STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balraj Kumar Sharma

#  20-A, Gali No. 4,

Dashmesh Nagar A

Tripri,

Patiala – 147004.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary School Education, 

Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent

CC- 667/11
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Sanjeev Kumar


None for the respondent.

 

In the earlier hearing dated 02.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“Respondent Sh. Gurdev Singh submitted the applicant is one Sh. Balraj Kumar Sharma and the information is sought regarding one Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, a third party.  He also submitted that they have already written to the third party seeking his consent.   During the proceedings, it transpired that Sh. Sanjeev Kumar who is present on behalf of the complainant, is his son and he has no objection if the information is passed on to the complainant.  Accordingly, respondent has been directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.  It is further noted that the respondent present has no knowledge of the case and has submitted that the reply to the queries can only be provided by the PIO - Sh. O.P. Palani.

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, Sh. Sanjeev Sharma, while appearing on behalf of the complainant, submitted as under: -

“After the hearing on 092.05.2011, I went to the Secretary School Education on 11.05.2011 for getting the information and met Sh. Sanjay Popli, Additional Secretary School Education but he started hurling abuses at me.    I made another effort on 30.05.2011 but no information was provided.

It is also submitted that letter purported to be issued on
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11.04.2011 from the office of Secretary School Education pertaining to consent of the third party, was received by me on 19.05.2011. The envelope was bearing postal stamp of 10.05.2011.  The envelope was marked to be ‘Registered’ which had later been struck off.  This was sent after the first hearing on 02.05.2011.  Thus it is apparent that the respondent department is intentionally delaying the information.” 


No one is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any information been provided to the complainant.  Thus none of the directions of the Commission have been followed.   


Therefore, keeping in view the non-compliance of the directions, PIO Sh. O.P. Palani is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



Information should also be provided to the complainant within a week’s time under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. Edu-2 Branch (98722-64476) appeared on behalf of the respondent.  He submitted that he has joined the office only a week back and has come to know about the case only today.  He sought some time to carry out the directions of the Commission. 


He has been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing fixed. 
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As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98727-50080)

Sh. Jagat Singh,

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

Near Bahadurshah Chowk,

Opp. Sanatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur-146001






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    
    …Respondent

CC- 671/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Darshan Singh, Sr. Asstt. (94178-83009) along with Avtar Singh Sr. Asstt. (98556-83544)



In the earlier hearing dated 02.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“Information has been brought to the court.  The complainant is not present and the respondent has been directed to send this information to him by registered post.   Complainant shall, upon receipt, communicate the discrepancies in the same, if any to the respondent and the Commission.

Respondents also stated that since the information had to be procured from various Distt. Education Officers in the State, the delay has occurred.”



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him. 


Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Darpinder Singh,

H. No. 22, Jit Avenue,

Near Dogar Basti 6 (Right)
Faridkot-152103






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    
    …Respondent

CC- 681/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing date 02.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“Complainant present states that no information has been provided to him so far. 

None is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received. 

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.”



After the hearing on 02.05.2011, Sh. Sawan Iqbal, Nodal Officer was contacted over the telephone who later sent Sh. Bimal Dev to the office who took the relevant papers of the case and assured the court that the needful would be done at the earliest.  Sh. Bimal Dev also informed that Ms. Neelam Bhagat is the officer dealing with this case.



Today again, no one has come present on behalf of the respondent nor has any intimation been received.



Therefore, in view of the inaction on the part of the respondent, PIO  - Ms. Neelam Bhagat is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she
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has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 



Also complete information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tarun Chadha,

34, New Kashi Nagri,

Ferozepur City – 152002.





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh.





    …Respondent

CC- 693/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 02.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“None is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received. 

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.”



After the hearing on 02.05.2011, Sh. Sawan Iqbal, Nodal Officer was contacted over the telephone who later sent Sh. Bimal Dev to the office who took the relevant papers of the case and assured the court that the needful would be done at the earliest.  Sh. Bimal Dev also informed that Ms. Neelam Bhagat is the officer dealing with this case.



Complainant, vide his fax message, has sought an adjournment, which is granted.



Again, no one has come present on behalf of the respondent nor has any intimation been received.



