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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

General Secretary, Distt. Lok Janshakti Party,

Plot No. 39, New Abadi, Near Telephone Exchange,

Vill. Bholapur Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana. 


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Transport Officer,

 Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Nawanshehar,Punjab.



__________ Respondent

CC No.  2091  of 2009

Present:
None


ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request for adjournment has also been received from either party. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.



Disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September, 2009




      Punjab  

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

Sh. D.P. Bali,
 Advocate,

Chamber No-838, 8th Floor,

Lawyers Chamber Complex,

Districts Courts, Ludhiana.

  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Nawanshehar Punjab.



__________ Respondent

CC No. 2085  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Parvinder  Kumar, Advocate on  behalf  of  the  




complainant

ii)  
H C Rajinder Kumar ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information for which the complainant has applied has been given to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab

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

Smt.Krishna Devi, W/O Sh.Tarsem lal

Guru Nabha Dass Colony,
 Sarna,Teh- Pathankot, District Gurdaspur,  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2082  of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Smt. Krishna Devi,
complainant in person
ii)  
 H C Davinder Pal Singh ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that FIR No.  18 dated 30-1-2009, PS Sadar Pathankot  was under inquiry till recently but  the inquiry has now been completed and a copy of the required  report will be been given to the complainant by  Monday,  21-09-2009.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 24-09-2009 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.



  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2078  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Sham Lal Singla,  complainant in person
ii)  
 Ms.  Karan Jagdish Kaur,  Legal Adviser-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case has asked for a large amount of information which the respondent  will have to  collect from three private schools.  The entire acquaintance rolls of salary disbursed to the staff of these schools  for the years 2007-08, the cash books of these schools for the period of two years, 2007-08 and 2008-09, bank statements of the accounts of these schools for these two years, the rules governing the disbursement of salary in these schools, the audit reports of these three schools for the period  2007-08 and 2008-09 and the details of the examinations held by these schools and their staff strength for the same period has been asked for by the complainant. It is quite clear that a great deal of the  time and resources of the respondent would be required to be spent on the collection of this information.
 It is by now well established that public authorities should not be compelled to provide information whose collection would involve the utilization of time and man power which is disproportionate to any objective which is sought to be achieved. 
The complainant states that he requires the information because 
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irregularities are being committed by these schools and he wants to collect evidence in this regard.  The respondent on the other hand states that the complainant is a dismissed employee of one of the three private schools in respect of which the information has been asked, and the complainant is only fishing for information in an attempt to harass the administration of these schools with a revengeful attitude. Despite the difficulties involved, the respondent has given to the complainant part of the information for which he had applied with their letter dated 01-09-2009, and have taken the plea that they may not be compelled to take any further action on the complainant’s application.


After careful consideration of the various facts of this case, I uphold the contention of the respondent that the collection of the information required by the complainant in this case would be disproportionate to any objective which is being sought to be achieved by the complainant . In case he has any specific information about some irregularities which have been committed by these schools he should send a complaint to the appropriate authorities instead of collecting huge amount of information in this manner under the RTI Act.


Disposed of.





  



 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Krishan Lal Verma,

S/O.Sh.Gokal Ram,
B-I-2429,Mohala Ahluwalia,

Old Rajpura,Distt Patiala.

.

    ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2076  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Krishan Lal Verma, complainant in person
ii)  
 D S P.  M.K.Sharma,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that no complaint was  received  against him nor has any case  been registered against him during the period 1-12-2008 to 31-05-2009.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab 

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

Sh.Inderjeet Jolly,

Field Officer, Punsup ( Retd ),

R/O Kothi No. 245, Shivala Bhaiyan,

Amritsar.



  
   

  ________ Applicant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Managing Director, 

PUNSUP, Sec-34-A,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.523  of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
 Sri Vinod Gupta, Asstt. Manager (Legal)-cum-PIO.



 and Sri PPS Rana, Asstt. Manager (PRI)-cum-APIO.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided by the respondent  vide his letter dated 22-8-2009.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab 

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

Sh. Baga Singh,

S/O.Sh Kasam Singh,

R/O Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City. 152002

  
   

  ________ Applicant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 519 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
Sri Balbir Singh Chowhan, AFSO,Guruharsahai,on  behalf  of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted a written communication from the complainant to the effect that he now does not require the information for which he had applied.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab 

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

Sh.Surinder Singh Saini, 

Field Officer , PUNSUP,

7-A, Old Jawahar Nagar,

Jalandhar.



  
   

  ________ Applicant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Managing Director,

PUNSUP, Sec-34,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 515 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh.Surinder Singh Saini, 
complainant in person
ii)  
  Sri Vinod Gupta, Asstt. Manager (Legal)-cum-PIO.



  and Sri PPS Rana, Asstt. Manager (PRI)-cum-APIO.
ORDER


Heard.


Complete information for which the complainant had applied  has been given to him by the respondent including the notings leading to the orders of the Appellate Committee, but the complainant has clarified in the Court today that the notings which he wants are those which led to the meeting of the Appellate Committee on 29-1-2009,  The respondent has made a commitment that these notings will also be given to the complainant within 15 days from today.

Disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th September ,2009                                                             Punjab 

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

Sh. Hardas Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagat Singh,

7-B, Kichlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

  
    ________ Applicant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent

AC No. 526 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
 Sri Inderpal Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO, and Sri Vijay Kumar, Sr. Asstt. ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has supplied to the complainant full records concerning the pension case of Sri   Mukhtiar  Singh,  vide his letter dated 14-1-2009.

No other information is due from the respondent in respect of his application dated 20-10-2008.


