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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamal Kishore Arora, 1158, Bazar Old Kanak Mandi,

Amritsar-143006.






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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District and Sessions Judge,

Amritsar.

FAA-District and Sessions Judge, Amritsar.

      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 856 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Kamal Kishore Arora appellant in person.


Shri Dev Dutt, Library Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Heard the arguments.

2.

To come up on 11.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for pronouncement of order.


  (P.P.S.Gill) 
   




        (R. I. Singh)

 State Information Commissioner.                          
Chief Information Commissioner.

    
    Punjab.
       




          Punjab. 


 Dated:  05.01.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pawan Mahajan c/o Shiv Auto Repair,

Near Tampu Stand, Sujanpur, P.O. Sujanpur,

Tehsil and District Bathinda.





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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.


      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1077  of 2011

Present;-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Raj Kumari Superintendent Grade-I on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The respondent submits that the information was ready but could not be sent as the appellant had not paid the requisite fee for the copies of the documents.

2.

I have heard . Her plea for non-payment of fee is not a valid ground as the fee amount was conveyed to the complainant after the lapse of statutory period under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to furnish this information free of cost and send it to the appellant by registered post on his given address.

3.

With this direction, the case is closed.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagtar Singh s/o Shri Jeet Singh,

Kotha Guru Road, Bhagta Bhai Ka, Bathinda.


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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh.

FAA-Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh.



     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1085   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jagtar Singh complainant in person.
Shri Mukesh Juneja, SPIO alongwith Shri Sukhpal Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



I have heard the parties.  The only grouse of the appellant is that there was litigation, which went up to the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India between the years 1992 to 1999.  The respondent’s plea is that no record exists in respect of this alleged litigation.  In fact, the appellant is also not sure whether the Mandi Board was a party or not  in the alleged litigation.

2.

The respondent is directed to confirm in writing to the appellant, after verification from the record, that no document pertaining to such litigation is held in the custody of the public authority.
3.

With this direction, the case is closed.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagjit Singh s/o Shri Sakar Singh,

#1757-49-C, Gali No.9-A, Hira Bagh,

Jagraon (Ludhiana)-142026.




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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh.

FAA-Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh.



     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1090   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Mukesh Juneja, SPIO on behalf of the respondent-party.

ORDER



In response to the RTI request dated 9.5.2011, the respondent-PIO had furnished the information to the appellant.  The respondent has also placed on record letter No.2635 dated 23.12.2011 alongwith copies of its enclosures, which were reportedly sent to the appellant by post.

2.

The appellant, however, is absent without any intimation.  To give him one opportunity to file his rejoinder, if any, the case is adjourned to 24.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S.P. Goyal, 103-A, Krishna Chambers,

59, New Marine Lines, Mumbai-400020.      



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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.     ----------Respondents.

AC No. 1096  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Suresh Mahajan, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant had moved an application on 19.5.2011 to the PIO/Punjab and Haryana High Court seeking information on three issues.  The PIO vide his letter No.603 dated 28.5.2011 rejected the request for information on the ground that the queries for information are not covered within the meaning of ‘information’ as defined in Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  An appeal preferred to the First Appellate Authority was also rejected on the same ground that the request for information does not fall within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the Act ibid.

2.

Aggrieved, the information-seeker approached the State Information Commission but inspite of due and adequate notice, he is absent without any intimation. Therefore, the case is taken up for hearing exparte.

3.

I have heard the respondent and perused the record.  The three queries of the information-seeker dated 19.5.2011 are in the nature of seeking opinion/advice.  The provision of Section 2(f) of the Act ibid provide that the ‘information’ means material in any form such as document, reports, papers etc. The information must exist in the material form before it can be delivered by the PIO.  In the present case, the queries of the information-seeker are in the nature of seeking advice /view/opinion rather than seeking any material information which may be held by the respondent-Public Authority.  The queries of the information-seeker do not fall within the definition of Section 2(f) of the Act ibid.  Therefore, the present appeal is not maintainable under the Act ibid.  Hence, it is dismissed.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S.P. Goyal, 103-A, Krishna Chambers,

59, New Marine Lines, Mumbai-400020.






      



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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.   -----------Respondents.

