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

Sh. Surinder Singh Saini,

F.O. PUNSUP,

Jalandhar. 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Managing Director,

PUNSUP, Sector 34A,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

AC No.  229  of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Surinder Singh Saini ,complainant in person 


ii)   
Sri  JPS Rana ,Asstt. Manager (PRI) and Sri S.K.Sharma, 



Supdt.(Legal),  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent, as intimated by the complainant himself.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008






Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Suresh Jain,

C/o Parvesh Kumar,

New Aggarwal Colony,

Thana Road, Bhikhi,

Distt. Mansa. 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supplies Controller,

Bathinda






__________ Respondent

AC No.  283  of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Suresh Jain,  complainant in person 


ii)   
Sri  Amrit Lal Garg, DFSC-cum-PIO.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  The complainant states that the information mentioned at sr. no. 13 of his application has not been given to him.  The respondent should verify whether the notice board concerning gas booking has been put up prominently in front of each gas agency and confirm this fact to the complainant within 10 days.

The respondent in this case sent intimation to the complainant within 30 days of the receipt of his application that he should come to his office and collect the information after paying the requisite fees.  Since the amount of fees was not mentioned in this letter, it was tantamount to his compelling the complainant to go to his office, which is not permissible under the RTI Act. Since therefore, the fees payable by the complainant was not intimated to him within 30 days and the information is being supplied after the expiry of that period, no fees is now payable for the information, which should be supplied  to the complainant free of cost.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-8-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008                                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.
 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary, 

Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  269  of 2008

Present:
None.
ORDER

The information required by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 5-8-2008.

The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information which has been provided.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008





    Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Randeep Bhagat,

11, Pawan Nagar,

Near Post office, Amritsar.

  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  267  of 2008

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the complainant. 


ii)   
Sri Lakhbir Singh, Asstt. Registrar,and Sri Harbhajan 




Singh, Advocate,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent in this case has denied the information required by the complainant on the ground that it concerns the personal service record of  Ms. Parveen Kumari, daughter of Sri Raj Kumar, and is therefore  exempted from disclosure u/s 8(1)(j)   of the RTI Act. The complainant went in 1st appeal to the 1st Appellate Authority, who concurred with the PIO.  The application for information of the appellant dated 25-4-2008 has been considered and discussed  with the respondent in the Court today. As a result thereof,  I rule that point nos. 1,3,& 5, out of the six points mentioned in the application, are not covered  by section 8(1)(j),  since the appointment of a person to a post within the University is neither personal nor confidential. Therefore, I direct the respondent to give the information required by the complainant mentioned against these three points.  Insofar as the remaining points of the application are concerned, I agree with the respondent that the information sought for is exempted from disclosure u/s 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008                                                        Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Madan Lal Gupta,

BX-519, Patel Nagar,

Street No. 1, K.C. Road,

Barnala.



  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1385  of 2008

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) Sh. Jasbir  Singh, Junior Auditor, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 7-8-2008.

Disposed  of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008






Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kulwant Rai,

W.No. 11, VPO  Tanda, (Urmer)
Distt. Hoshiarpur.


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Jalandhar-1.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1287  of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Kulwant Rai, complainant in person 


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

Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for the reasons of non payment of medical bills which were submitted by him on 27-5-2005 and has also asked for the details of the correspondence made in this regard.

The respondent is directed to supply to the complainant attested photostat copies of the notings and correspondence portion of the concerned file, relating  to the period starting from the date of receipt of the medical bills to the date on which the payment was made.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 29-8-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008






Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harinder Singh,

Ward No. 3A/81, P.O. Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.




  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.






------------------Respondent

CC No.  1103  of 2008

Present:
i) Ms. Kulwinder Kaur w/o Dr. Jarnail Singh  on behalf of the 



complainant.


ii) None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that no response has been sent by the PIO to the application for information sent on 15-4-2008.


Neither the respondent nor any representative has also attended the Court on the last hearing or today.

In the above circumstances, one last opportunity is given to the respondent to send a reply to the application for information dated 15-4-2008,a copy of which should be sent to him with these orders for his ready reference.  If these orders are not complied with before the next date of hearing, the Commission would take action for the imposition of penalties prescribed u/s 20 of the RTI Act upon the PIO.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 5-9-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008






Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harbakhsh Singh,

H.No .1652, sector 33-D,

Chandigarh.




  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,  o/o 

Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Moga.







------------------Respondent

CC No.  1092  of 2008

Present:
i)    
   Sri Harbakhsh Singh, complainant  in person.




ii)   
   None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that he has sent his reply to the Ministry of External Affairs stating that the verification done by the Police on the basis of which the Passport Office issued the Passport to Sri Gurpreet Singh, is in no manner related to him and he was only a conduit between  the applicant for the passport and the concerned Public Authority.  He states that he is therefore, no longer interested in the information for which he has applied  and would not like to pursue his complaint.

In view of the submission made by the complainant, this case is disposed of.









      (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008.






Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vijay Kumar,

M/s Total Infotech,

Opp. SBI, Palika Market,

Shop No. 9, Rampura Phul,

Distt. Bathinda.




  
    _______ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.




_____ Respondent

AC No.42 of 2008

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the appellant.


ii) S. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER



Heard.

The respondent has supplied the information required by the appellant in accordance with the orders of the Court dated 4-4-2008.  The appellant insists that the Vice Chancellor was obliged to advertise the post before making the appointment but this contention of the appellant relates to the merits of the action taken by the University, which does not fall within the purview of the RTI Act.

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









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008






Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Sushil  Kumar,

s/o Sri Darshan Lal,

R/o W. No. 13,

Near Police Station,

Kurali, Distt Mohali


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. O/o.The Sr. Supdt Police,

Mohali







__________ Respondent

CC No.   1363  of 2008

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the complainant 



ii)   
 DSP Sri   Hargobind  Singh ,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant that the challan in case  FIR 4 dated 11-1-2006 has been put up in the concerned Court and therefore any information which the complainant wants should be obtained from the Court.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008






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

Sh..Kuldip  Singh,

Vill Naya Gaon (Karoran)

Teh. Kharar, Distt Mohali.




      ________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The Inspector General of Police (HQs),

Sector 9,Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

AC No.     221    of  2008

ORDER


The respondent has denied information  asked for  at sr. no. 1&2 of the application for information u/s 8(1)(j) and the information at sr. no. 3 of the application u/s 11 of the RTI Act.  The respondent was asked whether the procedure u/s 11 had been followed up or not  and he had replied  vide his letter No. 2599/RTI-2 dated 24-7-2008 that it has not been followed.


The respondent is directed to follow the procedure laid down in section 11 of the RTI Act in respect of sr. no. 3 of the application and to intimate the result thereof to the Commission.


Adjourned to 10 AM on  19-9-2008 for further consideration and orders.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


August  8, 2008






Punjab
