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

Sh.Satish Chander Bhagat,

# 5-A, New Model House,

Jalandhar.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Education Officer,(Secondary),

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  153 of 2010

Present:
i)   
 Sh.Satish Chander Bhagat, complainant in person .

ii)  
  None on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case consists of an interrogatory seeking to question a decision taken by the respondent on a complaint of the complainant.  It is therefore not a valid application under the RTI Act, 2005 since the seeking of justification for any action taken or not taken by a public authority cannot be described as “information” which can be accessed under the Act ibid , as decided in CWP No 419 of 2007 by the Hon’ble High Court of Bombay. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd  March, 2010


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

Ms. Lali Rani,

W/o. DSP Parminder Singh,

R/o.T.G.T.(Social Science), K.V.No-1,

Ferozepur Cantt.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police/Commandant,

4th I.R.B.Battalion, Near Kanji Qila, Headquarters,

Kapurthala.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 199   of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant  .

ii)  
HC Baldev Raj, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the application for information from Smt. Lali Rani, w/o DSP Parminder Singh, dated 10-09-2009 has not been received in his office. Since however a copy of the application has been sent to the Commission according to which an IPO for Rs.50/- was also sent by the applicant, the application will be deemed to have been received and the respondent is directed to sent the required information to the complainant within 7 days from today. 


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 08-04-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd  March, 2010


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

Sh. Sahib Ram Bhaadu,

S/o.Sh.Shopat Ram.

Village- Bodi Wala Pitha,

P.O.Khui Khera, Tehsil- Fazilka,

Distt.-Ferozepur.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Mandi Officer,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 198  of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant  .

ii)  
 Sh. Amarjeet Singh DMO-cum-PIO Ferozepur and Sh. Amrik Singh Suptt.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case has been found to be invalid under the RTI Act, 2005 because it is merely questioning the statement made by a private person.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd  March, 2010


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

Sh.Surinder Kumar,

H.No-22/1,Gali No-2,Ward No-3,

Mohalla Hargobind Nagar, P.O. Reru Dhogri Road,

Jalandhar.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Sainik Welfare Officer,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  99  of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant  .

ii)  
 Sh.Amarjeet Singh, Suptt., DSWO, Jalandhar,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The reply of the respondent to the complainant’s application for information, sent by him vide his letter dated 29-09-2009 has been seen and has been found to be in order except for the following :-

1) The information which has been supplied in respect of para 1 has not been attested. Attested copies of the registration certificate and driving license of the driver of the official vehicle of DSWO have been brought by the respondent to the Court today and the same may be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information. 

2) The information which has been asked for in para 4 is not personal information as claimed by the respondent, but his further plea, made in the Court  today, that this information is also covered by Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 is reasonable and is accepted . 


The complainant has requested for an adjournment and the case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 06-04-2010 to enable the complainant to make   his   submissions with   regard to this case.  Since, however, the 
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information which has  been sent by the respondent has been found  to be complete,  it would not be necessary for him to attend  the hearing of this case till further orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd March, 2010


Encls----

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

Sh.Satish Bansal,

# 24-B, Raghunath Enclave,

Ludhiana.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Manager, 

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

Kothi No-65, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar. 






__________ Respondent

CC No. 288  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant  .

ii)  
 Sh.Gurdeep Singh, Senior Assistant, O/o PSWC, Jalandhar  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


Complete information has been given by the respondent to the complainant with reference to his  application for information dated 03-10-2009.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd  March, 2010


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

Sh.Satish Bansal,

# 24-B, Raghunath Enclave,

Ludhiana.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Manager, 

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

Kothi No-65, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar. 






__________ Respondent

CC No. 286 of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant  .

ii)  
 Sh.Gurdeep Singh, Senior Assistant, O/o PSWC, Jalandhar on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


Although the complainant has mentioned four complaints in his communication dated 30-12-2009 addressed to the Commission, he has enclosed with this communication only a copy of the application for information addressed to the PSWC, Jalandhar, dated 14-11-2009, in connection with complaint ‘C’.  The respondent has shown to the Court that complete information has been given to the complainant in respect of this application for  information vide his letters dated 29-10-2009 and 04-01-2010. 


Regarding the other complaints mentioned in the aforementioned communication,   complaint ‘A’ is concerned with an application made to the SRM , FCI,  which is not a public authority of Punjab Government and with which this Commission has no concern , complaint ‘B’ concerns an application of the complainant addressed to the Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab, and it is not clear what information was sought by the complainant since a copy of the application for information has not been sent by him, and  complaint ‘D’ is concerned with an application which has been made by one Sh. Jagdish Chatley and not by the complainant. 
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In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.  In case any application for information  has been made by the complainant to a Public Authority which comes under the jurisdiction of this Commission and he has not received the information due to him under the RTI Act , he should make a fresh application containing all relevant details, including a copy of the application  for information which was made by him,  to enable further necessary action to be taken in the matter. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd March, 2010


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

Sh.Rajinder Nath Dhir,

# B-XXIX / 63, Lahore Gate,

Kapurthala.




  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, 

 SCO 74-75,Sector  17-B,Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

AC No.  46  of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  appellant .

