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

Sh. Prem Chand Singla,

S/o.Sh Amarjit Singla,

# 9 A/33, Bharat Nagar, Street No. 2,

Dhuri, Sangrur.


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Registrar, 

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.









__________ Respondent

AC No.629 of 2009

Present:
None.
ORDER


The records of the case show that information was sent by the PIO to the complainant    in   response to his application for information vide his letter dated
 09-09-2009.

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh.Kidar Nath Singla.

S/o Sh.Bhana Mal,

H No.80, Ward No 5-C,

Near Bhalwan Wala Adda,

Dhuri, Sangrur.


  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller 

Sangrur






__________ Respondent

CC No.2283 of 2009

Present:
i)     None  on behalf of the complainant   
ii)    Sri Nachhattar Singh, Auditor, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted a written statement of the complainant dated 16-10-2009 to the effect that he has received the information for which he had applied.

Disposed of.








             (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh.Harjinder Singh,

H.S.Steel Store,

Ladhowal,

Ludhiana.


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

AC No. 604 of 2009

Present:
i)       None on behalf of the complainant   
ii)      Sri Jodh  Singh, Sr. Assistant,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


Identical applications for information of the complainant have already been considered in AC Nos. 395 and 396 of 2009,  which have been disposed of by the orders of this Court dated 27-08-2009.


Disposed of.





















 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh.Iqbal Singh,

General Secretary, Universal Human Right Organisation,

Vill.   Rasulpur(Malla)

Teh-  Jagraon,

Ludhiana.

  
   


  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jagraon.





__________ Respondent

AC No. 599 of 2009

Present:
i)    None  on  behalf  of the   complainant.



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


Heard.


The respondent has made a written statement vide his letter dated 15-10-2009 that the information required by the complainant in this case  would directly affect the trial which is going on into  case FIR No. 240 of 2004, PS  Jagraon, in which the complainant is an accused . The exemption  which has been claimed from giving the information under Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005  is upheld.


Apart from the above, the respondent states in the Court today that a copy of the information required by the complainant has been submitted to the Court which is conducting the above mentioned trial and the original has been inadvertently destroyed due to a  lapse on the part of Sri Pritam Singh, SHO, PS Jagraon,  for which he has been proceeded against departmentally.

Disposed of. 







            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh.Nirmal Singh Dhiman,

H No-895, Phase-XI,

Sector 65, Mohali.


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Addl Secretary to Government, Punjab,

 Personnel Department,,

Punjab Civil Sectt,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.602 of 2009

Present:
i)     None on behalf of the appellant... 

ii)  , Sh.Madan Sood Suptt- II, PP-I Br. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent submits that full information has been given to the appellant in response to his application for information dated 09-03-2009 . As is evident from the orders of the first appellate authority, the appellant is now attempting  to plead for his retrospective promotion  to  the post of Supdt.Gr-I  by  making use of the platform given to him by the RTI Act 2005. The first appellate authority has correctly rejected the appeal of the appellant and  I also find no merit in the second appeal.

Disposed of.
 






 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh.Harminder Singh,

# 2877,Phase 7,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali

  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.





__________ Respondent

AC No.613 of 2009

Present:
i)     Sh.Harminder Singh,    appellant in  person.. 

ii)     DSP  (Ms)  Raka Gherra,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been given to him in this case except for a copy of the Medico Legal Report of Gurvinder Singh which the appellant claims was prepared by the Civil Hospital, Phase VI, Mohali on 13-08-2005.  The respondent on the other hand states that no such legal report was received by them or is available in their records and has also shown to the Court a reply   of  the Civil Hospital that no such report has been found in their records.

