STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh Karam Singh s/o Pakhar Singh,

Chandi Cloth House, Geeta Bhawan Road, 

Dirba-148035, Distric :. Sangrur.






Appellant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

  
O/o Inspector, Food Supplies & 

  
Consumer Affairs, Dirba, District: Sangrur

2.        First Appellate Authority, 

             O/o  District Food Supplies & 

  
   Consumer Affairs Controller, Sangrur




Respondent
AC No.1026 of 2011

Present:
Shri Karam Singh, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Joginder Singh, Food and Supplies Officer, Sunam and Shri Mukesh Kumar Garg, Inspector Food & Supplies, Dirba, District: Sangrur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Karam Singh, filed an application dated 14.05.2011 with Inspector, Food & Supplies, Dirba for seeking information on 11 points relating to  Bharat Gas Agency, Dirba. The Inspector, Food & Supplies, Dirba vide letter dated 18.05.2011 informed the applicant  that he is not the PIO in this case  and therefore information seeker  should get  this information either from Food and Supplies Officer, Sunam, who is the PIO or directly from the Territory Manager, LPG(BPCL) Lalru, District Mohali. Accordingly,  the applicant  filed an application dated 30.05.2011  with the D.F.S.C. Sangrur for seeking the said information, who transferred the application of the applicant to the Territory Manager, 
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LPG(BPCL) Lalru, District Mohali under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for supplying information asked for at  Sr. Nos.  1 to 7 and 9 to 11 to the applicant  under intimation to him directly as the same related to their office. However, DFSC Sangrur supplied information asked for at Sr. No. 8 at his level. On non-receipt of any information from Territory Manager, the applicant filed an appeal with the Commission on 14.10.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.

I have perused the file and have heard Food & Supplies Officer, Sunam and am convinced that the  information as asked for by the Appellant has to be provided by the Territory Manager, LPG(BPCL) Lalru except for the information asked for at Sr. No. 8 which has already been provided  at the level of DFSC, Sangrur. The Appellant is accordingly directed to approach the PIO of the office of Territory Manager, LPG(BPCL) Lalru for seeking  requisite  information . 
3.

In these circumstances, the instant case is  disposed of.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

          Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  

   ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.11. 2011



      

State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh  Subhash Chander, S/o Mukand Lal Gupta,

R/O Shop No. 3, Dana Mandi, 

Adampur Doaba,  Distt. Jalandhar.





Appellant
Vs.
1
.Public Information Officer 

 
 O/o District Manager, Punjab State Civil

 
  Supplies Corporation Limited, .(PUNSUP), Jalandhar

Respondent
2.
F.A.A  District Manager, Punjab State Civil

   
Supplies Corporation Limited (PUNSUP), Jalandhar                        Respondent
AC No.1032 of 2011
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri  Gurmeet Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent, office of District Manager, PUNSUP, Jalandhar , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The background of the case is that the Appellant Shri Subhash Chander filed an application dated nil with the Deputy District Manager, PUNSUP for seeking certain information relating to Shri Satnam Singh S/o Shri Ram Parkash R/o Ranjit Nagar, Ward No. 10, Adampur, Jalandhar, who retired as Sub-Inspector from the PUNSUP. On receipt of this application District Manager vide letter dated 18.07.2011 wrote to the Appellant  to deposit Rs. 14,000 as charges for the information running into 7000 pages. On non-receipt of complete  information, Shri Subhash Chander  filed an appeal with the Commission on 11.10.2011. Accordingly, Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

Shri Gurmeet Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent states that the said amount 
was deposited by the Appellant and he was supplied information running into 1640 pages and some more information running into 368 pages was sent to him by registered post which was not accepted by the Appellant. He further states that he has brought some more information running into 1418 pages including information contained in 368 pages which was returned by the Appellant. Accordingly, the APIO is directed to send this information running into 1418 pages to the Appellant by registered post. 
3.

After going through the contents of the case file and hearing the APIO,  I observe that the information asked for by the Appellant in the instant case is huge  and voluminous and is sure to affect the efficiency of the office which has to divert its resources to prepare this huge information. In this regard Section 7(9) of the RTI Act,2005 is very clear which reads as under:-
“ An  information shall ordinarily be provided in the form in which it is sought unless it would disproportionately divert the resources of the Public Authority or would be detrimental to the safety or preservation of the record in question. 

