STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  766 of 2015 
Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, (98785-00082)

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase-3 B 1 Mohali-160059.  






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mohali.  
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector -17, Chandigarh.




                 …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Parbhjit Singh, Section officer and Sh. Pal Singh, Junior Assistant. 
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that he has received the copy of reply dated 29.09.2015 from the respondent. He rues that the information is not available on website. He further states that he needs the notification which was prevalent on the date on which number PBW 1 was allotted in the year 2012-13.   
2.
The respondent files additional written submission dated 29.09.2015 which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant.
3.
After hearing both the parties, it is observed that the appellant wants to seek information about notification by which the number PBW 1 was assigned to some other vehicle. The respondent is directed to produce the original file pertaining to number PBW 1 and also the copy of notification vide which said number was allotted. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 20.10.2015 at 02:00 PM.   

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1148  of 2015 

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate (M-9878500082)

Chamber No.82,

District Courts, Phase - 3BI,

SAS Nagar -160059.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat,

Moga.

2. First Appellate Authority,
O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh- 160017.


          …...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-
Ms Anita Darshi, PCS, 






(Regd. Post)
PIO-cum- DTO, 
O/o District Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat,

Moga.

 Present:   
Sh. H. S. Hundal, appellant in person.  
None for the respondent.

ORDER
1. The appellant states that written submission in compliance with the order dated 11.09.2015 of the Commission has been already sent to the Commission and copy thereof has been sent to the respondent no.1.

2.
None on behalf of the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received as to the reason of absence.  This indicates that the respondent PIO takes the RTI Act in a casual manner and has failed to comply with the provisions of the Act. It appears that she has intentionally and willfully denied/ not provided the 
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information to the appellant and therefore, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to PIO, Ms Anita Darshi, PCS,  as to why penalty be not imposed upon her for willful delay/ denial in providing the information to the RTI applicant. Also, why the compensation be not awarded to the RTI applicant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. She is directed to file her reply to the show cause notice in writing in the form of affidavit before the next date of hearing.


In addition to her submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 05.11.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1316 of 2015 

Sh. H. S. Hundal (M-9878500082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Phase-3 B I, SAS Nagar-160059.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Magistrate,

S.A.S. Nagar. 

     2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Magistrate,

S.A.S. Nagar. 
   




              …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. H. S. Hundal, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Senior Assistant and Sh. Paramvir Singh, Clerk (98766-80405).

ORDER
1. The appellant states that the reply submitted by the respondent is evasive and unspecific. The respondent was to file a specific reply to the issue if separate register for providing Right to Service Act is maintained by the designated officer (ADC)(G) as per section 5 (1) of the RTs. 

2. The respondent files written submission bearing letter no. 2387/RTI dated 01.10.2015.
3. During the hearing on 11.09.2015 the respondent had to provide the specific information if ADC(G) has maintained any register separately as a designated officer as prescribed RTS Act Section 5(3). The reply filed by the respondent is contrary to the spirit of order of the Commission dated 11.09.2015. The PIO Sh. Amardeep Singh, DRO office of Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar is directed to be present personally with the specific reply in regard to ADC(G) having maintained specific register as per Section 5 (3) of RTS.  
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4. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 08.10.2015 at 2:00 P.M.
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1686 of 2015
Date of institution:14.07.2015
Date of decision:01.10.2015 

Sh. Jasbir Singh (M-9888296107)

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

Post Office  Ramgarh,

District  Ludhiana.







..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No.177-178, 

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.





 
…..Respondent

Present: -    
Sh. Jasbir Singh, complainant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Gurpal Singh, APIO.
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 10.06.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 14.07.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 01.10.2015 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant states that he has received the information from the respondent by hand with which he is satisfied and the case may be disposed of.

4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the information sought by the complainant has been provided to him by hand under receipt. 
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5.
After hearing both the parties, it is observed that the information sought by the complainant has been provided to the complainant to the satisfaction of the former. The Complaint Case as such disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1687 of 2015 

Sh. Jasbir Singh (M-9888296107)

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

Post Office  Ramgarh,

District  Ludhiana.







..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.







 
…..Respondent

Present: -    
Sh. Jasbir Singh, complainant, in person. 
None for the respondent.
ORDER
1.
The complainant states that the information has not been provided to him by the respondent as yet. 
2.
The respondent is not present at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received in the Commission at diary no. 25174 dated 30.09.2015 seeking an adjournment in this case. 

