STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(0161-2457152)

Sh. Gurdev Singh,

12-A, Sarabha Nagar, 

Ludhiana  







 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government, Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







  …..Respondent
CC- 3404/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurdev Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Kulwinder Singh Gill, Supdt.-APIO (98880-33567) o/o Director Local Govt.



Respondent states that response to the complainant had been sent by registered post, on 25.03.2011 and he has already received the same.



Complainant is not satisfied with the response received.  He has pointed out his objections vide letter dated 28.04.2011.



During the course of hearing, I have discussed all the points with the complainant and the respondent Sh. Kulwinder Gill has assured the court that information on the discrepancies shall be provided to the complainant before the next date of hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 16.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Chander Mohan,

C/o ‘Sankalp’;

M/s Parshottam Dass & Sons,

Old Grain Market, 

Sunam- 148028,

Distt- Sangrur 






 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Government Pb.,

SCO 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector-17C, Chandigarh 




 
  …..Respondent
CC- 502/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt.-PIO (98159-33377) along with Sh. Devinder Singh (LG-I Branch)


Sh. Ramesh Verma had come to the court in another case and was called to examine the file and a copy of the application has been provided to him in the Court. 



Complainant is, however, not present today and no intimation has been received from him.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, with a compliance report to the Commission.



For further proceedings, to come up on 16.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. N.K. Sayal  


Sayal Street,

Sirhind







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Government Pb.,

SCO 131-132,

Sector-17C, Chandigarh 




 
  …..Respondent

CC- 1644/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. N.K. Syal in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Surmukh Singh, Supdt.-APIO (92172-11519)



It is noted that initially, the respondent had stated that an FIR would be registered regarding the missing files, but now even the affidavit is not being filed, as was directed.   None of the directions of the Commission given vide order dated 15.02.2011 have been followed.  Respondent was directed to submit an affidavit in support of his contention regarding the files going missing.   However, Sh. Surmukh Singh states that serious efforts are being made to trace out the records and he be allowed to file the affidavit in the next hearing in case the files are not found.   It seems that Sh. Surmukh Singh is taking the RTI Act lightly and using delaying tactics even for submitting an affidavit.  

 

Complainant submits that already about ten hearings have taken place and he has suffered a lot and prayed that he be compensated.



In the next hearing, Sh. Paramjit Singh, Supdt.-PIO shall appear in person.



For further proceedings, to come up on 16.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajneesh Madhok,

B- XXX/63, Nehru Nagar,

Street no- 2, Railway Road,

Phagwara- 144401,

Distt- Kapurthala






      …..Appellant








Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Government,

SCO – 131-132,

Sector- 17C, Chandigarh     




 
  

2.
Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Local Government,

SCO – 131-132,

Sector- 17C, Chandigarh    



…..Respondents
AC- 667/2010
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Rajneesh Madhok, in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Ashok Kumar, Supdt.-APIO (LG II Branch) (96465-88003)



Respondent present submits a letter dated 28.04.2011 addressed to the appellant with a copy to the Commission.  The letter reads: -



“Ref. order dated 22.02.2011 by Hon’ble SIC Sh. D.S. Kahlon.

Approval has been granted for restoration of plot no. 683 to the applicant and the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Phagwara has been advised vide Memo. No. 8/33/2005-2LG2/1039 dated 21.04.2011 (Copy enclosed).”



Sh. Rajneesh Madhok is satisfied with the response and submits that the matter be closed. 



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: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nirmaljit Singh,

Punjab Mandi Board,

S.A.S. Nagar at Kissan Bhawan,

Sector-35A, Chandigarh 





 …..Complainant







Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Town & Country Planning Deptt.,

Punjab,

Madhya Marg, Sector-18, 

Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Town & Country Planning Deptt.
Punjab,

Madhya Marg, Sector-18,

Chandigarh. 
 





