misra,

Senior Citizen & Member PCRF,,
H.No. 2115, Madhokpura,

Opp. Railway Station,

Bathinda.




















..Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.,

o/o Principal,

SSD Sr. Secondary School,

The Mall Road, Bathinda.


















..Respondent.

CC No. 649 of 2006

ORDER

Present: None is present is present on behalf of the Complainant.

    Shri Rajesh Kumar, Principal, and Shri Gulzar Singh,

Teacher SSD Senior Secondary School, Bathinda present

on behalf of the Respondent.  



    The Respondent states that the information has already been sent to the Complainant and he states that the dates mentioned by the Complainant are not correct.  He further states that on 03-05-2003 no such meeting was held of 16 Members Committee or 5 Members Committee in the School Campus.  The Respondent further states that on 03-05-2003 no scrutiny of record and interview for the recruitment of JBT Teachers was held in the school.


     As the Complainant has not attended the proceedings today, Principal on behalf of Management of the School states that the information has been delivered to him earlier also.


    In view of the above proceedings the case is closed and disposed of.




     Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh




Er.Surinder Singh 

19-12-2006



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



S.C.O. No. 184-185,Sector-17-C,Chandigarh.

Shri Kuldeep Singh Kahlon,

H.No. 5/5051, Shakti Nagar, (Khandwala),

Chehrata, Amritsar.




















..Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.,

o/o D.P.I. (Secondary Education) Punjab

Chandigarh.



























..Respondent.

CC No. 650 of 2006

ORDER

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complianant.

                      Smt. Kulbir Kaur,  Senior Assistant and Shri Vishal, 
                     Junior Assistant present on behalf of the Respondent.



The Respondent states that similar cases are being taken by Shri R.K. Gupta, State Information Commission.  So this case may be transferred to him.



Keeping in view the statement of the Complainant the case is transferred to Shri R.K. Gupta, State Information Commissioner.  The Case No. 650/2006 may please be linked with the CC No. 404/2006, 406/2006 and 407/2006.



Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





Er.Surinder Singh 

19-12-2006


            
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



S.C.O. No. 184-185,Sector-17-C,Chandigarh.

Shri Kewal Krishan Sethi

H.No.951, Urban Estate, Phase-1,

Jalandhar City 144 022.


















..Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.,

Registrar,

o/o Chief Engineer/Irri .Works, Punjab

Sinchai Bhawan,Sector-18,

Chandigarh.


























..Respondent.

CC No. 653 of 2006

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant and



Shri Wattan Skingh  Minhans , Registrar-cum-PIO 



o/o Chief Engineer/Irri.Pb.,Chandigarh  in person.



Respondent states that the case for pay at par with the junior has been recommended to the Government for sanction and copy of recommendation was sent to the Complainant -Shri Kewal Krishan Sethi SDO (Retd.).



As the Complainant has not attended the proceedings today one more chance is given to him to attend the proceedings.



The case is fixed for further proceedings on 23-01-2007.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh




Er.Surinder Singh 

19-12-2006



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



S.C.O. No. 184-185,Sector-17-C,Chandigarh.

Shri Rakesh Kumar Bhalla,

S/o Shri Late Raj Kumar Bhalla,

H.No. 223/5,Gali No. R-10,

GTB Nagar, Lalheri Road,,

Khanna Distt.Ludhiana.



















..Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.,

o/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.
























..Respondent.

CC No. 662 of 2006





        ORDER
Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar Bhalla, Complainant present in person  
and Shri Mohan Lal, Head Draftsman on behalf of the PIO -



Respondent.


The Complainant states that the information demanded has been received and he is fully satisfied with the information supplied by the Respondent.



The case is disposed of accordingly.



Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh




Er.Surinder Singh 

19-12-2006


            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



S.C.O. No. 184-185,Sector-17-C,Chandigarh.

Shri Madan Lal Gupta,

Jain Niwas, 

# No. 20204, Gali No. 18,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bibiwala Road,

Bathinda 151 001.





..Complainant.

Vs.

P.I.O.,

o/o SDO/Cantt. DS Sub Divn.,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Power House Road,

Bathinda.






..Respondent.

