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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Singla s/o Shri Jaitu Ram,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony, Sangrur.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondent.

AC No.570 of 2008.

Present:-
Shri Sham Lal Singla appellant in person.

Shri Sawan Iqbal Singh, Assistant Director-cum-Nodal PIO alongwith Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant, Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant, Shri Gurpeet Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department and Shri Des Raj Clerk office of the District Education Officer,SBS Nagar and Shri Devinder Singh, Lecturer /Principal, Government in Service Training Centre, Ludhiana.

ORDER



The respondent places on record memo No.1477-79 dated 30.12.2011, a copy of which has been given to the appellant.

2.

As regards the query at Sr. No.4 of his original RTI application dated 23.8.2008, the respondent has clarified that complete list was given to the information-seeker.  The respondent has produced the original Register to establish that there was no deficiency in the information supplied to the appellant.

3.

With this, complete information stands furnished.

4.

As regards the request of the appellant for award of compensation under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, we have heard the parties and the judgment is reserved.

  (P.P.S.Gill) 
   




        (R. I. Singh)

 State Information Commissioner.                          
Chief Information Commissioner.

    
    Punjab.
       




          Punjab. 


 Dated:  03.01.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri O.P. Gulati s/o Shri M.L. Gulati,

H.No.1024/1, Sector 39-B, Chandigarh.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No.1616 of 2008

Present:-
Shri O.P.Gulati, complainant in person.
Shri Sawan Iqbal Singh, Assistant Director-cum-Nodal PIO alongwith Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department 
ORDER



In compliance with the directions given on 21.10.2011, the complainant has placed on record, his written reply.  A copy of this has been handed over to the respondent.

2.

To come up on 9.1.2012 at 12.30 P.M. for arguments.


  (P.P.S.Gill) 
   




        (R. I. Singh)

 State Information Commissioner.                          
Chief Information Commissioner.

    
    Punjab.
       




          Punjab. 


 Dated:  03.01.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Davinder Singh s/o Shri Bhupinder Singh

Backside of Gandhi School, Ram Sharnam Road,

Ahmedgarh, Tehsil Malerkotla, District Sangrur.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No.1974 of 2008,

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sawan Iqbal Singh, Assistant Director-cum-Nodal PIO alongwith Shri Gurpeet Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  As a last opportunity to the complainant, the case is adjourned to 9.1.2012 at 12.30 P.M.

  (P.P.S.Gill) 
   




        (R. I. Singh)

 State Information Commissioner.                          
Chief Information Commissioner.

    
    Punjab.
       




          Punjab. 


 Dated:  03.01.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kirpal Chand s/o Shri Krishan Lal,

Village Bhagatpura Rubbwala, Quadian,

Tehsil Batala, District Gurdaspur.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No.2328 of 2008,

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sawan Iqbal Singh, Assistant Director-cum-Nodal PIO alongwith 
Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Mrs. Surjit Kaur, the then PIO submits a written petition, which is taken on record.  The respondent also places on record, a copy of the order of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CM No.14678/2011 in CWP No.15204/2010.  The complainant is absent without intimation.

2.

To come up on 9.1.2011 at 12.30 P.M.

  (P.P.S.Gill) 
   




        (R. I. Singh)

 State Information Commissioner.                          
Chief Information Commissioner.

    
    Punjab.
       




          Punjab. 


 Dated:  03.01.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Village Dumewal,

P.O. Jhaj, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, 

District Ropar.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No.1030 of 2008

Present:-
Shri Tejinder Pal Singh complainant in person.
Shri Sawan Iqbal Singh, Assistant Director-cum-Nodal PIO alongwith Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



We have heard the parties.  The complainant who has appeared after absenting on number of hearings submits that he has nothing to state in regard to imposition of penalty on the PIO.  His plea is that there were deficiencies in the information supplied to him and these be got removed.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that the information is held by and under the control of the District Education Officers at district level.  Under law, the information-seeker was required to approach the concerned public authorities.

3.

 The legal position stated by the respondent is correct.  Under law, an information-seeker is required to apply to the PIO/Public Authority which holds the record.  This is a very old case. It has come up before this Bench on remand from the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. Since in this case, there has been delay, we direct the present respondent-PIO/Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are removed within 30days from today.
4.

As regards the issue of penalty, the orders are reserved.


  (P.P.S.Gill) 
   




        (R. I. Singh)

 State Information Commissioner.                          
Chief Information Commissioner.

    
    Punjab.
       




          Punjab. 


 Dated:  03.01.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Krishan Thakur,

Resident of Gali Fire Brigade Opp. State Bank of India,

Mahan Singh Gate, Amritsar.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No.1072 of 2009,

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sawan Iqbal Singh, Assistant Director-cum-Nodal PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Smt. Surjit Kaur, the then PIO has requested for an adjournment. 

2.

The complainant is absent without any intimation.  Hence, the case is adjourned to 9.1.2012 at 12.30 P.M.

  (P.P.S.Gill) 
   




        (R. I. Singh)

 State Information Commissioner.                          
Chief Information Commissioner.

    
    Punjab.
       




          Punjab. 


 Dated:  03.01.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. P.K. Aditya, House No.775,

Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the State Information Commission, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA-Secretary, The State Information Commission, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







    -------------Respondent.

AC No. 889 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri R.K. Arora, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER.



On the last date of hearing on 21.10.2011, the respondent-PIO had submitted in writing that the present appeal is not maintainable as the applicant has not given any details as to when he filed his RTI application under Section 6 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 or paid the required fee for seeking information.  The plea of the respondent was that neither the fee nor the application for information was ever moved to the PIO. Hence, there is no cause of action and no appeal or complaint would lie under Section 18 or 19 of the Act ibid.

2.

Dr. P.K. Aditya, who was present on the last date of hearing , was given an opportunity to file his rejoinder and place on record a copy of his original application under Section 6 of the Act ibid alongwith a copy of the fee, which he might have paid for seeking the information. However, Shri Aditya is absent without any intimation. He, however, has sent two applications one dated 22.10.2011 and other dated 23.11.2011, which were received in the Commission vide diary No.18351 dated 28.10.2011 and diary No.20231 dated 25.11.2011 respectively.  In this case, he has more or less conceded that he did not apply to the PIO for seeking information under Section 6 of the Act ibid.
3.

We have considered the above written applications of Shri Aditya and other relevant record.  It is clear that Shri Aditya did not move any formal application under Section 6 of the Act ibid to the PIO.  He also did not submit any fee for seeking information.  

4.

While filing the present appeal in the State Information Commission, Dr. P.K. Aditya has specifically mentioned in the petition, “Appeal under Section 19(3), as above stated”.  In the absence of first having moved an application to seek information under Section 6 of the Act, the present appeal is an abuse of the process of  law and wastage of time of the Commission and of the public authorities.  Shri Aditya should desist for moving such erroneously worded applications in the garb of Appeal under Section 19 of the Act ibid. 

5.

The present application is un-maintainable under the law.  Therefore, the appeal is dismissed. 

  (P.P.S.Gill) 
   




        (R. I. Singh)

 State Information Commissioner.                          
Chief Information Commissioner.

    
    Punjab.
       




          Punjab. 


 Dated:  03.01.2012