…..Respondents

CC- 1149/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Nirmaljit Singh in person.
For the respondent: Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Sr. Asstt. (95011-20272)



Pending information has been brought to the court which is handed over to the complainant.  Upon perusal of the same, complainant states that information on one point remains to be provided and in this connection, respondent has already written to the office of Accountant General (A&E) Punjab.



Respondent stated that the case of the complainant regarding pension contribution and leave salary contribution had been sent to the office of A.G. Chandigarh for granting him benefit of service rendered in this office.  However, some objections were communicated by the said office which have since been removed.



It was also stated that as soon as the matter is finally decided, the complainant as well as the Commission shall be duly informed.



With this, complete information stands provided and the complainant is satisfied.  A copy of this order should also be sent to the Accountant General (A&E) Punjab so that the matter is expedited.



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










Contd……2/-

-:2:-

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to: 

Accountant General (A&E)

Punjab & U.T. 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

Ref:
Your letter no. Pen.-3/FSC/TP/2010-11/8682-83 dated 25.03.11 addressed to the Chief Town Planner, Punjab, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Swaran Singh,

# 1320, 

Street no.- 4,

Ram Dev Nagar, 

Abohar, Distt.- Ferozepur 





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






 
  …..Respondent
CC- 3683/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Jaspal Singh, HC (94639-19967) & Avtar Singh, HC (94171-07444)



Respondent states that complete information has been provided to the complainant by hand, on 29.03.2011. Acknowledgment of the complainant for receipt of 19 pages for three applications has been submitted.   Respondents also submitted that through an oversight, one statement of the Dearness Allowance from January 2006 to March, 2006 was left undelivered and the same is being handed over to the applicant now.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



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: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Swaran Singh,

# 1320, 

Street no.- 4,

Ram Dev Nagar, 

Abohar, Distt.- Ferozepur 





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






 
  …..Respondent
CC- 3684/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Jaspal Singh, HC (94639-19967) & Avtar Singh, HC (94171-07444)



Respondent states that complete information has been provided to the complainant by hand, on 29.03.2011. Acknowledgment of the complainant for receipt of 19 pages for three applications has been submitted.   Respondents also submitted that through an oversight, one statement of the Dearness Allowance from January 2006 to March, 2006 was left undelivered and the same is being handed over to the applicant now.



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



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: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Swaran Singh,

# 1320, 

Street no.- 4,

Ram Dev Nagar, 

Abohar, Distt.- Ferozepur 





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






 
  …..Respondent
CC- 3685/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Jaspal Singh, HC (94639-19967) & Avtar Singh, HC (94171-07444)



Respondent states that complete information has been provided to the complainant by hand, on 29.03.2011. Acknowledgment of the complainant for receipt of 19 pages for three applications has been submitted.   Respondents also submitted that through an oversight, one statement of the Dearness Allowance from January 2006 to March, 2006 was left undelivered and the same is being handed over to the applicant now.



Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied.



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: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nirmaljit Singh,

Punjab Mandi Board,

S.A.S. Nagar at Kissan Bhawan,

Sector-35A, Chandigarh 





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Town & Country Planning Deptt.

Punjab,

Madhya Marg, Sector-18,

Chandigarh. 







  …..Respondent
CC- 2090/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Nirmaljit Singh in person.

For the respondent: Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Sr. Asstt. (95011-20272)



Complainant states that complete information to his satisfaction stands provided.  


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: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(93169-04345)

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

# 437-A, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana-141001






 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government Deptt., Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







  …..Respondent
CC- 1178/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kuldeep Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt.-PIO (98159-33377)



It is submitted that in the order dated 22.02.2011, Hon’ble SIC Sh. D.S. Kahlon had observed that the affidavit submitted earlier was technically wrong and hence, the respondent is submitting a fresh affidavit dated 28.04.2011.  A copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant also.



I have gone through the contents of the affidavit and the respondent Sh. Ramesh Verma also submits that in his opinion, the file was misplaced on or around 12.10.2009 and that this statement cannot be taken as affirmative or authentic declaration.



