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 Arjun Patrika (98882-96107),

Village Bholapur Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana -123455
                                                                                                      Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ferozepur. 






                               Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.733/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Varun Kumar, J.E. – for Respondent.

ORDER


The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


Sh. Varun Kumar, JE appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that the information asked for has already been sent to the complainant through a registered post on 06.04.2016.  The respondent has sent across a copy of the postal receipt to support the contention.  

As the complainant is absent, seemingly he is satisfied with the information provided to him.  No more action lies.  The complaint is closed.









    Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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 Arjun Patrika (98882-96107),

Village Bholapur Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana -123455
                                                                                                      Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.







                    Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.775/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER


The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


The matter shall be reheard on 16.11.2016 at 11.30 AM through video conferencing at Ferozepur.










    Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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 Arjun Patrika (98882-96107),

Village Bholapur Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana -123455
                                                                                                      Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.







                    Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.776/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Amardeep Singh, Clerk, DTO office, Ludhiana – for Respondent.
ORDER


The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


Sh. Amardeep Singh, Clerk is present in person on behalf of the respondent.  He states that the information has since been supplied to the complainant.  An acknowledgement by the complainant for having received it to his satisfaction has also been communicated to the Commission.  No more intervention is called for.



 Disposed.









        Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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. Surinder Kumar Gupta, (94177-54839),

House No.202, Gali No.12, 

SBS Colony, Rampura Phool,                                                                                        Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Bathinda.







                    Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.724/2016

Present:
Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta, (94177-54839), Complainant in person.



Sh. Harnek Singh, Dy. D.E.O. (S) – for Respondent.
ORDER


The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


Sh. Harnek Singh, Dy. D.E.O. (S) appearing on behalf of the respondent submits that a suitable reply was sent to the complainant vide their memo dated 04.03.2016 wherein it was conveyed that the information which has been sought is not available with them in the format it has been asked for.  They have referred to the observations of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India made in the matter of Central Board of Secondary Education & Anr. Vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay & Ors. (Civil Appeal No. 6454 of 2011) as follows :


“At this juncture, it is necessary to clear some misconceptions about the RTI Act.  The RTI Act provides access to all information that is available and existing.  This is clear from a combined reading of section 3 and the definitions of ‘information’ and ‘right to information’ under clauses (f) and (j) of section 2 of the Act.  If a public authority has any information in the form of data or analyzed data, or abstracts, or statistics, an applicant may access such information, subject to the exemptions in section 
                                                                                                                     Contd…page…2
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.724/2016
8 of the Act.  But where the information sought is not a part of the record of a public authority, and where such information is not required to be maintained under any law or the rules or regulations of the public authority, the Act does not cast an obligation upon the public authority, to collect or collate such non available information and then furnish it to an applicant.  A public authority is also not required to furnish information which require drawing of inferences and/or making of assumptions.  It is also not required to provide ‘advice’ or ‘opinion’ to an applicant, nor required to obtain and furnish any ‘opinion’ or ‘advice’ to an applicant.  The reference or ‘advice’ in the definition of ‘information’ in section 2(f) of the Act refers to such material available in the records of the public authority.  The public authorities have, as a public relation exercise, provide advice, guidance and opinion to the citizens.  But that is purely voluntary and should not be confused with any obligation under the RTI Act.”



The Commission agrees with the submissions made by the respondent as in his application the complainant has devised a format in which he has sought the information.



Besides, it is a case of complaint in which the Commission is not authorized to arrange to lay an access to the information.  The original application has been attended to by the respondent and as such no malafide is attributable to them so as to warrant the invocation of penal provisions.  



With the above observations the complaint is closed.  The complainant may like to file an appeal with the First Appellate Authority in case he is still not satisfied with the status of affairs.



Disposed. 









    Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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.Bhushan Kumar Goyal,

Opposite Dr. Grover, Main Bus Stand,

Rampura Phool Distt. Bathinda.                                                                                      Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Bathinda.






                    Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.667/2016

Present:
Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Harnek Singh, Deputy DEO (S) – for Respondent.

ORDER


The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


Sh. Harnek Singh, Deputy DEO (S) is present on behalf of the respondent.  He submits that his original application was returned on account of the fact that his application was not accompanied by any identity document of the applicant.  Having completed the formalities by the applicant the respondent submits that the application constitutes a set of questions asking the reasons for some of the actions of omissions and commissions on the part of the respondent.



The perusal of the application corroborates the aforesaid submission of the respondent.  Section 2(f) of the  Act defines  the information a petitioner can seek.  It is not open to the appellant to ask questions in the guise of seeking information from a Public Authority.  The Act does not cast any obligation on the Public Authority to answer the queries,  such as ‘why’, ‘what’, ‘when’ and ‘whether’.



In view of the aforesaid,  the complaint is rejected.



Disposed.










      Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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.Bhushan Kumar Goyal,

Opposite Dr. Grover, Main Bus Stand,

Rampura Phool Distt. Bathinda



                                                                                                      Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Bhartiya Model Sr. Secondary School,

Rampura Phool.





                    Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.668/2016

Present:
Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta on behalf of the complainant.


Adv. J.K.Singla, proxy Counsel for the Respondent.
ORDER



The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta is present on behalf of the complainant.  He reiterates as submitted in the original application that the respondent i.e. the Principal, Bhartiya Model Sr. Secondary School, Rampura Phool  is a Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act.  He specifically mentions that the land on which the school has been constructed belongs to the government and as such the respondent cannot absolve itself of the obligations as prescribed in the RTI Act.



