STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Shekhar Arvind Lonkar,

C-8/1, Prem Lok Park,

Chinchwad, Pune -411033
                                     




   
 Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Incharge, Senior Medical Officer,

Primary Health Centre, Adampur (Jalandhar)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar (Births & Deaths),

Municipal Corporation, 
Jalandhar..                                                                                            



Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1177/2016
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Parties.
.
ORDER


None is present on behalf of the Parties.


The matter is adjourned to 06.12.2016 at 11.30AM.









   Sd/-
04.10.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                                      State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Madan Lal

S/o Sh. Om Parkash,

MCB-Zone,2/10803, Old No.20204, Jain Niwas, 

Parindaa Road, 18, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, 

Bathinda.

                                     




   
 Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (School), 

Mini Sectt. Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (School), 

Mini Secretariat, Bathinda.                                                                



Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1183/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Parties.


.
ORDER


None is present on behalf of the Parties.



A letter has been received from the office of the D.E.O. (S), Bathinda wherein it has been submitted that the appellant has given in writing to them that he is no more interested in the information and has requested the Commission to file the case.  The appeal, accordingly, is dismissed as withdrawn.









      Sd/-
04.10.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan (98722-20039),

House No.78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi Dhuri, Tehsil Dhuri,

Disttt. Sangrur.




                                     




    
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Medical Superintendent,

Rajindra Hospital Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Medical Superintendent,

Rajindra Hospital Patiala

                                                                                                                   



Respondents

APPEAL  CASE NO.1207/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Dr. Rajinder Singh, PIO – cum – Asstt. Professor, Rajindra Hospital, Patiala – for 


Respondents.
.
ORDER


The appellant is absent.  Nothing has been heard from him also.  


Dr. Rajinder Singh, PIO- Asstt. Professor in the respondent authority is present. He has brought along a copy of memo which purportedly was sent to the appellant.  There is no documentary evidence to suggest the same. 



He is directed to pass on the information to the appellant forthwith under intimation to the Commission.  If the appellant is still interested he may react on the same before the next date of hearing.



To come up on 06.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.









     Sd/-
04.10.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                                            State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Krishan Gopal Singla, (80540-20388),

S/oSh. Brij Lal, Ward No.16, 

B/190, Sangrur Road, Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.

                                     




    
    Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Sangrur. 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

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



Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1222/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Parties.
.
ORDER


None is present on behalf of the Parties. 



An. e.mail has been received from the respondents in which it has been stated that the information has been provided to the appellant vide their memo dated 16.06.2016. We have seen the copy of the information supplied to the appellant and of the view that sufficient information has been given to him.


The appeal, accordingly, is disposed.









   Sd/-
04.10.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ajay Kumar (99102-77871),

RZ-884/A/1, Flat No.103, Gali No.9/3, 

Sadh Nagar, Palam Colony,

New Delhi.                                




        

Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General School Education,

Punjab Vidya Bhawan, PSEB, Block E, 5th Floor, 

Phase VII, S.A.S.Nagar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General School Education,

Punjab Vidya Bhawan, PSEB, Block E, 5th Floor, 

Phase VII, S.A.S.Nagar                                                                                     


Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1229/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Charanjit Singh, Clerk, Govt. Girls School, Fatehgarh Churian.
.
ORDER


Sh. Charanjit Singh, Clerk is present on behalf of the Respondents.  He has submitted before us a copy of letter where along the information sought for has been provided to the appellant.



The appellant is absent.  A letter was received from him on 21.03.2016 wherein he has submitted that inadequate information has been provided to him and that too very belatedly.



Having gone through the application the Commission finds that the information asked for relates to particulars mentioned in a ration card, house rent having been availed and a detailed information about the tenants of a retired government official.  Obviously it is in the nature of ‘personal information’ and its revelation shall tantamount to invasion of the personal domain of an individual.

The appellant does not seem to suggest that any public purpose is going to be served with the disclosure of information asked for.  We find that sufficient information has already been disclosed and no intervention of the Commission is called for.  Disposed.









