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

Sh.Harmesh Chand

Gram Panchayat Nurpur Khurd Upper,

Block Nurpur Bedi

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,Ropar



_____Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o .Divisional Forest Officer,

Ropar  







 ----Respondent

CC No. 1767 of 2008

Present:
None.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant/applicant has applied for information which concerns third parties and he was, therefore, given an opportunity to make his submissions in this regard to the Court, today.  The complainant, however, is not present.


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







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 15, 2008




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

Sh .Gurseet Singh

S/o Sri Kartar Singh,

VPO  Machaki Kalan,

Distt   Faridkot. 





            --------
Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o  SSP.

Faridkot






 ----Respondent

CC No. 1800  of 2008

Present:

i)    
Dr.  Avtar Singh, on behalf of the   complainant . 



ii)   
None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that he has asked for the information regarding the statement made by  S. Paramjit Singh,Sarpanch, leading  to the registration of FIR 99 dated 31-5-2008, PS Sadar, Faridkot,  because he has learnt that some persons are trying to  implicate him and his family in this case, when they have no connection either with  Ms. Rajpreet Kaur or with the persons alleged to have committed the crime which is the subject matter of the FIR.  The respondent has informed the complainant that since the FIR is under investigation, the information required by him cannot be given to him under Section 8(1)(h)  of the RTI Act.  The objection raised by the respondent is upheld and the case is disposed of with the directions to the respondent to give the information required by the complainant, free of cost, after the finalization of the investigation into the FIR.





  

             (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 15, 2008




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

Sh.Sukhwinder Singh,

S/o Santokh Singh,

2364, W.No. 4,

Machhiwara

Tehsil Samrala

Distt Ludhiana 





            --------
Complainant

CC No. 1877  of 2008

Present:

None
ORDER
An opportunity was given to the complainant to explain to the Court in what manner the SSP, Khanna is concerned with the attachment of his land, but he has failed to avail the same and has not turned up.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 15, 2008





      Punjab 

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

Sh. Balwinder Singh Sahota,

Sr Translator,

Punjab Vidhan Sabha,

Chandigarh






___________Complainant

CC No. 1748 of 2008

Present:

i)   Sh. Balwinder Singh Sahota, complainant  in person.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that he applied for the information regarding the educational qualifications of ASI Dalip Singh because he has received information that the certificate submitted by him at the time of his recruitment is not genuine. This, however, is no reason for the applicant to ask for information which pertains to a third party.  The correct course of action for him to adopt is to give intimation to the Police Department about the information which  he has received and further necessary action regarding the same is to be taken by the Police Department. Apart from this, the applicant has also been informed by the SSP, Chandigarh that the procedure prescribed under Section 11 of the RTI Act was followed and ASI Dalip Singh has given a written statement that he would not like the information pertaining to his personal educational qualification to be given to the applicant, which therefore has been refused.

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


October 15, 2008






Punjab 

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

Dr. Rajni Verma,

D/o Sri  Dharam Pal Verma,
1288, Urban Estate,

Phase-I,

Jalandhar 



            --------
Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o The  Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar  







 ----Respondent

CC No.   1821  of 2008

Present:

    
Dr. Rajni Verma, complainant  in person.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that the information which has been asked for in her applications dated 30-6-2008 and 22-7-2008 do not concern a third party because she has been placed under suspension and charge sheeted on the basis of the allegation that she deleted the name of Ms. Suman Agnihotri, a student admitted to the LLM course of the GNDU, from the attendance register, which was an act of sabotage. In response to one of her applications for information dated 22-7-2008, the complainant has been given the information about the basis on which she was suspended, in which a copy of the report of the Dean, College Development Council of the University, which was considered by the Syndicate of the University, has been supplied to her.  In this report, it has been recorded that the default found against the complainant is on the basis of the statements given against her by  Miss Suman Agnihotri,  Dr. Rajinder Marwaha,  Mr. Varinder Sigh and Miss Harvinder Kaur before the Committee constituted to inquire into the question of attendance of Ms. Suman Agnihotri.  