Sh. J.K. Singla Advocate has put in the appearance in the Court on behalf of the respondent.  He is seeking an adjournment to defend it on the next date of hearing.  The request is accepted.  The matter shall be reheard on 16.11.2016 through video conferencing at Mansa at 11.30 AM.  Meanwhile the complainant is directed to file a documentary evidence that the land as claimed by him belongs to the government.









    Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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. Rajinder Kumar Sharma,

House No.684, Ward No.5, Street No.7,

Basti Gobindgarh, Moga                                                                                                  Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Moga -2







                    Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.723/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER


The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


The matter shall be reheard on 16.11.2016 at 11.30 AM through video conferencing at Ludhiana.










    Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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. Surinder Kumar Gupta (94177-54839),

House NO.202, Gali No.12, 

S.B.S. Colony, Rampura Phool.                                                                              Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Bathinda.







                    Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.725/2016

Present:
Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta (94177-54839), Complainant in person.



Sh. Harnek Singh, Deputy DEO (S) – for Respondent.
ORDER


The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


The complainant has sought an information relating to an issue pertaining to about 40 years back.  The respondent has communicated the information after seemingly making the best efforts.  The complainant insists that the information that has been communicated to him is delayed.



The complainant refers to a grievance relating to an increment in pay of an employee.  Logically such establishment matters should be agitated with the competent authorities in the government rather than being raised in this forum.  The Commission considers that the respondent has made earnest efforts in providing the information to the complainant and finds that sufficient information, as could have been dug out, has been provided to him.  The delay does not seem to be attributable to any malafide.  No further intervention of the Commission seems desirable.  The complaint is filed.









    Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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
Ms. Baljinder Kaur, (94633-21626),

W/o Sh. Mithu Singh, 

Vill. P.O. Sibiya, 
Tehsil & Distt. Bathinda.                                                                                        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E),

Bathinda.

.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Bathinda.






                           Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1113/2016

Present:
Sh. Paramjit Singh husband of the appellant.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, J.E., DEO (E) – for Respondents.
ORDER


The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, JE appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that the information comprised in 317 pages have already been provided to the appellant.  He further says that the appellant had filed a civil writ petition in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court without success against the department.



Be that as it is, the rest of the information as admitted by both the parties shall also be provided on a mutual convenient date.  They are directed to provide it not later than seven working days from today.



With this observation the appeal is filed.








                Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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. Surjeet Singh (96929-52386)

S/o Sh. Sobha Singh,

R/o Village & P.O. Rupale, Tehsil Samrala

Distt. Ludhiana.








Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Ludhiana.






                                   Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.779/2016

Present:
Mrs. Sukhwinder Kaur wife of the complainant.


None on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER



The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


The respondent is absent.  They are directed to file a written reply before the next date of hearing positively failing which serious view will be taken.



To come up on 16.11.2016 at 11.30 through video conferencing at Ludhiana.










    Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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. Vishpinder Singh 

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Vill. & P.O. Jeevan Arai, 

Tehsil Guru Harsaahai, 
Distt. Ferozepur.






Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways (PUNBUS),

Ferozepur.






                                   Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.809/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Smt. Gurmit Kuar, Jr. Assistant, O/o GM, Pb. Roadways, Ferozepur – for 


Respondents.
ORDER


The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


Smt. Gurmit Kaur appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that a similar case bearing No. CC:676/2016 has already been decided by the Commission.  The complainant is filing repetitive complaints with the Commission on the same issue which itself is a ground to reject it.  The complaint is closed accordingly.  The complainant is advised to desist to take up the same issue already decided.  Else the Commission shall be constrained to explore the matter to burden him with cost for wasting the time of Public Authority and Commission.



Disposed.










    Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (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. Prem Kumar, (98155-91032)

Kartar Niwas, Gurdaspur Road,

Sri Hargobindpur, 
Distt. Gurdaspur.





                  Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,
 Gurdaspur. 









                                   Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.813/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Dr. S.K.Handa, Assistant Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur – for Respondent.
ORDER


The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


Dr. S.K.Handa, Assistant Civil Surgeon is present.  He submits that the information asked by the complainant with reference to the holding of blood donation camps in Sri Hargobindpur and the treatment of the patients with anti-rabbies injections has been provided to the complainant by the respective SMOs.



As the complainant is absent, the Commission considers that he is satisfied with the information thus stated to have been provided to him.  No more intervention of the Commission is required.  The complaint is closed.









       Sd/-

03.08.2016






        (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. Satish Kumar

S/o Sh. Dev Raj,

Village Murar, P.O. Hamira.

Distt. Kapurthala.                                                                                                                   Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kapurthala.






                                   Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.1391/2016

Present:
Sh. Satish Kumar, Appellant in person.



1. Sh. Surinder Kumar, Patwari and



2. Sh. Satnam Singh, Kanungo – for Respondents.
ORDER



The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.


The appellant has sought information with reference to a land comprised in Khasra No.146/2, Hadbasat No. 230, Village Murar, Tehsil Dhilwan, District Kapurthala, area 4 K 18 M  which reportedly was redeemed after having been mortgaged vide mutation No.1049.  He is seeking the copies of the relevant documents including the copy of the mutation sanctioned vide aforementioned number.



Sarvshri Surinder Kumar, Patwari and Satnam Singh,  Kanungo are present in person.  They submit that the record pertains to the period prior to the consolidation of holdings and is available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala.  The respondents are directed to provide him the requisite certified copies of the documents and file a written statement in the shape of a self-attested affidavit explaining the inordinate delay in providing the information.

 

The matter shall be reheard on 16.11.2016 at 11.30 AM through video conferencing at Jalandhar.









      Sd/-
03.08.2016






        (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

