STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amar Nath Goel, Senior Citizen,

House No.2546, Mehna Chowk,

Bhatinda.






______Appellant.



Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o District Education Officer, Faridkot.
         

 









…….Respondent.





A.C. No- 29-2006

Present:
None for the applicant.



Shri Baljit Singh Brar, District Education Officer, Faridkot for 


the respondent

ORDER



 Shri Brar submits that the information asked for the complainant has been supplied to him. He further submits that initially there has been some delay in supplying the information being the RTI Act new but within 5 days of the orders passed by the appellate authority the required information has been supplied. Accepting the plea of Shri Brar that information has been delayed on account of the Act being new, a   lenient view is being taken. The respondents are, however, directed that in future such delay should not occur.



The matter stands disposed of.
Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006



Sd/-
         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Devinder Singla 

S/o Shri Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony,

Maur Mandi, Bhatinda.
















______Complainant.

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Bhatinda.

2.
Civil Surgeon, Bhatinda.




         




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








C.C. No- 258-2006






Present:
None for the complainant.


Shri Ram Chand, Sr. Assistant , office of the Deputy 



Commissioner, Bhatinda for the respondent.






ORDER



Shri Ram Chand, Sr. Assistant who appeared on behalf of the respondents submits that information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him.  The case, therefore, stands disposed of.

Chandigarh


Dated: 1.12.2006


 Sd/-         
        
           (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amar Nath Goel,

Senior Citizen,

H.No.2546, Mehna Chowk,

Bhatinda.






______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Bhatinda.




         

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






C.C. No- 212-2006

Present:
None for the complainant


Shri Ram Chand, Sr. Assistant , office of the Deputy 



Commissioner, Bhatinda for the respondent.






ORDER



None is present on behalf of the complainant. Shri Ram Chand, Sr. Assistant who appeared on behalf of the respondents submits that information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him.   



Accordingly, the case stands disposed of.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006



Sd/-
         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarlochan Singh,

House No.Hl-168,

Sukhdev Nagar, Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141001.










______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Tehsildar,

Jagraon, District Ludhiana.

         

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








C.C.No- 314-2006

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini for the complainant.




None for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Sham Lal Saini appearing on behalf of the complainant  submits that neither  information has  been supplied nor  the Tehsildar, Jagraon has come to attend the hearing. The PIO of  office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is directed to  appear personally  on the next date of hearing  for explaining delay in supplying the information and also  causing undue harassment to the public. 






Case to come up on 22.12.2006.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


   Sd/-

         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri P.L. Sharma (Retd. XEN),

9-A, Sunder Nagar, Main Road,

Ludhiana.






______Complainant.



Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Local Government,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
         

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








C.C. No- 520-2006

Present :-
Shri Jagdish Singh Johal, Sr. Assistant for the respondent.



Shri Sham Lal Saini for complainant.

ORDER



Shri Johal appearing for the respondents states that details of the representations are not available with him as they have not been received in the office.  Shri Sham Lal Saini appearing for the complainant has been instructed to supply the same so that the information can be supplied to the complainant. As per letter dated 1.7.2006 sent by the complainant to this Commission, out of five items, four are questions which need not to be replied.  Information only in regard to Sr. No. D in which it is asked about the action taken on his representation is to be supplied.   

  

Case to come up in January, 2007.  Exact date shall be intimated in due course. 

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


       Sd/-
         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri K.S.Bhalla, 259-A, Guru Nanak Pura (West).

Jalandhar.










______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.













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






C.C. No- 232-2006

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini for the complainant.



Shri Satinder Kumar, SI (SHO) alongwith Shri Jagjit Singh, 


ASI for the respondent.

ORDER



Heard both the parties. During the last hearing dated 6.10.2006, the Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar who was present in person had stated that as per the investigation, Shri Bhalla did not seem to be involved in missing of the files.  If it was so, then there should be no problem in giving him this in writing.  Shri Jagjit Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that a Committee has been formed in this regard.  Once the SSP, Jalandhar has personally stated that Shri Bhalla was not involved, there should be no problem in giving this in writing to the complainant as well as to the Corporation so that  pension of Shri Bhalla could be released which is stated to be  withheld for the last three years. The case registered against him on 27.6.2002 and still pending investigation is nothing but persecution of the suspected person.  In normal course, investigations are to be finalized at the earliest otherwise it results into harassment and mental torture to the person concerned. The SSP, Jalandhar should take action in the light of the orders dated 6.10.2006 and report compliance on 22.12.2006.



Case adjourned to 22.12.2006 for compliance.

Chandigarh




Dated: 1.12.2006



Sd/-
         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajesh Jain,

B-IX, 716, Gulchaman Street,

Ludhiana.






______Complainant.






Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director,

Language Department, Punjab,

Bhasha Bhawan, Sheranwala Gate,

Patiala.




         

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








C.C.No- 318-2006

Present:
Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Research Assistant, Language 



Department, Punjab for the respondent.



None for the complainant.

ORDER



Smt. Balwinder Kaur appearing for the respondent states that Inspite of writing to him, the complainant has not deposited the requisite. He has not appeared today. Last time also he was not present before the Commission.  



Last opportunity is being given to the complainant to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing failing which the case will be decided in his absence.  



The case to come up in January, 2007.  Exact date shall be intimated in due course.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006



Sd/-
         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri M.P.Goswami,

Advocate,

102, Shivalik Enclave,

NAC, Manimajra (Chandigarh)




..........Complainant






Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Relations, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






            .......Respondent

CC No.340 of 2006

Present :-
Shri G.S.Boparai, State Public Information officer-cum-



Additional Director o/o the DPR Pb. for the respondent.



Shri M.P.Goswami, Advocate, complainant in person.

ORDER



Shri G.S.Boparai appearing for the respondents states that due to non-receipt of the original request from the complainant, information could not be supplied to him.   He further states that he has brought the information and the same will be supplied to the complainant today itself. Complainant received the information and requested for some time to go through the same.



Case to come up for confirmation in January, 2006. Exact date shall be intimated in due course.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006



Sd/-
         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Madhu Kapoor,

5, Subhash Nagar,

Opp. Punjab National Bank,

Near Chint Purni Mandir, Jalandhar.















..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public InformationOfficer,

o/o the Principal, 

Kanya Maha Vidyalaya,

Jalandhar.



            

      .......Respondent

CC No.523 of 2006

Present :-

Mrs. Madhu Kapoor, Complainant in person.




Shri M.S.Sachdeva, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER




Heard both the parties. Mrs. Madhu Kapoor complainant has asked for two specific documents mentioned in her letter dated 12.7.2006. On the other hand, Shri Sachdeva submits that no such consolidated register is available.  According to Mrs. Kapoor the register was there and it was handed over to the Principal, when she left her job, but no acknowledgement was given.  In furtherance of her request, she wrote a letter to the Principal on 24.2.2003 by courier which was received by the School. In the said letter, Mrs. Madhu Kapoor had clearly mentioned that she had handed over the teaching staff absentee register besides other documents. It does not indicate that assertion of Mrs. Kapoor was denied by the School.  Shri Sachdeva appearing for the respondents submits  that it was not considered to be relevant. He further submits that it was not traceable and will try to trace the same and indicate about the assertion made by Mrs. Kapoor.


  Instead of giving reply to the letter dated 24.2.2003 written by the complainant, a show cause notice was issued to her on 26.2.2003.  Why no reply was given to the letter dated 24.2.2003 is not forthcoming.  It is, however, admitted that in the said letter Mrs. Kapoor had mentioned about the fine list relating to 10+1 and 10+2 which they had received. The respondents are directed to clearly mention that as to what record was received by them on the next date of hearing, which shall be in the month of January, 2007.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006



Sd/-
         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sachin Anand,

Ward No.23, Uttam Nagar,

Khanna (Ludhiana)






..........Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer-cum-  

Secretary, Municipal Council,

Khanna, Distt.; Ludhiana.




