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

Sh.Jinder Singh,

S/o Sh.Bagha Singh,

H.No 369 , Phase -6,

Mohali



  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 
O/o . Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab.

Personnel Department

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2700  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Jinder Singh,complainant in person.

ii)  
Sri  Ramesh  Kumar,  Supdt,PP-1-cum-APIO, on  behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information for which the complainant has applied in this case at point no.1 of his application is hypothetical and vague and does not come within the definition of the term “information” given in Section 2 (f) of the RTI Act ,2005. The information mentioned at point no 2 of his application has been provided to him .
Disposed of.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Sh. Sahib Ram Bhaadu,

Ex.Sarpanch Vill-Bodi Wala Pitha, 

P.O. Khui-Khera, Teh- Fazilka,

District- Ferozepur.

  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 
O/o . Distt. Mandi Officer,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2597  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant 
ii)  
Sri Amarjit Singh, DMO-cum-PIO,   Ferozepur.
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case is a request which has been made to the PIO to get a reply sent by Sri Parshotam Lal, owner of the shop M/s.  Nihal Singh Dewan Chand, Fazilka,  to his letter dated 19-05-2000.  Since M/s. Nihal Singh Dewan Chand, Commission Agent, Anaj Mani, Fazilka, is purely a private concern, the so-called application for information of the complainant is not a valid application which has been made under the RTI Act.  Nevertheless, the respondent has informed the complainant that Sri  Parshotam  Lal  was called to his  office and he has made a statement that he has never dealt with  and does not know the complainant,  and has never sold any wheat belonging to him. He has also informed the complainant that the other owner of the shop, Sri  Karam Singh, has died and his son , Sri Gurdip  Singh ,  has remained separated from his father’s shop for more than 15 years and has no concern with  or knowledge of any transaction as has been  referred  to in his  application for information. 

In view of the above,  no further action  is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.


 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Sh. Mewa Singh,

S/o.Sh. Mohan Lal,

Kaithal Road, Khanori Mandi,

Tehsil   Moonak,

District   Sangrur.

  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 
O/o . District Social Security Officer,

Mansa.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2596  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Sri Kuldip Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant was sent to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 31-03-2009,  but this was apparently  not received by the complainant.  A copy of the same, which has been submitted by the respondent to the Court, is sent along with these orders for the information of the complainant.

Disposed of.


 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

Encl----

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

Sh. Harlaik Singh,

S/o Sh. Himmat Singh,

W.No 4 , Khamano Kalan,

District- Fatehgarh Sahib.
  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 
O/o . Senior Superintendent of Police,

Fatehgarh Sahib.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  2609 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
ASI   Ramesh  Kumar, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information for which the complainant had applied pertains to  a  FIR      which was lodged against him in 1986 when Khamano Kalan was a part of Ludhiana District and the respondent  therefore requested the SSP,Ludhiana to provide the required information.  The SSP, Ludhiana has, however, checked up his records and has given a response that a copy of the inquiry report pertaining to the FIR is not available in his office.  Since the required information is also  not available in the office of the SSP,  Fatehgarh Sahib or in the concerned police station, the complainant is advised to apply for the same to the court which has convicted  him, since a copy of the inquiry report must have been sent to that court along with the challan.
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.
 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Sh.Darshan Singh,

Grading Asstt.( Retd. ),

H.No -1324 / 3, Ragho Majra,

Gail No-2,

Patiala.

  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 
O/o . Director , Department of Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  2607 of  2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Darshan Singh,
complainant in person.

ii)  
Sri Mehar Singh, OSD-cum-APIO,on behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case has asked for a copy of the pay fixation orders,  which had to be issued  by the office of the Director of Agriculture, Punjab,  since it relates to the period when the complainant was an employee of the Agriculture  Department. 
The respondent states that the concerned records have been obtained from the Punjab Mandi Board,  to whom they had sent following the transfer of the complainant to the Mandi Board in 1993,  and the pay of the complainant will now be fixed in compliance with the judicial  Court’s orders and a copy of the orders fixing the pay  will be given to the complainant before the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-12-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Sh.Aman Wadhwa ,

S/o Sh. Jagdish Chander Wadhwa,

H. No 1476 / 9A, Inder Nagri,

Street No-5, Jalalabad ( West ),

District- Ferozepur.

  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o . Administrator, New Mandi Township,

 SCF 2437 / 38 ,   Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2599 of  2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Aman Wadhwa ,
complainant in person.

ii)  
Sri Gurnek Singh,Supdt., on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information for which the complainant had applied  has been supplied to him by the respondent except that there is some confusion with regard to the total amount which has been deposited by the respondent for shop No. 25,Mandi Jalalabad.  The respondent today has clarified in the Court today that the total which has been given in his reply dated 20-08-2009  is of  the  installments which has been paid  of Rs. 12,292/- on 05-01-1994,  Rs. 25,000/- on 23-11-1993  and Rs. 33,600/- on 18-01-1999,  and the 1/4th deposit given at the time of auction of Rs. 20,250/-,  on 05-12-1991,  has not been included in the total.  In case it is included, the total amount which has  been paid by the complainant for the shop as on 20-08-2009,  the date on which the information was supplied to him,  comes to Rs. 91,142/- The required clarification  having been given, no further action is required to be taken in this case.
Disposed of.


