STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 32-33-34, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla, XEN (Retd),

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Special Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC Nos.178 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Supdt-cum-APIO & Shri Karan Pal Rana, Senior Assistant O/o Chief Engineer Irrigation, Mrs. Nirmal Rani, Shri Surinder Singh and Shri Kesar Singh, Senior Assistants, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The representative of the PIO attended the Court alongwith the relevant files/documents relating to the instant cases. The today’s hearing is fixed for inspection/identification of the record by the Complainant. The Complainant is not present today. Accordingly, the inspection/identification of the record could not be done by the Complainant.

2.

On the perusal of the case files, it is seen that Shri M.R.Singla, Complainant in the instant cases asking for the same information. The Respondent states that the Complainant has filed many cases demanding, for the same type of information. The representative states that his case for fixing seniority and higher pay-scale as per the demand of the Complainant has already been sent to the Personnel Department for approval/sanction of the competent authority.
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3.

It is directed that the PIO on behalf of the Respondent may take up the case with the Personnel Department for early approval. As and when the approval is received, the same may be supplied to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission

4.

The case is disposed of, but the Complainant can approach the Commission, if the information is not supplied to him within a period of two months.

                                   Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner



After the hearing is over in all the cases, the Complainant appears and states that he may be given opportunity to argue the case.  Accordingly, he is allowed to argue the case. He brought to the notice of the Commission that no-doubt, a meeting is held under the chairmanship of Secretary Irrigation and Power, in which he also participated and signed the minutes of the meeting, but he does not know anything about the outcome of the case. 

2.

The Complainant states that the case may not be closed as the information as per the meeting held with Secretary Irrigation and Power is still to be supplied by the Department.

3.

 On the request of the Complainant, one more hearing is fixed for confirmation of orders on 22.7.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 32-33-34, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla, XEN (Retd),

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Special Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC Nos.180 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Supdt-cum-APIO & Shri Karan Pal Rana, Senior Assistant O/o Chief Engineer Irrigation, Mrs. Nirmal Rani, Shri Surinder Singh and Shri Kesar Singh, Senior Assistants, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The representative of the PIO attended the Court alongwith the relevant files/documents relating to the instant cases. The today’s hearing is fixed for inspection/identification of the record by the Complainant. The Complainant is not present today. Accordingly, the inspection/identification of the record could not be done by the Complainant.

2.

On the perusal of the case files, it is seen that Shri M.R.Singla, Complainant in the instant cases asking for the same information. The Respondent states that the Complainant has filed many cases demanding, for the same type of information. The representative states that his case for fixing seniority and higher pay-scale as per the demand of the Complainant has already been sent to the Personnel Department for approval/sanction of the competent authority.
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3.

It is directed that the PIO on behalf of the Respondent may take up the case with the Personnel Department for early approval. As and when the approval is received, the same may be supplied to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission

4.

The case is disposed of, but the Complainant can approach the Commission, if the information is not supplied to him within a period of two months.

 








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner



After the hearing is over in all the cases, the Complainant appears and states that he may be given opportunity to argue the case.  Accordingly, he is allowed to argue the case. He brought to the notice of the Commission that no-doubt, a meeting is held under the chairmanship of Secretary Irrigation and Power, in which he also participated and signed the minutes of the meeting, but he does not know anything about the outcome of the case. 

2.

The Complainant states that the case may not be closed as the information as per the meeting held with Secretary Irrigation and Power is still to be supplied by the Department.

3.

 On the request of the Complainant, one more hearing is fixed for confirmation of orders on 22.7.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 32-33-34, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla, XEN (Retd),

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Addl. Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC Nos.184 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Supdt-cum-APIO & Shri Karan Pal Rana, Senior Assistant O/o Chief Engineer Irrigation, Mrs. Nirmal Rani, Shri Surinder Singh and Shri Kesar Singh, Senior Assistants, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The representative of the PIO attended the Court alongwith the relevant files/documents relating to the instant cases. The today’s hearing is fixed for inspection/identification of the record by the Complainant. The Complainant is not present today. Accordingly, the inspection/identification of the record could not be done by the Complainant.

2.

On the perusal of the case files, it is seen that Shri M.R.Singla, Complainant in the instant cases asking for the same information. The Respondent states that the Complainant has filed many cases demanding, for the same type of information. The representative states that his case for fixing seniority and higher pay-scale as per the demand of the Complainant has already been sent to the Personnel Department for approval/sanction of the competent authority.
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3.

It is directed that the PIO on behalf of the Respondent may take up the case with the Personnel Department for early approval. As and when the approval is received, the same may be supplied to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission

4.

The case is disposed of, but the Complainant can approach the Commission, if the information is not supplied to him within a period of two months.

 








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner



After the hearing is over in all the cases, the Complainant appears and states that he may be given opportunity to argue the case.  Accordingly, he is allowed to argue the case. He brought to the notice of the Commission that no-doubt, a meeting is held under the chairmanship of Secretary Irrigation and Power, in which he also participated and signed the minutes of the meeting, but he does not know anything about the outcome of the case. 

2.

The Complainant states that the case may not be closed as the information as per the meeting held with Secretary Irrigation and Power is still to be supplied by the Department.

3.

 On the request of the Complainant, one more hearing is fixed for confirmation of orders on 22.7.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 32-33-34, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.R.Singla, XEN (Retd),

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Additional Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC Nos.185 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Supdt-cum-APIO & Shri Karan Pal Rana, Senior Assistant O/o Chief Engineer Irrigation, Mrs. Nirmal Rani, Shri Surinder Singh and Shri Kesar Singh, Senior Assistants, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The representative of the PIO attended the Court alongwith the relevant files/documents relating to the instant cases. The today’s hearing is fixed for inspection/identification of the record by the Complainant. The Complainant is not present today. Accordingly, the inspection/identification of the record could not be done by the Complainant.

2.

On the perusal of the case files, it is seen that Shri M.R.Singla, Complainant in the instant cases asking for the same information. The Respondent states that the Complainant has filed many cases demanding, for the same type of information. The representative states that his case for fixing seniority and higher pay-scale as per the demand of the Complainant has already been sent to the Personnel Department for approval/sanction of the competent authority.
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3.

It is directed that the PIO on behalf of the Respondent may take up the case with the Personnel Department for early approval. As and when the approval is received, the same may be supplied to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission

4.

The case is disposed of, but the Complainant can approach the Commission, if the information is not supplied to him within a period of two months.

 








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner



After the hearing is over in all the cases, the Complainant appears and states that he may be given opportunity to argue the case.  Accordingly, he is allowed to argue the case. He brought to the notice of the Commission that no-doubt, a meeting is held under the chairmanship of Secretary Irrigation and Power, in which he also participated and signed the minutes of the meeting, but he does not know anything about the outcome of the case. 

2.

The Complainant states that the case may not be closed as the information as per the meeting held with Secretary Irrigation and Power is still to be supplied by the Department.

3.

 On the request of the Complainant, one more hearing is fixed for confirmation of orders on 22.7.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.06.2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

