STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

RED CROSS BHAWAN, MADHYA MARG, SECTOR – 16, 

(NEXT TO ROSE GARDEN), CHANDIGARH
Tel No. 0172-2864116, Fax No. 0172-2864125, 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com; Email: scic@punjabmail.gov.in;  

APPEAL CASE NO.  10 OF 2017
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Chief Editor,

Rozana Pahredar (Punjabi Newspaper),

# 2453, Gali No. 15, Shaheed Karnail Singh Nagar,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director of State Education,

Punjab, S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).

…Respondents
PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Lokesh Kumar, Registrar O/o D.P.I. (SE), Punjab.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 25.09.2017.


The appellant is absent for today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


Sh. Lokesh Kumar, Registrar, Education Department, O/o Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab appears on behalf of the Respondents and states that information relating to point no. 1 to 3 is not available in the official record due to old record and information regarding point no. 4 is submitted in the Commission. He files an affidavit stating that available information has been supplied to the appellant and no other information is left to be supplied as per act and office record, which is taken on record. 


In view of the above and after perusal of the record as available in the file, it is ascertained that the Respondent has supplied the available information to the appellant and after that he has submitted an affidavit, before the Commission. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off. 
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APPEAL CASE NO. 10 OF 2017

Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner



After the Court sitting was over, Sh. Ranjit Singh Dhaliwal on behalf of the Appellant reached the Commission office. The original Affidavit alongwith remaining information handed over to him.  





Sd/- 
CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner


Copy to:


The Public Information Officer (By Name)


D.P.I. (Secondary Education),


S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).


The Public Information Officer (By Name)


D.P.I. (Elementary Education),


S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).

APPEAL CASE NO. 340 OF 2017
Ms. Harjinder Kaur D/o Sh. Gurlal Singh, 

R/o H. No. 83, Village Mahidudan, 

Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Government Primary School,

Village Mahidudan,

Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Officer (BPEO),

Rampur (Doraha), Distt. Lduhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (P),

Ludhiana.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
Ms. Harjinder Kaur, Appellant. 


Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Samrala


Ms. Krishna Devi, BPEO - cum - Respondent - PIO &


Ms. Sandeep Kaur, Incharge Teacher, G.P.S. Mahidudan.

ORDER:

This case may be read with reference to the previous order dated 25.09.2017.

The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to her by the Respondent - PIO. 


Ms. Sandeep Kaur, Incharge Teacher, Govt Primary School, Mahidudan appears and files an affidavit stating that demanded information is not available in the office record, copy of the same is taken on record.


Ms. Krishna Devi, BPEO -cum- PIO appears and files an affidavit stating that available information has been supplied to her and no other information is available in the office record, which is taken on record.


Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Samrala appears and files an affidavit stating that no Resolution passed by the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Mahidudan relating to recruitment of Teacher at Govt School, Mahidudan and this information has already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 554, dated: 24.05.2017, which is placed on record.
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APPEAL CASE NO. 340 OF 2017

In view of the above, the Respondent - PIO [O/o BDPO Samrala, BPEO, Rampura (Doraha), Principal, G.P.S. Mahidudan, BDPO, Samrala and Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Mahidudan) files an affidavit. Copy of the Original affidavit is handed over to the appellant during the hearing, with which the appellant is satisfied. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner


Regd. Copy: 


Public Information Officer (By Name)


O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  960 OF 2017

Sh. Balwinder Singh 

S/o Sh. Banta Singh,
Village Nidhana, Tehsil Guruharsahai,

District Ferozepur.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development and Panchyat Officer,

Ferozepur.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None for the Parties. 

ORDER:


The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 22.06.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 13.09.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 08.11.2017 to appear before the Commission.


The complainant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


The Respondent - PIO has sent a letter in the Commission vide diary no. 25272, dated: 07.11.2017 stating that the RTI application of the complainant has been transferred to the District Development and Panchyat Officer, Ferozepur Under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter no. P.I.C./17/196, dated: 30.06.2017, which is placed on record. 


The Respondent PIO is directed to appear personally and retrieve the requisite information from the District Development and Panchyat Officer, Ferozepur and provide the remaining information to the complainant, before the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.  960 OF 2017

The District Development and Panchyat Officer, Ferozepur be impleaded as necessary party in this case. I further direct to the above said persons to provide the remaining information to the complainant, before the next date of hearing and appear personally, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.  


The case is adjourned for 10.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  980 OF 2017

Sh. Roshan Lal, Sarpanch, 

Village Natha Nangal (Mehandipur), 

P.O. Kathgarh, Distt. S.B.S. Nagar.

                   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State S.C./B.C. Welfare Department, 

S.C.O. No. 128-129, Sector -34-A,

Chandigarh.



                    …Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Roshan Lal, Complainant.


Sh. Darshan Kumar, Superintendent -cum- APIO on behalf of PIO.

ORDER:


The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 01.06.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 14.09.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 08.11.2017 to appear before the Commission.


The complainant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO.


