STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri A.K. Garg,

# 3290, Sector: 44-D,   Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Bureau of Public Enterprises, Punjab,

(Directorate of Disinvestment, Finance Department),

SCO No. 53-55, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No. 861/2008

RESERVED ON 28.8.2008

PRONOUNCED IN OPEN COURT ON 25.9.2008

ORDER

1.

Arguments in this case were heard on 28.8.2008 and the judgment was reserved.

2.

Prior to 28.8.2008, this matter was heard on a number of dates i.e. 10.6.2008, 15.7.2008 and 24.7.2008. During the hearing on 15.7.2008, the Complainant wanted a clarification from the Respondent whether the Notification in question was dated 11.3.1999 or 24.11.1997. The case was, therefore,  adjourned  to 24.7.2008 for the purpose of providing  this clarification. 

3.

On 24.7.2008, the Complainant stated that no clarification regarding the date of Notification has been supplied by the PIO in the affidavit and, therefore, it was requested that the PIO be directed to file a fresh affidavit. 
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 The Complainant also prayed that the PIO be  directed to scrutinize the affidavits submitted by the various PSUs of Punjab Government and supply a self contained note. The  case was adjourned to 28.8.2008. 

4.

On 28.8.2008, a written submission was filed by the PIO and an affidavit was submitted, which was taken on record. 

5.

I have carefully gone through the written submission, the contents of the affidavit and have also considered oral submissions made by the parties during the hearings. In so far as  the clarification regarding date of Notification is concerned, it has been clearly stated by the PIO that there  were two Notifications bearing the dates 24.11.1997 and 11.3.1999. According to him, both these Notifications stand supplied to the Complainant vide letter dated 27.5.2008. It has also been categorically stated by the Respondent PIO that all the affidavits supplied by various PSUs regarding the appointments made by them have also been supplied to the Complainant. 

6.

In view of this, the only question  which remains to be considered  is whether the Complainant is entitled to demand that the PIO  should scrutinize all the affidavits submitted by various  PSUs and thereafter prepare a self contained note regarding the contents thereof. In my view, this demand of the Complainant does not amount to obtaining information as contemplated under the RTI Act, 2005. He can seek information only regarding the material, which is 
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available on record of the Public Authority. He cannot ask the PIO to study the record , scrutinize it and prepare a note regarding the contents, meaning or purport of the record as available with the Public Authority.  In this view of the matter, the demand of the Complainant that the PIO should scrutinize the affidavits submitted by the PSUs and then prepare and supply a self contained note to the Complainant, is rejected. 

7.

So far as the other information  i.e. copies of the Notifications and the copies of various affidavits filed by the PSUs  are concerned, these stand  supplied to the Complainant.

8.

In view of the foregoing, no further action in the matter is required to be taken and therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 25.9.2008.            
                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Captain Kundan Lal,

Village: Katbara, Tehsil: Balachaur,

District: Nawanshahr.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation, Nawanshahr.



 Respondent

CC No. 1595/2008

Present:
None is  present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Avtar Singh, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 4.9.2008, Captain Kundan Lal, Complainant, submitted his observations on 11.9.2008 to the Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Water Supply and Sanitation, Nawan Shahr on  the information supplied to him on the last date of hearing on 4.9.2008 in the court.  The Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Water Supply and Sanitation, Nawan Shahr endorsed these observations to Shri Avtar Singh, S.D.E, Water Supply and Sanitation, Sub-Division No. 1, Balachaur with the directions that the information as per the  RTI Act, 2005 be supplied to the Complainant immediately. 

2.

Shri Avtar Singh, SDE-cum-APIO, who is present today, states that 
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the information, running into two sheets,  on the basis of the observations made 

by the Complainant, has been supplied to him vide letter No. 2413-15, dated 22.9.2008 personally at his residence on 24.9.2008 by him.   He further states that the Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

The Complainant is not present today, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied.  

4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                        Surinder Singh

Dated:  25. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Government,

 Punjab, Irrigation & Power Department, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.    



 Respondent

CC No. 453 /2008

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sucha Singh, Under Secretary-cum-APIO; Shri Prem Singh, Superintendent, Irrigation Personnel-2 Branch; Shri Gurlal Singh, Senior Assistant, Irrigation Personnel-2 Branch;  office of Principal Secretary Irrigation and Power.

 Shri Kamlesh Kumar, Superintendent GPF Branch,  Shri Karan Pal Rana, Senior Assistant, Shri Harbhajan Bhatti, Senior Assistant and Shri Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant, office of  Chief Engineer,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 2.9.2008, the APIO-cum-Superintendent has sent information, running into four sheets including one sheet of covering letter,  to Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, vide Memo. No. 17/37/08-3IP2/125 dated 22.9.2008 by registered post with a copy to 

the Commission. The Complainant states that he has not received the information till date. 
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3.