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








              (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,  2009





      Punjab  

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.616 of 2009

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

ii)   Sri Swarn Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sri Ajay Kumar, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The reply given by the respondent to the appellant’s application for information dated 17-05-2009 has been discussed and clarified in the Court as under:-

1.  
Vide his application dated 12-01-2009, the appellant had asked for information concerning various cases pertaining to Dr. B.S.Sohi, Sri O.P.Soni and sons of Sri O.P.Soni and Sri Gurdip Singh, which was interpreted by the respondent as an attempt to criticize the  University authorities.  In response to the application for information of the appellant dated 12-01-2009, the respondent had  obtained legal opinion which states that the RTI Act does not permit persons to call for an explanation of officers for any act, commission or omission which may have been committed in the discharge of their duties.  The sentence, “as per provisions of RTI Act an appeal or complaint  before the higher authorities can be filed only if  the decisions  of the authorities personally effect the complainant”   was written as a result of the  respondent’s effort to  convey and paraphrase the legal advice referred to above. Otherwise, it is 
------------p2/
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obvious that there is no provision in the RTI Act which states that  appeals and complaints cannot be made before the higher authorities for  this  the complainant has personally effected.

P) The second part of the reply given by the respondent concerns the response which was given by him to the complainant  to  his application for information dated 20-3-2009. Vide this application, the complainant had asked for the details of instances which had taken place during the period  01-0 1-1995 to 31-03-2008
in which the Heads of Departments, Directors of Office and  Vice Chancellor have taken decisions which were not in their competence.  The reply given by the respondent was that this information is not being maintained  and that the action taken by any authority cannot be challenged by the complainant through the provisions of the RTI Act.  In his present application, the complainant has asked for the provisions  of the RTI Act which support this statement of the respondent.  The respondent states that there is no document  on the basis of which this information  was given to the complainant but it was only  his opinion under the RTI Act cannot be used for questioning  decisions taken by the authorities.

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


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh.Ajit Singh,

H No-1539,Narsing Nagar,

Ranjhi , Jabalpur,

Madhya Pradesh-482005.

  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

AC No.617of 2009

Present:
i)     None  on behalf of the complainant   
P) S I Kulwant  Singh,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission that the information for which the complainant had applied was supplied to him vide his letter dated 25-6-2009.  The respondent however, is unable to show to the Court  what information had been provided.  He is, therefore, directed to bring the same and show it to the Court on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 A M on 30-10-2009 for further consideration and orders.








             (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh.Madan Lal,

S/o Sh.Om Parkash Jain,

Gali No-18,Parinda Street,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bathinda.


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

AC No. 625 of 2009

Present:
i)     Sh.Madan Lal,  complainant   in  person.
ii)     None   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complaint in this case is that no information has been received  in  response to point nos. 2 & 3 of the complainant’s application for information dated 08-04-2009.  The respondent has made a written submission that the information, comprising 1203 pages, has been sent to the complainant vide his letter dated 13-10-2009,  which has not yet been received by the complainant.


This case is accordingly adjourned to 10 A M on 13-11-2009 to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which he will be receiving in due course.








             (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh.Tarsem Singh,

# 7 B/24, Near Telephone Exchange,

Dhuri-148024,

Sangrur


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

AC No.     627    of 2009

Present:
None 

ORDER


Neither the  appellant nor the respondent are present.  The appellant has sent a letter dated 10-10-2009 that he has not received any response from the Punjab Technical University till that date and has requested for exemption from personal appearance in the hearing today.  The respondent  has sent a reply to the appellant on 1-10-2009, a copy of which is enclosed with these orders for the information of the appellant.  I find from the reply which has been given that the position of filled seats has not been conveyed to the appellant  as on 18-8-2008, 23-09-2008, and 24-9-2008 but only as it existed on 15-11-2008.  No explanation is also forthcoming in the letter of the respondent dated 1-10-2009,  addressed to the appellant ,as to why the remaining information has not been provided.  This clarification should be given by the respondent to the appellant before the next date of hearing and a copy of the letter which will be sent to him should be submitted to the Court on that  date .

Adjourned  to 10 A M on 13-11-2009 for further consideration and orders.

                                                                           .









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

Encl….1

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

Sh. Surinder Mittal,

196, Lane No. 4,

New Green Model Town,

Jalandhar.


  
   


  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Kapurthala.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2174 and CC- 2541  of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
 Inspector Surinder   Pal Singh ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


These two cases were fixed for a hearing today for giving an opportunity to the  complainant to point out deficiencies , if any , in the information provided to him by the respondent.