Sh. Darshan Kumar, Superintendent -cum- APIO appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and hands over the remaining information to the complainant before the Commission.


After going through the provided information the complainant states that provided information is not certified.


The Respondent further states that the certified information will be provided to the complainant today.  


On the assurance of the Respondent - PIO, it is ascertained that requisite information will be supplied to the complainant. 


In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) - Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another, in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.  980 OF 2017

The Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 


In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant complaint case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner


APPEAL CASE NO. 1090 OF 2017
Sh. Kuldeep Chand,

Bhargava, 131, Geeta Vihar,

Three Kay Road, Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.

...Respondents
PRESENT:
Sh. Kuldeep Chand, Appellant.


Sh. Vinod Malhotra, Assistant Registrar -cum- Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:
 
This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 20.09.2017.


The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO till date. 


Sh. Vinod Malhotra, Assistant Registrar -cum- Respondent - PIO appears and states that he has brought the original record relating to the RTI application of the appellant for the perusal of the Commission. 


After hearing both the parties and perusal of the record, the C.R. file inspected by the appellant (Year 1971-2001), before the Commission. 


The respondent is again directed to bring the record of (Personal File of the Appellant), on the next date of hearing for the perusal of the Commission that either it should be inspected to the appellant or not.  


The case is adjourned for 10.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1412 OF 2017
Sh. Sunil Kumar,

B-34/9325, St. No.4,

Joshi Nagar, Haibowal,

Kalan, Ludhiana.



…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate authority

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.



                  …Respondents
PRESENT:
Sh. Sunil Kumar, Appellant.


Sh. Vinod Malhotra, Assistant Registrar -cum- Respondent - PIO.


Sh. Kawaljit, Jr. Assistant. 

ORDER:

 
This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 20.09.2017.


The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Vinod Malhotra, Assistant Registrar -cum- Respondent - PIO appears and states that he has brought the original question paper relating to the RTI application of the appellant for the perusal of the Commission. 


After going through the information, the appellant demanded the photo copy of the question paper.


After hearing both the parties and perusal of the record as available in the case file, it is observed that, same matter (Question Papers) has also been decided in this Commission and to avoid conflict in judgment, it would be expedient if this case is heard by another bench/larger bench, hence this case file be sent to the Deputy Registrar for placing the same before the Hon’ble CIC for appropriate orders.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-


CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
The Deputy Registrar,


State Information Commission,


Punjab, Chandigarh.

Encl: 
Case File.
APPEAL CASE NO: 1472  OF 2017

Sh. Ravinder Singh,

# 86, Central Town, Railway Road,

Kapurthala.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Auditor/DM,

PUNSUP, Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP, Kapurthala.

…Respondents
PRESENT :
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Ashok Bhandari, PIO -cum- DDM (A), PUNSUP, Kapurthala.


Sh. Arun Kumar, Supdt. 

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 11.10.2017. 


The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Ashok Bhandari, PIO -cum- DDM (A), PUNSUP, Kapurthala appears and states that specified information has already been provided to the appellant. 


The appellant further states that provided information is not relevant with his RTI application.


In view of the above, the Respondent - PIO is directed to provide the complete information as specified by the appellant, if there is no information, then file an affidavit stating that whatever information was available with the respondent has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information is left to be supplied, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


The perusal of the case reveals that respondent has delayed the information about ten months. 
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APPEAL CASE NO. 1472 OF 2017

In view of the above, a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act is issued to the Sh. Ashok Bhandari, PIO -cum- DDM (A), PUNSUP, Kapurthala as to why penalty should not be imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant.


The Respondent PIO is directed to file his written reply in response to the Show Cause Notice and appear personally on the next date fixed, otherwise it will be presumed that he/she has nothing to say and the Commission shall initiate ex-parte proceeding. A copy of this order be sent to the Sh. Ashok Bhandari, PIO -cum- DDM (A), PUNSUP, Kapurthala with registered post.

The case is adjourned for 10.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 2698 OF 2016

Adv H.S.Hundal,

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Mohali.




…Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,
Mini Secretariat, Moga.


- Now -

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary, 

Regional Transport Authority,

Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority

O/o State Transport Commissioner, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.


-Now-

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority (Main Office),

S.C.O. 177-178, Sector-17-C,

Chandigarh.



                  …Respondents
PRESENT:
None for the Parties.
ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 20.09.2017


The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission.


During the last hearing, the Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Moga has been impleaded as necessary party in this case, but at today’s hearing,  the Respondent has sent a letter in the Commission vide diary no. 23543, dated: 17.10.2017 stating that post of all the D.T.Os has been abolished and the charge has been given to the Regional Transport Authorities. The particular charge of the post of DTO, Moga has been given to the Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Faridkot, which is placed on record.


In view of the above hearing, fresh Hearing Notice be issued to the Public Information Officer O/o Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Faridkot. Copy of the RTI application be sent to the PIO O/o Secretary, RTA, Faridkot alongwith the orders of the Commission.