3.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 18.11.2015 at 02:00 PM. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1689 of 2015 

Sh. Jasbir Singh (M-9888296107)

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

Post Office  Ramgarh,

District  Ludhiana.







..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







 
…..Respondent

Present: -    
Sh. Jasbir Singh, complainant, in person. 
None for the respondent. 
ORDER
1.
The complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him so far. 

2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
3.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 18.11.2015 at 02:00 PM. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1711 of 2015 

Sh. Ritesh Garg (M-9463992020)

S/o Shri Parshotam Dass,

House No.2585, Magzine Street,

Sangrur-148801.





           ..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






 
…..Respondent

Present: -    
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI. 
ORDER
1.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.  

2.
2.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and states that copy thereof has been provided to the complainant on 29.09.2015. He further states that the information has already been provided in the month of April, 2015 to the complainant. He further points out that the information has been sought in the form of a question whether a particular official is entitled for use of blue light on his car and in response to this notification of the Govt. for use thereof has been sent to the complainant.

3.
Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter to come up for further hearing on 05.11.2015 at 02:00 PM. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1712 of 2015
Date of institution:15.07.2015
Date of decision:01.10.2015 

Sh. Bhupinder Singh (M-896813347)

S/o Shri Kehar Singh,

Village and P.O.  Hathan,

Tehsil Malerkotla,

District Sangrur-148023





           ..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer, 

Sangrur-148001






 
…..Respondent

Present: -    
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, complainant, in person. 
None for the respondent.
ORDER
1. The complainant has filed this complaint on 15.07.2015 in the Commission because he did not get the information on his RTI application dated 02.05.2015 from the respondent whereby he has sought information from the respondent as under what rules driving license can be issued to a handicapped person. 
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 01.10.2015 in the Commission. 

3. The complainant states that he has not received the copy of reply to the Notice of the Commission as yet. 
4.
The respondent is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, reply to the Notice of the Commission has been received at diary no. 25040 dated 29.09.2015 mentioning therein that the handicapped persons can be provided “invalid carriage” driving license by the transport department, copy thereof has been provided to the complainant today in the Commission. 
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5.
The perusal of file shows that the information sought by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent vide letter dated 11.09.2015. No further action is required in this compliant case which is hereby disposed of and closed.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1715 of 2015
Sh. Harbilas Sharma s/o Sh. Jagdish Ram,

R/o # 129, Street No. 5, 

Preet Nagar Ward Number-1, 

Sangrur-148001.






           ..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  General Manager, 

PRTC, Bathinda. 






 
…..Respondent

Present: -    
Sh. Harbilas Sharma, complainant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Gian Chand, Clerk, 
ORDER
1.
The complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him.  

2.
The respondent requests that an adjournment may be given. 
3.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 16.11.2015 at 02:00 PM. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2341 of 2015
Sh. Gagandeep Singh Sidhu

S/o Shri Baljinder Singh Sidhu,

R/o  # 3834,  Gali No.4,

Prem Basti,  Sangrur.






  ……Appellant

Versus

1.   Public Information Officer,

  O/o District Transport Officer,


Sangrur.

2.   First Appellate Authority,

 
O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh.







 …...Respondent

Present: -    
Sh. A. S. Ahluwalia, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.
None for the respondent. 
ORDER
1.
Sh. A. S. Ahluwalia, Advocate on behalf of the appellant submits that in the head note of the appeal DTO, Mansa has been arrayed as respondent no.1 in place of DTO, Sangrur and requests that he may be allowed to make necessary correction therein. 
2.
After hearing the counsel for the appellant, the amendment in impleading correct respondent is allowed. A fresh notice be issued to PIO o/o DTO, Sangrur. The matter to come up for further hearing on 03.11.2015 at 02:00 PM. 
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2380 of 2015
Date of institution:20.07.2015
Date of decision : 01.10.2015
Sh. Pankaj Kumar  (M-86997-74477)

S/o Late Shri Rajinder Kumar,

House No.3648, Sector 23-D,

Chandigarh.    







……..Appellant

Versus

1.   Public Information Officer,

  O/o  Inspector General of Police,

  Commando, Bahadurgarh, Patiala. 

