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

Sh. Amarjit Singh Lauhka,

# 2017/1, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh.



  
    ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,
 Transport Department,
Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





___________ Respondent

CC No.320 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        Sh. Amarjit Singh Lauhka, complainant   in person


ii)   
        S. Baljinder Kumar Singla, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the 




respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has claimed exemption under section 8(i)(h) of the RTI Act on the ground that trial of the case  FIR 177 dated 30-9-2000,PS Division No. 1,Pathankot, is underway and revelation of the information asked for by the complainant would affect the prosecution.


The information required by the complainant has been examined by the Court and I find that the exemption claimed by the respondent is justified except for the proposal of the DGP (Crime), sent by him to the Department of Transport vide letter dated 9-5-2002 asking for prosecution sanction  of the complainant.  Accordingly, a copy of the proposal for sanctioning the prosecution of the complainant along with its enclosures has been given to the complainant in the Court today.


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

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

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

Sh. Amrik Singh,

VPO-Balia Manjpur,

Tehsil & District. Amritsar.



  
    _____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, State Transport,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.




___ Respondent

CC No.322 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        None    on behalf of the complainant   



ii)   
        S. Balwinder Singh, Law Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf 




of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information in this case asks for vast and voluminous information on the subject of  Helpers appointed in the Transport Department on work charged basis and their regularization, including lists of all such Helpers since 1986.  I find that the  collection of the information which has been asked for would unreasonably divert the resources of the respondent and would involve  spending of an enormous amount of time of the officials of the department,  to the detriment of their normal duties and would therefore be against the public interest.  Incase the complainant has any specific information which he would like concerning the regularization of work charged employees, he may  make a fresh application for information but he should keep in mind that the policy for regularization of work charged employees is not framed  by the individual departments but by the Government in the Department of Personnel.

Disposed  of.








           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

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

Sh. Kanhiya Lal Verma,

Main Post: Anatpur, Via- Govindpurgarh,

Tehsil Chongu, District Jaipur,

Rajasthan.




  
    _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.






______ Respondent

CC No.212 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        None    on behalf of the complainant   



ii)   
        HC  Dalbir Singh,O/O SSP,Bhatinda, on behalf of the 




respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The complaint in this case is dated 21-12-2007 and has been received from the Central Information Commission, to which it was sent by the complainant.  The respondent has made a written submission that the information required by the complainant was sent to him vide their letter dated 
6-2-2008.

In the light of the above no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.








           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar,

M/s Total Infotech,

Opp. SBI, Palika Market,

Shop No. 9, Rampura Phul,

Distt. Bathinda.




  
    _______ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.




_____ Respondent

AC No.42 of 2008

Present:
i)  Sh. Rupinder Garg,Advocate,on behalf of the complainant   



ii) S. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has raised  the objection that the application for information of the appellant is voluminous and vague and does not ask for any specific information in respect of the appointments  which had been made in the neighborhood campus Colleges of the Punjabi University in Rampura Phool.


After a detailed discussion on the application for information and doubts in the mind of the complainant regarding the appointments which were made, the respondent is directed to give the following information to the complainant:-

1. Was any appointment to the post of Lecturer made in the two University Colleges at Rampura Phool in the year 2006-07 and 2007-08 without advertising the post? If so, did such an appointment violate any rule or  regulation?

2. Was  any appointment made to the post of Lecturer in any of the two colleges in Rampura Phool in the year 2006-07 and 2007-08 of a person who had not passed the UGC ( Net/ Slet), and if so, whether such an appointment violates any rule or regulation? 


The respondent should give the above mentioned information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. The parties agree that no further …2 







---2---

information is required to be given by the respondent with reference to the voluminous application for information.



Since no date in the month of May, 2008 suits the complainant, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 6-6-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

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

Sh. Bajinder Singh,

H. No. 7, Gali No. 12,

New Pawan Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.



_________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar



________________ Respondent

CC No.83 of 2008

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



ii)   
        S.  Surjit Singh, Superintendent of Police (Detective), 




Amritsar,  
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant relates to FIR 345 dated 25-8-2007, PS Sadar, Amritsar which is still under investigation and his application for information concerning the inquiry report into this FIR can be considered only after the investigation is over.

In view of the above, no further action can be taken on this complaint, which is disposed of.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

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

Sh. Piara Singh,

273/9, Back side Ajay Medicare,

Batala Road, Fatehgarh Churian, 

Tehsil Batal, District  Gurdaspur._________________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Punjab,

O/o Director Forensic Science Lab,

Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

AC No.95 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        None    on behalf of the complainant   



ii)   
        DSP  Sandeep Sharma, Crime Branch., on behalf of 




the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

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

Sh. Piara Singh,

273/9, Back side Ajay Medicare,

Batala Road, Fatehgarh Churian, 

Tehsil Batala, District  Gurdaspur.
 _________________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala.



________________ Respondent

AC No.94 of 2008

Present:
None 
ORDER

The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent.


Disposed of.








           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

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

Smt. Renu Bala Gupta, 

D.O. Ghansham Dass,

Flat No. 389, Jain Colony,

Dhaba Road, Ludhiana.
_________________ Complainant.   

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food  & Supply Controller,

Ludhiana.



________________ Respondent

CC No.323 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        None    on behalf of the complainant   



ii)   
        S  Joginder Singh, AFSO., on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has been informed by the respondent that her application for Ration Depot was under consideration under a scheme for opening of new Ration Depots, which had to be abandoned because of the State Assembly Elections which took place in the year 2007, and the scheme has not been revived after that.

Disposed  of.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

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

Sh. Raj Kumar,

594, W.No. 1,

Surjit Nagar, Kurali Road,

Morinda, Distt. Ropar.