Therefore, in view of the inaction on the part of the respondent, PIO  - Ms. Neelam Bhagat is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 



Also complete information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 
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For further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94654-84930)

Sh. Rao Birenderjit Singh

s/o Sh. Amrik Singh,

Village Chhappa,

P.O. Baghiarhi,

Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran – 143301 



   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (EE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    
    …Respondent

CC- 698/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Rao Birenderjit Singh in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Kulwant Singh, Deputy DEO (EE) Tarn Taran; Manjit Inder, Sr. Asstt.; Ms. Gurprit Kaur, Asstt. Director (Estt. I Branch), Ms. Krishna, Supdt. O/o DEO (EE) Tarn Taran; and Ms. Varinderjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt. O/O DEO (EE) Tarn Taran.



In the earlier hearing dated 02.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“I have discussed all the points with the complainant and the respondent and am of the view that complete information but on one count has been provided, though the complainant is not satisfied.   For this, he is advised to take up the matter with higher competent authority.  

It is also noted that DPI (EE) Punjab, Chandigarh has also informed the complainant vide letter dated 01.04.2011 to the effect that his name in the merit list was much below that of Sh. Sandeep Singh.

Since the matter involves in-depth clarification, DEO (EE) Tarn Taran is impleaded as a party who will appear in the next hearing personally.

Only one point is to be clarified – if the order passed by the court was not implemented by the said department, how the candidates i.e. Ram Singh; Kudip Singh (Date of Joining: 05.11.2008 in both the cases), Sh. Rajinder Kumar son of Sh. Des Raj (Date of joining: 10.12.2008) and Sh. Lal Singh (Date of joining: 30.10.2008) were given appointment letters.”



Sh. Kulwant Singh, Dy. DEO (EE) Tarn Taran has submitted the following written statement: -
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“Ref. your order dated 02.05.2011.

It is respectfully submitted that the candidates mentioned in the letter dated 30.04.2011 submitted by the complainant Sh. Rao Birenderjit Singh namely S/Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Ram Singh, Kuldip Singh, Lal Singh and Sheetal Kumar had already been issued when a copy of the interim order of the Hon’ble High Court passed in CWP No. 6801/08 in the case titled ‘Sudesh Rani vs. Punjab State’ on 25.09.2008 was received in this office on 14.11.2008.  Thus all the appointment letters have been issued according to the records, duly following the relevant rules.”



 Similarly, Ms. Gurprit Kaur, Asstt. Director (Estt. 2 Branch) has also submitted a copy of the letter dated 05.05.2011 addressed to the complainant Sh. Rao Birenderjit Singh, which read as under: -
“With reference to your letter dated 23.04.2011, it is to submit that the CWP No. 6801/08 was decided by the Hon’ble High Court titled ‘Sudesh Rani vs. Punjab State’ on 20.04.2010.  However, an interim order passed on 25.09.2008 was received in this office on 14.11.2008 whereby recruitment to the posts of 1133 teaching follows was stayed.   If still any clarification is required, the same can be taken up with the DEO (EE) Tarn Taran as he happens to be the appointing authority for the posts of Teaching fellows.”



With this, complete information to the complainant as per his application dated 17.01.2011 stands provided.   However, the complainant is not satisfied and wishes to seek further information.  He has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority or a civil court.



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.  
 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(0161-2441063)

Sh. S.R. Singal

979/23, Street No. 7,

Deep Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana-147001






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Education Secretary, Punjab 

Chandigarh.






    
    …Respondent

CC- 682/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. S.R. Singal in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. (98722-64476)



In the earlier hearing dated 02.05.2011, Sh. Bimal Dev, Sr. Asstt. from the office of DPI (SE) Punjab appeared on behalf of the respondent and it was recorded: -

“Respondent present states that this case was transferred to them by the office of Secretary Education, Punjab where the original application for information had been submitted.   It pertains to a dispute concerning award of increments.

It was also disclosed by Sh. Bimal Dev that nowhere in the entire correspondence has the applicant mentioned the post held by him and in absence of the same, they were unable to proceed further.   He also stated that the handwriting of the applicant is quite illegible and causing inconvenience.  

The complainant, upon directions of the Commission, has put the fact of his post in the writing and handed over it to the respondent. 

Respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant at the earliest.”



Today, the complainant submits that no information has been provided to him so far. 



Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. is present from the office of Secretary Education, Punjab and states that he has joined the office only a week back and he has come to know about the case today only.   He sought relevant papers from the complaint case which have been provided to him in the court.   He assured the court that he would provide the relevant information to the complainant, in a week’s time.
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For further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(0161-2441063)

Sh. S.R. Singal

979/23, Street No. 7,

Deep Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana-147001






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Education Secretary, Punjab 

Chandigarh.






    
    …Respondent

CC- 683/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. S.R. Singal in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. (98722-64476)



In the earlier hearing dated 02.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far. 

None is present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received. 

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, the complainant submits that no information has been provided to him so far. 



Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. is present from the office of Secretary Education, Punjab and states that he has joined the office only a week back and he has come to know about the case today only.   He sought relevant papers from the complaint case which have been provided to him in the court.   He assured the court that he would provide the relevant information to the complainant, in a week’s time.



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Baljeet Singh 

# 109, Green Enclave,

Kharar Road,

Daon-140301 (Distt. Mohali)




       …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mohali


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.





   
  …Respondents

AC - 1083/2010
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Lal (98146-41583)



In the earlier hearing dated 03.05.2011, a compensation of Rs. 2,000/- had been awarded in favour of the appellant.



Today, Sh. Ramesh Lal, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted a letter dated 24.05.2011 wherein it is stated: -

“In compliance of the orders of the Hon’ble Commission passed on 03.05.2011, today, a sum of Rs. 2,000/- has been received by the appellant towards compensation and he has also expressed satisfaction over the information provided.  Copy of acknowledgement from the appellant is also enclosed.”



Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94170-22933)

Sh. Sher Singh,

Ex-President,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind – 140406.






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





   …Respondent

CC- 308/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sher Singh in person along with Sh. N.K. Sayal


None for the respondent.



In the earlier hearing dated 03.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“Today, Sh. Ramesh Verma is present on behalf of respondent and submits two documents dated 11.04.2011 and 21.04.2011.  The letter dated 21.04.2011 which is addressed to the Director, Local Govt., reads as under: -




‘Ref. letter no. 9/29/2011-3LG3/878 dated 11.04.2011.

In CC No. 2286 of 2009, you had appeared personally and stated that PIO, office of the Director, Local Govt. Punjab will pass a speaking order for not providing the third party information to the complainant.  Now the complainant has filed CC No. 308/11 before the Hon’ble Commission.  A copy of the application is being forwarded to you and the information sought be provided immediately and the compliance be reported.  The next date fixed in the case is 03.05.2011.’

Respondent also submits this position was also brought to the notice of the Secretary on 07.04.2011.

Sh. S.K. Sharma, Director Local Govt. Punjab has not only failed to comply with the directions of the Commission but has also not implemented the orders of Hon’ble SIC Sh. R.K. Gupta dated 06.01.2010.

One more opportunity is granted to Sh. S.K. Sharma, Director Local Govt. Punjab to appear personally in the next hearing and also follow the instructions by the Secretary’s office and ensure compliance of the Orders of Hon’ble SIC Sh. R.K. Gupta dated 06.01.2010.










Contd……2/-
-:2:-

A copy of this order may also be sent to the Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab, Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.

As the complainant is insisting on compensation, Sh. S.K. Sharma shall also show cause as to why suitable compensation be not awarded to Sh. Sher Singh for the detriments suffered by him in getting the information which still has not been provided to him.”



Today, the complainant submitted that neither any information has been provided nor any communication been received from the respondent.   He further submitted that he has been subjected to lot of harassment since the original application in this case submitted on 06.10.2010.


No one has come present on behalf of the respondent - either from the office of Principal Secretary Local Govt. or the office of Director Local Govt.     No intimation / communication has been received from either of the two.  None of the directions of the Commission have been followed.  The orders of the Commission for passing a speaking order, though communicated to the Director Sh. S.K. Sharma, have also not been complied with.   

 

Therefore, in view of the fact that the PIO has performed his part of the compliance, and the speaking order which was to be passed by the Director Local Govt. Sh. S.K. Sharma has failed to comply with, Sh. S.K. Sharma, Director Local Govt. is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the Director Sh. S.K. Sharma is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



Sh. S.K. Sharma shall also show cause as to why disciplinary proceedings be not initiated against him for not complying with the directions of the Commission.   



