STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 122  of  2014 

Date of decision 12.03.2014

Sh. Shyam Sunder Goel,

R/o 1125, Kartar Nagar Model Town,

Ambala City.









…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






          

..Respondent

Present :
Sh. Shyam Sunder Goel, appellant, in person.



Shri Puneet Sharma, Advocate, for the respondent.






----

ORDER
1.    The RTI application is dated 19.09.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on 8 points as enumerated in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 02.11.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 27.12.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.02.2014 in the Commission.

3.
 The appellant states that the requisite information has been provided to him by the respondent to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of.
4.
The ld. counsel for the respondent University files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. The ld. counsel states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant and now no more information is now pending with the PIO. 
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5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant. The appellant has given statement that he has received the complete information to his satisfaction and that the case may be disposed of. Now no further action is required in this case.  Therefore, the instant appeal case is closed and disposed of.

6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 
 Sd/- 
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 123 of 2014 

Sh. Mohamad Hanif,

Saleem Electronics,

Alohran Gate, Nabha-147201.

(98550-78694)








…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,(BDPO)

Nabha.
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer, (DDPO)

Patiala.


 


          

..Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent:  Sh. Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary 
(M-9914300649) and Sh. Hardev Singh, Panchayat Secretary.

ORDER

1.        The appellant is not present in the Commission a today's hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
2.
The respondent states that an adjournment may be given to file reply to the notice of the Commission.


3.
The matter to come up for reply of the respondent on 02.04.2014 at 02:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 132 of 2014 

Date of decision12.03.2014 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, 

Distt. Ludhiana-123455.       





…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.        


          

..Respondent

Present :
Sh. Jasbir Singh, appellant, in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Gurtej Singh, PIO and Sh. Gurpal Singh, Superintendent. 




----

ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 03.09.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information as mentioned therein. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 15.11.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 30.12.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.02.2014 in the Commission.
3.
 The appellant is present in the Commission at today's hearing and states that though the letter dated 05.12.2013 has been received by him whereby a letter dated 23.09.2013 has been enclosed which is addressed to the DTO, Patiala for taking action on his complaint dated 27.05.2013. He further states that the department should have taken complete action  by now in this regard.
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4.
The respondent states that the reply to the RTI application has already been sent vide letter no. STC/RTI/PIO/1835/28068 dated 05.12.2013 vide which the DTO, Patiala has been sent complaint dated 27.05.2013 received from Sh. Jasbir Singh for ensuring that before issuing Driving Licenses a competency driving test should be taken mandatorily. The respondent further undertakes that he will ensure further action in this regard  is completed  at the earliest and appellant shall be sent a copy thereof.

5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information for taking action on the complaint of Sh. Jasbir Singh has already been sent by the respondent  to the information seeker vide letter dated 05.12.2013. No further action is required in this case which is disposed of and closed.

6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 153 of 2014 

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

R/o 10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area-B, Miller Gang,

Ludhiana-141003.








…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Nursing Regd. Council,

Sector-40, SCO-109,

Chandigarh.
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjab Nursing Regd. Council,

Sector-40, SCO-109,

Chandigarh.






          

..Respondent

Present :
None for the appellant.
For the respondent :  Mrs. Sharda, Supdtt.  and  Mrs. Sudarshan, Sr. Assistant.

ORDER
1.        The appellant  is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. However, a letter has been received in the Commission at diary no. 5896 dated 12.03.2014 seeking an adjournment in the case on account of family function.
2.
The respondent seeks an adjournment to file reply to the Notice of the Commission giving details of the case.
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 02.04.2014 at 02:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2218 of 2013 

Sh. Vishal Sharma 

R/o 14-A, Greater Kailash,

Opposite Radha Swami Satsang House,

V.P.O. Partap Singh Wala, 
Humbra Road, Ludhiana.




……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Tapa Mandi, 

       District Barnala


  


 
  .……………Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Sukhdeep Singh Kamboj, Executive Officer-cum-PIO.

ORDER
1. The complainant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. However, a fax letter has been received in the Commission at diary no. 5684 dated 10.03.2014 mentioning therein that he is unable to attend the hearing on account of ill health.   
2. Sh. Sukhdeep Singh Kamboj, Executive Officer-cum-PIO seeks a short adjournment to file reply to the show cause notice.

3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 02.04.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2481 of 2013 

Date of decision : 12.03.2014.

Sh. Manmohan Singh Makkar S/o Sh. Lal Singh,

R/o Ward No.11, Moonak,

Tehsil-Moonak (Sangrur)-148033.





…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o E.O, Nagar Panchayat,

Moonak District- Sangrur. 

2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Patiala.