 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Sh.Sukrit Sharda,

50 / 186, Yogpal,

Old Shahpur Road,

Pathankot-145001.

  
   


  ________ Appeallant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Divisional Forest Officer.

Gurdaspur.Forest Division, Dalhousie Road,

Pathankot.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  635 of  2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Sukrit Sharda,
complainant in person.

ii)  
Sri Onkar Singh, Dy.DFO, Gurdaspur. on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent except that   “the places of execution” of the forest projects,  on which the expenditure has been incurred,  has been stated as “Gurdaspur Forest Division, Pathankot”  The complainant has rightly pointed out that a more exact description of the site at which the execution of the projects  took place, is required to be given by the respondent.  He may prepare this information on a separate sheet in respect of each of the projects  and send it to the complainant before the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 03-12-2009  for confirmation of compliance. 

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Sh.Sashi K Chenden.

Village Jatwad , P.O.Dhamana,

Teh – Anandpur Sahib,

Ropar.


  
   


  ________ Appeallant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala.


.


__________ Respondent

AC No.  650 of  2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Sashi K Chenden.,   complainant in person.

ii)  
Sri  Gurmeet  Singh,  Dy Chief Wild Life Warden, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information of the complainant in this case pertains to the entire state and the PIO, Office of the Chief Wild Life Warden, Punjab,  has transferred it to the DFOs in the State who are their own PIOs.  The complainant has today stated in the Court that it would serve his purpose if he is given the information in respect of point no. 1 of his application pertaining to the period 2003-05 for the District of Patiala.  In view of the request made by the complainant, the following directions are given to the PIO-cum-DFO, Patiala, who is substituted as the respondent in this case:--

1.
The information available in the office of the DFO, Patiala with regard to point no. 1 of the application for information of the complainant (copy enclosed) for the period 2003-05 should be given to the complainant within three weeks of the date of receipt of these orders.
2.
Since the application was transferred to the DFO, Patiala, more than 30 days back, the information should be provided free of cost.
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Adjourned to 10 A M   on 10-12-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

Copy to: the Public Information Officer, O/o The Financial Commissioner,

Forests & Wildlife Deptt. Punjab,  723/7,  Mini Sectt.,   Sector 9,   Chandigarh, for information. 

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

Sh.Harsh Mohan Singh,

N.No 105, Near Chandigarh Steel,

Walia Enclave, Opposite Punjabi University,

Patiala.


  
   


  ________ Appeallant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar. 






__________ Respondent

AC No.  641 of  2009

Present:
i)   
Sri  M. R. Dubey,Advocate, on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
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 after obtaining the same  from  Lala Lajpat Rai Institute of Engineering and Technology,  Moga.  The complainant states that a doubt arises about the accuracy of the information which has been provided for the following reasons:-

1.
In the covering letter of the Institute dated 21-10-2009, the Roll No. of  

Kapil Singla  has been shown as  1913027,   but in the documents 


provided by the Institute,   the Roll No. is “29”.  This discrepancy needs 

to be clarified by the Institute. 
2.
 In support of the information,  the PunjabTechnical University has given copies of detailed results of the 1st  and 2nd  semester examinations held in December, 2000 and May, 2001, but while the results of the 2nd semester has been given  along with the name/father’s name  of each of the students,  this has not been  done in  case of the Ist semester,  in which only Roll Nos. have been given. 
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The respondent is directed to supply  to the complainant  the results of the Ist semester also with the name/father’s name of each student , as has been done in the case of the results of the  2nd semester,  and if this information is not available with the IO, the same  should be obtained from the Institute.

Adjourned to 10 A M on 03-12-2009 for confirmation of compliance.  
  
 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Sh.Arun Gosain,

# 290-91, Improvement Trust Colony,

Scheme No-5, Jail Road,

Gurdaspur.


  
   


  ________ Appeallant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar. 






__________ Respondent

AC No.  639 of  2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant .
ii)  
Sri Harbhajan Singh,Legal Adviser, and Sri Mohinder Singh, Asstt. Registrar, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for copies of his answer sheets of the  9th and  10th semester  examinations conducted by the Guru Nanak Dev University in November, 2007 and May, 2008 respectively.  The information has been denied  on the basis that it is confidential and the refusal of the PIO has been upheld by the first appellate authority.  Hence this  second appeal.