Copies of this order should also be sent to the Chief Secretary, Punjab apart from the Director Local Govt. Punjab, Secretary Local Govt. Punjab. 



Information should also be provided to the complainant within a week’s time under intimation to the Commission. 
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Secretary Local Govt. Punjab is directed to inform the Commission the steps taken to comply with the orders of the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Sanjay Goswami, Sr. Asstt. appeared on behalf of the respondent and made the following written submission: -

“In this case, Sh. S.K. Sharma, IAS, Director Local Govt. is to pass speaking order.   Thus the information about passing of the speaking order can be given by the office of Director, Local Govt. “


He has been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing, including the next date of hearing. 



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to: 

1.
The Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
The Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.

3.
The Director Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98722-20039)

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan

H. No. 78/8,

Park Road,

New Mandi,

Dhuri.








   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Joint Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab 

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1337/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan in person assisted by Sh. Ramesh Sharma.
For the respondent: Sh. Baljit Singh, ASI (0172-2702201; 2701812)



A number of applications under the RTI Act have been put together to make one complaint, which is not permissible under the instructions of the authorities. 



The complaint submits that application for information was submitted on 10.09.2010 and the remaining are reminders.   He further submitted that he did not know that the words ‘Form A’ were not required to be mentioned on the reminders. 


Vide the application dated 10.09.2010, the complainant had sought the following information: -

“The undersigned had, on 04.07.2008, made a complaint against Ms. Sumna Devi, Sr. Asstt. office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala (GPF Branch) stating that she possessed assets disproportionate to her known sources of income.   The relevant period was 01.01.2005 to 04.07.2008 and Sh. G.S. Sohal, Inspector Vigilance Flying Squad Unit No. 3, SCO No. 49-51 was tasked to carry out an investigation.  However, vide my letter dated 25.08.2008, I had sought transfer of the case from him.  
Please provide me the present status of the complaint.  Who has been entrusted with the said investigation?”



Respondent present stated that they have been informing the complainant about the status of his complaint from time to time and the last
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such communication was sent on 06.06.2011 upon receipt of notice of hearing from the Hon’ble Commission.  However, the complainant submitted that it has not been received by him.  Therefore, a copy of the same was provided to him in the court.



Sh. Baljit Singh, ASI, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, has also made the following written submissions: -

“Respectfully, it is submitted that reply to the notice has already been sent by the Joint Director-cum-PIO vide his letter dated 06.06.2011 wherein it has been informed that the complainant was kept informed from time to time about the position of the matter. The objections have been pointed out by the complainant Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan during the hearing today. 

I shall hand over the objections to the Joint Director-cum-PIO who will send the necessary reply to the complainant with a copy to the Hon’ble Commission.”



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94177-37169)

Sh. Amar Nath

s/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar,

Mohalla Khatikan,

Fazilka-152123.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1345/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Amar Nath in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. LG-I Br. 


Vide application dated 20.01.2011, the complainant wrote to the respondent alleging financial irregularities and consequent losses caused to the Municipal Council, Fazilka at the hands of E.O., Land Officer, M.E. and S.O.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 03.05.2011 as no response was received. 



Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far.



Sh. Manjit Singh, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted as under: -

“It is submitted that this case i.e. CC 1345/11 does not pertain to LG-I branch but it relates to Director, Local Govt. Punjab and Sh. Paramjit Singh, Supdt. is the PIO for the said case.”



Accordingly, Sh. Paramjit Singh, Supdt.-PIO office of Director Local Govt. is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission and also appear in the next hearing to explain the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94177-37169)

Sh. Amar Nath

s/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar,

Mohalla Khatikan,

Fazilka-152123.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    …Respondent
CC- 1347/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Amar Nath in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. LG-I Br. 



Vide application dated 20.01.2011, the complainant wrote to the respondent alleging financial irregularities and consequent losses caused to the Municipal Council, Fazilka at the hands of E.O., Land Officer, M.E. and S.O.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 03.05.2011 as no response was received. 



Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far.



Sh. Manjit Singh, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted as under: -

“It is submitted that this case i.e. CC 1347/11 does not pertain to LG-I branch but it relates to LG-3 Branch and Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt. LG-4, is the PIO for the said case.”



