STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Singh Sehmi,

Bamrah Infotech, Opp. Youth Hostel,

G.T. Road, Amritsar.



  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, o/o 

Registrar, 

Punjab Technical University,
 Jalandhar.






------------------Respondent

CC No.  1071  of 2008

Present:
i)   
  Sh., Surinder Singh Sehmi  complainant in person and 




   Sri Sandeep Wadhawan,Advocate 

ii)     
   Sh R  P S Bedi, Dy. Registrar-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.


There are various applications for information which have been made by the complainant  in this case, the application fees for which stands covered by the amount of Rs. 100/- sent by the complainant to the respondent through bank draft dated 21-1-2008.  The information which has been asked for by the complainant concerns the papers submitted by the  Guru Nanak Dev Educational Charitable Trust, to the Punjab Technical University on the basis of which it has sanctioned a learning centre to this Trust and therefore, they very much form a part of the official record of the University.  The respondent appears to be avoiding giving the information which has been asked for by the complainant vide his applications dated 3-4-2008, 12-4-2008 and 18-4-2008, on the plea that  any further information which the complainant wants in respect of the Trust should be obtained from the “concerned department”, or on the plea that the rent deed is  third party information and cannot be provided as  per provisions of the RTI Act.

In order for any item of information to be covered under the exemptions mentioned in section 8 (1) (j) or section 11 of the RTI Act, the information should either be personal  information,  the disclosure of which  has no relationship to any public activity or interest, or which would cause unwarranted  invasion  of the  privacy of the individual, or has been supplied by a third party and has been treated as confidential by that third party. In this case, the information which has 










-----2/





---2---

been asked for forms part of the official records of the PTU and it is neither personal nor private.  The required information has also not been supplied by the Guru Nanak Dev Educational Charitable Trust to the Punjab Technical University in confidence.  Therefore, the exemptions being claimed by the respondent are  not justified and the respondent is directed to give to the complainant the information on each point mentioned in the afore mentioned applications for information of the complainant, to the extent that it is available in the records of the PTU.

Insofar as the application for information of the complainant dated 26-12-2007 is concerned, the complainant states that information in respect of point no. 5, namely, the action taken on his representation (against the termination of the learning centre being run by  Bamrah Infotech, Amritsar) and the notings on the concerned file on the subject of his representation, has not been provided to him.  The respondent is directed to supply this information as well to the complainant.


Considerable delay has already occurred in this case and therefore, the respondent must comply with these orders and provide the required information to the complainant within 15 days positively.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-7-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.  Surjit  Singh,

H.No.  248,  Street  No. 8 ,

Near  Khalsa  School,    Khanna,
Distt.Ludhiana.



  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

DIG(Computer & Wireless)

Punjab Police Head Quarters Building,

Ground Floor, Sector 9,

Chandigarh..


                             ------------------Respondent

CC No.  1073  of 2008

Present:
i)   
  Sh. Surjit  Singh,  complainant in person. 

ii)     
   DIG Sri Bhushan Garg,   on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in the Court today.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.   Nempal  Singh,

H.No. 2393  - B,  SCL Society,

Sector 70, Mohali.



  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,  o/o 

Asstt.  Registrar,

Coop. Societies,

Mohali.


                                  ------------------Respondent

CC No.  1147  of 2008

Present:
i)   
   Sh., Nempal  Singh,  complainant in person. 

ii)     
   Sh.Ramesh  Kumar, Asstt. Registrar, on behalf of the 
 
   respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant has been transferred by the respondent to the concerned  society but, whether a cooperative society is a public authority as defined under the RTI Act, is under adjudication in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana,  and therefore, this case is adjourned sine-die. Fresh  notices will be issued  to the parties after the Hon’ble High Court gives its decision in the above mentioned case.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.  Ranbir Saini,

2377-A, SCL  Society,

Sector 70,

Mohali



  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

Asstt.  Registrar,

Coop. Societies,

Mohali


             ------------------Respondent

CC No.  1019  of 2008

Present:
i)   
   Sh.  Ranbir Saini,  complainant in person. 

ii)     
   Sh.Ramesh  Kumar, Asstt. Registrar, on behalf of the 
 
   respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant has been transferred by the respondent to the concerned  society but, whether a cooperative society is a public authority as defined under the RTI Act, is under adjudication in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana,  and therefore, this case is adjourned sine-die. Fresh notices will be issued to the parties after the Hon’ble High Court gives its decision in the above mentioned case.