 

          

..Respondent

Present:
 None Present. 
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 20.07.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on 3 points narrated in his RTI application. On not getting the information, appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 02.09.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 14.11.2013  under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 07.01.2014 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant  filed written submission dated 19.02.2014   stating therein that the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat, Moonak,  has not provided him the  requisite information sought for vide his RTI application dated 20.07.2013.  He has stated that  he then filed  appeal on 02.09.2013  with the First Appellate Authority (FAA).  He has stated that the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat, Moonak neither appeared before the first appellate authority in response to the notice issued  by the FAA nor  provided the  information despite  directions issued to him by the FAA.  The 
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appellant  has  alleged that the PIO did not care  for the RTI Act  nor did he  obey  his  senior officers.  In the end, the appellant has  stressed  that  action may be taken against the PIO  under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for negligence  and  non-compliance  of the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   
4.
The  respondent  filed reply to the notice of the Commission  giving detailed facts of the case.  The respondent has stated therein that  the requisite information was  sent vide letter No.1472 dated 05.09.2013 to the appellant by hand but the same was not received by the appellant. The respondent  further stated that thereafter the said information was  sent to the appellant through  office messenger  many a time but his family members refused to receive it in the absence of the appellant. The respondent has  stated that the appellant, on contacting, said that he will come to the office to receive the information but he did not. The respondent has further mentioned therein that the information was again sent by registered post on 11.10.2013 to the appellant but the same was received back undelivered. He stated that the requisite information comprising of 20 pages has been provided to the appellant in the Commission on 22.01.2014 by hand. In the end, it  has been stated in the reply that the delay in providing the information is not with the intention of causing harassment to the RTI applicant.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information was sent to the appellant by the respondent vide letters dated 05.09.2013 by hand and 11.10.2013 by registered post  but the same have been received back undelivered. Then the requisite information  comprising  of  20 pages has 
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been provided to the appellant in the Commission by hand by the respondent on 22.01.2014. Perusal of the record reveals that on the RTI application of the appellant dated 20.07.2013 the PIO responded timely and sent the requisite information to the appellant first  on 05.09.2013 by hand  which was not received by the latter and second time on 11.10.2013 by registered post  but the  same was also received back undelivered. As such, there appears no mala fide or negligence on the part of PIO in providing the information to the information seeker.  Notwithstanding the above facts, though the requisite information has been provided to the appellant yet I deem it appropriate to issue an advisory to the PIO to be more careful in future in dealing with the RTI application   as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. No further action is now required in this case which is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced  in  the  Chamber.  Copy of the order  be sent to the parties.









 
Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2498 of 2013

Date of decision 12.03.2014
Sh. Jasbir Singh, 

Village Bolapur.Jhabewal, 

P.O. Ramgarh, District-Ludhiana-123455.




…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,(DTO)

Faridkot-151203.
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.




          

..Respondent

Present:
Sh. Jasbir Singh, appellant, in person.

For the respondent:   Sh. Karnail Singh, S.O. , on behalf of  respondent No.1.
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 29.05.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on 4 points as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 23.07.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 15.11.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 07.01.2014 in the Commission.

3.
 The appellant is present in the Commission at today's hearing and states that though the information has been provided to him vide registered letter dated 20.12.2013 but it has been provided after a considerable  delay.   
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4.
The respondent states that though the requisite information has been provided late but there was no intentional delay in providing the information. On account of  excessive and emergent  office work the information could not be provided within the stipulated period for which he  tenders unconditional apology. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent to the appellant. After hearing the respondent it is observed that the delay caused in providing the information is neither malafide or  not intentional. N3otwithstanding the above, the PIO-cum- respondent DTO Faridkot is hereby warned to be careful in future in dealing with the requests received under the RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, the instant case is closed and disposed of.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 4201 of 2013
Date of decision 12.03.2014 

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh Bhinder,

#75, Dashmesh Colony,Rajpura-140401,

District Patiala.







 …Complainant

Versus
1. Public Information Officer

O/o Patel Memorial National College,

Rajpura.





2. Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

PSEB Complex, Sector 62, Mohali.



..Respondents

Present:
Sh. Jasmeet Singh, Advocate on behalf of complainant. 

For the respondent: Dr. Pawan Kishore officiating Principal for the respondent no.1 and Sh. Jagtar Singh, Deputy Director for the respondent no. 2.  
ORDER
1. The respondent no.1 files written submission dated 12.03.2014 which is taken on record mentioning therein that the stay has been granted in CWP No. 597 of 2014 on the Commission's order dated 17.10.2013 by Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court vide order dated 15.01.2014.
2. In view of the stay granted by Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in CWP No. 597 of 2014 the instant complaint case is adjourned to sine-die.
3. Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                                                   Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 4261 of 2013
Date of decision 12.03.2014 

Sh. Rajiv Kumar Dua,

#B-9-1010, Handloom Street,

Surgapuri, Kot Kapura,

District-Faridkot-9855780078.





 …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mansa.








 …..Respondent

Present:
None present.
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 02.09.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information on 2 points as mentioned in the RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 04.12.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.01.2014 in the Commission.