      .......Respondent

CC No.548 of 2006

Present :-

Shri Sachin Anand, complainant in person.




Shri Darshan Singh, Municipal Engineer for respondent.

ORDER




Shri Darshan Singh appearing on behalf of the respondents offered that the complainant can visit their office, inspect the record and can have the information required.


   

Shri Anand, complainant is directed to visit the office of the Municipal Council Khanna on 12.12.2006 and get  copies of the required information after paying the specified fee.




For confirmation, the case is fixed in January, 2007.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006



Sd/-
         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Harinder Kaur

w/o Shri Baldev Singh,

Village Mohanpur, Block Khanna,

District Ludhiana.


















..........Complainant






Vs.
State Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Social Security,  Development     


      

of Women and Children, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.







.......Respondent

CC No.528 of 2006

Present :-
Mrs. Harinder Kaur complainant in person.



Mrs. Shakuntala, Superintendent-cum- PIO for the 



respondent.

ORDER



The information sought for is stated to be ready.  The same should be supplied to the complainant.



In view of above, the case stands disposed of.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Er. Harvinder Singh Bhatia,

Resident of H. No. 64-L, 

Model Town, Ludhiana.





..........Complainant




Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructctions (Elementary),

SCO 31-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.









      .......Respondent

CC No.542 of 2006

Present :-
Er. Harvinder Singh Bhatia complainant in person.



Mr. Naresh Kumar, Superintendent-cum- PIO for the 



respondent.


ORDER



Shri Naresh Kumar appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that though sanction has been issued but payment could not be released to the complainant for want of funds.  This is a sorry state of affairs where an employee who was seriously sick could not be cured for want of funds and is no more. Shri Naresh Kumar should inform the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Education (Schools) that he should take up the matter on personal level with the Finance Department for allocation of funds. He, however, submits that the Budget Branch has already taken up the matter for getting the funds released. As and when the allocation is received the payment will be made.



Case stands disposed of accordingly.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Sawinder Kaur,

w/o late Shri Avtar Singh,

V.P.O. Wadala, Teh. And Distt. Amritsar.














..........Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the District Education Officer (Elementary),

Amritsar.






      .......Respondent

CC No.543 of 2006

Present :-

None for the complainant.




Shri Ashok Kumar, Block Primary Education Officer for 



respondent.

ORDER




Shri Ashok Kumar appearing on behalf of the respondents states that the information has been supplied to the complainant. No one is present on behalf of the complainant.




The case to come up on 22.12.2006 for confirmation.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rattan Singh,

Ex. Manager (PFC) now D.G.M.,

IFCI Colonyh,

Pashchim Vihar, New Delhi.
















..........Complainant






Vs.
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director,

Punjab Financial Corporation,

95-98, Bank Square, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.






      .......Respondent

CC No.553 of 2006

Present :-

Shri Rattan Singh complainant in person.




Shri O.P. Soni, Public Information Officer for 




respondent.

ORDER




Heard both the parties. Information asked for is specific and is to be supplied by the Corporation alongwith noting within a period of 15 days.


  

Since the Complainant has to come from Delhi, it is ordered that information should be sent to him by 22.12.2006 through courier  



Case to come up in January, 2007.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

        
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Contractor. Sayal Street,

Sirhind. 







..........Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Sirhind.




      .......Respondent

CC No.555 of 2006

Present :-

Mr. Parveen Kumar Sayal, complainant in person.




Shri Harmel Singh, Section Officer, M.C. Sirhind for the 



respondent.

ORDER




Shri Harmel Singh appearing for the respondents states that information sought for has been provided to the complainant.  However, the complainant pointed out that full information has not been supplied to him and he has written a letter in this regard.



 The complainant may visit the office of the Municipal Council, Sirhind on 6.12.2006, inspect the record and take copies of the information required after paying the required fees. 



Case to come up in January, 2007 for confirmation.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

        
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Nachhattar Singh Gill,

s/o Shri Jarnail Singh Gill,








VPO Bahona, Tehsil and Distt. Moga.


..........Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the District Transport Officer,

Mansa.






      .......Respondent

CC No.6 of 2006

Present :-

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent.

ORDER



  None is present on behalf of the parties. Case is adjourned.  To come up in the month of January, 2007.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

#1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala







..........Appellant






Vs.
State Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Relations, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






      .......Respondent

AC No.88 of 2006

Present :-
Shri Jagdip Singh Chowan appellant in person.



Shri G.S.Boparai, Addl. Director-cum- PIO o/o the Director, 


Publication Relations, Punjab, Chandigarh for respondent.

ORDER



Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan, appellant states that he had made an application which had been  registered as CC-19/2005 wherein an order dated 27.3.2006 was passed for supplying the asked for information. However, the said orders have not been carried out so far.  The appellant again filed a petition indicating the position which has now been registered as. AC-88/2006.   The registry should club the aforesaid two references given by the appellant so that a comprehensive view can be taken.  



Case should come up in January, 2007.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sukhvinder Singh, ASI,

C.I.D. Unit, 

r/o H.No.58-B, Sarabha Nagar, 






Patiala.







..........Applicant.






Vs.
State Public Information Officer
o/o the Inspector General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.      






.......Respondent

AC No.66 of 2006

Present :-
None for the applicant.




Shri Harpreet Singh, S.P. Litigation o/o the I.G.Pb. for 



respondent.

ORDER




Information asked for by the applicant is stated to have been supplied which has been confirmed by the applicant in his letter dated 27.11.2006.




Case stands disposed of accordingly.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh,

H.No.1676, Ph. 3-B-2, Mohali.




..........Appellant.






Vs.
1.
The State Public Information Officer,


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


Department of Education, Chandigarh.

2.
The State Public Information Officer, 


o/o the Director Public Instructions (Sec), Punjab,


SCO 95-97, Sector 17, Chandigarh.








      

.......Respondents.
AC No.32 of 2006

Present :-

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh complainant in person.




Shri Harbans Singh Sandhu, PIO o/o the Director   of 



Public           Instructions,     Punjab  (Secondary)  for 



respondents.

ORDER




The applicant submits that he was summoned by the Director Public Instructions, Punjab (Secondary Edn.), Punjab Smt. Harcharan Kaur Brar and was threatened to withdraw the application moved by him before the Commission otherwise he would be dismissed from service besides being implicated in false cases. The applicant has submitted that FIR is being registered only against him whereas the whole branch has access to the said register. On this Shri Sandhu appearing for the respondents stated that according to the Inquiry Officer besides the applicant four other employees of the department are also responsible for the missing of record. Shri Sandhu further stated that the department is filing an FIR with the Police for the loss of ‘Index Register’ and another file against the appellant and four other employees of the department accordingly.  



On my quarry that if the record was missing and the applicant was responsible, then new index register would have been started w.e.f. 20.5.2004 (the day when the applicant was suspended or the next day i.e. 21.5.2004), if it is so then this will indicate that the applicant might be responsible for the loss of record.  When temporary or new index register was not started even after 21.5.2004, it indicates that applicant had no access to the official record after he was suspended from service. Threatening of the applicant asking for the information is highly deplorable. 



Shri Sandhu is willing to give in writing that the record asked for is not available.  If it is so, he should give in writing today or maximum by Monday.  



 Copy of this order be sent to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education (Schools) for taking appropriate action in this regard.



The case to come up on 8.12.2006 for confirmation.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ram Murti, 

#931-H,

Sector 21, Panchkula.



______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.



         

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








C.C. No- 108-2006

Present: 
Shri Ram Murti, applicant in person


Shri A.S. Kapoor, Assistant, Assistant Director, Shri Kulwant 
Rai, Sr. Assistant alongwith Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate for the 
respondent.