P) Colonel V.K.Joshi, DM-cum-PIO, PSWC, and Sh. Kanwar Saini, Chief Technical Assistant-cum-APIO.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been given by the respondent who has also given a written statement to the effect that he has received the same except for the storage loss in paddy during the year 1998-99 of Bagha Purana. This remaining information has also been brought by the respondent and may be sent along with these orders for the information of the complainant. 


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd  March, 2010


Encls----

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

Sh.Rajinder Nath Dhir,

# B-XXIX / 63, Lahore Gate,

Kapurthala.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, 

SCO 74-75, Sector  17-B Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No.  222 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  complainant.

ii)  
Colonel V.K.Joshi, DM-cum-PIO, PSWC, and Sh. Kanwar Saini, Chief Technical Assistant-cum-APIO.
ORDER


Heard.


Complete information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd March, 2010


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

Sh. Radhey Sham Jain,

S/o.Sh.Des Raj,

Ward No-4, T.O. Wali Gali,

Maur Mandi, District- Bathinda.

  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Manager,

Punjab Agro Corporation, 

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 120   of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Radhey Sham Jain, complainant in person  .

ii)  
Sri C.K.Goyal, DM-cum-PIO, PAIC,Mansa, formerly at      Bathinda.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant was returned  by the respondent  due to the fact that the prescribed application fees of Rs. 10/- was sent by the complainant by an  IPO and he was asked to send the same through a bank draft or in cash.  This was an error on the part of the PIO, who  has expressed  regrets for the same,   since the  IPO sent by the complainant could well have been  encashed  in the post office.  He has given  an assurance that such a mistake will not occur again .  Insofar as the application for information of the complainant is concerned, the position regarding each of the four points mentioned therein is as under:-
1. 
No information can be given to point no. 1  since the period for which the information is required  has not been mentioned  and the respondent obviously cannot collect information pertaining to the entire  period  since the Corporation came into existence.
2. 
The respondent is directed to give to the complainant information about the wheat-stock in various godowns belonging to PAIC in Mour Mandi.  Information regarding the employees on security duty and the hours of their duty cannot be given to the complainant  
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since its disclosure may adversely affect the security of the stocks stored in the Corporations godowns .
3.      A question has been asked against this point,  which only alleges that private persons are   living in the godowns.  The respondent could  well look into this complaint and take necessary action.

4. 
Information has been asked against this point  about the thefts which have been taken place in the godowns at the various places where  one Inspector Harinder Singh Chahal remained posted (anywhere in Punjab State ) .Obviously, this information is not in the custody  of the respondent.

In brief, only one item of information is required to be given to the complainant,  mentioned at point no. 2. The respondent is directed to do this within ten days from the date of receipt of these orders.


Sri Ranbir Singh, D.M., PAIC, Bathinda or his representative should attend  the Court on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 08-04-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd March, 2010


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

Sh.Balvir Singh,

President Panj Pradhani Social Sikh Jathebandi ( Regd:),

Village-Soolar,        

District- Patiala.



  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 23   of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  appellant  .

ii)  
 HC Ashok Kumar , No-2520/Patiala ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 16-02-2010. 


Disposed of.


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd March, 2010


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Dr. Balbir Singh s/o Shri Piara Singh,

Resident of 45/5,
Passi Road,
Patiala.


                            __________  Complainant.

Vs. 
The Public Information Officer, 
O/o The District Social Security Officer,
 Roop Nagar.
                                                    ___________ Respondent

CC No. 1818 of 2009
Present :
i)
Dr. Balbir Singh, complainant in person.

ii)
Ms. Amrit Bala, DSSO-cum-PIO,  Roop Nagar, Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Suptt. O/o. Director. SSW, Punjab and Sri Avinash Sharma, Suptt., Roop Nagar.

ORDER.


Heard.


The respondent has appeared personally and has made a written submission to the effect that the orders of the Commission which were issued on various dates were not received in her office and the first time she has become aware of the pendency of this case was through the APIO in the office of the Director Social Security, Punjab, Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, on 26-02-2010. She has however stated that she has the  highest regards for the Courts and would never deliberately flout any orders passed by the Commission. The explanation submitted by the respondent is accepted .


Insofar as the supply of the information to the complainant is concerned, the information  has now been brought by the respondent,  except for some receipts,    which   will  also  be  supplied  to  the  complainant  as and when they 
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are located.  In response to a question,  the respondent  has clarified  that  apart 
from the receipts in respect of the pensions distributed by the Pension Distribution Committee,  there are no other formal proceedings of the meetings of this committee which are on record.


The information submitted by the respondent has been handed over to the complainant  for his information.  An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any,  in the information supplied to him at 10 AM on    06-04-2010. 
 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd March, 2010


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

Sh.Satish Kumar,

2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opposite   GNE College,

Gill Road,    Ludhiana.




_________ Appellant.

  
   

  

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
.








AC No.  770   of 2009

Present:
i)   Sh.Satish Kumar, appellant in person.



ii)  None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has requested that an adjournment for another 15 days may be given to collect the information required by the appellant, in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 15-01-2010, since the mother of the Registrar, PAU, expired on 21-02-2010 and he is on leave till 05-03-2010.  Accepting the respondent’s request, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 08-04-2010 for confirmation of compliance of the Commission’s orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd March, 2010