Shri Sucha Singh, Under Secretary-cum-APIO, states that  the

 seniority list of PSE Class-II of Irrigation Department, running into 107 pages,  has been prepared as per the order dated 13.9.2000. He hands over one copy to the Complainant and submits one copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. The APIO further states that the Complainant may be directed to deposit the  necessary fee of this Booklet. The Complainant states that since the information has not been supplied within a stipulated period, this booklet may be supplied free of cost. Accordingly it is ordered that the information be supplied free of cost. 

4.

The Complainant further states that he may be given at least 15 days to study the information supplied to him today in the court. It is accordingly directed that the Complainant will submit his observations/comments, if any, on the information supplied to him today, within a period of 15 days to the PIOs of the offices of Principal Secretary Irrigation and Chief Engineer Irrigation, with a copy to the Commission and both the PIOs will send their response to the Complainant within a further period of 15 days, with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06.11.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the PIO of the office of Chief Engineer Irrigation, Punjab, Sector:18, Chandigarh.









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.
                                        Surinder Singh

Dated:  25. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30-A, Ramgali,

N. M. Bagh,  Ludhiana.






Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Personnel, Punjab,

6th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



Respondent






MR-67/2008

In CC No.742, 747, 900 & 901  of 2007

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.

Shri Madan Sood, Superintendent Grade-II, P.P.-1 Branch of the office of Secretary Personnel.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 2.9.2008, when it was directed that the Complainant will make a submission of his written statement alongwith information/documents supplied by the Department to him, where the Department has mis-quoted the facts and given contradictory statements,  within a period of 15 days. The Complainant states that he sent  the written statement to the PIO with a copy to the Commission on 6.9.2008.

2.

On the perusal of the file it is found that a  copy of the written statement sent to the PIO of the office of Secretary Personnel by the 
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 747, 900 & 901  of 2007

Complainant  has been received in the Punjab Civil Secretariat against Diary Number 2003 dated 8.9.2008 but has reached the Commission Office instead of sending it to the Personnel Department.  

3.

Shri Madan Sood, Superintendent Grade-II,  of the office of Secretary Personnel, who is present  today in the Commission office  in connection with an application dated 3.9.2008 of the Complainant, has been handed over the written statement of the Complainant in the instant case to hand over the same to the concerned Branch of the Personnel Department in the Punjab Civil Secretariat.

4.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent  in the instant case,  the  case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 6.11.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                        Surinder Singh

Dated:  25. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh,

# 310-B, Ranjit Avenue, 

Amritsar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Animal Husbandry,

Dairy Development & Fisheries,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1177 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt Kamlesh Kumari, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 11.9.2008, when the Respondent assured the Commission that the requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant within a week’s time.  Consequently, the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of  the order dated 11.9.2008.

2.

The APIO states that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter dated 19.9.2008 by registered post. 

3.

The Complainant is not present today, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied.



4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.
                                        Surinder Singh

Dated:  25. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Padamkant Dwivedi,

H.No. B-125, Sector: 14, 

Chandigarh.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Punjab State Tubewell Corporation,

Lining Division No. 1, Faridkot.





 Respondent

AC No. 302/2008

Present:
Shri   Padamkant  Dwivedi,  Appellant,   in person.

Shri Vinay Kumar Sood,  S.D.E.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Vinay Kumar Sood, SDE-cum-APIO, who appears on behalf of Respondent-PIO, states that Shri A.K. Jain, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO is on Ex-India Leave from 10.9.2008 to 24.10.2008. He pleads that the case may be adjourned and fixed for further hearing after 24.10.2008.

2.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for  further hearing on 6.11.2008 with the directions that Shri A.K. Jain, XEN, PWRM & DC, Ferozepur-cum-PIO will appear in person alongwith an affidavit to explain as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                        Surinder Singh

Dated:  25. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Major Singh Bhullar,

# 3149, Sector: 28-D, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Pensions Punjab,

SCO: 192-193, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Mini Secretariat, Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No.1225 & 1219/2008

Present:
Shri   Major Singh Bhullar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Ram Kishan, Superintendent –cum-APIO, Shri Harbhajan Singh, Senior Assistant, Directorate of Pension, Shri Om Parkash Aneja, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Shri Gurmel Singh, Superintendent, Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant,  office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala,  on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Ram Kishan, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Director Pension and Welfare of Pensioners,  submits a written statement vide letter No. 2/12/2007-1PI/1122, dated 24.9.2008, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Complainant  in the Court today. Shri Om Parkash Aneja, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala makes a
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written submission dated 24.9.2008 in the Court today, which is taken on record and a copy of which is handed over to the Complainant.
3.

