STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Shashi Bhushan Nagpal



----Appellant
Vs.

PIO/DPI(Secondary) Punjab.

Complaint Case No. AC-079 -2006:

Present:
None for the Appellant. 
Shri Pritam Singh, Supdt. O/o D.P.I., with letter of authority from the PIO.

Order:


Shri Pritam Singh has stated that a reply to the application dated                               January 6, 2006 for information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 Act had already been given and the information at points 4 & 5 of his request was supplied 1, 2, and 3 reply had been given “Information cannot be supplied beyond last  20 years, as per Punjab Information Act, 2005. Between July 1986 to 2005 for which information has been demanded, the information can be gathered which would require a lot of more time” 
2.
The Commission in its hearing of December 06, 2006 had considered the matter and had ruled that the interpretation of the provisions of the Act, with respect to the record more than 20 years old had been wrongly made by the P.I.O. The Commission ruled that the correct interpretation of Section 8(3) of the Act was that after 20 years, no exemption under Section 8 can be c aimed.               The Department had been directed to supply the information. Thereafter, further information has been supplied on March 2, 2007. ( 9 pages including covering letter). In reply   to items 1, 2, and 3, it was further stated that “as the information required is too much old, (sic)  and not available with the department.” A second set, which had earlier been provided has been given once again.
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3. It is observed that under Section 6(2) of the R.T.I. Act, it is provided:


“(2) An applicant making request for information shall not be 
required to 
give any reason for requesting the information or any 
other personal details except those that may be necessary for 
contacting him.”


It is correct that the applicant shall not be required to give any reason to the P.I.O. and perhaps not to be Appellate Authority, but when the information which is asked is so voluminous and the information for the past 35 years, extensively for many cadres, it is necessary at the stages when the matter reaches the Commission to see whether the Objects and Reasons of the Act are served in letter and spirit. The intention is to supply the information to citizens to bring in transparency in the government and not to provide material for thesis and to clog the entire machinery to the detriment of other applicants.
4. On the last date of hearing Shri Shashi Bhushan had stated that he would be satisfied if an order on the similar lines was passed as in AC-80-2006 and the Department of Education had also been asked for its reaction to this proposal. Today, Shri Pritam Singh authorized representative of the P.I.O. states that order is acceptable to them and the dates may be assigned by the Court and Shri S.B. Nagpal will be permitted as directed by the Commission to inspect whatever record is available with the department at the Headquarters.
5. In AC-80-2006 filed by Shri Shashi Bhushan Nagpal, the following order had been passed in the operative paras 3 and 4 of order dated January 31, 2007

“(3) I have made both the parties go through Section 3 as read with 
Section 2(f) (i) & (j) containing definition of “Information”, “record” and 
“Right to Information”  available under the RTI Act. “Information” thus 
means any 
information already available and no information which is to 
be created by analysis of available record, or required to be created 
afresh.

(4).
I have seen the voluminous information which is required by Sh. Nagpal for the last 35 year i.e. from 1971 to date and in respect of all cadres of the Department of Treasuries and Accounts, including all seniority lists, quota based promotions etc. I am satisfied with the information already supplied.  As such,  all the remaining information as may be required by the complainant, may be made available to him by allowing him to inspect the files for 15 days at a stretch (but not on holidays), on every afternoon i.e. from 2.00 PM to 4.30 PM. This inspection should be allowed as per the convenience of both complainant and the Department and also keeping in view the rush of work due to budget session etc.  It is now agreed by both parties that it should be from 2nd to 17th April, 2007. The PIO may depute a Clerk to assist him and all record which he wishes to inspect including noting portion of beyond 20 years may be made available to him. The complainant states that he wants to see the noting on the files within 20 years also. On this demand, no order can be passed in a wholesale manner but is to be considered on a case to case basis on any application. He may be supplied copies of any documents which he requires on payment.  “
6.
Whatever record is available is, therefore, required to be made available to him for inspection and we think the ends of justice would be met. Therefore,                   it is directed that the Department of Education (Secondary) should allow Shri Shashi Bhushan Nagpal to inspect whatever record is available in connection with his request from 17-5-2007 to 30-5-2007 – a clear ten working days without the holidays falling therein from 2-30 P.M. to 4.30 P.M. each day. Since the time limit stipulated for giving of information is over, no fee shall be charged for such inspection. He shall be allowed to see all the files on thee same lines as per the order passed on his application AC-080-2006) (to which h a copy should be supplied to the Department also.)

7.
With these directions, the case is hereby disposed of.



SD:                                                                        SD: 



             (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)




(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner
      State Information Commissioner

April 18,  2006.

Opk.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/D.P.I.(Secondary)





.....Respondent

CC No: 713 - of 2007:
Present:
None for the Complainant.