AC No. 1097  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Suresh Mahajan, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The information-seeker had moved an application dated 14.5.2011 under the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO/Punjab and Haryana High Court seeking information on seven issues as listed in his application.  A reply was sent by the PIO on 28.5.2011. Vide  letter No.597 dated 28.5.2011 the information was denied on the ground that the request for information is not covered within the definition of word ‘INFORMATION’ as contained under Section 2(f) of the Act ibid.  
2.

An appeal preferred by the appellant was also rejected on 20.7.2011 on the ground that the information-seeker’s queries are in the nature of seeking advise, which does not fall within the definition of the term ‘information’. The First Appellate Authority held that the information was rightly denied by the PIO.  Aggrieved, the information-seeker had moved the State Information Commission, Punjab. However, he is absent today without any intimation and therefore the case was taken up for hearing exparte.

3.

I have heard the respondent and perused the queries of the information-seeker as contained in his request dated 14.5.2011.  I entirely agree with the observations of the PIO and the First Appellate Authority that the queries of the information-seeker are in the nature of seeking advice and opinion rather than seeking any material information.  Section 2(f) of the Act ibid states that the ‘information’ means any material, in any form, including/record/document/orders/papers/reports etc. In other words the information must exist in the material form and it must be held by or under the control of the Public Authority before the PIO can access the same and furnish it to an information-seeker.  The PIO is not required to give any opinion/advice/answer to question as to ‘how’ and ‘why’. Since in the present appeal, the information–seeker has not sought any material information within the meaning of Section 2(f) of the Act ibid, the present appeal is not maintainable.  Hence, the case is dismissed.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, 16, 

Shiv Nagar, Batala Road, Amritsar-143001.
      


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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17-Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17-Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1103  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that vide letter No.451 dated 1.7.2011 addressed to the Shri P.C. Bali-the present appellant was called upon to deposit a fee of Rs.140/- towards the cost of documents to be furnished to him.  The plea of the respondent is that subsequent to the payment of fee, the information was furnished to him and that no cause of action is left as the required information has already been delivered.
2.

The appellant is absent without any intimation.  To enable him to file his reply/rejoinder, if any, the case is adjourned to 20.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.










(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M.K.Mangla, Deputy Controller (F & A)

o/o the Director Public Instruction (School), Punjab,
 Chandigarh.








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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Treasury and Accounts, Punjab,

 Sector 17, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.


      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1110  of 2011










(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manoj Kumar s/o Shri Raj Pal

c/o Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate

r/o Near Garhwal Sabha, Shiv Mandir Street, Nada Road, 

Dashmesh Nagar, Naya Gaon (SAS Nagar)-160103.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Govt. College,

Malerkotla.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  3165   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Parveen Kumar Garg on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Mangat Singh, Vice Principal, Government College Malerkotla on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information on all the eight issues except those listed at Sr. No.5 and 8 of his RTI request dated 16.7.2011.

2.

I have heard the parties.  The respondent has conveyed that query at Sr. No.5 pertains to service book of Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur Ghuman and the same is held by the Director, Public Instruction (Colleges),Punjab, Chandigarh, who is an independent public authority. The request of the information-seeker shall therefore be transferred to the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for further action at his end.  As regards query at Sr. No.8, the complainant has sought a copy of the passport of Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur Ghuman, who is an Associate Professor in the respondent-college.  This information has been denied under Section 8(1)(j) of the Act ibid.  The complainant has not been able to explain what public interest or public purpose is involved in the disclosure of private information of the third party i.e. passport of Ms. Ghuman.  In any case, this document is not in the custody of the public authority and therefore would not be covered within the ambit of Section 2(j) of the Act ibid.
2.

Since the information on other six issues raised by the complainant has been furnished to him to his satisfaction, I close this case.










(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Veer Pal s/o Shri Sat Pal, W. No.12,

Gandhi Basti, Near Ram Di Chakki, Maur Mandi-151509.
      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.

    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3130      of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Jasbir Singh, Deputy Director on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent places on record memo No.3/60/11-4 Edn.1/39 dated 4.1.2012, which is taken on record.  The plea of the respondent is that the complainant is seeking information pertaining to Regional Campus of Punjabi University, Mour Mandi.  The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education has no control over this institute

2.