Accordingly, Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt.-PIO, LG-4 Branch, office of Principal Secretary Local Govt. is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission and also appear in the next hearing to explain the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner









Contd……2/-

-:2:-



After the hearing was over, Sh. Sanjay Goswami, Sr. Asstt. came present on behalf of the respondent and made the following written submissions: -

“Regarding the complaint of Sh. Amar Nath, report has been sought for from Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Ferozepur, the report of Regional Deputy Director is still awaited.  As soon as his report is received, the same shall be supplied to the applicant.”



He has been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing, including the next date of hearing. 



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Madan Lal Singla,

Advocate,

Shop No. 260, Grain Market,

Mansa







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Council,

Mansa.







    …Respondent

CC- 1426/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Bhupinder Singh, E.O. (99880-10190)


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission on 12.05.2011 by Sh. Madan Lal Singla, when the information provided to him in response to his original application dated 17.05.2010 by the respondent vide letters dated 26.05.2010 and 03.06.2010 was stated to be incomplete, vague and irrelevant.  Sh. Singla had sought the following information: -

“1.
For disconnection of sewerage connection No. 1134, what action has been taken on the applications dated 16.01.1997 and 06.01.2003?

2.
In view of the CWP No. 19714/06 decided by the Hon’ble High Court on 03.09.2008, how much maximum could be billed by the Municipal Council for the sewerage and water supply?

3.
Generally, on the roads of the city, the lids (covers) of the manholes are on a lower level while the same should have been on the same level of the road.  Why is it so?

4.
Why heaps of rubbish are permitted to be piled up at many common places?  Is it in accordance with the law / rules?”



Complainant is not present today.   However, when contacted over the telephone, he informed that information on point no. 1 is pending. 



Sh. Bhupinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted as under: -

“That the information asked by the petitioner has been supplied by Memo. No. 1855 dated 15.06.2010.

That the information has again been supplied by regd. memo. no. 2456 dated 14.06.2011 (copy attached)

That the application dated 16.01.1997 and 06.01.2003 is not available in office.  The matter was discussed by the Hon’ble Commission with the complainant on 21.06.2011 telephonically.








Contd……2/-

-:2:-

We are ready to take action on above said application if copy of the same is supplied.”



In view of the submissions of the respondent, complainant is directed to provide the respondent copies of his applications dated 16.01.1997 and 06.01.2003 so that the respondent is able to proceed further.



For further proceedings, to come up on 10.08.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh.  Balbir Aggarwal,

B.O. 167-B,

Industrial Estate,

Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana. 







 …..Complainant



 



Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana



                                 
  …..Respondent

CC- 2920/2010

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. S.R. Kaler, Addl. Deputy Commissioner.


In the earlier hearing dated 02.05.2011, it was recorded: -

“One more opportunity is granted to the respondent-PIO-ADC Sh. S.R. Kaler to procure and provide complete information to the complainant as directed in the order dated 30.03.2011, failing which initiation of disciplinary proceedings will be recommended to the competent authority.

Sh. S.R. Kaler, ADC-PIO is also directed to appear personally in the next hearing.”



Today, Sh. S.R. Kaler, Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana appeared and submitted a letter dated 20.06.2011 which states: -

“That the said case is pending in this Hon’ble court on 21.06.2011.  In this respect, it is submitted that a letter has been received from the complainant wherein he has stated that complete information to his satisfaction has been provided and hence he does not want any further action in the matter and the case be consigned to records.”



A copy of the letter dated 17.06.2011 from Sh. Balbir Aggarwal has also been attached, which reads: -



“Reg. CC 2920/10 – titled Balbir Aggarwal vs. D.C. Ludhiana.

It is submitted that complete information sought by me has been provided and I am satisfied with the same.  I do not want any further action on my application; hence the case may kindly be closed and disposed of.”









Contd…….2/-

-:2:-



A show cause notice was issued to the PIO – Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana vide order dated 20.12.2010.  Written explanation from Sh. Kaler had been received in the hearing dated 31.01.2011.  I have gone through the reply submitted and am satisfied that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information. 



Complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant has already been provided. 


Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.06.2011



State Information Commissioner 