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Lok Nath Angra, IPS,

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.
 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  342  of 2009
Present: 
i)   
S I Rakesh Raman,on  behalf  of  the complainant
ii)  
 Sri Lakhbir Singh,  Sr. Asstt, and Sri Gurmeet Singh,Jr.   Asstt.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Hea rd.


The deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in the information provided to him, in his letter dated 27-08-2009, only point out that the information which is not available in the office of the respondent has not been supplied to him.


The facts of this case are that a vast  amount of information has been asked by the complainant in his application dated 07-01-2009 relating to a period of 49 years from 1951 to 2008. Full details of the posts of DSPs filled up through direct recruitment and by promotion, the sanctioned cadre and ex-cadre strength of DSPs and the number of vacancies for the posts of DSPs , the posts of IPS allocated to the Punjab State and the number of posts filled up by promotion, and the “G” list prepared and approved by the PPSC, has been asked for by the complainant  for each of these 49 years. The respondent initially declined to entertain the application  under Section 7(9) of the RTI Act on the 
ground that it would disproportionately divert their resources, but the respondent was directed vide orders dated 16-07-2009 that a detailed point wise reply should be given to 
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the complainant along with whatever information is readily available in the respondent’s office, and in case some information is not available or would 
require a disproportionate amount of time and effort to collect, the same should also be indicated. In compliance with these orders, a detailed reply has been given by the respondent to the complainant and the available information consisted of 47 pages was sent to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 

19-08-2009.

Clearly, the information which is not available in the respondent’s office , which is mainly the information relating to the period prior to 1974, cannot be provided to the complainant.  In any case, the complainant has asked for this information in order to determine the basis on which a tentative seniority list has been circulated by the Government. Obviously, information which is not available with the respondent has also not been used by him while preparing the tentative seniority list.  This by itself is positive information gained by the complainant.


The complainant has sent a letter to the Commission stating that he has requested the Deptt. Of Home Affairs, Punjab, to supply the information for which he had applied to the PIO, office of DGP, Punjab, and seeking the Commission’s help in getting a satisfactory response from the Home Department.  However, the jurisdiction of the Commission can be invoked only if  an application is made by the complainant to the Home Department under the RTI   


Act, and  if he makes a complaint or an appeal under Section 18 or 19 of the RTI Act, to the Commission.  No action on the part of the Commission on this request can be taken at present.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th September, 2009                                                                   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Chuni Lal Kashyap,

S/o Late Sh. K.R. Kashyap,

4-Jagdish Vohra Cottage,

Stokes Place, Shimla-171002 
   


  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot.





__________ Respondent

AC No.  363  of 2009
Present:
i)   
Sh. Chuni Lal Kashyap,
complainant in person.
ii)  
Ms. Manu Goel, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The University has sent a clarification to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders  dated 20-8-2009 but  it does not adequately clarify the point raised during the hearing of the case on 20-8-2009, namely, whether the instructions of the UGC, particularly the instructions pertaining to the refund of fees, are binding on the University.  The respondent states  that a written reply to this exact point will be brought to the Court if a short adjournment is given. The request of the   respondent is allowed   and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 
22-9-2009 (in Chambers) for submission of the required clarification by the respondent.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab
STATE INF\ORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Ist Floor,   Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. D.S. Grewal,

s/o Lt. Col. Hari Singh Grewal,

H. No. 103, Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh.





__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 782  of   2009

Present:        i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant .
ii)     
Sri  Subhash Chander  Gupta, Asstt. Trust Engineer-cum-PIO, IT, Ludhiana 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has appeared in person and has submitted his reply to the show cause notice issued to him vide the Courts orders dated  15-05-2009 . The steps taken by his office to collect the information required by the complainant has been explained in detail and a perusal of the PIO’s reply shows that the delay which has been caused in this case is not  malafide or deliberate, but  because of procedural and administrative reasons . He has also apologized for the delay which has been caused in this case.

 For the above reasons,  the explanation tendered by the PIO is accepted and the notice issued to him under Section 20 of the RTI Act is hereby dropped.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.P. Mehta,

Struggle Committee for Justice & Anti Corruption Drive,

P.O. Amroh, Distt. Hoshiarpur.   



  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, Jalandhar.



__________ Respondent

CC No.  1749  of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. R.P. Mehta, complainant in person.

ii)
Inspr.  Jagdish  Singh, Vig.Bureau, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 13-8-2009.

Disposed  of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harnek Singh,

S/o Sh. Jeon Singh,

H.NO. 127, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Patiala.
   



  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1729  of 2009

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Sri  Rajinder Kumar, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent  and today’s hearing was fixed to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him.  The complainant is not present. Apparently, there is no deficiency in the information which has been supplied to him.

Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ripal Kumar,

H.No. 19-D, Tripari Town,

Back side Gurdwara Kashmiriya,

Patiala.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala. 

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1289 of 2009

Present:    None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case. I, therefore, presume that the orders of the Courts dated 13-08-2009 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Chuni Lal Kashyap,

S/o Late Sh. K.R. Kashyap,

4-Jagdish Vohra Cottage,

Stokes Place, Shimla-171002 
   


  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot.





__________ Respondent

AC No.  363  of 2009
Present:
i)   
None
on behalf of the complainant 
ii)  
Ms. Manu Goel, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 17-09-2009, the respondent has submitted a revised reply stating that the instructions of the  UGC dated 23-4-2007 and 7-06-2007 on the subject of the refund of fees have not been followed by the University, which has incorporated its own regulations in the prospectus of PMET-2009.  A copy of the revised reply has been sent by the respondent to the complainant  and a copy of  the reply submitted to the Court should also be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information.


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


22nd  September ,2009                                                                   Punjab
Encl---1