CC No. 664 of 2006






ORDER
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant and 

Shri Kirpal Singh, Asstt.Engineer, and Shri Rattan 

Bir Puri, R.A.  o/o Cantt. DS Sub Division, PSEB, 
Bathinda on behalf of the Respondent.



The Respondents states that the information has been sent by hand to the Complainant vide letter No. 3166 dated 16-11-2006 and the signatures in lieu of receipt of the information has been taken from Smt. Rakesh Rani wife of Shri Madan Lal Gupta, Complainant. The Respondent further states that a refund of Rs. 690/- towards rent of the meter and Octroi charges of Rs. 175/- ( total Rs. 865/-) will be adjusted in the coming bills.  He further states that in this context necessary details has been sent to the Computer for effecting the refund of Rs.869/-.   



The case is closed and disposed of.



Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh




Er.Surinder Singh 

19-12-2006


            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



S.C.O. No. 184-185,Sector-17-C,Chandigarh.

Shri Mohinder Singh, 

 Qrt. No. T-1/99, Jugial Colony,

Teh. Pathaknot,

Distt. Gurdaspur.





..Appellant.

Vs.

P.I.O.,

o/o Chief Engineer/RSD,

Irrigation Works,

Shahpurkandi Township,

Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.



..Respondent.

AC No. 100 of 2006





ORDER
Present:
Shri Sagar Samant on behalf of the Appellant and Shri



Baldev Singh, SDO/Personnel Division, Shahpur Kandi



Township on behalf of P.I.O. and Shri Chander Kantt



Asstt.Engineer/Personnel Division, Shahpur Kandi on 



Behalf of the Respondent.



The Respondent states that information as per the proforma demanded by the Appellant is ready and the Appellant can get the information on any working day to be fixed by the Commission.  



As mutually agreed that the information will be given in the office of P.I.O. – Executive Engineer/Personnel Division, Shahpur Kandi Township on 29th Dec. 2006 at 11.00 A.M. The Respondent is hereby directed to deliver the information to the Appellant on that date.



The Appellant states that the information not supplied by the Respondent within fixed time i.e. 30 days so he may be exempted from payment of fees of the documents.



It is directed that no fee will be taken from the Appellant as the information could not be supplied by the Respondent within the stipulated period under the RTI Act.



The case is fixed for confirmation and compliance of order on 08-1-2007.


Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh




Er.Surinder Singh 

19-12-2006 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB


              S.C.O. No. 184-185,Sector-17-C,Chandigarh.

Shri Ravinder Kumar, 

 H. No.806, Sector-41-A

Chandigarh, U.T.




   


   ..Appellant.

Vs.

P.I.O.,

o/o Registrar (PWD) I.B.H.O.

Sector-18,
Chandigarh
 (U.T.) 






….Respondent.

AC No. 101 of 2006




                    ORDER
Present:
Shri Ravinder Kumar, Appellant in person and Shri Sunil Bhatia, PCS, Administrative Officer, o/o Chief Engineer, Irriation Punjab. Chandigarh and Shri Wattan Singh Minhans, P.I.O.- on behalf of the Respondent. 



The Appellant vide his letter dated 07-09-2006 demands information from ‘a’ to ‘f’ and some information in proforma attached with his application.



The Respondent has handed over six letters to the Appellant in my presence but the Appellant states that these are not authenticated papers. He wants  attested copies of the letters.



Shri Sunil Bhatia, PCS, Administrative Officer, o/o Chief Engineer, Irrigation, Punjab, Chandigarh states that the information demanded in proforma can not be given to him as this relates to creation of the information which is not admissible under the RTI Act. The Respondent -  Shri Sunil Bhatia, PCS, Administrative Officer further states that the Appellant can inspect the file and documents in his office.

 

As agreed mutually, Shri Ravinder Kumar will visit the office of Chief Engineer, Irrigation Punjab., Sector-18,Chandigarh at 2.00 P.M. today and he will be given authenticated copies of the letters demanded by him.


         To come up for confirmation of compliance on   23-1-2007.

    
        Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh






Er.Surinder Singh 

19-12-2006

            


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



S.C.O. No.184-185,Sector-17-C,Chandigarh.

