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

Sh.Suresh  Jain,

C/o Parveen Kumar,

New Aggarwal Colony Thana Road,

Bhikhi,  Distt Mansa.



       ________ Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

o/oThe Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  284   of 2008

Present:
i) 
Sh. Suresh  Jain, complainant  in person .


ii) 
Sh. Dwarka  Parshad, Accountant, on behalf of the 




respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been given by the respondent except for the photostat copies of the  registration of voluntary organisations mentioned at point no. 1 of his application, which should also be given to the appellant.

The information asked for at point No. 3  of the application for information has also not yet been given. This should be done before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM  on 28-8-2008 for confirmation of compliance.

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008



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

Sh.Sham Lal Singla,

B-325,  Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur




  
     ________ Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Secretary, Punjab School

Education Board, Mohali.




__________ Respondent

AC No.   270  of 2008

Present:
i) 
None  on behalf of the complainant.


ii) 
Sh.  Varinder Kumar, Joint Secretary,PSEB-cum-PIO. 

ORDER


Heard.

The  appellant has made a written submission that he has received the information required by him from the respondent.

Disposed of.

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
August 7, 2008 .                                                                     Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Charanjit Singh,

S/o S. Kehar Singh

VPO  Dhaipai,

Distt.  Ludhiana




  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Deputy Registrar,

Coop. Societies (West),

Ludhiana






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1309   of 2008

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


ii) 
Sh.   Dharam Adesh, Asstt. Registrar, on behalf of the 



respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent in the Court today, which has been checked by him and found to be correct.

Disposed of.

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
August 7, 2008. 






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

Ms. Hardeep Kaur,

Vill. & Teh. Malout.

Mukatsar.




  
            ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

o/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Mukatsar






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1324    of 2008

Present:
i) 
Ms. Hardeep Kaur, complainant  in person .


ii) 
Sh. Amarjit Singh, PCS, DTO,Mukatsar, on behalf of the 



respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case was submitted by the complainant on 9-5-2008.  The information consisted of copies of the  objection and affidavit which the complainant has filed before the Returning Officer against Sri Kulwinder Singh s/o Sri Jaswant Singh  for election to membership of Panchayat Samiti, Malout.  The complainant has been given the information that she requires in the Court today, but she  is pressing for the imposition of a penalty upon the PIO on the ground  that she was not able to file an election petition against the election of Sri Kulwinder Singh because of the delay in her getting  the information.

In this regard, the respondent has been able to show the following to the Court:-

1. That the application dated 9-5-2008 was received on 11-5-2008 in his office .
2. That the information required by the complainant was sent to her through courier exactly 30 days later i.e.  on  11-6-2008,
3. He came to know that the information had not been received by the complainant only when  he received the notice for today’s hearing from the Commission.
4. On being contacted,  the courier service has submitted that the documents sent on 11-6-2008 were delivered to the addressee.


In the above circumstances, I find that the essential element without which 
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the penalty cannot be imposed u/s 20 of the RTI Act, namely, deliberate or malafide delay in supplying the information, does not exist in this case and therefore, the request of the complainant for the imposition of a penalty is declined.


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

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008 .






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

Sh.Tarun Kumar Sharma,

Shiv Mandir, New Grain Market,

Nabha-147201




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Patiala






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1316   of 2008

Present:
i) 
Sh.Tarun Kumar Sharma,complainant  in person .


ii) 
Sh.   Sarvjit  Singh, DFSC-cum-PIO. 

ORDER


Heard.

The information  provided to the complainant in this case has stated that the complainant had not deposited the licence fee for a Ration Depot Licence, but the respondent has now given the information to the complainant that the information provided earlier was based on his personal file which did not contain the details of the licence fee having been deposited but now, on the complainant providing the requisite details of the receipt number and date, the Receipt Book of the Cashier has been checked and it was  found that the licence fee was in fact paid by the complainant on 29-12-2006.  The information which was provided earlier was therefore not correct and respondent has made the necessary correction.

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

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008. 






Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rupinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Ranjodh Singh,

Vill. Bhoop Nagar,

P.O. Kurali, Teh. Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.

  
   
   

  ________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev.),

Zila Parishad, 
Ropar.






_________ Respondent

CC No. 1317 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Rupinder Pal Singh, complainant  in person .


ii) 
Sh.Baldev  Singh, Assistant,  Zila Parishad, on behalf of 



the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 24-7-2008, the remaining information has been given by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today.