---2---
The complainant was subsequently charge sheeted and since her date of suspension and after she was charge sheeted, she has been asking the University for copies of the statements made by these four persons before the members of the aforementioned  Committee,  but the same  has been repeatedly denied to her.  I find that the denial of this information by the respondent is against not only the provisions of the RTI Act, but also all principles of natural justice and fair play.  It is not understood how the University expects the complainant to prepare a proper reply to the charge sheet given to her, or defend herself properly, unless she is supplied copies of the statements given by her colleagues on the basis of which the entire edifice of allegations has been built against her,` from the report of the Dean, to the resolution of the Syndicate, to her suspension and charge sheet.

There is no provision of the RTI Act under which the respondent can deny the information which the complainant requires and  therefore, I direct that the PIO, office of the Registrar, GNDU, Amritsar shall give the following information to the complainant within seven days of the date of receipt of these orders, in response to the applications for information made by the  complainant on 30-6-2008 and 22-7-2008:-
1. The report submitted by the Committee Members namely Dr. M.S.Dhillon & Dr. Chahal regarding attendance of Ms. Suman Agnihotri in LL.M Course,

2. Statement of Ms. Suman Agnihotri given before the Committee members.

3. Statement of Dr. Rajinder Marwaha given before the Committee members.

4. Statement of Mr. Varinder Singh given before the Committee members.

5. Statement of Miss Harvinder Kaur, Steno, given before the Committee members.

The “Committee” referred to in the above orders is the Committee constituted on 22-5-2008 by the Vice Chancellor of the GNDU to look into the matter of attendance of Miss. Suman Agnihotri.                             …p3/              
---3---

Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance. The PIO or the concerned APIO should be present in the Court on that date along with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant.


Copies of the applications for information of the complainant, referred to in the above orders, and a copy of the complaint of the complainant dated 13-8-2008 made to the Commission, are enclosed with these orders for ready reference of the respondent.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 15, 2008





  Punjab 
Encls----3

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

Lt.  Col. S S Dhaliwal,

Kothi No. 4, Ghuman Chowk,

PO Sudhar Bazar, Raikot,

Distt Ludhiana



___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o SSP,

Patiala  







 ----Respondent

CC No.  1928   of 2008

Present:

i)    
None on behalf of the complainant  
ii)   
ASI  Virinder Singh and HC Amrik Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has brought the information required to be given to the complainant, in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 23-9-2008, and a copy thereof may be sent to the complainant along with these orders, for his information.


Disposed of.






  

               (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner October 15, 2008






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

Sh. Charanjit Bhuller,

C/o Tribune Office,

Goniana Road,

Bhatinda 





            --------
Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Patiala 






 ----Respondent

CC No.  1759 of 2008

Present:

i)    
None on behalf of the complainant  .
ii)   
Sri Paramjit Singh, Excise & Taxation Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant, although it is very general in nature and required a disproportionate amount of time and resources of the respondent to compile, has been prepared and given to the complainant.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 15, 2008






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

Ms.  Baljit Kaur,

w/o Late Smasrjit Singh,

Vill  Badli, P.O.Nihaluwal,

The. Shahkot, Distt.Jalandhar



___________Complainant

CC No. 1763 of 2008

ORDER

The complainant,   in this case, has asked for information regarding a complaint made by a third party against the Asstt. Branch Manager (Sales), LIC, Branch Nakodar, when there is no apparent connection of the applicant with either the complainant or the person complained against.  An opportunity was given to the complainant to make her submission in this regard to the Court today, but she is not present.

In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken on this complaint, which is disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 15, 2008





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

Sh.Deepak Kumar Mahajan,

Chartered Accountants,

Near Gandhi Ground,

G.T.Road,

Dhariwal, 143519.

Distt Gurdaspur 





            --------
Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o AETC,

Gurdaspur 






               ----Respondent

CC No.  1826  of 2008

ORDER

The complainant has returned the orders of the Court dated 23-9-2008 with the observation that he has received the required information.

Disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner October 15, 2008






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

Sh. C.S.Phul,

1725, Urban Estate,

Phase-1, Dugri Road,

Ludhiana. 