.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                   SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.



  
 
 ----------------Complainant.

Sh.  H.S. Randhawa,

H. No.  82,  Sector 27-A,

Chandigarh    

Vs.

Public Information Officer,   o/o 

Senior   Supdt.    Police.

Mohali




------------------Respondent

CC No.  1086  of 2008

Present:
i)   
  Sh.  Kashmir Chand, on behalf of the  complainant.. 

ii)     
   S I Sri Jatinderpal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required  by the complainant cannot be given to him at present since the FIR lodged by the complainant (FIR 397 dated 14-11-2007) as well as the representation given by the Sri R.P.Garg are under investigation, which would be adversely affected if the details of the inquiries are disclosed.

In the above circumstances, no action can be taken in  this case, which is disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.  R.S.  Walia,

H.No. 260, Model Town,

Ambala City.



  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

Senior   Supdt.    Police.

Mohali





------------------Respondent

AC No.    228  of 2008

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the  complainant.. 

ii)   S I Sri Jatinderpal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


With reference to the application for information of the complainant dated 1-3-2008, the respondent states that copies of FIR 80 dated 17-4-2004 have been given to the complainant  at the time the challan was put up in the Court.  Insofar as the application dated 24-1-2008 of the complainant is concerned, the respondent states that  no FIR was registered on its basis since the same was not found to be necessary or justified.

The respondent has been directed to send a written reply along the above lines to the complainant with reference to his application for information.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.  G.  C.  Swadeshi,

3239,  Krishna Nagar,

New Colony,     Sirhind ,    

Distt.Fatehgarh  Sahib.
                                ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,    o/o 

Executive Officer,

Municipal Council.    Sirhind ,    

Distt.Fatehgarh  Sahib


------------------Respondent

CC No.  1166   of 2008

Present:
i)   
    Sh. G.  C.  Swadeshi, complainant..in person. 

ii)     
    Sh Jaswinder Singh, EO-cum-PIO,Municipal Council, 
 
    Sirhind,.
ORDER


Heard
.


The information required by the complainant has been provided by the respondent except that the copy of the building bye-laws provided to him are not  completely legible and therefore, the respondent should have  them retyped and give the same to the complainant along with the amendments made to the  bye- laws from 1-1-2002 to date, as well as the resolutions of the Municipal Council through which the bye-laws and amendments were adopted.  Since considerable delay has already occurred in this case, this information should be provided by the respondent to the complainant within 7 days from today.

The complainant states that he wishes to enquire into the irregular building plans which have been approved by the Municipal Council but for this purpose, he should make a fresh application specifically in respect of the plans which, according to  his information, have been irregularly approved along with details of his allegation.


Disposed of. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

 Ms. Ram Chambeli,

392/4, Krishan Nagar,

Near MGN School,

Jalandhar-8





---------Appellant

Vs.     

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Depot –I,

Jalandhar.




_________ Respondent

AC No.    139  of 2008

Present:
i)   
  Sh. Gursharan Singh, on behalf of the  complainant.. 

ii)     
   Sh. Resham  Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the 
respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has located the two letters mentioned by the appellant recorded in the orders of the Court  dated 12-6-2008.  A copy of memo. No.  7769/PFA/2  dated 17-5-2006 has been given to the appellant in the Court and a copy of memo. No. 1325/PA/5 (not PFA/5 as stated by the appellant) dated 20-4-2007 will be given to the appellant within working hours today itself.

Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




  
     _______ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer-cum- 

Executive Engineer,

Construction Division, PWD, B&R,

Gurdaspur.





________ Respondent

AC No.  42  of 2007
Present:
None.
ORDER


.


From the absence of the appellant I conclude that there are no deficiencies in the information provided to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Vishwas  Kumar  Garg,

Street No. 10,    Bibiwala Road,


 ---------------Appellant

Bathinda      

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 0/0   (By Speed Post)
The Senior Supdt.  Police,

Bathinda





---------------Respondent

AC No. 192   of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh.Vishwas  Kumar  Garg,appellant  in  person. 

ii)     
 HC Sh. Dalbir Singh  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard


There were two directions given to the respondent in the Court’s orders dated 29-5-2008,  as follows:--
1. The respondent was required to inform the appellant by what date the cancellation report in respect of FIR 144/2006 will be sent to the concerned Court.

