STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chand Singh,

# 1102, Sector: 68, 

Mohali.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o The Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Phase-8, Mohali.







Respondent

CC No. 1649/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Chand Singh , Complainant , in person.

 

 Shri Virender Kumar, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO,  Mrs Avtar Kaur, Superintendent Establishment and Shri Satish Kumar, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the Complainant had been called by the then PIO to inspect/identify the record in his so that the same could be supplied to him. The Complainant states that he had visited the office of the then  PIO for inspection/identification of the record but the requisite record was not provided for inspection/identification.  It is directed that the PIO will provide requisite information as per his original application dated 28.6.2006 i.e. copies of files including noting and correspondence with Legal Cell/Advocates regarding benefit of Adhoc Service given to Board employees, alongwith Board’s Proceedings in
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 this regard with effect from 20.6.1996 to 28.6.2006, the date of his application. The PIO will supply the requisite information to the Complainant by 10.12.2007 with a copy to the Commission and the Complainant will submit his observations/comments by 25.12.2007 on the information to be supplied by the 

PIO with a copy to the Commission. The Complainant will pay the necessary charges for the information to be supplied to him.

3.

On the perusal of the file it has been seen that the Complainant has filed another complaint which has been inadvertently tagged with this case. The Deputy Registrar of the Commission will prepare a separate case and may be got marked to this Bench for hearing along with the instant case and will be heard along with Case No. CC-1649/2007.

 4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.1.2008.

 5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission, Punjab. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ashok Kumar, Lambardar,

 # 356, Village: Rampur Saini,

P.O. Partap Nagar, Tehsil: Nangal,

District: Ropar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

18, Hamalya Marg, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.1642/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Ashok Kumar, Complainant,  in person.

Shri  Jagdish Chand, APIO and Shri Sawaran Singh, Divisional Head Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent states that the information running into 7 pages alongwith lay-out Plan of Focal Point Naya Nangal, District Ropar  has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. PSIEC/RTI/11734-37, dated 16.11.2007
. The Complainant states that he has received the information alongwith lay-ourt Plan but he is not satisfied with  the information supplied. He  submits written observations/comments dated 21.11.2007 and a copy of which is handed over to the APIO in my presence. The PIO will go through the observations/comments submitted by the Complainant and will come up with written response on the next date of hearing. The Respondent states that fees for the lay-out Plan has not  been deposited by the Complainant. The Complainant is  , accordingly, directed to deposit the necessary fees for the lay-out Plan. 

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.12.2007. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Singh,

S/o Shri Hansa Singh,

Village: Chugh Lal Singh,

P.O. Bhaike Bodla,

Tehsil:  Fazilka,  District: Ferozepur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions (E),

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No. 801/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Subhash Chander, Tehsildar Fazailka.

1.

The case was last heard on 6.11.2007 and was disposed of but Tehsildar Fazilka was directed to be present on 22.11.2007 to explain his absence on 9.10.2007 and 6.11.2007. Tehsildar Fazilka  is present today and narrates  reasons for  his absence  on the above said dates stating that  the Complainant had given him in writing that the information in the instant case is no more required by him.  

 

2.

I accept the arguments put forth by  Tehsildar Fazilka and the  case is closed.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S.Matharu,

Executive Engineer,

PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan,

 Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.1641/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri  H.S. Matharu, Complainant,  in person.



Shri  Jagdish Chand, APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The Respondent hands over photo copies of ACRs from the year 1981-82 to the Complainant in my presence. On the perusal of the record it has been found that ACRs for some years are not available. In this connection, Respondent  states that the ACRs which are not available in the record have not been recorded by any officer of the Department and  they may be treated as ‘Not Recorded by the Competent Authority’.  It is accordingly directed that the Respondent will give details of the ACRs within one week,  which have not been recorded  and will authenticate the photo copies of the ACRs handed over to the Complainant today. 

2.

The case is disposed of   but the Complainant is at liberty to approach the Commission again  in case needful is not done by the Respondent  by 2.12.2007, as directed today. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhjit Kumar,

VPO: Dialpura, 

Tehsil: Patti, District: Tarn-Taran.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions(SE),

Pujab, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No.1660/2007

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.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.12.2007. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Gurmeet Kaur Dhaliwal,

VPO: Jhandiana Sharki, 

Tehsil & District: Moga.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions(SE),

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No. 1651/2007

ORDER

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

1.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. On the perusal of the case it has been found that the Complainant has sent two reminders to the Respondent on 3.9.2007 and 10.9.2007,  but the Respondent has not responded to his demand. It is therefore directed that the PIO of the office of DPI(S) will attend the proceedings personally on the next date of hearing. 

 

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.12.2007. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sunil Subroy,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market, 

Mission Road, Pathankot. 






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Circle, Patiala.


Respondent

AC No.248/2007

ORDER

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the Appellant.



Shri Sudhir Kumar, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case was last heard on 4.10.2007 when it was made clear to the Respondent that the necessary fee is to be charged as per the revised Notification issued by the Punjab Government  and the Respondent was directed to work out the exact number of pages containing the requisite information and exact amount of fee to be charged.  The Appellant states that the information is to be supplied Division-wise instead of Circle-wise. The Respondent states that the Division-wise information has been sent to the Appellant vide S.E. letter No. 7266 dated 20.11.2007 through registered post. The Appellant states that the same has not been received by him till today. The Respondent hands over a photo copy of the same to the Appellant in my presence. The Respondent states

 that the information regarding Paras 1,2 and 3 of  his original application  dated 30.3.2007 has been prepared  Division-wise which contains number of pages as 
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below:


1.
Division No. 1 Patiala


 3800


2.
Division No. 2 Patiala


 2821


3.
Mechanical Division Patiala

11000



4.
Sangrur Division



15000









32621

2.

On the mutual consent of both the parties it is directed that the Appellant will visit the office of the  S.E.,  Punjab Water Supply Sewerage Circle, Patiala  on 5.12.2007 at 11.00 A.M. to inspect/identify the record  and the PIO will make necessary arrangement for the inspection/identification. After inspection/identification, requisite information will be provided  to the Appellant  as per his requirement on the spot after charging  necessary fees.

3.

The Appellant will go over the information supplied to him and will submit his observations/comments within  a period of one week i.e. by 12.12.2007 to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.  The PIO will submit his response on the observations/comments of the Appellant on the next date of hearing. 

4.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 20.12.2007. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh.




Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.11.2007



        State Information Commissioner

