STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.

      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer, PWD (B & R), Division No.1,

Ferozepur
FAA-the Superintending Engineer, P.W.D. ( B & R), Ferozepur. 
      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 123 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Rajeev Devgun, Sub Divisional Engineer on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


The appellant has sent a written request seeking adjournment as he is unable to attend the proceedings of the case today at Chandigarh.

2.

The respondent submits letter No.40 dates 7.4.2011 enclosing a photocopy of the receipt dated 6.4.2011 given by the appellant in acknowledgement of information furnished to him.

3.

Let the appellant confirm that he is satisfied with the removal of the deficiencies in the information now furnished to him.

4.

To come up on 27.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

April 8, 2011




         Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Anti Corruption Council,
Opp Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.

      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer, PWD (B & R), Construction Division-2,

Fazilika.
FAA-the Superintending Engineer, P.W.D. ( B & R), Ferozepur. 
      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 124 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Chander Peed Maini Tripathi, Divisional Accounts Officer on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent places on record letter/endorsement No.53-54 dated 7.4.2011 stating that entire information consisting of nearly 134 pages has been furnished to the appellant, who, however, has sent a request that the hearing of the case may be adjourned as he is unable to attend the proceedings of the case today at Chandigarh. As a last opportunity to the appellant to confirm if he is satisfied with the additional information furnished to him, the case is adjourned to 27.4.2011.

2.

To come up on 27.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

April 8, 2011




    
  Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.

      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer, Jandiala Division, Canal Complex,

Amritsar.

FAA-the Superintending Engineer, UBDC, Near Kundan Dhaba,

Amritsar.







      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 126 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Ashwani Kumar Sharma, Executive Engineer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent states that a reply was given to the information-seeker vide letter No.44/184-GA dated 3.1.2011.

2.

The appellant has sent a written request seeking an adjournment as he is unable to attend the proceedings of the case today.  The respondent has submitted a written reply, which is taken on record.  
3.

The five issues raised by the appellant in his original application dated 10.10.2010 were discussed with the respondent who states that query at Sr.No.1 cannot be answered as the information does not exist as per the proforma prescribed by the appellant.  The plea of the respondent is that he cannot furnish the information, which does not exist in the form, as asked by the appellant and to arrange information as per the proforma sent by him would amount to creation of the information.  This plea is accepted and respondent need not to give this part of information..  

4.

As regard Sr. No.2 of the query, the plea of the respondent is that comparative statements are not approved, but only prepared.  Let the respondent give attested copies of the comparative statements which were prepared by the concerned public authority for works undertaken/carried in the period specified by the information-seeker.

5.

Similarly, attested copies of the estimates with lay-out plan, analysis of rates of sanctioned project shall be furnished to the information-seeker.

6.

Regarding query at Sr. No. 4, the respondent states that the information has already been furnished on this point.

7.

The plea of the respondent is that query at Sr. No.5 does not specify as to the nature of work/expenditure in respect of which comparative statements have been sought.  The query of the information-seeker is to be read in the context of his application in which he is seeking information pertaining to grants received/utilized pertaining to works. Query No.5 shall, therefore, be interpreted to mean that he is asking for attested copies of the comparative statements of projects and works executed during the period 

8.

To come up on 27.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

April 8  2011



  
                     Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjeet, B-IX-286-287, Chauri Sarak,

Nikka Mall Saraf Chowk, Ludhiana-141008.









      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  551  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Sham Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 22.3.2011, the complainant had alleged discrepancies in the information furnished to him.  However, as he had not specified the exact nature of the deficiencies, he was called upon to place on record in writing spelling out the nature of deficiencies/short comings.  Today he has sent a fax message that he cannot appear and that the case may be adjourned. He has, however, stated that details of deficiencies were conveyed to the PIO on 24.3.2011.
2.

The respondent submits a letter bearing No.PIO/RTI/2010/8503-05 dated 7.4.2011 enclosing parawise and point-wise reply given by the respondent to the complainant with regard to the alleged deficiencies/shortcoming.  A copy of this reply has been, it is stated, that sent to the complainant. 

3.

Let the complainant file his rejoinder, if any, to the reply given by the respondent.  It is made clear, this would be the last opportunity to the complainant. If nothing is heard, the case will be decided exparte.

4.

To come up on 26.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

April 8, 2011




        Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satish Kumar, 2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opp. Guru Nanak Engineer College, Gill Road, Ludhiana.


      -------------Complainant.




