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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Rinku Malhotra s/o Sh. Roshan Lal Malhotra,

265/2, Opp. Ganesh Mandir, Lahori Gate, Amritsar-143001











---------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala



----------Respondent

CC No.3565 of 2010

Present:-
 Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of Complainant.

 Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Assistant on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had stated that award-sheets of each member are not available in record and that after an inquiry action would be taken against the person found responsible for disappearance of the record.  Today, however, the respondent has failed to confirm that the inquiry has actually been conducted or not.  Let the respondent state in writing the out-come of the inquiry in this regard so that responsibility for loss of record is fixed and clearly spelled out.
2.

Shri Sarabjit Singh and Shri Sushil Kumar were the selected candidates for the post of Deputy Superintendent of Police. The Scheduled Caste certificates supplied by them were sent to the Government in the Department of Home Affairs and Justice.  Notice, therefore, needs to be issued to the PIO/Department of Home Affairs and Justice with the direction to furnish the copies of the Scheduled Caste and educational qualification certificates submitted by Shri Sarabjit Singh and Shri Sushil Kumar at the time of their appointment as Deputy Superintendent of Police in the year 1994.
3.

To come up on 16.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011.





   Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
CC

PIO/Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Rakesh Kumar s/o Sh. Maharaj Gill,

Kothi No.12, Vaishno Colony, Naraingarh,

Amritsar-143001







-----Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala



----Respondent





CC No.3567 of 2010

Present:-
Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Assistant on behalf the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had placed on record letter NO.6487 dated 9.3.2011 confirming that relevant record has been destroyed in accordance with the relevant rules.  Copies of the office notings where order of the competent authority to destroy the record were passed had also been placed on record of the case file. These have today been furnished to the counsel for the complainant also.  In view of the fact that record has been destroyed after obtaining the orders of the competent authority, as per the relevant rules, there is no merit in this complaint.  This fact was conveyed to the information-seeker vide letter dated 17.6.2010 within few days of his RTI application.  Hence, the case is closed. 








              (R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011.





     Chief Information Commissioner










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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J.S. Sandhu, H.No.22486, St. NO.12,

Bhegu Road, Bathinda.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o  The Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

FAA- Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.



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

AC No. 120  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 18.3.2011, deficiencies in information were removed by the respondent by giving additional information to the appellant.  The case was adjourned on the request of the appellant to enable him to peruse the information and confirm that he is satisfied with the same.  The respondent was also called upon to explain the delay in not furnishing the complete information within 30 days.

2.

Since the complete information has been furnished to the appellant and he has not pointed out any deficiency in the same, inspite of an opportunity afforded to him, it is concluded that he is satisfied with the information.

3.

As regards issue of delay, the respondent submits that application for information was dated 18.5.2010 and it was responded by the PIO on 7.6.2010 forwarding the desired result copy.  This shows that there was no intention to deny or delay the information.  However, in the Distance Education Programme there are more than six lakhs Awards of the students per semester from which the particular Awards of the information-seeker had to be traced.  Due to shortage of staff search of the document through the voluminous record resulted in marginal delay.  It was further averred by the respondent that complete information has been furnished to the satisfaction of the information-seeker free of cost.

4.

In view of the circumstances explained by the respondent, I accept the explanation for the delay and order that the appeal case be closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011.





    Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kesar Singh s/o Late Shri Baldev Singh,

r/o Village Guthmara, Post Office Devigarh, Distt. Patiala.


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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab  and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.


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

CC No.  461     of 2011
Present:-
Sh. Kesar Singh complainant in person.



Shri  Ranjit Singh, OSD (Admn.) on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


The respondent seeks one adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 28.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011




     Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, President,

Voice of Indian Community Empowerment,

Opp. Tehsil Office, Lehra Gaga-148031.



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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Baba Hira Singh Bhattal Institute of Engineering and Technology,

Sunam Road, Sangrur.






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

CC No.  359  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla complainant in person.

Shri Devinder Sethi, Assistant Professor-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



In pursuance of the directions given on the last date of hearing on 1.3.2011, the parties stated that that they have met together and information has been furnished except in respect of those cases where third parties, who were issued notices under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, had replied back with the request that the information should be withheld.
2.

