STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Harjinder Kaur,

W/o Dalip Singh,

Village Bhakna Khurd,

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Jalandhar 
……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2697 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. S.K.Lakha, BPEO on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that Complainant has been asked to deposit the fee so that sought for information be supplied to him. Complainant is advised that he may collect the information from the Respondent after depositing the fee. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th  April, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amritpal Singh,

263/13, Gali No. 8,

Hussianpura, Distt. Amritsar
        …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar
……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 131 of 2008

In 

CC No. 1573 of 2008
Alongwith

MR No. 130 of 2008

In 

CC No. 716 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Amritpal Singh, the Applicant


(ii) Sh. Paramjit Singh Jaggi, XEN on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 As directed, Respondent has brought the file which has been shown to the Applicant today in the Commission. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th  April, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Sarabhjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa Nagar (W),

P.O.Khalsa College, Putlighar,

Amritsar.
        …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.
……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 10 of 2009

In

CC No.1791 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Applicant.


(ii0 Smt. Savinder Kaur, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has deposited the Bank draft for compensation to the Complainant with the Commission on the request of Applicant. Applicant is advised to collect the same on any working day. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th  April, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  H.B.Malhotra,

Kothi No. 569,

Phase -2,

Mohali

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy. Finance Pb.,
Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2752 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
(ii) Sh. Gurmail Singh, Under Secretary Finance-cum-PIO, the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent vide his written submission dated 16.04.09 contends that “information asked for from Sr.no. 5 - 8  is in the form of interrogatory/queries” Respondent also places reliance upon para-9 of the guidelines contained in the office memorandum dated 25.04.08 issued by the Govt. of India in relation to the RTI Act 2005. The aforementioned para-9 reads as under:-

“ it is beyond the scope of the Act to create information or to interpret information or to 
  solve the problems raised by the applicants or to furnish replies to hypothetical questions.”
3.
I have carefully gone through the questions at Sr. Nos. 5 to 8 posed by the Complainant in his application for information made on 22.07.08.   None of the questions from Sr. No. 5 to 7 are hypothetical or are such as would be beyond the scope of the RTI Act.  Vide these questions, the Complainant is not asking the Respondent to create or to interpret information.  However, in so far as question no. 8 is concerned, it is in the realm of seeking opinion on a hypothetical question.  
4.
In view of the foregoing, I direct the Respondent to provide information to the Complainant on the questions posed at Sr. No. 5 to 7 before the next date of hearing.
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5.
Adjourned to 29.05.09 (12.00 noon) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th April, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Singh Grewal,

104 (Prem Kunj), New

Officers’ Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o. Commissioner,

MC, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2181 of 2007

Present:

(i) Sh. Prem Singh Grewal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Adarsh SIngla, Suptd Engineer-cum-PIO, the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
As ordered by the Commission, Respondent has paid the compensation to the Complainant. Judgment is reserved.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th  April, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.S. Sidhu, 

Asstt. Labour Commissioner,

# Gamtala Road, Opp. Central Jail,

Near Phaha Sahib Gurudwara,

Amritsar
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Amritsar
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2732 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Lekh Raj, Steno on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing dated 12.03.2009, Complainant stated that he wanted to go through the information given to him. He will point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent.  Respondent states that Complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies so far. Respondent further states that information relating to point no. 1 & 2 of the applications `of the Complainant has been provided. No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th  April, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar,

Suptd., Grade- IInd (Retd),

H.No. H B – 1144 (L.I.G.) Pb.,

Housing Board Colony,

Urban Estate Phase-1,

Dugri-Ludhiana- 141 013
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Patiala.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2684 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Dr. Harish Malhotra, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that as desired by the Complainant all the record has been checked and entries relating to the Complainant’s name does not exist in the available record. Perhaps he may have worked at some other places. Complainant has been informed by the Respondent on 20.03.09 in this regard. Respondent further states that Complainant should visit their office on any working day to inspect the record. Complainant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent on any working day so as to help in retrieve the old record.
3.
Adjourned to 03.06.09 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th  April, 2009
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Labh Singh,

S/o Sh. Warkha Singh,

R/o Waraich Colony,

Samana, Tehsil Samana

Distt. Patiala




        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Patiala

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2024 of 2008

Present:
(i)  Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma on behalf of the Complainant  


(ii) Sh. Pritpal Singh Bhinder on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Complainant. Compensation ordered by the Commission has also been paid to the Complainant.  Respondent further states that Complainant should go through the information in case any deficiencies comes to  his notice he may write to him and information relating to deficiencies will be provided.  Respondent is directed that incase any deficiencies are pointed out by the Complainant, the information relating to deficiencies be provided to the Complainant. No further action is required.

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

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th  April, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Gurdip Singh,

H.No. 1161, Sector 67,

Mohali

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI(Secondary),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh
……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1565 of 2008

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

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has been informed that the enquiry case has been closed. He further states that information supplied is incomplete. He should be provided with copy of the enquiry report.  Respondent is absent.  He was absent on the last hearing also.  He was directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice. One more opportunity is provided to the Respondent to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice already issued to him failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be taken. Respondent is also directed to provide copy of the enquiry report to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 03.06.09 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th  April, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswinder Pal Singh,

# 206, Krishna Basti,

Near Maszid, Sangrur.

              …………………………….Applicant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Guru Nanak High School, 

Sunami Gali, Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

   MR-109 of 2008
ORDER

The judgment in this case was reserved vide my order dated 16.04.2009. 

2.
In the instant case, the reply dated 27.02.09 has been filed on behalf of the Guru Nanak Education Trust- Respondent, which runs the Guru Nanak High School, Sunami Gate, Sangrur.  As per this reply, most of the information demanded by the Applicant  pertains to the trust and, therefore,  cannot be sought under the RTI Act 2005, the trust being a purely private body.  It is also submitted that the school is aided school and the information which pertains to the school (i.e. against items no. r and x ) has already been supplied.  According to the Respondent, the remaining information demanded from T  to y does not  relate to the school but pertains solely to the trust and therefore not disclosable.

3.
I have carefully considered the submissions of the parties and have also gone through the record.  As per letter dated 09.04.08, written by Sh. Avinash Singh, President, Guru Nanak Education Trust, the primary purpose / objective of the trust is to manage the school in question.  The school indisputably is an aided school. Since an aided school has to be construed as an institution which is substantially financed by the appropriate government, it shall fall within the definition of public authority under the RTI Act 2005. The school by itself is not a juristic person.  It is an institution / activity 
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run by the trust i.e. Guru Nanak Education Trust.  Therefore, the Guru Nanak Education Trust is under an obligation to give information under the RTI Act 2005 relating to all matters which pertain to its activity of running the school. The information sought at items T, J, ;, e, M is definitely information which has a connection  with the activity of the trust  while running the school which is an aided school.  This information therefore can be demanded by the Applicant from the Respondent school/ trust.  

4.
In view of the foregoing, I direct the Respondent school / trust to provide the information demanded  by the Applicant against item nos. T, J, ;, e, M   within 15 days from the order.

5.
Adjourned to 03.06.09 (11.00AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 20th  April, 2009
