STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Kumar Mangla,

Assistant Controller(Finance & Accounts),

Office of Civil Surgeon, Phase: 6, Mohali.



Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, Treasury & Accounts, 

Department of Finance, Punjab,

SCO No. 110-111, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



Respondent
CC No. 1758 /2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Manjit Kumar Mangla, Complainant,  in person.

Shri S.K. Jindal, Additional Director(T&A)-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the information relating to the Complainant including his ACR is ready with him for delivery to him today and accordingly he hands over the same to him in my presence. The Complainant further states that he wants proceedings of the Departmental Promotion Committee meeting held on 18.1.2000 for promotion of Section Officers to the posts of Assistant Controllers Finance & Accounts. The PIO states that Agenda Item No. 4 relates to the Complainant  and therefore one page containing this item can be delivered to the Complainant whereas other Agenda Items cannot be supplied to him being third party as these relate to other officers. Accordingly, one page containing Agenda Item No. 4 is handed over to the Complainant in my presence. The PIO requests that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case  may be closed. 

 

2.

Accordingly, the case is  disposed of. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.12.2007



     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Sudershan Kumari, Junior Assistant,

O/O Director Horticulture Punjab,

SCO No. 843-844, Sector: 22-A, Chandigarh.



Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Horticulture Punjab,

 SCO No. 843-844, Sector: 22-A, Chandigarh.



Respondent
CC No.1757/2007

ORDER

Present:
Smt. Sudershan Kumari, Complainant,  in person.

Shri Lajwinder Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Shri Narinder Pal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant had filed a complainant with the PIO on 25.7.2006 but she did not deposit the necessary application fee with the application. The Department asked her to deposit the necessary fee so that the necessary action could be taken on her application. Accordingly,  she filed application on 19.9.2007 alongwith  Indian Postal Order of Rs. 10/-.

3.

The PIO states that the information has been handed over  to the Complainant. On the perusal of the information supplied  to the Complainant, she states that the information relating to Sr. No. 2 and 4 has not been supplied to her and the information relating to Sr.No.7 is not complete and she wants to
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 submit her observations regarding Sr.No. 7.  It is directed that she will submit her observations regarding Sr. No. 7 to the PIO within a period of one week and the PIO will submit his response on these observations on the next date of hearing.

4.

The PIO states that the information relating to Sr.No. 2 is not

 available in the office as the Service Stamp Register is not traceable as no record has been maintained  of handing over/taking over of the Stamp Registers during the transfer of  2-3 Clerks. He further states that efforts will be made to locate the register and he requests for some additional time for this purpose. The PIO further states that the information relating to Sr. No. 4 will be supplied within a period of one week.  

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 18.12.2007.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.12.2007



     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdit Singh,

26, Friends Colony,

South Model Gram,  Kochar Market,

 Ludhiana.








Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent
CC No. 1734/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Gurdit Singh, Complainant,  in person.

Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent  states that the Plot No. F-207(C) , Phase-8, Focal Point Ludhiana is not in the name of the Complainant regarding which he has demanded  the information and therefore the information relating to the said plot cannot be supplied being third party.

3.

The Complainant states that he has demanded specific information vide his letter dated 24.8.2007 on three points, which reads as under:

(1)
Allotment date and year


(2)
Name of Officers( concerned).


(3)
Name of Allottee.
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I make to clear to the Respondent  that as per the provisions the RTI Act,2005 information relating to points (1) and (2) can be supplied whereas  the information relating to point (3) cannot be supplied being third party without the consent of the third party. The Respondent states that the information relating to Points (1) and (2) will be supplied today. Regarding point No. (3) the Complainant states that NOC may be taken from the Allottee of the plot. The Respondent replies that he had asked for NOC from the concerned allottee vide letter No. 11005 dated 1.11.2007 who, vide his letter dated nil, which was received in the office of the PIO on 3.12.2007, has refused to disclose any information of his plot.  The PIO requests that since the information stands supplied, 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: 06.12.2007



     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdit Singh,

26, Friends Colony,

South Model Gram,  Kochar Market,

 Ludhiana.








Complainant





Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 1846/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Gurdit Singh, Complainant,  in person.

Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the information, as has been demanded by the Complainant  in his application dated 11.9.2007 , has been supplied. The Complainant states  that the information relating to Sr. No. 1 to 6 has been received by him but the information relating to Sr. No. 7 and 8 has not been supplied yet. The Respondent states that the information relating to Sr. No. 7 and 8 is not clear from the observations made by the Complainant. During arguments held today, the Complainant makes it clear to the Respondent that  at Sr. No. 7 he wants  the details of the plots  where excess possession has been given in Focal Point Phase-8, Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana and the Respondent has agreed to supply it within a period of 15 days. The Respondent further states that the information demanded at Sr. No. 8 will be supplied as per demand and the  arguments put forth by the  Complainant during today’s proceedings. 

3.

The  case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 10.1.2008. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.12.2007



     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdit Singh,

26, Friends Colony,

South Model Gram,  Kochar Market,

 Ludhiana.








Complainant





Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 1735/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Gurdit Singh, Complainant,  in person.