Shri H.S. Sandhu, Assistant Director O/o DPI (Secondary) 


cum-P.I.O. (Shri Jaspal Singh, Sr. Assistant with him.) 



and 



Shri Ajaib Singh, Junior Assistant for P.I.O. O/o D.E.O. Sangrur
Order:

On the last date of hearing on March 02, 2007, when Shri Naranjan Singh, Assistant Director, appeared for the P.I.O. he admitted that he was not conversant with the facts of the case. Therefore, it was directed that an officer  should be deputed by the P.I.O. to  supply the information to the complainant  and report compliance  today  i. e. 18-4-2007. The P.I.O. Shri Harbans Singh, Assistant Director is personally present along with the dealing Assistant from the office of the Distt. Education Officer. 
2. Different statements have been made by all persons. Therefore, Shri Harbans Singh has requested that another chance should be given to the department concerned. Conflicting statements have been made before the Commission regarding the status of the case, where the dealing hand and the Superintendent have stated that the final orders have been passed on                     Shri Tarsem Lal’s representation allowing benefits of leave, salary and pension for the period he was serving in the Kendriya Vidhyala. They also stated that the Distt. Education Officer had already implemented this order in full. On the other hand, the representative of the Distt. Education officer stated that the service book is not available with them but is available in the office of Director, Public Instruction, Punjab. It is thus clear that the assertions made by the Head Office are not based on fact. It is hereby directed that on the next date of hearing, the 
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Assistant Director dealing with the subject Shri Naranjan Singh should be present himself and he should give a report to the Commission, in writing, in connection with the application of the complainant under the Right to Information Act, dated                                  September 19, 2006.

2. In Column-3 of his application dated 19-9-2006 The information required  asked for by the applicant is also required to be given. The information required by him should be given as requested as per application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 by Speed Post, better still, it be delivered to him by hand. And a  copy of the same be  provided for record of the Court along with receipt from the applicant. Shri Naranjan Singh should ensure the relevant papers, duly authenticated, are given to the applicant .

Adjourned to May 30, 2007.



SD:  







SD:


  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



          (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
      State Information Commissioner

Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bachna Ram Bhadhi





......Complainant
Vs.

PIO/O/o PWD (B&R) Jalandhar & Patiala


.....Respondent

AC Nos. 161  of 2007:

Present:
Shri Bachna Ram Bhadhi, Appellant.


Shri Om Parkash Superintendent, PWD, (B&R) Patiala.



Shri Pritpal Singh Bhatia, Assistant, PWD(B&R) Provincial 


Division.
Order:

 All the appeal Nos. 161, 162, 163 and 164 of 2007 titled as Shri Bachna Ram Bhadhi Vs. P.W.D. (B&R) Punjab) arising out of the same cause of action are ordered to be clubbed  and the order passed in Appeal No. CC-161-2007 shall be read as “same order” in other Appeal Nos. 162, 163 and 164. A copy of the final order in Appeal No. 161/2007 be put on each file of other Appeals.
2.
Shri Bachna Ram Bhadhi, present in Court today, has not given any list of documents, which he requires by way of information. Shri Bhadhi has not presented any list of subsequent documents, which can be made available to him under the provisions of this Act. His main grievance is that he has been charged  rent of the accommodation allotted to him and the Treasury Officers and other category officials living on the premises of the office complex have not been charged the rent. This contention of the Appellant cannot be redressed by the Commission. The information already provided has been seen. The information runs into 13 pages and has been duly indexed. Shri Bhadhi has already confirmed that he has received it. Now since he has not given details of any specific documents, no further action can be taken. 


The Appeal is hereby disposed of.
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3.
A copy of this order and that of dated 6-2-2006 may be placed on each of the files and all the cases are also disposed of accordingly.

4.
The Registry is hereby directed that in future Shri B.R. Bhadhi should be asked to give an affidavit, which is required in all Courts in the manner that he has not filed any such or similar complaint appeal in the Commission on the same subject/identical subject earlier or none has already been decided or is pending before any other Bench of the Commission, before entertaining any further application regarding his non-consideration for rent-free accommodation. It has already been explained amply to Shri Bhadhi that the remedy for his grievance does not lie before the Commission, but before the Competent Authority. 

SD:






SD:

  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
State Information Commissioner
April 18,2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 Shri Ved Vyas






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana



.....Respondent
CC No. 392-of 2006:
Present:
Shri Ved Vyas, complainant in person.


Shri Raj Kumar, Sr. Assistant, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana

Order:

This case has been considered by the Commission and detailed orders passed on it on January 24, 2007, January 31, 2007 and March 07, 2007.                    Shri Ved Vyas, Retired Assistant Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana had applied for information in connection with his retiral benefits and fixation of his salary on the basis of revised scale as well as for release of two increments. Today, Shri Raj Kumar, Sr. Assistant representing the P.I.O., who is present in Court, has stated that the revised scale has since been sanctioned to him on February 21, 2007 and the case for giving him two increments has been sent  to the Deputy Director, Ludhiana, with recommendations, for approval and clearance. 
2. The representative of the P.I.O. has stated that as soon as the clearance is received from the Deputy Director, the payment of the arrears will be made                      Shri Ved Vyas stated that he had retired more than 8 years ago and was waiting for  an early dispensation.  Shri Ved Vyas requests that since the revised scale has already been sanctioned for him, the amount of arrears based on the revised scale should be given to him as provisional  payment and the final payment can be made after the clearance  for two increments   is    received     to    which the 
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representative of the Improvement Trust stated that there was no objection.                    The Commission is happy that because of the R.T.I. Act, Mr. Ved Vyas has been 
enabled to get his case finalized with dispatch.  Report of compliance may be made on the next date of hearing when the case will be disposed of.