   Sd/-
04.10.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                                       State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S. Hundal (98785-00082),

Chanmber No. 82, District Courts, 

 3 B-I, SAS Nagar.

                                     




 Complainant 
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Health Officer,

Civil Hospital, S.A.S Nagar.                                                                


         Respondents
COMPLAINT CASE NO.625/2016
Present:
Sh. H.S. Hundal (98785-00082), Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.
.
ORDER


The complainant is present. 



The respondent is absent.  He has sent a letter dated 05.07.2016 intimating the dispatch of information to the complainant.  The complainant denies having received the aforementioned information.  The respondent is directed to provide proof of the dispatch along with the information having been sent to the complainant before the next date of hearing positively.


To come up on 06.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.










   Sd/-
04.10.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                                            State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sewak Singh (94648-29443),

Lec. Pbi. Govt. Girls,S.S.S, Charik ( Moga)

R/o Roasse Avenue, Near Pb. Co. Edu. School, 
Baghapurana.

                                     




 
Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (S),

PSEB Complex, Vidya Bhawan, Phase VIII,

S.A.S. Nagar.                                                                                                     


Respondents
COMPLAINT  CASE NO.635/2016
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Inderpal Singh, Clerk, O/o DPI (S), Pb., Mohali – for Respondent.
.
ORDER


The complainant is absent.



Sh. Inderpal Singh, Clerk is present on behalf of the respondent.  He submits that the information which relates to the seniority of lecturers in the Directorate of Public Instructions (S)  has been provided.  He further submits that the information even stands uploaded on the website as well. 


The information as much is no more in the exclusive control of the Public Authority.  Besides it has been provided in writing to the complainant.  No more action is called for.  The appeal is closed.









   Sd/-
04.10.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                                       State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jasbir Singh (96465-11005),

C/o office of Deputy Commissioner,

Faridkot.

                                     





 Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (Secondary Education),Pb.

PSEB Complex, Vidya Bhawan, Phase VIII,

S.A.S. Nagar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (Secondary Education),Pb.

PSEB Complex, Vidya Bhawan, Phase VIII,

S.A.S. Nagar                                                                                               

Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.3617/2015

Present:
Sh. Jasbir Singh (96465-11005), Appellant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER



The appellant is present.  None is present on behalf of the respondents.  A letter has been received from the office of the DPI (S) wherein they have mentioned that the information has been supplied to the appellant on 29.12.2015.  Sh. Jasbir Singh says that he is yet to know the name and particulars of the officials junior to Smt. Nirdosh Kumari, S.S.Mistress on the basis of which the benefit by way of fixing a notional pay has been given to other employees.  The Respondents are directed to throw a light on the same on the next date of hearing positively.


To come up on 06.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.








   Sd/-
Dated: 04.10.2016




(Yashvir Mahajan)







State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ramesh Kumar (94645-58268),

S/o Sh. Amar Nath, 

R/O Village Samshdeen Chisty, 

Tehsil Jalalabad (West),

Fazilka.


                                     




 
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Gurharshai.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.                                                                                     


Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.3648/2015
Present:
Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Appellant in person.



Sh. Sukhdeep Singh, PIO – cum – Panchayat Secretary – for Respondents.

ORDER



The appellant is present.  


Sh. Sukhdeep Singh, proxy of the respondent is present.  He requests for adjournment.  The request is acceded to.  He is advised to deliver the information to the appellant before the next date of hearing failing which the penal action shall ensue.



To come up on 06.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.








   Sd/-
Dated: 04.10.2016




(Yashvir Mahajan)







State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Rachhpal Singh  Katal,

R/o 119, Ambika Colony,

Backside KMV College,

Jalandhar, Punjab.
                                                                                                      Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Doaba College, Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal,

Doaba College, Jalandhar





                        Respondents

APPEAL  CASE NO.754/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



Adv. Mohan Singh Sachdeva, Counsel for the Respondents.
ORDER 



On 04.05.2016, the Commission had observed as under :-


“At the outset the appellant submits that the information has been provided very belatedly.  The respondents have been asking the appellant reasons for seeking the information which is against the provisions of the Act.



The respondent, on the other hand, has submitted a written reply dated 25.04.2016 wherein they question the bonafide of the appellant seeking information as the same has been provided to him on umpteen occasions earlier.



