STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kewal Krishan,

S/o Sh. Fakir Chand,

Vill-Islam Wala,

Tehsil- Fazilka, Ferozepur.





























…………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 472 of 2010

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that sought for information i.e copy of enquiry report, has been sent to the Complainant vide their letter dated 04.12.2009. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required.

3.        Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sachin Kumar,

H.No.334, Near Adv. Ratan Verma, 

Magazine St, Sangrur-148001.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Parivar Kalyana Bhawan,

Sector-34/A, Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 504  of 2010

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Mulkhraj, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that the sought for information has already been supplied to the Complainant vide their letter dated 23.09.2009, 20.10.2009 and 10.12.2009. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies to the Respondent, if any, in the information provided within one week.

3.         Adjourned to 23.04.10 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344,

Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  505 of 2010

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Mulkhraj, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant has sent a request that he should be exempted from today’s hearing. Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided. He further states under PFA Act 1954 all Civil Surgeons in the Punjab State had been declared as Local Health Authority.

3.          Adjourned to 23.04.10 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Prittam Singh,

R/o Village Chtamala,

Dak- Madoli Kalan,

Tehsil-Chamkaru Sahib,

Distt-Roop Nagar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Pb, Chandigarh.

(2)
Public Information Officer,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Roop Nagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  445 of 2010

Present:
(i) Sh. Avtar Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Gurmit Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.    Respondent states that application of the Complainant has been sent to the Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala vide their letter dated 15.12.2009 under intimation to the Complainant. Respondent further states that Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala vide their letter No. RTI/102 dated 07.01.2010 has forwarded the application to the Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar to provide the information to the Complainant.

3.    Since, in this case, information is to be provided by the PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar. PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar is impleaded as Respondent No. 2.  PIO No.2 is directed to provide the complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

4.         Adjourned to 29.04.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


                                                                                


Sd/-

(Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lachman Singh Chatha,
S/o Sh. Samgher Singh,

VPO-Chatha, Nanhera,

Tehsil- Sunam, Distt-Sangrur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy CEO,
Distt-Parishad, Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 511 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Harjit Singh, Steno on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.    The Complainant is not present. The Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ravinder Krishan,

H.No.3173, W.No.8,

New Abadi, Sarhind Mandi,

Fatehgarh Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Baba Banda Singh 

Bahadur Engg. College,

Fatehgarh Sahib
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 531 of 2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant

Sh. Munish Kapila, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant has informed on telephone that he is unable to attend the hearing and sought another date. Sh. Munish Kapila, Advocate appeared on behalf of the PIO has sought another date.

3.
Adjourned to 30.04.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Manjit Kaur,
W/o Sh. Harjit Singh,

Vill-Naharpur, Tehsil-Mukerian,

Distt-Hoshiarpur

 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o S.S.S.Board,
SCO-156-160, Sector-8-C,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 548 of 2010
Present:
Sh. Harjit Singh, H/o Smt.Manjit Kaur

Smt. Kaushlaya Devi, Suptd. on  behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is satisfied with the  information provided. No further action is required.

3.
The case is , therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar,
# 325, Sector-12-A,

Panchkula.

 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Hoshiarpur

(2)        First Appellate Authority,

             O/o Deputy Commissioner,

            Hoshiarpur
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 139 of 2010
Present:
Sh. Ashwani Kumar, the Appellant 

Sh. Harbans Lal, Suptd Revenue, O/o DC, Hoshiarpur and Sh. Pritpal Singh, Tehsildar, Garhshankar on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER
Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information as available in record has been provided to the Appellant. Appellant is not satisfied with the information provided.  Appellant has raised many opinion/advice/queries for which no information can be supplied, as the information which only exist in the record can be supplied, and the queries/opinion are not to be replied. It is observed that some information if available in the record can be provided for item No. 9 to the Appellant. Respondent is directed to provide the information regarding item No. 9, if any, to the Appellant within seven days under intimation to the Commission. 
3.
Since, information as available in record has been provided and no opinion or reasons are to be given regarding queries of the Appellant. The case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar,

# 325, Sector-12-A,

Panchkula

 ……………………………. Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Muktsar

(2)        First Appellate Authority,

             O/o State Transport Commissioner,

             Pb, Chandigarh


………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 143 of 2010

Present:
Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar, the Appellant

Sh. Neeraj Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing

3.
Adjourned to 27.04.10 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ram Kumar,

R/o Kothi No.618,
Phase-1, Mohali

 ……………………………. Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Finance Deptt.
Finance Pension Policy & Coor. Br.