            --------
Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o  The Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






 ----Respondent

CC No. 1861of 2008

Present:

i)    
Sh. C.S.Phul, complainant  in person.



ii)   
None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The  complainant states that the information for which he has applied concerns his son-in-law and he requires the same because of the differences which he has developed with him.


The reason mentioned by the complainant is totally inadequate for a public authority to give him information which relates exclusively to a third party.


No action is required to be taken on this complaint, which is disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 15, 2008






Punjab 

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

Sh.Satnam Singh  

 S/o  Surjit Singh,

Central Jail,

Ludhiana ..






___________Complainant

      




.

.  







 

AC No.   364   of 2008

Present:

None

ORDER

The complainant has requested for an adjournment.  This case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 23-10-2008 in Court Room No.2, SCO 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 15, 2008






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

Ms. Malwinder Kaur,

c/o S. Ajit Singh,

Ram Basti, Street No. 8 - A,

Sangrur






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University

Patiala.  







 ----Respondent

AC No.   414  of 2008

Present:

i)    
None on behalf of the complainant .
ii)   
Sri  Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 23-9-2008,  the  copies
of the pages 88-99 of the University Calendar have  been sent by the respondent to the complainant.

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






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner October 15, 2008






Punjab 

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

Sh. Harbilas,

M/s Nagina Mal Chanan Ram,

Vill. Maur Mandi, Bathinda.



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

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Market Committee, Jaito,

Distt. Faridkot.





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

CC No. 1164  of 2008

Present:
i)    
S. Rajinder Kumar and S.Bharat Bhushan,Advocate, 
on behalf of the complainant

ii)   
S.Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate, S.Manjeet Singh, Secretary,Market Committee,Jaito and S.Jaipal, Accountant. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The compliance of  the orders of the Court dated 12-9-2008 has been reviewed in the presence of the parties.

The respondent had been directed to produce evidence in support of his contention that the information about the  sales figures of the appellant firm was obtained  by him  after the personal inspection of the concerned file in the Sales Tax Department.  All that the respondent has been able to do, however, is to produce the office copy of the letter written by the Secretary of the Market Committee, addressed to the Excise and Taxation Department, requesting them  to give to Sri Jaipal, Accountant,  the  accounts figures of the complainant’s firm for the period  20-4-1988 to July, 1990.  The original (as distinct from the office copy of this letter)  appears also to be on the file of the respondent, suggesting that it was not issued  but was taken by hand to the office of the Excise and Taxation Department.

The complainant on the other hand, states that a letter from the Excise 
                                                                                                       …..p2/-

                                                              ---2---
and Taxation Department has already been submitted to the Court in which the Asstt. Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Bhatinda has stated that the above mentioned letter has not been found to have been received in his office, as has been mentioned in the Court’s orders dated 22-8-2008. He states that in case this letter was taken by Sri Jaipal, Accountant  to the office of the  Excise and Taxation Department by hand, the letter would have been at least delivered and placed on their record by that Department.  The fact that it is not available in their record raises doubts about its having been taken by hand.   On the other hand, the complainant also has not been able to produce copies of the Sales Tax Returns submitted by him pertaining to the years 1988-89 and 1989-90 to the Excise and Taxation Department, in compliance with the Court’s orders dated  12-9-2008.The complainant requests for a week’s time to produce the required copies  or some evidence which shows these figures.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 24-10-2008 to enable the complainant to produce the aforementioned evidence before this Court and  for further orders.







  

      (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 15, 2008






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

Sh. Ajaib Singh  Maini,

H. No. 2075, Sector 27-C,

Chandigarh




           ___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o SSP,

Mohali.  







 ----Respondent

CC No. 397 and 399   of 2008

Present:

i)    
Sh. Ajaib Singh  Maini,, complainant  in person.



ii)   
SI  Yogesh  Narula, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 24-9-2008, the respondent has given to the complainant a copy of the inquiry report pertaining to his complaint dated 5-10-2007.  In his application for information dated 17-12-2007, the complainant has asked for the inquiry report pertaining to his complaint  entered at peshi 228 dated 27-3-2006. An attested copy of this inquiry report should also be given to the complainant along with copies of the photographs submitted by him along with his complaint dated 27-3-2006, within seven days from today.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 15, 2008






Punjab