Shri S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Jagdish Chand, APIO and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant  may be requested to ask for specific information as in his letter dated  24.8.2007 there is no mention of any focal point regarding which he wants information.  The Complainant replies that he wants information regarding focal point phase-8, Ludhiana. The Respondent assures to supply the information within a period of one month.

3.

To come up on 10.1.2008.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.12.2007



     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh,

S/o Shri Kunj Lal, 

Village: NALA, Residential Farm House,

Near Link Road  Pathankot, P.O. Gharota,

Tehsil: Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Zonal Office, Jalandhar.






Respondent

CC No. 1743/2007

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.

1.

Since  none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, one more opportunity is given to pursue the case.

 

2.

To come up on 3.1.2008. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.12.2007



     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Senior Clerk,

O/o XEN, Jandiala Division,

U.B.D. Canal, Amritsar.






Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Engineer, 

Majitha Division, U.B.D.C., Amritsar.




Respondent
CC No.1753/2007

ORDER

Present:
Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Complainant,  in person.



None is present on behalf  of the Respondent.

1.

The Complainant states that she had sent a letter dated 1.8.2007 to the Executive Engineer, Majitha Division, UBDC, Amritsar to seek information regarding her stay in the Majitha Division without any fees. On getting no response from the PIO she filed a complainant with the Punjab State Information Commission on 3.10.2007 alongwith an Indian Postal Order of Rs. 50/-. It is made clear to the Complainant during proceedings today that no fees is charged by the Commission and therefore Indian Postal Order of Rs. 50/- is returned to her. She is advised to contact Executive Engineer, Majitha Division, UBDC, Amritsar and deposit necessary application fee of Rs. 10/-. The PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the Complainant as has been demanded by her in her application dated 1.8.2007. 

 

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.1.2008. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.12.2007



     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Tarsem Jain,

# 372-R, Model Town, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal,

S.D.P. Senior Secondary School,

Hazuri Road, Ludhiana.






Respondent
CC No. 1644/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  Tarsem Jain,Complainant,  in person.



Shri  Ashok Verma, PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the information , as has been demanded by the Complainant, is not available on the record of the school. He further states that he had requested the present Principal  Shri Jasveer Singh Chauhan to hand over the requisite record to him  so that the requisite information could be supplied to the Complainant but  inspite of personal requests made  and letter written to the present Principal, no record has been handed over to him. He further states that the present Principal vide his letter No. 72/SDP/C/2007  

(By Hand), dated 24.8.2007 has replied as under:-

“ Regarding information demanded it is to submit that record required is not traceable as it belongs to the year 1993-4 & 1994-95 the period during which Shri Tarsem Lal Jain himself was the Principal. As per my information it was in the custody of Shri Tasrsem Lal Jain who did not hand over the charge to his successor. Shri Tarsem Lal Jain was repeatedly required through 
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this office reference letter no. 2366 dated 26.5.1995 and No.58 A/13 dated 4.7.1995 to hand over the keys of almirah and record available , but he did not hand over the charge.

Since there is pending litigation with him in Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, Hon’ble Hight Court, Chandigarh, Court of D.P.I. and D.E.O. level so information of record cannot be given at present to him till the final decision vide Section 8 of R.T.I. Act,2005.”

3.

The Complainant submits some documents to the Commission today,   a copy of which is handed over to the PIO. In the documents submitted,  there is a  letter written by a Clerk of the school to the Principal, S.D.P. Senior Secondary School, Ludhiana on 16.10.1995 indicating the detail of entertainment/visitors expenses paid by the Principal during the years 1991-92, 1992-93, 1993-94 and 1994-95 which relates to his tenure as Principal of the said school. Detail of ledger book is enclosed with this letter. He further states that he has been suspended on 5.5.1995 whereas the letter was   written by the Clerk on 16.10.1995 i.e. after his suspension. He further states that he wants

photo copy of the vouchers which had been passed by him and payment was

made by the Cashier of the school. He further states that he had handed over the keys to the S.H.O. Ludhiana and the Almirah was opened on 31.10.1995 in the presence of the then Principal and the Management Members. He states that a list of documents /items might have been   prepared after opening the Almirah in the presence of Police and Members of the Management .  The PIO states that  it 
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 is not in his knowledge whether any list had been prepared or not. 

4.

On the perusal of the letter written by the present Principal to the PIO it is  observed that this letter is contradictory as  on the one hand Principal is mentioning that  the record  has been taken away by Shri Tarsem Lal Jain, the then Principal and on the other hand he has taken the plea that the case is pending in the Hon’ble Supreme  Court of India,  Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh , Court of D.P.I. and at D.E.O. level and therefore information cannot be given to him. From this it is evident   that the information might be available with the present Principal and he intentionally does not want to part with this information.

5.

Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Jasveer Singh Chauhan, Principal will be present in person alongwith  staff of the Cash Section of the School alongwith ledger books for the period 1993-94 and 1994-95 alongwith vouchers and the PIO.

 6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.1.2008. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Shri Jasveer Singh, Principal, S.D.P. Senior Secondary School, Hazuri Road, Ludhiana by  registered post.









       Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 06.12.2007



     State Information Commissioner