Punjab Civil Sectt. Chandigarh.

(2)        First Appellate Authority,

O/o Finance Deptt.

Finance Pension Policy & Coor. Br.

Punjab Civil Sectt. Chandigarh.


………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 158  of 2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant

Sh. Gurnam Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant has informed on telephone that due to pre-occupations, he is unable to attend the hearing. Respondent has informed the Appellant vide his letter dated 14.10.09 that there is no provision under the RTI Act to give clarification if any.  Respondent further states that Appellant should filed an appeal with the Finance Deptt. as per para No. 8 of the circular dated 25.08.2005 giving specific details of the case for which interpretation/clarification is required. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of . Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H.No.50/30 A, Ramgali,

N.M Bagh, Ludhiana.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy. to Govt. Pb,

Finance Deptt. Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 497 of 2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant

Sh. Gurnam Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post on 08.03.10. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent within one week.

3.
Adjourned to 29.04.10 (at 02.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Darshana Devi,

W/o Sh. Om Parkash,

C/o Apex Graphics,

Opp. Arya High School,

Rampura Phul-151103,

Bathinda
 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare,

Pb, Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 527 of 2010

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Mulkhraj, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.        Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is absent. Respondent is advised to send the information to the Complainant by registered post. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week after receiving the information. 

3.         Adjourned to 23.04.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 9th March, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh.  Vikas Kuthiala,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Kuthiala,

105, Sector : 27-A,

Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal Baba Banda Singh Bahadur

Engineering College,

Fatehgarh Sahib
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  4070  of 2009

ORDER



Arguments were heard in this case on 18.02.10 and judgment was reserved. 

2.

 The question arising for decision in the instant matter is whether the Baba Banda Singh Bahadur Engineering College, Fatehgarh Sahib is a public authority within a meaning of section 2(h) RTI Act 2005. The college in question is owned and run by Baba Banda Singh Bahadur Education Trust Society. The reading of the trust deed which has been placed on the file shows that the SGPC has donated Rs. One crore to the society for running of this college and that all the trustees are to be appointed by the SGPC through its Executive Committee, President or the founder Sh. Gurcharan Singh Tohra.  The SGPC is a statutory body. The President of the SGPC is the ex-officio president of the trust.  The SGPC is, therefore,  completely controlling and managing the trust responsible for running the college in question. It is thus obvious that the Respondent college is an emanation of SGPC and cannot be treated as an entity different from the SGPC. In other words, the college is an activity undertaken by the SGPC and the application made to the college under the RTI Act shall be deemed to be an application made to the SGPC which is undisputedly a public authority under the RTI Act 2005.

Contd…P-2

-2-

3.
In view the foregoing, I hold that the Respondent College is a public authority. The Respondent is directed to supply the information as demanded by the   Complainant. In case the Respondent feels that the information demanded is exempt from disclosure under Section 8 of the RTI Act , he may file his written objections to the disclosure of information on that ground by the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 30.04.2010 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated:
9th March, 2010            


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH 

Sh.  Kuldip Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Raghunath Dass,

Stationers, Bazar Vakilan,

Hoshiarpur-146001

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. President,

Arya Samaj, 

Hoshiarpur
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  34 of 2010

ORDER



Arguments were heard in this case on 02.02.10 and judgment was reserved. 

2.

The question to be decided in the instant case is whether Arya Samaj, Hoshiarpur is a public authority within a meaning of section 2(h) RTI Act 2005. The Respondent is a society registered under the Societies Registration Act 1860.  The documents placed on the record do not show that it is in any manner funded or controlled by the appropriate government directly or indirectly.

3.

In view of the foregoing, I hold that the Respondent is not a public authority under the RTI Act. The instant complaint is, therefore, dismissed being not maintainable. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-


                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated:
9th March, 2010            


State Information Commissioner