As per the purview of the RTI Act, 2005, I can only advise the Secretary Local Govt. Punjab to initiate an enquiry and inform the complainant and the Commission of the outcome as soon as it is concluded.  With this, the complainant is satisfied.



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: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97800-39499)

Sh. Harish Bhagat 

Nagar Council, 

# 3325, Sector- 32-A,

Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana 







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government, Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







  …..Respondent
CC- 1809/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harish Bhagat in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt.-PIO (98159-33377) along with Sh. Devinder Singh (LG-I Branch)



Respondent has brought copy of a noting to the court, which reads as under: -
“Sh. Harish Bhagat, LA is submitting time and again that he be promoted as Law Officer because he will be retiring after about a year or so.  The promotion of an official / officer takes place in accordance with the prevailing rules and instructions and not on the ground of his retirement in the near future.

As per detailed advice of the ADR (Pages 125-127), no relief has been granted to this official either by the Labour Court or by the Hon’ble High Court.  When even the Hon’ble High Court has not ordered any relief, it means that the request for promotion is not as per rules.   The officials quoted by the applicant were granted promotion as per the orders of the Hon’ble High Court and their cases are still pending.”



I have informed both the parties that specific information as per the original application is to be provided and other points mentioned above are not related to the case.  Upon request from the respondent, a copy of the application for information submitted by Sh. Harish Bhagat has been provided to him.  Respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.    



For further proceedings, to come up on 26.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  









Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97800-39499)

Sh. Harish Bhagat 

Nagar Council, 

# 3325, Sector- 32-A,

Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana 







 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government, Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







  …..Respondent
CC- 1810/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harish Bhagat in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt.-PIO (98159-33377) along with Sh. Devinder Singh (LG-I Branch)



Respondent has brought copy of a noting to the court, which reads as under: -

“Sh. Harish Bhagat, LA is submitting time and again that he be promoted as Law Officer because he will be retiring after about a year or so.  The promotion of an official / officer takes place in accordance with the prevailing rules and instructions and not on the ground of his retirement in the near future.

As per detailed advice of the ADR (Pages 125-127), no relief has been granted to this official either by the Labour Court or by the Hon’ble High Court.  When even the Hon’ble High Court has not ordered any relief, it means that the request for promotion is not as per rules.   The officials quoted by the applicant were granted promotion as per the orders of the Hon’ble High Court and their cases are still pending.”



I have informed both the parties that specific information as per the original application is to be provided and other points mentioned above are not related to the case.  Upon request from the respondent, a copy of the application for information submitted by Sh. Harish Bhagat has been provided to him.  Respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.    



For further proceedings, to come up on 26.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97800-39499)

Sh. Harish Bhagat 

Nagar Council, 

# 3325, Sector- 32-A,

Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana 







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Local Government, Punjab

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







 …..Respondent
CC- 1732/2010
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harish Bhagat in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt.-PIO (98159-33377) along with Sh. Devinder Singh (LG-I Branch)



Respondent has brought copy of a noting to the court, which reads as under: -

“Sh. Harish Bhagat, LA is submitting time and again that he be promoted as Law Officer because he will be retiring after about a year or so.  The promotion of an official / officer takes place in accordance with the prevailing rules and instructions and not on the ground of his retirement in the near future.

As per detailed advice of the ADR (Pages 125-127), no relief has been granted to this official either by the Labour Court or by the Hon’ble High Court.  When even the Hon’ble High Court has not ordered any relief, it means that the request for promotion is not as per rules.   The officials quoted by the applicant were granted promotion as per the orders of the Hon’ble High Court and their cases are still pending.”



I have informed both the parties that specific information as per the original application is to be provided and other points mentioned above are not related to the case.  Upon request from the respondent, a copy of the application for information submitted by Sh. Harish Bhagat has been provided to him.  Respondent is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.    



For further proceedings, to come up on 26.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.  










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





  Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 28.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
