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.Joginder Singh (98158-11538),

S/o Sh. Raghbir Singh,

Vill. Alampur, P.O. Lodi Majra, 

Tehsil &Distt. Roopnagar.               





     Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar (Punjab)                                                                            


Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.1114/2016

Present:
Sh.Joginder Singh (98158-11538), Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complaint is present.  He had sought information about the particulars of the owner of Driving Licence No. PB082013000839 from the respondent. 



Nothing has been heard from the respondent. The indifference on the part of the respondent has been taken a serious note of.  He is advised to send the information forthwith to the complainant under intimation to the Commission failing which the penal action shall follow.



To come up on 22.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-



10.11.2016





 
  (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. Malkiat Singh (97804-76400),

S/o Sh. Gurmukh Singh, 

R/o Church Road, Manu Basti, Gali No.3, 

Abohar Distt. Fazilka.                                




   
Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police, 

Fazilka.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Bathinda.








Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1610/2016
Present:
Sh. Malkiat Singh (97804-76400), Appellant in person.



ASI Swaran Singh, O/o SSP, Fazilka – for Respondents.
ORDER



Heard.


The appellant had sought video recording of the CCTV installed in the Police Station, 
City - 1, Abohar for the period from 22.02.2016 to 25.02.2016.  The information has been denied by the respondents invoking Section 8 (1) (g) of the RTI Act.  It shall be relevant to reproduce it for the sake of immediate reference :-



Section 8 : Exemption from disclosure of information --- (1) Notwithstanding 



      anything contained in this Act, there shall be no obligation to give any 


      citizen, ---






Xx  xx   xx   xx  xx



(g) Information, the disclosure of which would endanger the life or physical safety of 

      any 
person or identify the source of information or assistance given in confidence 

      for law enforcement or security purposes;





           Xx  xx   xx   xx   xx
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APPEAL CASE NO.1610/2016


The Commission subscribes to the defence taken by the respondents and is of the view that such a disclosure can jeopardize and compromise the physical safety of a person.  Accepting the plea of the respondents the Commission concludes that the appellant is not entitled legally for the information asked for and dispose of the appeal accordingly.









Sd/-



10.11.2016





 
  (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. Raj Kumar Singla (98159-03853),

S/o Sh. Ram Bhaj Lal, 

C/o Raj Tyre Company, Barnala Road,

Ward No.1, Bhikhi -151504 Distt. Mansa.     




   
Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Patiala.








             Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1671/2016

Present:
Sh. Raj Kumar Singla (98159-03853), Appellant in person.



Dr. Gurmeet Singh, O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala on behalf of PIO Dr. Malkiat Singh, 

Assistant Health Officer – for Respondents.
ORDER



The appellant is seeking information from the respondents with reference to the deductions made into the allowances of the doctors on their transfer to other offices/stations.  On being enquired he has not been able to cite any example where such deductions have ever taken place. 


Dr. Gurmeet Singh appearing on behalf of the respondents states that appropriate reply has already been given to the appellant along with scale and allowances admissible to various functionaries in the Department of Health & Family Welfare, Punjab.


This forum is at a loss to understand the specifics of the information being sought which is vague and hazy.  In the circumstances, it is not in a position to assist the appellant to proceed further.  Seemingly, no intervention of the Commission is called for.  The appeal is disposed accordingly.









Sd/-



10.11.2016





 
  (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
Ms. Promila Sharma, (97797-61292),

W/o Sh. Rajinder Kumar, 

House No.166, Street No.1/B, 

Shalimar Nagar, Hoshiarpur.                        




   
Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Asstt. Director, School Admn. –cum- Chief Vigilance Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (S.) Punjab.

Vidya Bhawan,  PSEB Complex, Sector-62, 

S.A.S. Nagar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director of Public Instructions (S.) Punjab.

Vidya Bhawan,  PSEB Complex, Sector-62, 

S.A.S. Nagar.








Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1672 /2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Varinder Singh, Clerk, O/o DPI (S) – for Respondents.
ORDER



The appellant is absent.  Nothing has been heard from her despite issue of proper notice.  


Sh. Varinder Singh, Clerk is present on behalf of the respondents.  He submits that information has already been sent to her.  He has shown a copy of the information thus sent to her under registered cover.  Besides, the Commission has also been shown an order passed by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh, on the subject she is seeking information.  


The Commission presumes that she is already in receipt of the information and is satisfied with the same.   No further intervention is required.  Disposed.









Sd/-



10.11.2016





 
  (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, Advocate (98785000082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

S.A. S.Nagar

                                     




  
 Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E), 

Phase -2, S.A.S. Nagar

First Appellate Authority

O/o  Director General School Education,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector-62,

S.A.S. Nagar.




    


              Respondents
APPEAL CASE NOs.1676, 1677, 1678 and 1600 of 2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Saurab Sharma, Accountant, O/o DEO (E), Mohali – for Respondents.
ORDER



As the subject, appellant and the respondents are the same, all these appeals are taken up together for disposal with a common order.


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



From the perusal of the applications it transpires that the appellant is seeking information with reference to the implementation of the ‘Mid-day Meal Scheme’ and he is asking for the record ever since it was launched by the Government of India in the year 2004-05.