Disposed of.

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
August 7, 2008. 






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

Sh. Mohan Singh,

B-I/610, Street No. 4,

Partap Nagar, Kotakpura,

Distt. Faridkot.



  
     __________ Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Ex-Servicemen Corporation.,

SCO 89-90, Sector- 34-A,

Chandigarh.





____________ Respondent

AC No.419 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. Mohan Singh, appellant in person


ii)  Sri D.S.Bhatia,  PIO-cum-Financial Controller,. 





PESCO.
 ORDER

Heard.

The grievances of the applicant concerning the information which has been provided to him were discussed at length in the presence of the appellant and the respondent.


Both parties agree that the information required by the applicant is listed out in appendix ‘A’ and ‘B’ of his application for information.  The points mentioned  in these two documents, the grievances of the appellant and the position regarding each are as follows:-

Appendix ‘A’
The appellant is not satisfied with the reply given by the respondent that his Service Book was never maintained. Nevertheless, if the Service Book does not exist, a copy of the same cannot be provided to the appellant.
Appendix ‘B’
Point. No. 1
The reply of the respondent namely, “records not held”  is   not  satisfactory and acceptable.  The records should be located and the proper answer provided to the appellant.

-do- 2.       
Same as against point no.1. Photostat copies of the entire
                      correspondence and notings leading to the decision to conduct an
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inquiry against the appellant and issuance of letter dated

26.11.1999 should be provided to the appellant.  The respondent,

however, states that the inquiry was never cancelled.

-do- 3            A photostat copy of the notings leading to the issuance of letter
                No. 528 dated  10-3-2000 and a photostat copy of the dispatch
                register showing the dispatch of this letter should be provided to
                the
appellant.
-do- 6&7       As against point no. 1

-do- 8           The statement of wages paid until 6/97 should be given after due
                     authentication.

-do- 9.          It was clarified by the respondent that the appellant did not retire
                    w.e.f. 30-6-1997 but this was inadvertently mentioned in the EPF
                    claim since he had been paid his salary till that date.

-do- 12        It should be checked up by the respondent whether, after the
                    suspension of the appellant in 1999, any orders were issued
                    appointing a Field Officer at Mukatsar with instructions to work
                    for Distt. Faridkot and if  so, a copy of the same should be
                    provided to the appellant.

-do-13
         The appellant  has accepted the offer  of the respondent that he
               may inspect the records and take photostat copies of any
               document which he desires.

-do-14         Same as against point no. 13.

-do- 15        The appellant has been advised to make a fresh application for
                    this information.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-8-2008 for further consideration and orders.
   







       (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008 . 






Punjab.

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

Sh. Kheta Ram,

Vill. Chriwala Dhanna,

Tehsil Fazilka, District Ferozepur.


  
    ____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology,

Bathinda.






_____ Respondent

CC No.266 of 2008

Present:
Sri Balvinder Ram, Steno typist, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Only the respondent is present.


It is learnt that the hearings in  CC-203 of 2007 have been completed and the judgment has been reserved by the Hon’ble SIC, Smt. Rupan Deol Bajaj.


In the above circumstances, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 11-9-2008 for further consideration and orders, by which date it is expected that the judgment in CC-203/2007 will have been given.


  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34,  Ist Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vivek,

Lecturer,

Deptt. Of Mech. Engineering,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001. 



     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.




____________ Respondent

CC No.20 of 2008

Present:
Sri Balvinder Ram, Steno typist, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Only the respondent is present.

It is learnt that the hearings in  CC-203 of 2007 have been completed and the judgment has been reserved by the Hon’ble SIC, Smt. Rupan Deol Bajaj.

In the above circumstances, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 11-9-2008 for further consideration and orders by which date it is expected that the judgment in CC-203/2007 will have been given.

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008.






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

Sh. R.S. Arora,

B-34/10863, New Patel Nagar,

Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana-141001.



  
     ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology,

Dabwali Road,Bathind


              __________ Respondent

CC No.372 of 2008

Present:
Sri Balvinder Ram, Steno typist, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Only the respondent is present.


It is learnt that the hearings in  CC-203 of 2007 have been completed and the judgment has been reserved by the Hon’ble SIC, Smt. Rupan Deol Bajaj.