Adjourned to May 08, 2007.



SD:  






SD:

  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



     
  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
        State Information Commissioner
April 18, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kapur Singh






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/PUNSUP







.....Respondent

CC No. -747- of 2007:

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Shri B .P. Rana, PIO For PUNSUP
Order:

On March 13, 2007, Shri B.P. Rana had appeared and stated that the complainant had been issued all relevant documents and he was satisfied and the case was stated to be disposed of, but at that stage the complainant had appeared and stated that the information supplied was not authenticated.
2.
Shri Rana has appeared before the Commission and stated that the information had been supplied to the complainant vide the same letter by which the information regarding his other  complaint pending before the State Information Commission – Shri R.K. Gupta – was supplied.                                   Upon the complainant requesting authentication, in that Court, the documents provided to him in this application were also authenticated by Shri B.P. Rana himself. The complainant was given due notice for today. He has not appeared. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information.

 Disposed of.
SD:






SD:
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
State Information Commissioner
Opk’
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/Director, Health & Family Welfare Deptt.


.....Respondent

AC No. 149- of 2006:

Present:
Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj, Complainant in person,


Dr. Sunil Kumar, Medical Officer, Health & Family Welfare


for P.I.O.

Order:

Complainant – Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj – has produced a letter in the court copy of which has been given to Dr. Sunil Kumar, in which he states that he had submitted two Bills of Rs. 6,000/- and Rs.  1850/- for Angiography   which was rejected because he was getting Fixed Medical Allowance @ Rs.250/-                             per month. As per reply given to the Commission, it seems that one of the letters from the office of Health & Family States states that these bills have been sent to Shri Bhardwaj. The next letter dated March 1, 2007 shows that these bills have been weeded out. All this has been mentioned in the letter submitted by Shri Ramesh Bhardwaj, copy of which is being handed over to the Medical Officer, thereby directed him to furnish the reply to the Commission within                        15 days in respect of the contradictions.

Adjourned to May 23, 2007.



SD:







SD:

  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)



    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

State Information Commissioner 
State Information Commissioner
April 18, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.P.Marwaha






 ......Complainant






Vs.
PIO, F.C.R.,Punjab.





.....Respondent

CC No.758  of 2006:

Present:
 None for the complaint.

                       Shri Prithpal Singh Bhalla, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of PIO.

Order:

Shri Prithpal Singh, Sr. Assistant, representing the PIO is carrying no letter of authority from him. In future, no person below the rank of APIO and without due authorization should appear before the Commission. Shri Prithpal Singh Marwaha has presented a communication dated 16.4.07, addressed to the Chief Information Commissioner, requesting for adjournment of one month more as the matter was under active consideration of the Government and awaiting a clarification regarding the fixation of seniority of Sh. Marwaha.  Shri Marwaha has no objection.


Adjourned to 16th May, 2007. 



Sd/-                                                               Sd/-



(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)
 State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
April 18, 2007

Ptk”

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Kuldip Singh Kaura





 ......Complainant






Vs.
PIO, Secretary, Food and Supplies ,Punjab.


.....Respondent

CC No.  - 771- 2006:

Present:
 None for the complainant

                       Shri Amrik Singh, Supdt. Authorized Rep. of PIO and

                       Shri Bakhsish Singh, Sr. Assistant.

Order:


Shri Amrik Singh has stated that as communicated earlier, the information has been supplied to the complainant on 22.11.06. The complainant Mr. Kaura had been asked to deposit fee for the information and he deposited the said fee on 1.12.06. Thereafter, the complete information was supplied to him on 18.12.06. Photocopies of the information supplied have been presented in the Court . Although no receipt has been presented, yet under order of the Court a fresh notice was issued to the complainant to give him an opportunity to confirm the  receipt of the reference of the department. Shri Kaura has not appeared on the said date of hearing, it is presumed that he has received the said information. The case is thus disposed of.



SD:





      SD:


(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


            (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

 State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
April 18, 2007. 
Ptk”

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Baldev Singh 









 ......Complainant






Vs.
PIO, D.E.O(Elementary) Ferozepur.



.....Respondent

CC No. 497  of 2006:

Present:
 None for the complainant.
                       Sh. Rajinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.,O/O/DEO(E), Ferozepur, APIO.
Order:

The representative of the PIO has presented a letter dated 16.4.07, addressed to the Chief Information Commissioner, enclosing paper 1-21, of which pages 1-3 and 16-21 have been attested and pages 4-15 are copies of unattested papers produced by the complainant before the Inquiry Officer which have not been attended.. The PIO is directed to deliver the said papers to the complainant and file proof of compliance in the Court on next date of hearing on 2nd May, 2007. After doing so and if Shri Baldev Singh does not appear, the case will be disposed of.


Adjourned to 2nd May, 2007.


Sd/-                                                             Sd/-






(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

 State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
April 18,2007

Ptk”