I have heard the parties on this issue.  The responsibility to pass a speaking order under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is on the PIO.  He has to draw a balance between what is purely personal information and what is in the larger public interest.  The information-seeker is only asking for copies of the educational qualification and experience certificates on the basis of which these third parties had obtained the employment in a public institution.  This information cannot be said to be not in the public interest.  Therefore, the PIO is directed to furnish the copies of these certificates free of cost within 20 days.

3.

The complainant is satisfied with these directions and does not want to keep the complaint pending.  Hence, the case is closed.









(R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011




                 Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Singh Bhatti,

National Human Rights Council, #919,

Phase-IV, Sector 59, SAS Nagar (Mohali)-160059.


     _______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Provisioning), Punjab,

Chandigarh-160017.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No.2477 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Satnam Singh Ahluwalia on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gautam Cheema, DIG (Provisioning) alongwith Shri K.B.Singh, AIG and 
Shri M.S. Gill, Additional Advocate General on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has placed on record a copy of the information furnished to the information-seeker vide letter No.2697/TPT-3 dated 6.4.2011.  The respondent further submits that certain part of the police establishments like Intelligence Wing, Armed Police including Armed Battalions of PAP, Commando, IRB Security Wing, District Police and GRP in matters related to intelligence and security etc. have been exempted vide notification dated 23.2.2006 issued by the Department of Information Technology Department in exercise of powers conferred under Section 24 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Information in respect of these wings, therefore, has been withheld.  It is further stated that exemption has also been claimed under Section 8(1)(g) and 8(1)(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. However, the respondent has not placed on record, the detail of the information withheld which should be done on the next date of hearing.

2.

The complainant requests for time to peruse the information given to him.  
3.

To come up on 9.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.














(R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011




                Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjit Singh,Civil Judge (Retd.)

r/o 835/2, Chandigarh Road, Khanna, Distt.Ludhiana.


      -------------Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

FAA the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

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

AC No.  144  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Jaswant Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Ranjit Singh, OSD (Admn.) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The appellant has made a written submission through Shri Jaswant Singbh that he is unable to attend due to some domestic work and that the case may adjourned. Request is allowed.
2.

To come up on 28.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011.





      Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Civil Judge, (Jr. Divn.) (Retd.) 

R/o 835/2, Chandigarh Road Khanna,

District Ludhiana, Punjab-141401.






_________Appellant 

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Punjab & Haryana High Court, 

Chandigarh-160001.

2.
FAA-Registrar (Admn.), Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh-160001.





          _______ Respondents

AC No.  34  of 2010

&
AC No. 320 of 2010

ORDER



Both these cases were filed by Shri Ranjit Singh, Civil Judge (Junior Division) (Retd.) against PIO/Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh on the grounds that the information had been denied to him under the plea that Rule 4 and 5 of the Rules framed by the Punjab and Haryana High Court under Section 28 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 do not permit the disclosure of the information.  This commission, however, had rejected the plea of the respondent-PIO and directed that information should be furnished.  In both the cases, the information has since been furnished to Shri Ranjit Singh and the only issue to be determined is whether penalty should be imposed on the PIO under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for the delay, even after the Commission had given direction to furnish the information.
2.

The plea of the PIO is that High Court for Punjab and Haryana (Right to Information) Rules, 2007 did not permit disclosure of the information.  However, after the State Information Commission directed that information should be furnished and the matter was put up to the competent authority.  Since these two cases were first of its kind, which needed a decision for furnishing of the information in compliance with the directions of the Commission, it resulted in some delay. The respondent also pointed out that the fact that a writ petition had also been filed by the High Court on the administration side bearing No.18632 of 2009, as it was felt that the order of the State Information Commission was contrary to the provision of the Rules of the High Court.  Subsequently, however, the information was furnished in both the cases to the satisfaction of the appellant.  The delay occurred purely because of the complicated legal issues and the PIO is not at fault.

3.

It is correct that there has been delay in compliance with the directions of this Commission, but considering the fact that the PIO had to obtain specific orders of his superiors, keeping in view the High Court Rules and also the fact that High Court had challenged the directions of this Commission by way of a Civil Writ Petition, I do not consider it a fit case to impose penalty on the PIO. However, PIO is cautioned to promptly deal with all the requests under the Right to Information Act, 2005 and meticulously comply with the time limit in all cases in future.
4.