In the above circumstances, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 11-9-2008 for further consideration and orders by which date it is expected that the judgment in CC-203/2007 will have been given.

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008.






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

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur.




  
    _______ Complainant.   

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The  Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Public Works Department,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





________ Respondent

CC No.347 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        Sri Munish Kumar, on behalf of the complainant .  



ii)   
        Sri   Balwant Singh, Supdt.,on behalf of the 

                              



respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the applicant vide his application dated 1-12-2007 has been prepared and handed over by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today, in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 19-6-2008.


The complainant has made a submission that a penalty should be imposed on the PIO because of the delay which has been caused in this  case, but looking into the nature  of information in this case, which  had necessarily to be collected from the officers of the department from all over the State, I do not find that the information was withheld  deliberately or malafidely  and therefore,  the request of the complainant in this regard is declined.


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

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008.






Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Mohinder Singh Brar,

H.No. 467, Street No. 14, R,

Ward No. 5, Near Guruduara,

GTB Nagar, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.




CC-959/2008

ORDER


The complainant has written to say that he has received the information which he requires to his full satisfaction.

Disposed of.

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
August 7, 2008.






Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh Sanjiv  Pandey,
Senior Reporter, Amar Ujala,
H.No. 5818-B, Sector 38 West,

Chandigarh





CC-216/2008
Present:
i) 
Ms. Gagan Geet Kaur, Advocate, on behalf of the 




complainant .
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case concerns the Punjab Police Welfare Fund but it has been refused by the respondent and by the 1st Appellate Authority on the ground that the Punjab Police Welfare Fund is a private fund and therefore,  it does not come within the purview of the RTI Act.

One of the definitions of ‘Public Authority’ given under section 2(h) of the Act ibid is “non-government organisation substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate Government”.  In order to determine whether the Punjab Police Welfare Fund  would fall within this definition, the respondent is directed to submit to the Court the total amount which accrued to the fund in the three years from 1-4-2005 to 31-3-2006,

 1-4-2006 to 31-3-2007 and 1-4-2007 to 31-3-2008, and the amount out of the total money which accrued to the fund which was contributed by the State Government.

The PIO or his representative should bring the above information to the Court on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-8-2008 for further consideration and orders.

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008.






Punjab.

A copy is forwarded to the PIO/DGP,Punjab,Chandigarh, for immediate necessary action and compliance.  A copy of the 2nd appeal of  Sri Sanjiv Pandey, under consideration in this case, is enclosed for ready reference.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vinod Kumr Mehta,

Phase II, Civil Lines,

Fazilka.




CC-969-2008.

. 

ORDER

The applicant for information in this case has asked for information which is vast and  it is apparent that the amount of time which it would take for the public authority to prepare for the same, thereby diverting its time and resources from its normal duties, is not justified.  An opportunity was therefore, given to the complainant to make his submissions in this regard to the Court today,  but he has not appeared.


In the above circumstances, this complaint is rejected.


Disposed of.
  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
August 7, 2008.





         Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms.  Aman  Sharma,
H.No. 1642, Sector 32-A,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana





CC-955/2008

. 

ORDER


The application for information in this case concerns a third party and since no public interest is apparent in the contents of the application, the complainant was given an opportunity to make her submission in this regard in the Court today, but she has not appeared.


In the above circumstances, the complaint is dismissed.


Disposed of.
  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
August 7, 2008.  






Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H.No. 50/30 -A, Ram Gali,

N.M. Bagh, Ludhiana.
V/s

The Public Information Officer,

Department of Information and Technology,

Government of Punjab,

Chandigarh









CC-960/2008

Present:
i) 
Sh.  Sham Lal Saini, complainant  in person .
ORDER


Heard.

Making his submissions before the Court, the complainant has elucidated his application for information and has stated that he wants to know whether the circulars concerning service matters issued by the Department of Personnel, Finance and Welfare have been  published by the Department of Information and Technology,  as is required  to be done u/s 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act.  He has brought to the  notice of the Court a communication issued by the Department of Personnel to the Department of Information and Technology vide its no. 12/82/07-5PP-II/6758 dated 13-5-2008, in which it has been stated that five manuals have been sent to the Department of Information and Technology for  being put on the Punjab Government web-site.  Similar action is required to be taken by the respondent in respect of the circulars issued by the Department of Finance and Welfare.  Notices be issued to the respondent on the complaint of Sri Sham Lal Saini to the extent indicated above.  The other points contained in the annexure attached to his application for 
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information (Sr. No. 2 & 3) are ruled by me to be vague or speculative and may be ignored by the respondent.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 28-8-2008 for confirmation of compliance. 