_________________ Complainant.   

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director State Transport,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.
________________ Respondent

CC No.   333   of 2008

Present:
i)    
        S. Amarjit Singh Lauhka, on behalf of the complainant   



ii)   
        S Balwinder Singh, Law Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf 




of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that it would be difficult to give the exact number of vacancies in the various categories of SS, Technician Grade –I and Technician Grade-II which are available for placement ( not promotion as stated by the  respondent), since the entire issue of the percentage of promotions in various categories in accordance with the recommendations of the Fourth Pay Commission is under consideration and is still  to be decided.  The complainant states that he requires the information in order to make a representation to the Government to fill up the vacancies available for promotion (placements). Therefore, it would suffice for the respondent to inform the complainant whether any vacancy exists in all  categories of  SS,TG-I and TG-II for the placement of officials who are in the lower scale, and  if there is any category,  in which there is no vacancy for such placement.

In addition to the above, the information regarding the number of vacancies which exist in the category of Junior Technicians may also be conveyed to the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 9-5-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. J.K. Sharma,

306-A, Rajguru Nagar,

Ludhiana.



  
  ____________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,

Guru Angad Dev Veterinary & Animal Sciences University,

Ludhiana.





____________ Respondent

CC No. 1978 of 2007

Present:
i)  
 None on behlf of the complainant



ii) 
Sh.    D.P.Rattan, APIO-cum-Administrative and Accounts 



Officer on behalf of the  respondent.
 ORDER


Heard.


The complainant in this case has written to the Chief Information Commissioner,Punjab, to the effect that he does not intend to appear in the Court today since he does not expect to get the required information from the respondent through the Court’s efforts.


The complainant has mentioned that he has taken  exception to being asked to bring with him the information which has been provided by the PIO and has described this as “humiliation”.  This is rather strange, since the complainant is aware that there is a difference of opinion in this case between the respondent and the complainant over  the basic fact whether the information which has been asked for by him  through his  applications has been supplied to him or not.  The only method to resolve this dispute was to go through each item of information  which the complainant has asked for and to examine the information which has been provided and it was for this reason that he was   asked to   bring   with him 










Contd..2

-2-

the information which has been provided. The complainant did not raise any objection to this at the time the case was heard, and has now suddenly decided that he is not being properly treated.

 Be that as it may, since the complainant has refused to attend the Court and extend any help or cooperation in taking a decision on his complaint, the Court has no option but to proceed to adjudicate this complaint ex-parte. For this purpose, the respondent should show to the Court the information which has been provided to the complainant with reference to those points in his applications, over which he is alleging that he has not got complete information. The Court will also adjudicate on the objections, if any, which have been raised by the respondent to providing any information.
 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-5-2008 for further consideration and orders.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

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

Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar,

# 2937-A, Sector 42-C,

Chandigarh.



  
     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.





___________ Respondent

CC No.2355  of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
S. Inderjit Singh, Supdt.,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 7-3-2008, the respondent states that he has checked up the information supplied to the complainant and he has found it to be correct.  The complainant on the other hand  insists that there are discrepancies in the information which has been provided and he made a written submission in which he has described the perceived discrepancies.  A copy of the same has been given by the complainant to the respondent in the Court today. He may go through this submission of the complainant and send him a written reply before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 25-4-2008 for further consideration and orders.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

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

Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar,

# 2937-A, Sector 42-C,

Chandigarh.



  
     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.





___________ Respondent

CC No. 2364   of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
S. Inderjit Singh, Supdt.,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has made a submission listing out the discrepancies in the information supplied to him by the respondent.  A copy of the same has been given by him to the respondent in the Court today.  The respondent may go through the same and send a written reply to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 25-4-2008 for further consideration and orders.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.C. Kapur,

# 1523, Sector-15,

Panchkula.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Punjab,Sector 17,

 Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent 

CC No.      1613     of 2007

Present:
i) 
   None on behalf of the    complainant  


ii) 
   Ms. Navinder Kaur, Supdt.,on   behalf of the        




   respondent.

ORDER

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 20-3-2008, the remaining information has been supplied to the complainant by the respondent.


Disposed of.








           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. R.J Sachdev,

Sachdev Eggleston & Associates,

Architects Urban Designers,

G-33, 1st Floor, Kalkaji,

New Delhi-110019.





__________Complainant. 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Ladhowali Road , Jalandhar.
              

__________Respondent

CC No. 1718 of 2007

Present:
i)  
None on behalf of the complainant  .



ii) 
 Sh,RPS Bedi, Asstt Registrar-cum-PIO.  

ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s  orders dated 28-3-2008, the information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the Court and may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.

The respondent has further clarified that the decision to refer the question of quantum of compensation required to be paid to the complainant to a high powered committee needs to be referred to the Board of Governors, which will be done in their next meeting, which is likely to be held within two months, and action thereafter will be taken expeditiously in accordance with the decision of the BOG.


Disposed of.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

Encls

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

Sh. Inderjit Singh Ahluwalia,

# 1940, Phase-V,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.



  
     ___________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Ladowali Road, Jalandhar.



____________ Respondent

AC No.425 of 2007

Present:
i)    
  Sh. Inderjit Singh Ahluwalia,, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
  Sh. R PS Bedi, Asstt. Registrar-cum-PIO,
ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 29-2-2008, the respondent has sent to the complainant photostat copies  of all the documents submitted by the concerned candidates for their admission which is in their record and on the basis of which they got their admission.  The respondent states that they have no other  information in their record concerning these candidates.


The complainant states that the information in respect of some candidates is still not complete  but there is nothing further which the respondent can give him in the light of the submissions which he has made.


Disposed of.








           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:    4th April,  2008