2. It had been ordered that the complainant must be informed with reference to point no. 4 of his application dated 14-2-2008, about the reason for inclusion of his name in FIR 458/07.


It is a matter of regret that the written submission brought to the Court by the PIO’s representative has ignored both of these directions of the Court, from which it appears that the PIO is not taking his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness and appears to be deliberately avoiding giving pertinent information to the complainant.  Head Constable Dalbir Singh present before  us on behalf of the respondent, states that the SSP-cum-PIO, Bhatinda has remained on leave till 30-6-2008 and that this case has been dealt with by Sri Sukhdev Singh, SP(D).  Although therefore, there is sufficient ground for proceeding under section 20 of the RTI Act, for the imposition of penalties on the PIO, I give him some benefit of doubt since he was on leave and he is directed, as a last opportunity, to give the information to the complainant as ordered by the Court on 29-5-2008, within 7 days positively.                                            ….2/-






---2---


The complainant points out that he has not got any information with reference to point no. 2 of his application dated 18-2-2008 regarding the status of his complaint, against S.P.City Bhatinda, sent by the IGP (Patiala),  to the SSP, Bhatinda vide his letter No. 1187/Rdr/ IGP dated 29-1-2008. This information should also be given to the complainant within 7 days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-7-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Jaspal  Singh,

Vill & PO Nurpur Bedi,

Distt Ropar



  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

Divisional Forest Officer,

Ropar





------------------Respondent

CC No.  762    of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh.Jaspal  Singh, complainant in person.

ii)     
Sh. Swarn Lal, Supdt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the 
 
 
respondent.

ORDER


Heard


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 29-5-2008.  The complainant states that he wants the number of muster rolls issued range-wise in each of the schemes.  This information should also be given to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-7-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34 , Ist  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.  M  R  Singla,

1015, Sector 16,

Panchkula.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Additional Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Irrigation Department, Mini Sectt, Sector 9,

Chandigarh






__________ Respondent

CC No.    823   of 2008

Present:
Sh.  M  R  Singla, complainant in person.



None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant states that he informed the Court by mistake that he has received a response to his application dated 5-2-2007 when in fact, no response has been received by him with regard to his application dated 5-2-2007.  A perusal  of the application for information of the complainant shows that except for items 3 (b) ,(c), (d) and (e), the other items are either not covered under the RTI Act or the information has not been asked for from the concerned department. The complainant has been advised that the information at item 3 (b) ,(c), (d) and (e), is easily obtainable from any booklet of facts about Punjab printed by the department of Statistics. The Deptt. of Irrigation should also send him the information on these four points within 15 days.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Harpreet Singh,



  
     _____ Complainant

V PO   Jhatra, Teh. Zira

Distt. Ferozepur     

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Chief Exec. Officer,

Zila Parishad,Ferozepur.



___ Respondent

CC No.   425   of   2008

Present:
i)
  Sh. Harpreet Singh, complainant in person



ii)
  None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given by the respondent in full, to his satisfaction.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

148 Noorpura Basti,

Sunami Gate, Sangrur.


  
     __________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad, Patiala.




________ Respondent

CC No.426 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sh. Kuldeep Singh,complainant in person.


ii)
Sri Jatinder Singh Brar, Dy CEO-cum-PIO..

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent.  The complainant states that some of the employed pharmacists have not been able to  show that they have done the required field training.  It is however not within the jurisdiction of this Court to decide whether the pharmacist is properly qualified or not.  Besides, at the time they were employed, the pharmacists were required to submit copies of their diploma and certificates of  educational qualification and the responsibility of ensuring that the prescribed field training has been undergone is of the Institution which has  awarded the diploma. Nevertheless, the respondent has obtained the information regarding the training undergone by  the pharmacists and  has duly passed on this information to the complainant.  In case the complainant is of the view that any pharmacist has not properly undergone field training, he may take such further necessary action as he deems fit.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Brij  Mohan, Advocate,

Civil Courts,

Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar


  
    ------------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, o/o 


       ---------------Respondent

District Food & Supplies Controller,
Amritsar
CC No. 756   of 2008

Present:
i)   
  None    on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
  Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar, DFSC-cum-PIO, Amritsar.

ORDER


Heard.


The orders of the Court dated 29-5-2008 have been fully complied with by the respondent and complete information has been sent by her to the complainant by registered post.

Disposed  of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  July,  2008