ORDER


 The Information asked for has been supplied to the applicant. So far redressal of his grievance regarding grant of promotion/increment etc. he can approach the appropriate authority.  



The case stands disposed of.

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

         
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

Ex-Additional Director,

#1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala (Punjab)









______Complainant.

Vs.

District Public Relations Officer,

Gurdaspur.




         

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








C.C. No- 155-2006

Present:
Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan complainant in person.



Shri Sohan Lal, Accountant o/o District Public Relations 



Officer, Gurdaspur for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant states that all papers except letter written by the District Public Relations Officer, Gurdaspur to the Director Public Relations, Punjab, Chandigarh alongwith its enclosures have been supplied to him.  Shri Sohan Lal, Accountant appearing for the respondent stated the letter in question was given to the Director Public Relations, Punjab, Chandigarh by hand. 



 When Shri Sohan Lal was asked to give in writing about his above statement, he said that it was for the DPRO, Gurdaspur to give in writing and he can not do the same.  This case is pending since June, 2006 wherein one excuse or the other is being taken.  Inspite of various directions to the DPRO, Gurdaspur, nothing is forthcoming.  



The DPRO, Gurdaspur is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing to explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.



The case to come up in January, 2007.  

Chandigarh

Dated: 1.12.2006


Sd/-

        
        (R.K.Gupta)






State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs.Manju Vermani

w/o of Shri Jugal Kishore,

Plot No.8-9, Street No.0-1, Haibowal Khurd,

Ludhiana.







..........Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer-cum-

Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.

            
      .......Respondent

AC No. 21 of 2006

Present :-
Mrs. Manju Vermani complainant in person.



Shri Ashok Bajaj, PIO-Cum-Joint Commissioner, M.C. 



Ludhiana for respondent.

ORDER



Shri Bajaj stated that the whole information as asked for by the complainant has been supplied whereas Mrs. Manju Vermani, applicant states that full information asked for has not been supplied.  Shri Bajaj has offered that Mrs. Vermani can visit his office and see all the record available with the Corporation and whatever copies are required will be supplied to her.  Wherever particular file/record is not available, he will give in writing to her.  It has been agreed that Mrs. Vermani can visit the office of Shri Bajaj at a convenient date during the coming week. Shri Bajaj will ensure that when she visits the office, he will be available in the office.



Normally free inspection of record is for one hour.  Since the information is old and the request is badly delayed, the applicant can inspect the record upto four hours free of charges.  Similarly, no fee shall be charged from the applicant for the copies to be supplied to her. 



As regards TA/DA, Shri Bajaj states that original information as asked for by Mrs. Vermani has been supplied so question of paying her TA/DA should not arise.  He also pleaded that original information sought by Mrs. Vermani has been supplied and  further information  asked for by her is  in addition to her original application submitted to the Corporation  As per the record of this Commission, the applicant made an application dated 4.5.2006 seeking certain record which has not been supplied to her.   If she had asked for some further information in addition to the earlier one submitted to the Corporation, it does not make it relevant to the present one submitted before this Commission.



  In view of the facts that the required information as per application dated 4.5.2006 submitted before this Commission has not been supplied to the applicant, so she is entitled for TA/DA which will be paid by the Corporation.  The information to be supplied to the applicant  will be as per original application dated 4.5.2006 and  If any information is not available, then Shri Bajaj will give her in writing to that effect.  Further, If there is any record which is not available with the Corporation but is available with any other authority, Shri Bajaj will forward the request of the applicant to the appropriate authority for supplying the information.



Shri Bajaj further requested that a copy of application dated 4.5.2006 submitted by Mrs. Vermani to this Commission may be supplied to him to enable him to take further necessary action.  The applicant is directed to supply a copy of her application dated 4.5.2006 to the Corporation.



Case to come up in January, 2007, exact date will be notified in due course.

Chandigarh


        






Sd/-

Dated: 1.12.2006
               (R.K.Gupta)







State Information Commissioner