Be that as it is, the perusal of the documents suggests that an information has been provided to the appellant duly described in an annotated shape.  The appellant may react and submit in writing before the next date of hearing about the conformity of the information to the original application submitted by him with an endorsement to the respondent.”


The matter has been taken up today.  The appellant is absent.  A communication has been received from him wherein he has made some observations regarding inadequacy in information already provided to him.  Its closer examination suggests that the objections raised are insignificant and frivolous.
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APPEAL CASE NO.754/2016


Adv. Mohan Singh Sachdeva, counsel for the respondents is present.  He says that the irrelevant contentions have been made.  The information asked for is repetitive.  Nonetheless, he has brought along a rejoinder to the objections referred to above.  A copy of the same may be sent to him also.



He further submits that the appellant is a dismissed employee of the college who was proceeded against on account of serious misconduct.  He says that he is seeking revenge on the authorities and is filing repeated applications with a view to settle scores and punish the authorities by bombarding the RTI applications.



The Commission finds that such a conduct is a misuse of the RTI Act which is directed towards intimidation of the authorities and cannot be permitted in the overall public interest.  The Commission finds that sufficient information which concerns the construction of a gymnasium and indoor sporting facilities has already been provided to the appellant.  No further intervention of this forum is called for.  The appeal is closed. 










   Sd/-
04.10.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Jagsir Singh (97795-89440),

S/o Sh. Hardial Singh,

Ward No.7, Near Judicial Court Complext, C/o R.No.26, 

Distt. Admn. Complex, Mansa.                                                                                            Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Registrar, (Births &Deaths),

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar, (Births &Deaths),

Bathinda







                 Respondents

APPEAL  CASE NO.705/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



Sh. Sadhu Ram, Sr. Assistant, O/o Civil Surgeon, Bathinda – for Respondents.

ORDER



On 04.05.2016, the following order was passed :-


“The appellant had asked for a copy of documents relating to late registration of birth of one Sh. Manjit Singh S/o Sh. Paramjit Singh on 07.03.2006.



Sh. Balkrishan, representative of the respondent submits that the information has been sent to the appellant through registered post.  It further transpires that the information purportedly to have been sent is a statement intimating that the record has been weeded out.  It is strange that a permanent record relating to births and deaths and that too of recent year 2006 reportedly has been weeded out.  The reply of the respondent is un-convincing. 



The Commission takes a serious view and directs the PIO to personally appear at Chandigarh with a written statement as to why the penal action for having failed to provide the information should not be taken.”


The appellant is not present.  Sh. Sadhu Ram, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the respondents has shown us the photo copy of the office order vide which the concerned record has been duly weeded out after following the procedure.  A copy of the same is taken on record.  He explains that the record concerns the papers/applications dealing with late registration of births.  The original record of births/deaths of course is intact with them.   He further says                                                                                                 
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APPEAL  CASE NO.705/2016
that the appellant has also been intimated about it.  As the information sought for is not available with the respondents the same cannot be obviously provided to the appellant.  No intervention of the Commission is required.  The appeal is closed.









   Sd/-
04.10.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Er. Darshan Singh Sahi,  S.E. (Retd.),

Kothi No.1046, Phase IV,

S.A.S. Nagar.

                                                                                                      Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer-cum-

Superintendent O/o Principal Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab, PWD (B&R) Branch, R. No.515, 5th Floor,

Pb. Civil Sectt. -2, Sec.-9, Chandigarh




                    Respondent
COMPLAINT  CASE NO.601/2016

Present:
Er. Darshan Singh Sahi,  S.E. (Retd.), Complainant in person.



Smt. Sukhjeet Kaur, Sr. Assistant, PWD (B&R) 1 Br. – for Respondent.
.
ORDER


The complainant is present.


Smt. Sukhjeet Kaur, Sr. Assistant is present on behalf of the respondent. She submits that as the record is quite voluminous it will take more time to collect and deliver it to the complainant.  The Commission finds that already sufficient time has lapsed beyond the specified period and further delay shall tantamount to causing willful denial of the information..  



Another opportunity is afforded to the respondent to arrange to provide the information to the complainant before the next date of hearing positively failing which the penal consequences shall follow.