Sh. A.D.S. Anandpuri,
# 2481, Sector-65,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.







..Appellant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Engineer, UBDC,

Majitha Division,

Amritsar.








..Respondent.





AC No. 105/2006
      ORDER

Present:
The Appellant in person  and none is present on behalf of the P.I.O. –           Respondent.



The case was last heard by Shri P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner in Case No. 46 of 2006.  



First Appeal filed by Shri A.D.S. Anandpuri, Chairman, Punjab Services Anti  Corruption Council, 2481, Sector 65, S.A.S. Nagar was disposed of by Shri P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner  with orders that:-


 “ This case concerns a complaint from Sh.


      

A.D.S. Anandpuri, Chairman, Punjab Services 


      
Anti  Corruption, Mohali, against the PIO of the


      Majitha Division, UBDC for not having supplied


      the complete information asked for by the 


      Complainant vide his application dated 


      12/17-4-2006.  In the meanwhile, the first


      Appellate authority, namely the Superintending


      Engineer, UBDC Circle has disposed of the 


      Appeal of the Complainant vide his orders dated


      8-8-2006, a copy of which has been supplied by the 


      Court by the respondent and has been taken on


      record.  The complainant stated that he has not 


      received a copy of this order and the same, 

 
      therefore was prepared and given to him at the


      instance of the court.



     In the above circumstances, no further action is

                                 Required to be taken on the present complaint,









Contd.
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AC- No. 105/2006:

which stands disposed of. If the Complainant

is not satisfied with the orders of the Appellate

Authority, he is allowed to file a second appeal

to the State Information Commission within ninety

days from today.”






Accordingly, a new Appeal No. 105/2006 was filed in the Commission which is fixed for today.



The Appellant states that he has received the information from 48 offices and the information relating to UBDC Circle, Amritsar alongwith 5 Nos. Divisions namely; Majitha Division UBDC, Jandiali Division UBDC, Madhopur Division UBDC Gurdaspur, Gurdaspur Division UBDC Gurdaspur, Shah Nahar Head works Division, Talwara.



The Appellant further states that on 12/17-04-2006 he demanded information in Part-A   and Part-B which is given below on the proforma attached Annexure-A. 
Part-A:    


1.
Name of Divisional office and Sub Divisions as well along with




Holding charge of incumbents remained during 1.4.05 to 31.3.06.

2.
Operating of personal accounts through banks in respect of Sub Division relating as on 31.3.06 along with total transactions of the financial year along with balance kept on closing of year 2005-06.

3.
Extract of closing statement recorded in the cash book alongwith true   language of certificate recorded on 31.3.06.

4.
Detail of Guard, Establishment employed in each Sub Division for




Security of Govt. chest.


5
(a)    Total amount of receipts in the divisions/sub divisional office




         alongwith head wise detail.

(b) Total amount of deposit of receipts in the Govt. treasury and kept from receipts in chest with explanation of laxity against instructions.

Part-B:
Particulars of executive of works during the financial year 1.4.05 to 31.3.06 under all heads of account in a performa provided on back side.
 

The Appellant states that he has filed an Appeal before the State Appellate Authority-cum-Superintending Engineer, UBDC Circle, Amritsar on 23.6.2006, which was decided on merit and dismissed on 8-8-2006, but he could not receive the copy of the order decided by the Appellate Authority.  He further states that the copy of the order of 











Contd.
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AC No. 105/2005
Appellate Authority was given to me in the Court of Sh. P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner  on 22-8-2006 at Chandigarh.  The Appellant has filed the Appeal in the Commission on 08-11-2006 as per the orders of Shri P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner. 



As the Respondent has not attended today’s hearing one chance is given and case is fixed for 08-1-2007.  


Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties. 
Chandigarh





Er.Surinder Singh 

19-12-2006


            
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



S.C.O. No. 184-185,Sector-17-C,Chandigarh.

Sh.Gurcharan Singh,
C/o Amar Singh Saw Mills,

Ropar Road, 

Kurali (Ropar)





















..Appellant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Central Works Division,

PWD (B&R)

National Highways Wings,

           Mohali,



                    .



.Respondent.