I have examined the queries of the complainant.  He had addressed an application dated 21.6.2011 complaining against the Principal of Mour The complainant wants to know what action, if any, was taken by the department of Higher Education on his application dated 21.6.2011.  The respondent, however, so far has not given him any reply under the Act ibid.

3.

The respondent is directed to send him a reply on all the six issues raised by him keeping in view the provision of the Act ibid.

4.

To come up on 24.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.










(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,











   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Gulbir Kaur w/o Dr. Gurmeet Singh,

Associate Professor, SPM, #2265,

Phase-10, Sector 64, SAS Nagar (Mohali)


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Research and Medical Education, 

SCO 87, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No.   3152    of 2011

Present:-
Ms. Gulbir Kaur complainant in person.
Ms. Gupasna Gupta, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-Department.

ORDER



The complainant is seeking information from the PIO/Director Research and Medical Education, Chandigarh regarding the name of the nominee of GPF Account of Dr. Gurmit Singh, Associate Professor at Government Medical College, Patiala.

2.

The respondent initially replied that this is personal information of a third party. Therefore, it cannot be supplied to the complainant.  Subsequently, it appears that the respondent-department entered into correspondence with the information-seeker asking her to give the GPF Account Number of Dr. Gurmit Singh before her request for information could be considered.
3.

I have heard the parties.  Information pertaining to nominee of GPF Account of Shri Gurmit Singh is a purely personal information of a third party.  On questioning, the complainant was not able to state any public purpose or cause in disclosure of this information.  Rather she is seeking this information in connection with her personal matrimonial dispute with Dr. Gurmit Singh.

4.

Purely personal information of a third party which does not have a public purpose or public interest is exempt under Section 8(1)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Therefore, the present case is not maintainable.  Hence, the case is closed.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kaka Singh s/o Sh. Hazura Singh,

r/oVillage Kuliawal Jamalpur, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.
……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the President Lohara Majra Coop. Agricultural Service Society, Ltd.

Lohar Majra Kalan, Tehsil Khumano, District Ludhiana.
……………....Respondent

CC-2742   of  2009

Present:-
Shri N.S. Vashishat Advocate on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Counsel for the complainant submits that CM No.8299 /2011 in CWP No.20288/2009 has since been  disposed of  by Hon’ble Justice Rajeev Bhalla vide order dated 14.11.2011 in terms of judgment in the Hindu Urban Cooperative Bank, Hoshiarpur vs. State Information Commission, Punjab and others. It is further averred by the counsel for the complainant that no LPA has been preferred by the respondent against the order dated 14.9.2011 referred to above.  The plea of the complainant is that as on today no writ petition is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and therefore, the case should be heard and disposed of as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

The respondent is absent without any intimation.  As a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to 2.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.C. Tandon, 146, Urban Estate, 

Phagwara-144632.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, SLSBS Trust (Regd.),

Chachoki, Phagwara, District Kapurthala.


    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1375  of 2011

&

Shri Avtar Singh Reehal, 131, Urban Estate,

Phagwara, District Kapurthala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Lakha Singh Bahra Charitable Trust (Regd.),

VPO Chachoki, Phagwara (Kapurthala).



    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1429  of 2011

Present:-
Shri R.C. Tandon complainant in person.



Shri Kulwinder Singh Advocate, proxy counsel for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent requests for an adjournment as the arguing counsel 
Shri Aman Khullar, Advocate is reportedly indisposed.

2.

To come up on 24.1.2012.  It is made clear that no further adjournment will be allowed.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Raj Preenja, #F-13/1208,

Jagdambey Colony, St. No.3, Batala Road,

P.O. GPO, Amritsar-143001.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Research and Medical Education, 

Punjab, Sector 40, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Research and Medical Education, 

Punjab, Sector 40, Chandigarh.




----------Respondents.

AC No. 947 of 2011

Present:-
Dr. Devinder Singh Mahajan on behalf of the appellant.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

OERDER



On the last date of hearing on 3.11.2011, the appellant had submitted that though he had received the information but the same appears to be suspicious as certain portion of the photocopies of the documents seem to have been omitted by placing a slip on the original document.  The respondent was, therefore, called upon to produce original record.  The respondent was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent without intimation.  As a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to 3.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  It is made clear that if original record is not produced on the next date, it may be presumed that the respondent has nothing to say and  an exparte decision will be taken.











(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 05.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