  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008                                                                     Punjab.

A copy is forwarded to the PIO, Department of Information and Technology, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh, for immediate necessary action and compliance.   A copy of the complaint of Sri Sham Lal Saini and a copy of his application for information dated 22-3-2008 are enclosed for ready  reference.  I direct  that the PIO or the concerned APIO should be  present in the Court on the next date of hearing along with a  copy of the information supplied to the complainant.

    







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008                                                                     Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. A.S.Wadhawan,

415/9, Mohalla Punj Pipplan,

Bahadurpur, 

Hoshiarpur-146001.



CC-998/2008.

. 

ORDER


The  complainant has made a written submission that he would not be able to attend the Court today and has requested for an adjournment  to 
29-8-2008, when he is already attending the Court in connection with another case.  The request is allowed and this case is adjourned to 10 AM on 29-8-2008 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

August 7, 2008






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

Sh. Rajesh  Kumar,

s/o Sri Ram Chander,

Preet Nagar,Gulabgarh Road, 

Ward No. 3 , Gali No. 4,

Dera Bassi., Distt Mohali




….. Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o /o SSP,  Mohali





......Repondent 

CC No.   1537     of 2008

ORDER


The complaint dated 10-7-2008 of Sri Rajesh  Kumar s/o Sri Ram Chand, has been considered.


The refusal of the respondent to disclose the information asked for by the complainant is upheld u/s 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act.


Disposed of.













      (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner,








         Punjab.


August 7, 2008

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

Dr.  Raghbir Singh,

D-7,  251, Street No. 6,

Azad Nagar (Kot Khalsa)

Amritsar-143002





……..
Complainant

V/s.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar






……….Respondent








CC No.   1562     of 2008

ORDER


The complaint of Dr. Raghbir Singh,  dated 2-7-2008,  has been considered. A copy of the same is enclosed.


The only point on which action is required  to be taken by the respondent, is with regard to point no. 1 of his application for information.  The respondent is directed to send to the complainant a copy of the notification/order issued by the Guru Nanak Dev University, constituting the Syndicate of the University for the year 2001-02 w.e.f. 1.7.2001. A copy of the communication sent to the complainant along with a copy of the concerned notification may be sent to the Commission as well. If the respondent, for any reason, is unable to comply with these orders, he or the concerned APIO is directed to be present in the Court on the next date of hearing.


Apart from the above, the other points mentioned in the complaint are disposed of as follows:-

1.  The respondent has already adequately explained to the complainant the     
reasons for inviting only eleven members in the meeting of the Syndicate 
held on 20-7-2001.

2.
The contention of the respondent that names of the paper setters of the 
PMT,2005 can not be disclosed to the application for information under 
the RTI Act, is upheld. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on September 11, 2008 for confirmation of compliance.


      





 
    
     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner,








                     Punjab.





August  7  ,2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34 , Ist  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Mohinder  Singh,

s/o Late S.Joginder Singh.

VPO Munak Kalan,

Distt. Hoshiarpur




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sr. Supdt. of  Police,

Hoshiarpur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  311   of 2008

ORDER

The appellant in this case has asked for information in respect of FIR No. 261 dated 15-12-2006, PS Tanda, Hoshiarpur, mainly the justification and copies of material on the basis of which section 498-A of the IPC has been added in the charge sheet. The information has been denied by the respondent claiming exemption u/s 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act. The complainant appealed to the IGP,Jalandhar Zone–cum-1st Appellate Authority against the denial of the information by the PIO,  but the  appeal was rejected. Hence this second appeal.


Having carefully gone through the facts of this case, the comments sent by the SSP, Hoshiarpur, and the orders of the 1st Appellate Authority dated 27-2-2008,  I am of the considered view that this  appeal is devoid of any merit, since the exemption being claimed by the respondent is fully justified.


This appeal is accordingly dismissed.


Disposed of.








        (P.K.Verma)






               State Information Commissioner,








        Punjab.

August  7 ,2008