Be it noted that no further opportunity shall be afforded.



To come up on 29.11.2016 at 11.30 AM.









   Sd/-
04.10.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                                       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ramesh Kumar,
S/o Sh. Amar Nath, R/o Village Samshdeen Chisty,

Tehsil Jalalabad (W) Fazilka                               




 
Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Guruharshai.

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.                    







Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3650/2015

Present:
Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Appellant in person.



Sh. Sukhdeep Singh, PIO – cum – Panchayat Secretary – for Respondents.
ORDER


The appellant is present.  


Sh. Sukhdeep Singh, PIO – cum – Panchayat Secretary is present on behalf of the Respondents.  He submits that the information was sent to him under registered cover which was returned undelivered with the remarks of non-availability of the addressee by the postal authorities.  


The respondent has brought along the information which has been handed over on spot to the appellant.  He has further explained that no malafide is involved in the delay as the record originally in the custody of the sarpanch and sometimes the cooperation from the concerned sarpanch is found wanting.  He regrets the delay.


As the information has already been handed over to the appellant the appeal is closed.









   Sd/-
04.10.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gurjant Singh (95920-72888),

S/o Sh. Lachhman Singh,

R/o Vill. Ghutir,P.O. Salana,

Tehsil Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.         
         



    
Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation 

Fatehgarh Sahib.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Patiala.                                                                                                  

       Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.817/2016

Present:
Sh.Gurjant Singh (95920-72888), Appellant in person.



Sh. Gurparkash Singh, SDE – for Respondents.
.
ORDER


On 02.06.2016, this forum had observed as under :-



“Having failed to get the information from the PIO and the First Appellate Authority the appellant had filed second appeal with the Commission on 23.02.2016.  The appellant is seeking the copies of the documents relating to the works executed by him under IHHL.  The respondent says that all the documents except the measurement book have been provided to the appellant.  The appellant admits have been furnished to him today only.



The contention of the respondent that an FIR has been lodged for the loss of the measurement book cannot be accepted as the appellant is alleging malafide on the part of the respondent to deprive him of the payment against the works already executed by him.  This forum understands that if such a vital document is lost the department can reconstruct it on the basis of other relevant documents existing in office.  They are directed to do the needful without further loss of time.”
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APPEAL  CASE NO.817/2016


The matter has been taken up today.  Sh. Gurparkash Singh, SDE appearing on behalf of PIO has submitted a reply wherein he takes the plea that M.B. cannot be recreated as only the abstract of quantity of works having been executed is available with them without its details.  He has denied any malafide in the loss of the M.B.  He submits that they have asked the appellant a number of times to get his works rechecked at site but his cooperation has not been forthcoming.  He further says that matter is pending before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh also and requests to close the matter.


The appellant, on the other hand, says that an amount of Rs.18 lac is due for payment to him for the works already executed by him which stood duly reflected in the M.B. reported to have been lost.  He alleges ulterior motives to the loss.  The respondent has failed to enlighten the Commission about the action having been initiated or taken against the J.E. who is responsible for the loss of vital document.  The argument that an FIR has already been lodged does not serve their cause.  The record related to a contentious issue between the contractor and the department.  They cannot wash their hands off from the disclosure of information on the pretext that documents have been lost and the report has been filed with Police. The plea of the respondent has to be taken with a grain of salt. We construe that the respondents are willfully withholding the information with malafide intent.  It thus renders them liable for penal action for denial of information.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, PIO – cum – XEN is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in a self-attested affidavit as to why a penalty @ Rs.250/- per day of delay subject to maximum of Rs.25,000/- till the complete information is furnished, be not imposed under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 
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APPEAL  CASE NO.817/2016
2005 on him for causing willful delay / denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the appellant under Section 19 (8) (b) of the Act  for the detriment suffered by him. 



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also 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.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.



To come up on 06.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.










      Sd/-


04.10.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                           State Information Commissioner

CC: Sh. A.K.Sinha, IAS,

       Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Department of Water Supply & Sanitation,

       Room No. 719, Floor – 7, Punjab Civil Secretariat 2, Sector – 9,

       Chandigarh.  -- -- for information and necessary action.

