STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S. Hundal, Advocate (98785000082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

S.A. S.Nagar

                                     




  
 Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E), 

Phase -2, S.A.S. Nagar

First Appellate Authority

O/o  Director General School Education,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector-62,

S.A.S. Nagar.




    


              Respondents
APPEAL CASE NOs.1676, 1677, 1678 and 1600 of 2016

Present :
None on behalf of the Appellant.



1. Sh. Daisy, Deputy DEO (E) Office, Mohali, 



2. Sh. Major Singh, L.A., DEO (E) Office, Mohali, and



3. Sh. Saurav Sharma, Accountant, DEO (E) Office, Mohali – for Respondents.

ORDER


The following order was passed by the Commission on 10.11.2016:- 



“As the subject, appellant and the respondents are the same, all these appeals are taken up together for disposal with a common order.



The appellant is absent.  Nothing has been heard from him also.



From the perusal of the applications it transpires that the appellant is seeking information with reference to the implementation of the ‘Mid-day Meal Scheme’ and he is asking for the record ever since it was launched by the Government of India in the year 2004-05.



Sh. Saurab Sharma is present on behalf of the respondents. He submits that the information shall comprise in 18670 pages.  The appellant was requested immediately on receipt of application to deposit a sum of Rs.37,340/- as a cost of information which he has failed to do till date. Accordingly he is not entitled to get the information asked for.  The appellant may react on the observations made by the respondent.” 
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APPEAL CASE NOs.1676, 1677, 1678 and 1600 of 2016


The appellant is absent.  He has denied the receipt of information till date.  According to him the appellant has irrationally demanded an inflated amount and has asked the Commission to pass suitable order.










Smt. Daisy, Deputy DEO (E) appearing on behalf of the respondents has shown the Commission a copy of the memo dated 16.02.2016 whereby they had demanded the cost of providing the information from the appellant.  Its perusal suggests that the same has been asked within the              
specified time.  A cursory perusal of the application mentioned above reveals that the information 
    
sought relates to the implementation of the centrally sponsored Mid-day Meal Scheme of the Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan ever since its launch.  The information sought is hugely elaborate and voluminous.  It does not find any reason to disagree with the respondents that it shall require a massive stationery.  The provision of such kind of information undoubtedly shall distract and divert the resources of the Public Authority gravely and disproportionately.  The Commission invokes the provision of 
Section 7(9) of the RTI Act.  Besides it does not find the entitlement of the applicant to procure the information for having failed to deposit the cost of providing information as per rules.



None the less the appellant may inspect the record after due notice to the respondents who shall cooperate with him in doing so.



Disposed.









Sd/-
29.12.2016





 
  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ashwani Kumar , 

House No.HL245, 

Phase 9, S.A.S. Nagar                               




   
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, State Transport, Punjab,

Jeewandeep Building, Sector-17, 
Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director, State Transport, Punjab,

Jeewandeep Building, Sector-17, 
Chandigarh                                                                                         

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.2206/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



1. Sh. Gurmajor Singh, Sr. Assistant, and


2. Sh. Mandip Kumar, Sr. Assistant – for Respondents.
ORDER


The appellant has requested through an e.mail to defer the matter as he is away to Agra to attend to a domestic affair.  The request is acceded. 



The matter shall be heard on 16.02.2017 at 1130 AM.










Sd/-

29.12.2016





 
  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Editor Arjan Patrika, (98882-96107),

Guru Nanak Nagar Vill. Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.





    Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Nagar Nigam, Amritsar.                                                                              

Respondent
COMPLAINT  CASE NO.477/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.



1. Sh. Michael, APIO – cum – ATP, and



2. Sh. Gurwinder Singh, Stenographer, M.C. Office, Amritsar – for Respondent.
ORDER


The complainant is absent. 



 Sh. Michael, APIO appearing on behalf of the respondent has submitted a reply to the show cause notice wherein he has invoked a ruling passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India to the effect that the Commission cannot pass an order providing for the access to the information in a complaint case.  Besides, he says that the information seeker is asking for the detail related to the “Beri Hospital” which relates to the commercial activities carried over a particular property.  He further submits that there is every possibility that the property in question may belong to some individual/individuals and not in the name and style titled as a “Beri Hospital”.



The respondents are directed to forward a copy of the reply thus sent to the Commission to the appellant who may like to give appropriate response to the same.



To come up on 23.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-


29.12.2016





 
  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Vijay Kumar (93560-68617)

S/o Sh. Harbans Lal Singla,

R.V. Shanti Nagar, Jaito

Distt. Faridkot.

                                     




 
Appellant 
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

SCO No. 177-178, Sector-17-C,

Chandigarh                                                                                                       

Respondent
APPEAL CASE NO.813/2015
Present:
None on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER


None is present on consecutive hearings.  The Commission takes an exception to the non-seriousness of the Parties.  Nonetheless, in the interest of natural justice a last opportunity is afforded to the Parties in fray to represent their cause.