4.

In  these circumstances, the Appellant is directed to ask for some specific  and to the point information as it is not possible to provide such a voluminous information any more.  He is further directed to inspect the record and identify the specific information required by him. The PIO is directed to get the record inspected by the Appellant on any working day and supply the information to him duly identified by  the Appellant.  The PIO is 
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also directed to refund the balance amount to the Appellant after supplying him the specific  information. 
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders  on 08.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    

 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.11. 2011



      

State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Harpal  Singh, Panch ,

Village  Kheri Gujra, Tehsil : Dera Bassi,  

Distt. S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal, Sarvhitkari School,

Tavar Dharamshala, Tehsil: Derabassi,

District: S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






Respondent
CC No.3021 of 2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant as well as the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case certain  residents of village Kheri Gujra vide their application dated 22.05.2010 sought certain information on 4 points from the Principal, Sarvhitkari School, Tavar Dharamshala, Tehsil: Derabassi, District: S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali. Failing to get  any information, Shri Harpal Singh, Panch filed a complaint  with the Commission vide letter dated nil, which was received in the Commission on 27.09.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Since none is present from either side, one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case. Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 08.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 






              Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh






     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.11. 2011



   
             State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harbans  Singh, s/o Late Sh. Fakir Singh ,

Village  Baddla, P.O. Guara, Tehsil Malerkotla,

District Sangrur.                                                                               …………….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer, 

(Secondary Education), Sangrur.





……………..Respondent

CC No.3049 of 2011
Present:
Shri  Harbans Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Ramesh Kumar Chawla, Ad.O. and Shri Rakesh Jain, Senior Assistant, office of D.E.O.(SE), Sangrur , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Harbans Singh, Part-time Water Carrier, Government High School, Salar, District: Sangrur filed an application dated nil with the Circle Education Officer, Nabha for seeking certain information on 8 points relating to him with reminders to the District Education Officer(SE), Sangrur. On getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 13.10.2011, which was received in the Commission on 17.10.2011. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.

Shri Ramesh Kumar Chawla, Ad.O., appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence. The Complainant submits that the case may be closed as he is satisfied with the information supplied to him today.

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    
 ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.11. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Gurmail Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

R/o Vill.Nangla, 

Teh. Lehra Vai Chhajli,

Distt. Sangrur-148030.





         Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o Headmaster, Govt. High School,

Nangla, District: Sangrur-148030.
          



        Respondent

CC No.2690 of 2011

Present:
Shri Gurmel Singh, Complainant, in person.
Smt. Saroj Kumari, Headmistress; Smt. Maya Devi, DPE Teacher and Shri Amrik Singh, Punjabi Master, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 20.10.2011, when directions were given to Smt. Saroj Kumari, Headmistress, who was present in person, to supply the requisite information to the Complainant  before the next date of hearing i.e. today.
2.

Smt. Saroj Kumari, Headmistress, who is present today, states that the complete information on the subject,  as available in their record, running into 107 pages,  has been provided to the Complainant. The Complainant states that the information supplied to him is incomplete. Smt. Saroj Kumari reiterates that no other information on the subject is available in their record. Accordingly, she is directed to submit an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing. 
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3.

Therefore, the case  is  adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 08.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber on the 3rd Floor  of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copy  of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                              Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   
  ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.11. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Raj, 

s/o Sh. Bishan Dass, 

R/O Village Awankha, 

P.O. Dinanagar,  Distt. Gurdaspur.


                       Appellant







Vs

1. 
Public Information Officer,
  
 O/o 
Principal Secretary, Food Supply & 

   
Consumer Affairs, Punjab,  Mini Secretariat,

   
Sector 9-A, Chandigarh-160009.



      

 Respondent

2. 
First Appellate Authority, 

   
 Principal Secretary, Food Supply & 

   
Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

   
Sector 9-A, Chandigarh-160009.