The appellant has  in his appeal  stated that the information should be provided to him because it does not relate to any third party and its disclosure has no relationship with any public activity and to the privacy of any individual.
The respondent has put forth  the argument  in the Court today  that the required  information,  namely,  the answer sheets  held in the custody of the University,  are marked by the examiners and in case these are made available to the concerned student, the information about the marks given by the examiner  for  each answer  would also get revealed.  This information, however, is held by the University in  a fiduciary relationship with the examiner,  and it cannot  be disclosed under Section 8(1)(e) of the RTI Act.  The respondent also states  that the disclosure of the  marks given by the examiner for  each answer  as well as his identity,  which may  get revealed inadvertently,  may also endanger his life or physical safety and
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such  disclosure  is therefore also exempted under Section 8(1)(g) of the RTI Act.
  There is considerable strength in the arguments advanced by the respondent,  I, therefore,  uphold the decision of the first appellate authority and dismiss this  second appeal .
 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Smt. Nirmal Kaur,

w/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

R/o Vill. – Pandori Nijjran,

Teh. & Distt. Jalandhar.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Social Security Women & 
Child Development Deptt.

Punjab, Chandigarh. 




__________ Respondent

CC No. 528 of 2009

Present:
i) Sh.Kuljeet Singh, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



ii)Sri Raman Kumar Sharma,Suptd, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 08-10-2009, the respondent has brought the information required to be given to the complainant to the Court today and the same has been handed over to the complainant,   who is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him at 10 AM on 26-11-2009. 

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Smt. Meena Kainth,

w/o Sh. Ram Lubhaya,

V.P.O. – Baghana, Teh. Phagwara,

District Kapurthala, Punjab.


__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt. Punjab, 

Forest & Wild Life, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 652 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the complainant

ii)     
Sh.Jasmer Singh, DFO,Dasuya & S. Karnail Singh ,Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 08-10-2009, the respondent  has sent to the Commission a copy of the letter of the  DFO,  Dasuya,  dated 05-11-2007, addressed to the Nodel Officer,  (F.C.),  and  Chief Conservator  of Forests, Punjab, in which it had been stated that the application of the complainant for the installation of a Petrol Pump was forwarded  by the DFO, Dasuya  to the Conservator of Forest ( Shivalik Circle),  vide his office memo.  dated 28-03-2007,  under political pressure,  and that the proposal for the installation of  the petrol pump was not in accordance with the instructions of the Government of India dated 15-07-2004.  This information has been sent by the respondent to the complainant as well.
In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Sh.Kuldip Singh,S/o Sh.Gajjan Singh,

Gali No-8,Abohar Road,

Mukatsar.


  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Suptd of Police,

Mukatsar.





__________ Respondent

CC No.      2380     of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh.Kuldip Singh
complainant  in  person.

ii)  
 S I  Jarnail  Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant does not wish to point out any deficiency in the information given to him in response to his application dated 30-05-2009..

Disposed  of.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

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

Sh. Ankur Kumar,

s/o Sh. Anil Kumar,

H. No 246/47, New Kundan Puri,

St. No. 4, Civil Line, 

Ludhiana, Punjab.




__________Complainant

V/s

Distt Revenue Officer-cum-      






Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana, Punjab




  __________ Respondent

CC No.  827   of 2009
Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the complainant .
ii)     
Sh . Dalbir Bhardwaj , Supdt. (Rev.) on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
Heard.
The respondent has submitted a reply to the show cause notice in which the action taken to supply the required information to the complainant after the receipt of his application for information has been described in detail.  A perusal of the same shows that the delay which has been caused in this case is not intentional or unreasonable but only procedural. In view of this, the notice  which has been issued under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 is hereby dropped.






 

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sushil Kumar,

s/o Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road,

Malerkotla – 148023.                                                __________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Office of the 
 Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Malerkotla, 

Distt Sangrur, Punjab.                                               __________ Respondent

CC No.  1568 of 2008

Present:        i)  None on behalf of the complainant .
ii)Sri Ravneet Singh,Ex-EO, MC, Malerkotla and Ms. Pushpa Rani,   Assistant, o/o Regional Dy.Director,Local Govt.,Patiala.
ORDER


Heard.

Sri Ravneet Singh appeared on behalf of the respondent and has informed that he is no longer Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Malerkotla, since he has been transferred as Executive Officer, MC, Khanouri.  The name of his successor is Sri Malkiat Singh, EO, MC, Malertola.  In future, the notices for the hearing should be addressed to the PIO, office  of the MC, Malerkotla by designation.  The complainant has informed the Court that the next date of hearing fixed by the Inquiry Officer in the inquiry which had been ordered is 10-11-2009, making  it apparent that the inquiry has yet not been completed. 
 The inquiry in this case was ordered to be held on 29-05-2009, more than five months back and it is, therefore,  a matter of great regret that the orders have still not been complied with and  the inquiry has not been  completed.  It is
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expected that no further adjournment will be required to be given on this  account and that the inquiry report will definitely be submitted to the Court on the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 10 AM on  03-12-2009 for further consideration and orders.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

5th  November, 2009  