The matter is deferred to be heard on 16.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
20.12.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S. Hundal ((98785-000582),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar.                               




   
 Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Civil Surgeon,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Moga.                                                                                   Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1841/2016

Present :
None on behalf of the Appellant.



Dr. S.K.Setia, Deputy Medical Commissioner, O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga – for 


Respondents.

ORDER


The following order was passed by the Commission on 15.11.2016 :-


“The following order was passed by the Commission on 06.09.2016 :



“The appellant is absent.  He has sent a copy of a letter denying the receipt of the information.



Dr. S.K.Setia appearing on behalf of the respondents has submitted that vide their memo dated 05.09.2016 the appellant was asked to deposit Rs.16,390/- towards the cost of providing information. Having failed to deposit the amount, as per rules the appellant is not entitled to the information legally.  He requests this forum to dismiss the appeal on account of non-compliance of the statutory obligation by the appellant.  The appellant may like to react on the same.


The appellant is present.  He says that the memo referred to in the aforementioned order was written to him months after his original application was filed.   The respondents according to him are not entitled to demand the cost after a lapse of six months.   



The respondents are absent.  Nothing has been heard from them also.  Before the
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APPEAL CASE NO.1841/2016

case is further adverted upon the respondents are directed to react on the submissions made by the appellant.”


The appellant is absent. He has denied the receipt of information and sought exemption from personal appearance.




          


Dr. S.K.Setia, Deputy Medical Commissioner appearing on behalf of the respondents says that the cost of providing information was demanded within the stipulated time.  He has shown us the communications made to the appellant on 22.03.2016 and 05.04.2016.  It may be noted that his original application was filed on 08.03.2016 which was forwarded to the respondents by the Civil Surgeon.  Thus it would be seen that the cost of providing the information was sought timely by the respondents.



Having failed to deposit the fee the appellant is not entitled to procure the information from the respondents.  It has also been brought to the notice of the Commission that the information comprising about 46 pages has been sent  to the appellant by registered letter No.11507 dated 06.12.2016.



It has also been conveyed by the respondents to the appellant that the work relating to the drug branch has completely transformed online and any information can be accessed on their website.



The appellant may like to report on the submissions thus made by the respondents.



To come up on 21.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.





















Sd/-
29.12.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S. Hundal ((98785-000582),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar                               




   
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E),

Phase -2, S.A.S. Nagar.  

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director General School Education, Pb.

Vidya Bhawan, PSEB Complex, Block E, 5th Floor,

Sector-62, S.A.S. Nagar                                                                       

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1843 of 2016

Present :
None on behalf of the Appellant.



1. Sh. Daisy, Deputy DEO (E) Office, Mohali, 



2. Sh. Major Singh, L.A., DEO (E) Office, Mohali, and



3. Sh. Saurav Sharma, Accountant, DEO (E) Office, Mohali – for Respondents.

ORDER


The Commission had made an observation on 06.09.2016 as under: 



“Sh. Saurabh Sharma appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that the 


appellant was asked within the stipulated time to deposit Rs.37,340/- being the cost 

of providing the information.  Having failed to do so he is not entitled to the 


information.  He requests for dismissal of the appeal.”


It was rebutted by the appellant on the subsequent hearing on 15.11.2016.


The appellant is absent.  He has denied the receipt of information till date.  According to him the appellant has irrationally demanded an inflated amount and has asked the Commission to pass suitable order.


Smt. Daisy, Deputy DEO (E) appearing on behalf of the respondents has shown the Commission a copy of the memo dated 16.02.2016 whereby they had demanded the cost of providing the information from the appellant.  Its perusal suggests that the same has been asked within the  
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APPEAL CASE NO.1843 of 2016
specified time.  A cursory perusal of the application mentioned above reveals that the information 
    
sought relates to the implementation of the centrally sponsored Mid-day Meal Scheme of the Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan ever since its launch.  The information sought is hugely elaborate and voluminous.  It does not find any reason to disagree with the respondents that it shall require a massive stationery.  The provision of such kind of information undoubtedly shall distract and divert the resources of the Public Authority gravely and disproportionately.  The Commission invokes the provision of 
Section 7(9) of the RTI Act.  Besides it does not find the entitlement of the applicant to procure the information, having failed to deposit the cost of providing information as per rules.



None the less the appellant may inspect the record after due notice to the respondents who shall cooperate with him in doing so.



Disposed.









Sd/-
29.12.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Brij Bihari, Basket Ball Coach (Retd),

H.No.1633, New Prem Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.                          




                    Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Deptt. of Higher Education, 

Pb. Civil Secretariat -2, Sec-9, 
Chandigarh                                                                                                                    Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.577/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Dr. Mohammad Rafi, Nodal Officer – cum Assistant Director, O/o DPI © - for 


Respondent.

ORDER


Dr. Mohammad Rafi, Nodal Officer is present on behalf of the respondent.  He says that the complainant is seeking a premature increment as per dictatates of an order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India passed on 12.02.2015.  He further says that the matter is being looked into.