Sh. Saurab Sharma is present on behalf of the respondents. He submits that the information shall comprise in 18670 pages.  The appellant was requested immediately on receipt of application to deposit a sum of Rs.37,340/- as a cost of information which he has failed to do till date. Accordingly he is not entitled to get the information asked for.  The appellant may react on the observations made by the respondent.



To come up on 29.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-



10.11.2016





 
  (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. Ashwani Kumar , 

House No.HL245, 

Phase 9, S.A.S. Nagar                               




   
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, State Transport, Punjab,

Jeewandeep Building, Sector-17, 
Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director, State Transport, Punjab,

Jeewandeep Building, Sector-17, 
Chandigarh                                                                                         

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.2206/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


1. Sh. Gurmajor Singh, Sr. Assistant,



2. Sh. Preet Mohinder Pal Singh, Sr. Assistant, and



3. Sh. Mandip Kumar, Sr. Assistant – for Respondents.
ORDER



The appellant is absent.  He has requested for adjournment.  


Sh. Gurmajor Singh says that already information has been sent to him.  They have also brought along information which has been submitted before the Commission.  They are advised to send a copy to the appellant.  It is further being submitted by the respondents that the appellant is habitually filing the applications for voluminous information with reference to the personal matters of other officials simply to harass the officials in the Department .  They further submit that massive information has already been provided to him in other cases.  They finally request the Commission not to entertain his applications which are vexatious in nature.


The matter shall be taken up on 29.12.2016 at 11.30 AM in view of the request of the appellant.









Sd/-

10.11.2016





 
  (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. Ashwani Kumar , 

House No.HL245, 

Phase 9, S.A.S. Nagar.                               




   
Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Transport, Transport I Branch.

Punjab Civil Secretariat -2, Sector-9,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Transport, Transport 1 Branch.

Punjab Civil Secretariat -2, Sector-9,
Chandigarh                                                                                            

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO. 2188/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


1. Sh. Jarnail Singh, Superintendent, Transport 1 Br., Pb., Civil Sectt., and



2. Sh. Gurmit Singh, Sr. Assistant, Transport 1 Br., Pb. Civil Sectt – for Respondents.
ORDER



The appellant is absent.  He has directed the Commission to place all the record submitted to him on the Commission’s file along with the annexures and correspondence.  The Communication of the appellant smacks of arrogance. 



The respondents have produced a copy of the documents sent to him under registered cover which covers the information he has asked for.  Besides, he has been asked  to inspect the file in case he is still un-satisfied.  The Commission finds that complete information has been provided to him.  It further observes that he is filing applications routinely and vexatiously to seek a revenge on the department for some perceived injustice done to him in a matter of promotion.  His applications and rejoinders are in the nature of holding a trial with the posture of queries and 
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APPEAL CASE NO. 2188/2016
explanations.  This is not within the scope of Act.  Similar observations have already been made in               

one of the other appeals filed by him.  The Commission is not a forum to seek and redress the grievance in service matters.  It is a forum to sub serve a  It is a forum to sub serve a higher social  and national interest and not to waste its time to satisfy the whimsical fancies of an official.  Sufficient information has been provided to the information seeker.  The appeal is dismissed. 









Sd/-



10.11.2016





 
  (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, Editor Arjan Patrika, (98882-96107),

Guru Nanak Nagar Vill. Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.





    Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Nagar Nigam, Amritsar.                                                                              

Respondent
COMPLAINT  CASE NO.477/2016

Present:
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Editor Arjan Patrika, (98882-96107), Complainant in person.



Sh. Gurwinder Singh, Stenographer, M.C. Office, Amritsar – for Respondent.
ORDER



On 14.06.2016 this forum has observed as under :



“Sh. Gurwinder Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent says that a suitable reply has been sent to the Commission in which the respondent submits that  “In reference to the above cited subject, it is to inform you that record in the office of the undersigned is maintained date-wise not name-wise or area wise.”  The explanation is not acceptable and beyond dictates of reasons and logic.  The complainant has sought the information about a property which has a distinct name an d identity.  



The PIO is directed to arrange to provide the information before the next date of hearing else he should bring along written statement in the shape of a self-attested affidavit enabling this forum to proceed further in the matter.” 


The matter has again been taken up today.  He has filed a written response which is virtually an assertion of the plea taken earlier which has already been examined and over-ruled by the Commission.  
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The Commission takes it as a willful and malafide denial of information.  



Sh. Iqbal Preet Singh Randhawa, PIO – cum – Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is 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, 2005 on him for causing willful delay / denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the Complainant 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 29.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-



10.11.2016





 
  (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. Vishal Goyal,(85590-18000),

18, Home Land Enclave,

Bathinda. 

                  
        



 
  Complainant 
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Bathinda.







               Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.43/2016

Present:
Sh. Vishal Goyal,(85590-18000), Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER



Sh. Vishal Gupta, Complainant is present.



Nothing has been heard from the respondent till date despite various notices.  Last opportunity is afforded to them to represent their cause else it shall be presumed that they have nothing to say in the matter and it shall be taken as a willful denial of information.  The respondent is again directed to provide the information failing which penal action shall follow.


To come up on 29.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-



10.11.2016





 
  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
PS:      After the hearing Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, PIO – cum – Tehsildar, Bathinda has  
come present.  He has been apprised of the above order.