2.   First Appellate Authority,

 
O/o  Addl. Director General of Police,


Armed   Bns, Jalandhar Cantt.




 …...Respondent

Present: -    
Sh. Pankaj Kumar, appellant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Naresh Kumar, Commanded Third Commando Battalion. 
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 15.05.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 06.06.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 20.07.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 01.10.2015 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that he has received the reply to the Notice of the Commission filed by the respondent vide letter dated 24.09.2015 by hand today in the Commission. 
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4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is provided to the appellant. The respondent further explains that the information has been sought in RTI application dated 15.05.2015 and the information seeker was intimated vide letter no. 9527/LA dated 28.05.2015 mentioning therein that the exemption has been given to the respondent vide notification no. 2/27/05-IAR/191 dated 23.02.2006 issued by the Govt. of Punjab. Thereafter in the first appeal also vide order dated 23.06.2015 the appellant has been informed that the information cannot be provided under sub section 4 of 24 of the RTI Act, 2005. 
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the reply filed by the respondent it is ascertained that the information has been sought by the appellant about salary of lady constable Smt. Madhu Bala. The respondent has already decided the RTI application of the appellant in the light of notification dated 23.02.2006 issued by the Govt. of Punjab whereby the respondent has been exempted from providing the information.


I agree with the contention of the respondent that the respondent has been exempted from providing the information as per the notification dated 23.02.2006 issued by the Govt. Besides, the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP no. 27734 of 2012 titled Girish Ramchandra Deshpande Vs Cen. Information Commr. & Ors and another has held in its order on 03.10.2012:-  

(12. The petitioner herein sought for copies of all memos, show cause notices and censure/punishment awarded to the third respondent from his employer and also details viz. movable and immovable properties 
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and also the details of his investments, lending and borrowing from Banks and other financial institutions. Further, he has also sought for the details of gifts stated to have accepted by the third respondent, his family members and friends and relatives at the marriage of his son. The information mostly sought for finds a place in the income tax returns of the third respondent. The question that has come up for consideration is whether the abovementioned information sought for qualifies to be "personal information" as defined in clause (j) of Section 8(1) of the RTI Act.)
(13.    We are in agreement with the CIC and the courts below that the details called for by the petitioner i.e. copies of all memos issued to the third respondent, show cause notices and orders of censure/punishment etc. are qualified to be personal information as defined in clause (j) of Section 8(1) of the RTI Act. The performance of an employee/officer in an organization is primarily a matter between the employee and the employer and normally those aspects are governed by the service rules which fall under the expression “personal information”, the disclosure of which has no relationship to 
any public activity or public interest. On the other hand, the disclosure of which would cause unwarranted invasion of privacy of that individual. Of course, in a given case, if the Central Public Information 
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Officer or the State Public Information Officer of the Appellate Authority is satisfied that the  larger public interest justifies the disclosure of such information, appropriate orders could be passed but the petitioner cannot claim those details as a matter of right).

In wake of above, this Appeal Case is disposed of and closed.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2393 of 2015 

Sh.  Bhura Singh (M-09914051184)

S/o Shri Chhota Singh,

Bhikhi Road, Near ITI,

Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.






……..Appellant

Versus

1.   Public Information Officer,

  O/o Managing Director,

  Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

  Patiala.

2.   First Appellate Authority,

 
O/o Managing Director,

  Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

  Patiala. 







 …...Respondent

Present: -    
Sh.  Bhura Singh, appellant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Gian Chand, Clerk. 
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that the information has yet not been provided to him.  

2.
The respondent requests that an adjournment may be given. 

3.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 16.11.2015 at 02:00 PM. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2394  of 2015 

Sh.  Bhura Singh (M-09914051184)

S/o Shri Chhota Singh,

Bhikhi Road, Near ITI,

Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.






……..Appellant

Versus

1.   Public Information Officer,

  O/o Managing Director,

  Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

  Patiala.

2.   First Appellate Authority,

 
O/o  Managing Director,

  Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

  Patiala. 







 …...Respondent

Present: -    
Sh.  Bhura Singh, appellant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Gian Chand, Clerk. 
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that the information has yet not been provided to him.  

2.
The respondent requests that an adjournment may be given. 

3.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 16.11.2015 at 02:00 PM. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.10.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