Obviously, the Commission is not a redressal forum for the grievances accruing out of the service matters.  He has failed to specifically seek the information which already is available with the respondents.  No intervention on the part of the Commission is called for.  However, the respondents are advised to look into it and take appropriate decision.



Disposed.









        Sd/-



29.12.2016




                   (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh H.S. Hundal (98785-00082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar.                                     




     
Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Mini  Sectt. Moga.

.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Ferozepur  Range, 
Ferozepur.
                                                                                      

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1840/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



1. HC Nek Singh, O/o SSP, Moga, and



2. Sh. Devinder Kumar, dealing Clerk, O/o DC, Moga – for Respondents.
ORDER


The appellant is absent.



HC Nek Singh and Sh. Devinder Kumar are present on behalf of the respondents.  They have submitted that the same application has already been dealt with by Sh. Alwinder Singh Pakhoke, Ld. State Information Commissioner.  They have shown me an order passed on 21.11.2016 wherein the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner has ordered to file the appeal on the statement of the appellant that he is already in receipt of the information.  Thus being the case no further intervention of the Commission is called for.  



The matter is disposed.









Sd/-
29.12.2016





               (Yashvir Mahajan)









  State Information Commissioner
CC:  The Deputy Commissioner, Moga.
CC:  PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga.
CC: PIO, O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police, Moga.

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S. Hundal, 98785-00082)

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Phase 3 B-1, S.A.S Nagar, 160059              





 Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Moga -142001

.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy inspector General of Police,

Ferozepur Range, Ferozepur.                                                 


Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.575/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



HC Nek Singh, O/o SSP, Moga - for Respondents.
ORDER


The appellant is absent.  



HC Nek Singh appearing on behalf of the respondents has submitted in writing that as the record is very old it is not available with them.  The copy of the FIR which exists in the record has already been provided to the appellant.



From the perusal of the submissions made by the respondent it transpires that this case was filed way back in the year 1992.  No motive shall be attributable for withholding the record or information with regard to an issue which stands already filed and disposed about 25 years back.  The Commission does not find the requirement of any further intervention in the matter.



Disposed.










Sd/-


29.12.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner


CC:      PIO, O/o District & Sessions Judge, Faridkot. 
CC:     The District Attorney, Judicial Complex, Moga .
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs. Anju Bala 

Wife of Sh. Navneet Kumar 

House NO.17-B, Tagore Nagar, 

Peer Chaudhary Road, Kapurthala



                                     




     

Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S), Pb.

Vidya Bhawan, Block E, PSEB Complex,

Sector-62, S.A.S. Nagar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director Public Instructions (S), Pb.

Vidya Bhawan, Block E, PSEB Complex,

Sector-62, S.A.S. Nagar


                                                                                      










Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1713/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Parties.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the Parties.  The appellant is seeking the promotion consequent upon an order passed by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.  The respondents have submitted that complying with the order of the Court one Sh. Sanjeev Arora was promoted after following the rules.



The application put in by the appellant does not squarely fits into the “information” as defined under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.  He is seeking directions from this forum to be issued to the respondents. Such an authority does not vests in this Commission.



Disposed.







Sd/-
29.12.2016




    (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S.Hundal (98785-00082), 

Chamber No 82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar




                                     




     Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E),

Moga (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Education Officer (E),

Moga (Punjab)                                                                                               
Respondents

APPEAL CASE NOs.1902, 1903, 1904, 1905,1906 and 1907of 2016

Present: 
None on behalf of the Appellant.



1. Sh. Manjit Singh, Mid-day Meal Coordinator, O/o DEO (E), Moga, and



2. Sh. Harvinder Singh, Legal Assistant, O/o DEO (E), Moga – for Respondents. 

ORDER


The following order was passed by the Commission on 22.11.2016 :-



“Since the appellant, the respondent and the information sought are almost identical, this single order shall dispose of the above appeals.



The appellant is present.  He has sought for the information relating to the implementation of ‘Mid – Day Meal Scheme’ ever since its inception.  



The respondents takes the plea under Section 7(ix) of the Act.  The Commission sees reasons into the plea taken by the respondents.  Partially agreeing to the submissions it directs the respondents to provide information to the appellant for one year only ending March, 2016.”


The appellant is absent.  



Sh. Manjit Singh and Sh. Harvinder Singh are present on behalf of the respondents. 
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APPEAL CASE NOs.1902, 1903, 1904, 1905,1906 and 1907of 2016
They have shown a copy of the memo which is addressed to the appellant.  It transpires that even providing the information relating to a year would also entail the consumption of 1,35,510 pages.  This by any reckoning is a massive information and shall tantamount to diversion of huge public resources.  The respondents may confine his requirement to a maximum of 200 pages or he may deposit the cost of information as he was timely informed to deposit the cost of information.



To come up on 21.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-


29.12.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