With these directions both the cases are closed.  A copy of this order will be placed on the case files of both the cases.








              (R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011.





    Chief Information Commissioner










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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Amandeep Kaur d/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

H.No.1094, Phase-2, Urban Estate, Patiala.



_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No.3222 of 2010

Present:-
 Shri Gurdev Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Vinod Singla, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


The complainant has raised nine issues in his written petition, a copy of which has been handed over to the respondent-PIO.


2.

The plea of the respondent is that most of the issues raised by the complainant pertain to public authorities other than the PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Patiala. It is averred by the respondent that the information held by the public authority-Deputy Commission has already been furnished as acknowledged at Sr. No.1 of the petition of the complainant. It is further averred that request on all other issues was duly forwarded to the respective PIOs under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

Let the respondent submit a written rejoinder on issues mentioned at Sr. No.2 to 9 before the next date of hearing and also coordinate with other PIOs in the district so that the remaining information is also furnished to the complainant.

4.

To come up on 24.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hari Om Gupta, E-3593, Jain Street No.2,

Fazilka, District Ferozepur.






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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager, The Fazilka Central Cooperative Bank Ltd, Fazilka.  -------------Respondent.

CC No.  416  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Hari Om Gupta complainant in person.
Shri  Manjit Singh Randhawa, Senior Manager on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


The complainant had moved an application on 1.9.2010 seeking information regarding certain payments made by Headmaster, Government High School, Suwah Wala from the school account.  This information, however, was denied under Section 8(1)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Aggrieved, the information-seeker has moved the State Information Commission.

2.

The plea of the respondent-PIO of the bank is that operation of accounts with the bank is a purely personal information of a third party and therefore, the information was withheld.  The complainant on the other hand pleads that it is not a personal account of any individual person but an account operated by a public official i.e. Headmaster of a public institution.  The argument of the complainant is that this is not personal information of a third party and its disclosure is in larger public interest, particularly when fraud of public fund has been alleged.
3.

I accept the plea of the complainant.  Since it is a public account operated by a public authority for expenditure from State funds, there is nothing private about the account or a third party information. Therefore, the requested information shall be furnished by the respondent-PIO/bank within 15 days.

4.

To come up on 29.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.






      


       (R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri D.C.Kumar s/o Shri G.D.Ram, Advocate,

#102, Civil Colony, Shiv Nagar, Baltana, Zirakpur, Distt. SAS Nagar.      -------------Complainant.




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.



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

CC No.  401  of 2011
Present:-
Shri D.C. Kumar complainant in person.


Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


The complainant had moved an application on 20.12.2010 seeking details regarding date of birth and educational achievements of Dr. H.S. Sangha, Director, Guru Nanak Institute of Management and Technology, Ludhiana.  After observing the procedure under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the PIO denied the information under Section 8(1)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 being personal information of a third party.

2.

I have heard the parties.  Dr. Sangha is holding a public office in a public authority.  The information pertaining to his M.B.A. and Ph.D. on the basis of which he has obtained public appointment are of general public interest.  Accordingly it is directed that the information on all the points except 4 and 5 (which does not pertain to respondent-PIO) shall be furnished to the complainant free of cost within 15 days.
3.

To come upon 29.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Khurana s/o Shri Sukhdayal Khurana

24-B, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.



        _______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, 

Ludhiana (West)-141001.




                  _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2866  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared today.  Hence, the case is adjourned to 
11.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M. for pronouncement of orders.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011




          Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh Randhawa, B-44, Udian Wali Gali No.1,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.






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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintending Engineer, Galiara Project, Amritsar.

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

CC No.  458     of 2011

&

CC No.  459     of 2011

ORDER



These cases were closed as both the parties had agreed to an inspection of the record on mutually suitable date and thereafter furnishing of the copies of the record identified by the information-seeker.  Now the information-seeker has sent a written complaint received vide Commission’s diary No.5953 dated 6.11.2011 that the requested information has not been given to him by the respondent.

2.

Issue fresh notice to the respondent for 10.5.2011.

3.

To come up on 10.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

April 7, 2011.




    
Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 