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No.   463    of 2011

Present:-
Sh. Satish Kumar  complainant in person.



Shri  Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



So far as the Department of Higher Education is concerned, Shri Jasbir Singh representing the respondent submits that Government has not taken any step on the request of the information-seeker regarding amendment of the relevant Charter/Memorandum of the two Universities namely Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar and Punjabi University, Patiala so as to make a suitable provision regarding accountability of the Vice Chancellor as also with regards to the terms and conditions of service of the Vice Chancellors of these two universities.  The respondent further submits letter NO,.1247 dated 8.4.2011 alongwith its enclosures which are taken on record.

2.

The respondent-PIO of the Department of High Education, is therefore, exempted from further appearance in this case.

3.

Response from the Department of Technical Education and Industrial Training, however, is yet to be received as no formal notice was issued to the PIO of that Department.  Issue notice to the PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab Department of Technical Education and Industrial Training enclosing a copy of the complaint petition filed by the complainant with the direction to appear on the next date of hearing and also to file a written reply before that date which is fixed for 28.4.2011.

4.

To come up on 28.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

April 8, 2011




     Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
CC

PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab Department of Technical Education and Industrial Training
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satish Kumar, 2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opp. Guru Nanak Engineer College, Gill Road, Ludhiana.


      -------------Complainant.




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer
o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,
Departments of Animal Husbandry, Fisheries 

and Diary Development, Punjab, Chandigarh.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No.   460    of 2011
Present:-
Sh. Satish KUmar complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 14.3.2011, the representative of the Department of Higher Education, who had appeared as respondent, had submitted that the relevant public authority in the present case is Department of Animal Husbandry and Diary Development.  Therefore, it was ordered that notice should issue to the PIO/Animal Husbandry and Diary Development.  It appears that the notice issued to the PIO/Department of Animal Husbandry and Diary Development has been returned by the postal authority probably due to inappropriate address. A fresh notice, therefore, should be issued to the PIO/Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Animal Husbandry and Diary Development, Chandigarh.

2.

To come up on 28.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

April 8, 2011




     Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Kumar Sharma, S/o Sh. Krishan Nand,

R/o Hardial Nagar Gali No. -1, Jaito, Disst.-Faridkot.



 -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh. 



------------Respondent





CC No. 370   of 2011

Present:-
 Shri Ramesh Kumar Sharma complainant in person.

Shri  Pritpal Singh, CIF-cum-APIO alongwith Shri D.P. Mangla, Superintendent and Shri Gurdeep Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had confirmed on the last date of hearing that he had received the information but had pointed out the delay.  Hence, the respondent was asked to explain the delay.

2.

Today, the respondent-PIO has submitted a written explanation vide memo No.10-170/Estt.3(4)/272 dated 7.4.2011, explaining that the request of the complainant was received in the office on 22.12.2010 and it was referred to the Establishment-III Branch.  On examination, it was found that the information was not held by the concerned office and therefore, it was forwarded to the Assistant Engineer (Tubewells), Chandigarh which is a separate public authority with a separate designated PIO. The information was received from the Assistant Engineer (Tubewells), Chandigarh and given to the information seeker on 4.2.2011by the present respondent-PIO.

3.

The plea of the respondent-PIO is that there has been a marginal delay of only 5 days and there was no intention to deny or withhold the information.  Marginal delay occurred only due to procedural layers, through which the request of the complainant passed, as it was not addressed to PIO of the public authority which holds the information.

4.

The complainant does not contest the above facts.  The plea of the complainant, however, is that so far the department has not acted on his applications dated 26.7.2010 and 28.8.2010.  The function of this commission is only to ensure that information sought by a citizen is furnished to him, which has been done in the present case.  If he is dissatisfied due to non-action by the department on the issues raised by him, he has to approach the senior officers within the department.  This commission has no jurisdiction in this matter.  Hence, the complaint case is closed. 







     
      (R.I. Singh)

April 8, 2011




       
 Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar, 617/1, Sector-41-A, 

Chandigarh.-160036.





             -----------Appellant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- The Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh.

------------Respondents.




AC No. 160   of 2011

Present:-
 Shri Ashok Kumar appellant in person.

Shri  Pritpal Singh, CIF-cum-APIO alongwith Shri D.P. Mangla, Superintendent and Shri Gurdeep Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record letter No.271 dated 7.4.2011.

2.

On specific query addressed to the appellant, he states that  he is satisfied with the information furnished to him and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.










     
      (R.I. Singh)

April 8, 2011




        Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