The case is adjourned for 18.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 2841 OF 2016

Adv H.S.Hundal,

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Mohali.




…Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,
Mini Secretariat, Moga.


- Now -

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary, 

Regional Transport Authority,

Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority

O/o State Transport Commissioner, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.


-Now-

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority (Main Office),

S.C.O. 177-178, Sector-17-C,

Chandigarh.



                  …Respondents
PRESENT:
None for the Parties.
ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 20.09.2017


The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission.


During the last hearing, the Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Moga has been impleaded as necessary party in this case, but at today’s hearing,  the Respondent has sent a letter in the Commission vide diary no. 23543, dated: 17.10.2017 stating that post of all the D.T.Os has been abolished and the charge has been given to the Regional Transport Authorities. The particular charge of the post of DTO, Moga has been given to the Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Faridkot, which is placed on record.


In view of the above hearing, fresh Hearing Notice be issued to the Public Information Officer O/o Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Faridkot. Copy of the RTI application be sent to the PIO O/o Secretary, RTA, Faridkot alongwith the orders of the Commission.

The case is adjourned for 18.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 3246 OF 2016

Adv H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Court Complex, 

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).



…Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Moga.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Inspector General of Police,

Bathinda Zonal, Bathinda.


                  …Respondents

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

HC Harnek Singh O/o S.S.P. Moga on behalf of the PIO.
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 14.09.2017. 


The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission from today’s hearing. 

HC Harnek Singh O/o S.S.P. Moga appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and files an Affidavit stating that application of the appellant regarding his Appeal Case No. 1561 of 2013 misplaced by mistake and has not been found in this office.


In view of the above, the Respondent - PIO is directed to appear personally and lodge an FIR in response to the misplace of documents from the office record and copy of the same be sent to the Commission, before the next date of hearing, with a copy to the appellant, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.


The Respondent - PIO is further directed to file his written submission regarding delay in providing the information and who is responsible for the delay.


Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken on merits.


The case is adjourned for 18.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3457 OF 2016

Adv H.S.Hundal,

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Mohali.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent Engineer,
PSPCL, Operation Circle,

Mohali.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Engineer,
Operation South,

PSPCL, Patiala. 

…Respondents
PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Krishan Gopal Singla, S.E. (Civil) -cum- PIO.


Sh. H.S. Oberai, APIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 14.09.2017. 


The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission from today’s hearing.


Sh. Krishan Gopal Singla, S.E. (Civil) -cum- PIO appears and states that information relating to point no. 1 to 4 has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information is pending relating to RTI application dated: 09.09.2016. He further submits that no observations have been received from him in response to the provided information. 


Since, the requisite information stands provided and no observations have been received from the appellant, the Appeal Case is hereby, closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Regd. Post:


The Deputy Chief Engineer,


Civil Works cum PIO under RTI Act,


Office at 10 Officers Flat, Shakti Vihar,


PSTCL, Patiala.

APPEAL CASE NO.  3523 OF 2016

Adv H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Mohali.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Mini Secretariat, Moga.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Moga.

…Respondents
PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Tehsildar -cum- PIO & Sh. Mangaljit Singh, 



Clerk.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 14.09.2017.

The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission from today’s hearing. 


Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Tehsildar -cum- PIO appears and files his written submission stating that reply to the RTI application of the appellant has already been sent to him vide letter no. 380/R.T.I., dated: 07.07.2017. He further states that he was not the PIO at the time when RTI application was filed by the appellant on 09.08.2016. He has joined as PIO on 25.05.2017. The delay in the disposal of the application, therefore occurred during the time, when Shri Pawan Kumar Gulati was holding the charge of the office of PIO, but now he has  posted as Tehsildar at Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur. 


In view of the above, Sh. Pawan Kumar Gulati, Tehsildar, Guruharsahai is directed to file his written submission regarding the Show Cause Notice issued to him on 11.04.2017, before the next date of hearing, failing which penalty provision would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
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APPEAL CASE NO. 3523 OF 2016


Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken on merits.

 
The case is adjourned for 18.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Regd. Post:-


Sh. Pawan Kumar Gulati,


Tehsildar,


Guruharsahai (Ferozepur).

Copy to Intimation and Necessary Action:-


The Deputy Commissioner,


Ferozepur.

APPEAL CASE NO.  4160 OF 2016

Adv H.S.Hundal,

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Mohali.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mini Sectt., Moga.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mini Sectt., Moga. 

…Respondents
PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Vishu Bhateja, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.
ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 14.09.2017.

The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission from today’s hearing. 


Sh. Vishu Bhateja, Clerk appears on behalf of the Respondent -PIO and states that the appellant is asked to visit the office for inspection the record but he never turned up. 


The Respondent PIO is directed to facilitate the appellant to inspect the office record during any working day and specify the information and give him certified copies of the same. He is also directed to supply the identified information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


The appellant is advised to avail the opportunity to visit the office of respondent during working hours, inspect the record and specify the information.


The case is adjourned for 18.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

08.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