The APIO of the office of Director Pensions states that the office has made efforts to trace the file,  wherein the information, asked for by the Complainant, may be available, but the same could not be traced. He further states that this was earlier conveyed to the Complainant vide this office letter No. 1/273/99-1PI/1678, dated 2.6.1999.

4.

The Complainant states that he has been suffering since his retirement. He intimates the Commission  that a meeting was held in the office of Shri Y.P.S. Ahluwalia, Director Pension and Welfare of Pensioners in which Shri R.C.Nayyar, the then Joint Secretary, PWD(B&R) and Late  Shri H.O. Bablani, the then Administrative Officer of the office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala were present. He further states some decisions were taken by the said Committee in connection with his pension case. 

5.

The APIO of the office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) states that all the retirement benefits have been released to the Complainant as per the judgement of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court dated 27.11.1996.

6.

It is, accordingly, directed that the PIO of the office of Director Pension and Welfare of Pensioners will file an affidavit, within fifteen days, to the effect that the information/record asked for by the Complainant is not
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 available  in his office.  It is also directed that  efforts be made to trace the file and if it is not found, then  an FIR be filed with the Police and the responsibility for the loss of the file be fixed.  

7.

On the request of the Complainant, he is exempted from personal appearance on the next date of hearing  as he is going abroad. The PIO of the office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) Patiala is also exempted from appearance during further proceedings in the instant case. 

8.

The case is fixed for further hearing  on 23.10.2008.

9.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.
                                        Surinder Singh

Dated:  25. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Dewan Chand Duggal,

S/o Late Shri Amar Nath Duggal,

Kothi No. 92, Sector:12, Panchkula.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No.1602/2008

Present:
Shri Dewan Chand Duggal, Complainant, in person.


Shri Om Parkash Aneja, Superintendent-cum-APIO,  Smt. Harjit Kaur, Superintendent, GPF Branch and Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 4.9.2008, when it was directed that the PIO of the office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) Patiala will supply the detail of Rs. 8762/- to the Complainant within a period of 15 days, as per his demand.

2.

Smt. Harjit Kaur, who appears on behalf of the Respondent, submits requisite information running into 8(Eight) sheets to the Complainant. She further states that the amount of Rs. 8762/-(Eight thousand seven hundred sixty two only) has been paid to the Complainant by a Cheque dated 8.9.2008.

3.

The Complainant pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied to him, the case may be closed. 

4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.
                                        Surinder Singh

Dated:  25. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnam Singh Azad,

B-52, Rose Enclave(Sant Nagar),

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary, PWD(B&R),

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.880/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Om Parkash Aneja, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Shri Gurmel Singh,  Superintendent(CTC),  Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant,  office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),  Patiala and  Shri Ashok Rana, Senior Assistant, office of  Secretary, PWD(B&R), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 4.9.2008, when it was directed that  Shri G. S. Sahota, PCS, Administrative Officer-cum-PIO, office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala will appear in person, on the next date of hearing i.e. today, alongwith an affidavit to explain reasons as to why action be not taken against him, as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, for not taking any action as per the orders of the Commission dated 5.8.2008, in the instant case.
2.

Shri Om Parkash Aneja, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Chief 
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Engineer, PWD(B&R)  Patiala states that Shri G. S. Sahota, PCS, Administrative Officer-cum-PIO is not feeling well and he has requested that he may be exempted from personal appearance for today’s proceedings.  The request of the PIO for today’s absence is accepted. However, he is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing  alongwith an affidavit as per the directions issued on 4.9.2008.
3.

Shri Gurnam Singh Azad, Complainant, has informed the Commission vide his letter dated 24.9.2008 that he is not feeling well due to back pain and hence cannot attend the proceedings on 25.9.2008. He has further informed that the Department has done nothing to pay him his retirement benefits such as Leave Encashment, Gratuity and Pension.

4.

Shri Om Parkash Aneja, Superintendent-cum-APIO states that Executive Engineer, Provincial Division, Ludhiana may be directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing as the payment against the sanctions issued by the Chief engineer is to be made by him. It is accordingly directed that the Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) Patiala may issue necessary instructions to the Executive Engineer to get the bills passed by the competent authority so that the payment could be released to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

5.

The APIO states that the pension case of the Complainant has been sent to the A. G. Punjab vide Memo. No. 5065/GAC dated 12.9.2008.  The 
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Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala may take up the case with the Accountant General Punjab for settlement of the Pension Case of the Complainant  and release of retirement benefits to him.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.11.2008 in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh).

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.
                                        Surinder Singh

Dated:  25. 09. 2008

               State Information Commissioner