                 

 Respondent

AC - 936 /2011

Present:
Shri Tarsem  Raj, Appellant,  in person.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent. Shri Kulwant Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant vide his original application dated 26.07.2011 sought information relating to the status of his departmental appeal  filed on  vide Receipt No. 1291/14.06.2007 against the order passed against  him vide Order  No. ;xt;(307)-2004$2669-71. Failing to receive any information the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission  on 24.09.2011. Accordingly Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties  for 20.10.2011. On that date directions were issued to Additional Secretary-cum-PIO, 
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Department of Food Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Punjab, to apprise the Appellant about the information sought by him within a period of 15 days and also to  depute some responsible officer,  not below the rank of Superintendent,  to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing i.e.  today.
2.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the Respondent, states that the status of the appeal filed by the Appellant has been intimated to him in writing and he has acknowledged the receipt of the same.  He submits that the appeal of the Appellant  is still pending with the Secretary, Food and Supplies, Department, Punjab, Chandigarh.

3.

Since the requisite  information asked for by the Appellant stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                               Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  
   ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.11. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh Surjit Singh s/o Sh. Gokul Singh,

V& P.O. Jarag,  Teh. Payal, 

Distt. Ludhiana -141415.                                                                  Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer 

(Elementary) Fatehgarh Sahib.                                                          Respondent

CC No. 2897 of 2011

Present:
Shri  Surjit Singh,  Complainant, in person.


Shri  Bahadur Singh, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 20.10.2011, when the directions were issued to D.E.O.(EE), Fatehgarh Sahib to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing i.e. today.
2.

Shri Bahadur Singh, Junior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant on 08.11.2011 which has been duly acknowledged by  him. The Complainant confirms that he has received the information and is satisfied.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 






                      Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.11. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surjit Singh s/o Sh. Gokul Singh,

V& P.O. Jarag,  Teh. Payal, 

 Distt. Ludhiana -141415



       

 Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Education Officer,

(Elementary), Sirhind-III, 

Amloh, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.

               

  Respondent

CC - 2899 /2011

Present:
Shri Surjit Singh, Complainant, in person.


Smt. Jaswant Kaur, BPEO, Amloh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 20.10.2011, when none was present on behalf of the Respondent and thus the directions were issued to B.P..E.O.(EE), Amloh  to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within 15 days and to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today.
2.

Accordingly, Smt. Jaswant Kaur, B.P.E.O. Amloh is present today. Shri states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant on 16.11.2011 which has been duly acknowledged by him. The Complainant confirms that he has received the information and is satisfied.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 





                      Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.11. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surjit Singh s/o Sh. Gokul Singh,

V& P.O. Jarag,  Teh. Payal, 

 Distt. Ludhiana -141415.



                      Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Education Officer,

(Elementary), Sirhind-III, 

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.    



           Respondent

CC - 2900 /2011

Present:
Shri Surjit Singh, Complainant, in person.


Smt. Jaswant Kaur, BPEO, Amloh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 20.10.2011, when none was present on behalf of the Respondent and thus the directions were issued to B.P..E.O.(EE), Amloh  to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within 15 days and to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today.

2.

Accordingly, Smt. Jaswant Kaur, B.P.E.O. Amloh is present today. Shri states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant on 16.11.2011 which has been duly acknowledged by him. The Complainant confirms that he has received the information and is satisfied.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 






                        Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.11. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Surjit Singh, s/o S. Gokal Singh ,

Village  & P.O. Jarg, Tehsil Payal,

District Ludhiana-141415.                                                                …………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer, 

(Elementary Education), Patiala.





……………..Respondent

CC No.3085 of 2011
Present:
Shri  Surjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Dr. Jarnail Singh, PIO-cum-Deputy D.E.O.(EE) Patiala , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Surjit Singh, Complainant, has sought information pertaining to the inventory  prepared for the record either destroyed or damaged  during  the period from 13.04.1992 to 19.12.1997. D.E.O.(EE) Patiala vide his letter dated 16.11.2011 has informed the Commission that no inventory  could be prepared of the  record which was completely damaged, due to heavy floods. Complainant has been apprised of the factual position by D.E.O., by writing him two letters. 
2.

In the circumstances,  I am convinced that no further  information can be provided for the cryptic queries raised by the Complainant in his original application dated 19.09.2011. Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.  However, the Complainant is may  file a fresh application for seeking  any information if he so desires, which should be accessible, specific, concise and precise in nature. 
3.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 


                                Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




  
   ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.11. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