The complainant is not present .


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

Civil Court Complex, Phul Town,

Distt. Bathinda.

  
   


  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director,

Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab,

Jeevan Deep Building, Plot No. 3-A,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

CC No.  2176 of 2009

Present:
i)   
   Sh. Rupinder Garg, complainant in person.
ii)  
  Sri Tarlochan Singh, Supdt., on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant was heard.  He has nothing  to add to the points already made by him in his written complaint dated 04-08-2009, on which a decision has already been taken  vide orders dated 18-09-2009.  The complainant states  that he has not received a copy of these orders  The same was therefore given to him in the Court today.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sri Harjit Singh,

s/o Sri Balwant Singh.

 Talab Mohalla, H. No. T-99,Gali No. 2,

Faridkot.






          ----Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

office of the Deputy Commissioner, 
Faridkot,
                                                                            ----Respondent

            

            CC No.  980 of 2009 


Present:
i)   
Sh. Harinder Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant   

ii)
Sh..Hukam  Chand Bansal, Supdt-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER

Heard.


The orders of the Court dated 11-09-2009 have been complied with and the information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent on 14-10-2009 under proper receipt.  The complainant submits that the copies of the service book of the employees for which he has applied at Sr. nos. 1 to 5 of his application dated 1-8-2008 comes within the purview of Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005 and the respondent should be directed to take action as prescribed in the aforementioned Section. Since this information is without doubt related to the concerned third parties, the respondent should give a notice to each of them,  as provided  for in Section 11 of the RTI Act,  and take a decision on whether the  information should be supplied on receipt of their  replies . 

The complainant further submits that the application for information in this case  was made on 01-09-2008 and the first response was received from the PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot  on 10-06-2009. The respondent  is directed  to explain the causes for this serious delay on the next date of hearing.









----p2/-

 CC No.  980 of 2009 
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Since the PIO, office of the Commissioner, Faridkot Division, has complied with the orders of the Court dated 11-09-2009, the PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot is restored as the respondent in this case. The complainant requests for a date  after the month of November,2009 for the next hearing. The case is accordingly adjourned to 04-12-2009 at 10 A M for further consideration and orders.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

A copy is forwarded to the, Public Information Officer, Office of  the Commissioner,   Faridkot .Division,  Faridkot..   Punjab, for information 

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma,   
s/o Sh. Sita Ram Sharma,

C/o S.R. Sharma and Associates,

51 Hide Market, Opp. Sabaji Mandi,

Near Assian Batteries, Amritsar – 143001,

Punjab. 





__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Amritsar Division,

Amritsar,. Punjab.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1043 of 2009

Present:        i) None on behalf of the  complainant 

ii)Sri Harmeet Singh, ETO,Asr-1 on behalf of the PIO/DETC,Amritsar Division.

ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has requested for a further adjournment to a date after 20-11-2009 because of the injury sustained on his right leg in an accident which occurred on 06-08-2009.


A copy of the representation of the complainant sent by him on 14-10-2009 has been handed over to the respondent with the direction that he should send a parawise, point-wise reply to  the complainant before the next date of hearing and a copy of the same should be submitted to the Court on that date.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-11-2009 for further consideration and orders.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Devinder Sandhu,

H.No. 292, Sector 10, 

Chandigarh.






  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 
 O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Ropar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2055  of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh.  K.S.Ropal, Advocate,   on  behalf  of  the complainant

ii)  
 Sh.Amit Misra,  DFO- cum- PIO, Ropar. 
ORDER


Heard.

A point wise reply has been sent by the respondent to the  complainant  vide his letter dated 09-09-2009,  a copy
 of which has been given to the  complainant in the Court.
Insofar as the notice  under Section 20 of the RTI Act is concerned, the respondent has submitted his written reply which has explained the causes of the  delay which has occurred in this case. The explanation of the respondent  is accepted  and the notice is hereby dropped.

Disposed of. 









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th October,2009





      Punjab  