AC No. 112/2006

ORDER

                      Present:     Shri Gurcharan Singh, Appellant in person.

Shri B.B. Rampal, P.I.O.-cum-Executive Engineer and Shri O.P. Mittal, Divisional Accountant o/o Executive Engineer/Central Works Division, PWD (B&R)  Mohali on behalf of the Respondent.



The Appellant has filed application with the Executive Engineer/Central Works Division, PWD (B&R), Mohali on 31-1-2006 for supply of attested copies of the documents from 1 to 6 which are mentioned below:-
1. Copy of Tender.

2. Copy of Technical bid.

3. Copy of Financial Bid.

4. Copy of B.O.T. agreement.

5. Copy drawing and design.

6. Copy of deviation order.



The Respondent has written to the Appellant that the application filed for demand of information is not on proper proforma as per RTI Act.



The Appellant states that he has filed fresh application on the proforma alongwith fee on 06-12-2006.  the Appellant states that he has received un-attested copies of the Concession Agreement.  The Appellant further states that he has deposited Rs. 3760/- with the P.I.O. towards the cost of the paper of Concession Agreement.   The Appellant states before the Commission that the Respondent be directed to supply the remaining copies of the documents demanded by him.











Contd.
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AC No. 112/2006:



The Respondent has handed over a written reply to the Appellant and to the Commission.  The Respondent further states that the tenders were opened and processed in the office of Chief Engineer, Ministry of Service Transport, Govt. of India, New Delhi.  All the
copies of copy of tender, copy of technical bid, copy of Financial Bid, copy of B.O.T. agreement, copy of drawing and design, copy of deviation order is with the Chief Engineer, M.O.S.T. Govt. of India, New Delhi.  The Respondent further states that whatever information was available with him has been delivered to the Appellant.  He further states that the Appellant should approach the Ministry of Service Transport, Govt. of India, New Delhi for other information.


The Appellant states that the work of R.O.B. was got executed under the supervision of Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, Mohali, Superintending Engineer, Central works Circle, Pb. Chandigarh and Chief Engineer, National Highways, P.W.D. B&R, Patiala


The Appellant further states that he has filed an appeal before the Chief Engineer, National Highways, P.W.D. B&R, Patiala.  He states that no information was received from the Chief Engineer’s  office till date.



The Respondent states that Chief Engineer is not the Appellate Authority, Superintending Engineer, Central Works Circle National Highways Punjab, PWD B&R, Chandigarh is the Appellate Authority in this case.



It is a matter of concern that Chief Engineer has not forwarded the application to the Appellate Authority which shows that he took it very lightly.  He should have forward the application to the Appellate Authority immediately or he would have requested the Appellant – Shri Gurcharan Singh to file a fresh appeal in the office of Superintending Engineer, Central Works Circle, National Highways Punjab,  PWD B&R, 
Chandigarh   being the Appellate Authority.



RTI Act is a new legislation in the country.   The Act expects all public authorities including the departments and institutions of the State Govt. to have complete information about their system of working, procedures and policies in convenient form, preferably on the website.  The Act especially enjoins that the relevant information should be placed suo- moto before the public, so that it should not be necessary for the citizens to approach the authorities for details.  Clearly the departments in Punjab have not reached a stage where complete information on their working is readily available.  I suggest that Principal Secretary, Public Works, Govt. of Punjab should review the implementation of the RTI Act within his department, especially relating to the dissemination of information regarding practices and procedures that are being followed at various levels.  According to Section 4 of the RTI Act, this exercise should have been completed before 12.10.2005. 











Contd.
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AC-112/2005:


The Respondent - Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, PWD B&R,  Mohali is directed that he  will get the relevant documents from the Ministry of  Service Transport, Govt. of India, New Delhi and deliver the same to the Appellant within a period of three weeks.






The Appellant further states that he needs the documents to be presented before the Hon`ble Punjab & Haryana  High Court in a case filed by him in connection with  the construction of R.O.B. at Kurali. 



To come up for confirmation of compliance on  23-1-2007.



Copies of the orders be sent to both the parties and Principal Secretary Public Works, Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh.
Chandigarh





Er.Surinder Singh 

19-12-2006
                  


State Information Commissioner