3.    Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present at today's hearing. Nor any intimation has been received from either of them in the Commission about reason of absence. 
4. During the hearing on 16.01.2014 the complainant stated that though the information comprising of 47 pages has been provided in the Commission itself but he is dissatisfied because the same has been provided on his RTI application dated 02.09.2013 beyond the mandatory period of 30 days. 
Contd…………p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 4261 of 2013
5. The respondent has stated during the hearing on 16.01.2014 that the information comprising of 47 pages has been provided to the information seeker vide letter dated 08.10.2013 by post on his RTI application dated 02.09.2013. The respondent filed written submission vide letter dated 06.02.2014 giving detailed facts of the case. The respondent has stated that the information comprising of 47 pages was again given to the complainant on 16.01.2014  in the Commission free of cost. The respondent further states that now no more information is pending with the respondent PIO.
6.  After going through the record available on file, it is observed that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant vide letter dated 08.10.2013 by post. However, the same is stated to have not been received by the complainant. The said information comprising of 47 pages was, however, again provided to the complainant by the respondent on 16.01.2014 in the Commission itself.   During the hearing on 10.02.2014 last opportunity was provided to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission. The complainant has not attended the Commission's hearing consecutively twice. Now no further action is required in this case which is closed and disposed of.  
7. Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 158  of  2014 

Sh. Harmandar Singh,

R/o # Block K-AA,

Civil Line, Darja-3,

Circuit House Road, Bathinda.





…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala. 
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala. 





          

..Respondent

Present :
None for the appellant.



For the respondent : Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate.






----

ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 06.11.2013 the appellant has sought inspection of record pertaining to pay bills, service books and files of lab attendant of Department of Computer Science of respondent University for the period 2010-11 under Section 2 (j)(i) of the RTI Act. On not satisfied with the response of the PIO , he filed appeal with First Appellate Authority on 13.12.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 31.12.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.02.2014 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant did not attend the maiden hearing on 10.02.2014 and also was not present in the Commission at today's hearing.  However, written submission from him has been received in the Commission at diary No.3401, dated 10.02.2014 mentioning therein that following information may be provided to him:-
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(i)  Noting of record from page 28 N to 38 N,.
(ii) File page no.111C, 112C, 104C, 106C and 107C.

(iii) ECR for the year 2010-11, 2011-12 and 2012-13.

Another written submission has been received from the appellant at diary no. 5895 dated 12.03.2014 mentioning therein that he has received the information comprising of 30 pages but information on page no. 43N and ECR of the year 2012-13 has not been provided. He has further mentioned in that he has been provided information late by 93 days and therefore the PIO should be penalized @ Rs. 250/- per day. He has also mentioned that he has visited the office of PIO three times and has incurred an expenditure of Rs.1150/- which should be given to him as compensation. 
4.
Shri  Vikrant Sharma,  Advocate for the respondent University states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been submitted vide letter No.402/S-III/947/RTI Cell, dated 03.02.2014.


He further states that the appellant has inspected the record on 18.12.2013 and sought for documents pertaining to Sh. Harbans Singh, Lab Attendant and the appellant was intimated vide letter dated 23.12.2013 that the said information pertains to the third party and as such cannot be given and also refer to the order of Hon’ble Supreme Court in Special Leave Petition (Civil) No. 27734 of 2012.

 
The ld. counsel further states that the requisite information comprising of 30 pages has been provided to the to the appellant and additional written submission in this regard  has been sent to the Commission vide letter no. 907/S-III/947/13 RTI Cell, dated 06.03.2014. He clarifies that the appellant had given a list of documents, on 
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18.12.2013, required by him. In this list the appellant has mentioned that file page no. 43C and ECR of year 2012-13 are not required. In the end, he states that the complete information has been provided to the appellant, including inspection of record. 

5.
After hearing the ld. counsel on behalf of the respondent University and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the RTI application dated 06.11.2013 was received by the respondent University on 11.11.2013 and the latter had written to the information seeker vide letter dated 16.12.2013 for inspection of record on 18.12.2013. As a matter fact, the appellant has sought for inspection of record under Section 2 (j) (i) of the RTI Act qua pay bill, service books and files of lab attendant during the period 2010-11 vide his RTI application dated 06.11.2013. The appellant inspected the said record on 18.12.2013. It is obvious that no further action thereafter was required on the RTI application dated 06.11.2013 which was filed by the appellant for inspection of record.  It is further ascertained that after inspecting the record on 18.12.2013, the appellant submitted a list of documents required for seeking information. In the mean while, the appellant filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 13.12.2013. Thereafter, he filed second appeal on 31.12.2013 which is otherwise not maintainable under Section 19 of the RTI Act. The appellant should have waited for at least 30 days before filing second appeal in the Commission. Notwithstanding the above facts, the respondent University has provided the appellant the information comprising of 30 pages in view of his written submission dated 18.12.2013 for seeking information vide its letter dated 06.03.2014. The contention of 
Contd…………..p4
APPEAL CASE NO. 158  of  2014
the appellant submitted vide letter dated 12.03.2014 is not in line with that of 18.12.2013. The stance of the appellant that the respondent University should be penalized for providing the information late by 93 days and awarded compensation for visiting the respondent’s University thrice is misplaced and hence denied. In view of the foregoing, the instant appeal is devoid of merit and as such is closed and disposed of.  

 6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.03.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner

