STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Parveen Kumar Jain, 

S/o Late Sh. G.R. Jain, 

H. No. 1658, Sector – 15, 

Panchkula. 
 




 

 
  … Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 


O/o Registrar Firms & Societies, Punjab,


Sector 17,  Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

Principal Secretary,

Department of Industries & Commerce, Punjab,


Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,


Chandigarh.  
 





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1092/2013

           ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Parveen Kumar Jain, appellant,  in person.



Mrs. Pushpa Devi, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 






----




The appellant has given in writing  that  the PIO has promised  to  provide the certified copies of the relevant documents  as available on record and also  to provide the missing record after locating the same.  So on their promise he wants to close his present case.



In the light of above,  the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Paramjit Singh Ubhi,

C-135, Phase VIII,

Industrial Area,

Mohali.






   

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.






    
    …Respondents

Appeal Case No- 1684/2013

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Vinish Singla,  Advocate,  for the  appellant. 



None  for  the respondent. 







----



The  respondent-PIO  is absent  without intimation to the Commission.



During the  last hearing, the representative of the PIO had stated that the information has been furnished.  This is contested by the appellant who  incidentally had come to the court after the hearing last time.  At the time when the RTI application was filed  and  was  expected to be responded, Mr. Bakhtawar Singh was the  SDM  who was the PIO.  The PIO, Mr. Bakhtawar Singh  is directed to file his response to the show-cause notice within next 10 working days and the present PIO, Mr. Rajiv Verma, SDM is directed to ensure that the entire information is furnished to the appellant within next 10  working days. The  attorney of the appellant stated that he had  already pointed out  lot of deficiencies in the part information provided to him in the past but the respondent-PIO  as well as the past PIO has not bothered to make up for these deficiencies.  
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The Commission is constrained to take serious view of it and direct  both the PIOs  i.e.  present and the past, to be personally present at the next date of hearing  along with  the entire information.



With this direction, the case is adjourned to 16.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Bant Singh, 

S/o Sh. Niaghia Singh, 

R/o Kehar Singh Colony, 

Lalhari Road, W. No. 3,

Gali No. 3, Khanna, 
District – Ludhiana.  
 

 


… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registering Authority, 

Motor Vehicles, Khanna, 

Distt.  Ludhiana. 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1735/2013

ORDER








Present :
None for the complainant.



Mr. Rakesh Kumar, Clerk, for the  respondent.






---   



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.  The complainant is not cooperative.



The PIO is directed to file detailed reply before the next date of hearing. 

The case is adjourned to 16.01.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dushyant Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Mohan Lal Nagpal,

# 05, Bhullar Street, Gobind Nagari, 

Ferozepur - 152002






… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o District Education Officer (SE),


Moga. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instruction, Punjab, 

PSEB Complex, Sector – 62, 

Mohali.







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2071/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the  appellant.



None for the  respondent.






-----


The appellant is not expected to attend as already  the requisite information  has been provided.



The  respondent-PIO  is yet to respond to the show-cause notice.  The PIO is directed to  submit his reply before the next date of hearing.  

The case is adjourned to 16.01.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Jaspal Singh, 

Dana Mandi, Majdur Union, 

Village Mari Buchian, 

R/o # 109, Gobind Nagar, 

Tanda – 144204, Distt. – Hoshiarpur. 




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Hoshiarpur.
 

  





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3430/2013

ORDER

Present :
None  for  the  complainant.

Mr. Hari Om, Jr. Asstt., for  the  respondent.






-----




The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted that the PIO had demanded the requisite fee on 24.01.2013 and again on 14.08.2013 for information related to query No.1.  Also  the information related to query  No.2 has been provided  on 21.01.12013  and a copy of the same was sent on 14.08.2013.  Since the information has been supplied on query No.2 and requisite fee for query No.1 had been demanded in time, the complainant is advised to procure the information after depositing the requisite fee within  next 15 working days. However, if the complainant fails to deposit the requisite fee within 15 working days, he will forfeit the right to obtain information in the instant case.  Also, the complainant is at liberty to file  appeal to the first appellate authority  o/o State Transport Commissioner.



With this direction, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tejinder Singh

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

PO Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.







… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3114/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Tejinder Singh,  complainant, in person.

None for  the  respondent.






-----




The  respondent-PIO  is absent  for the second consecutive hearing.



Despite issuance of show cause notice vide  Commission’s order dated  07.10.2013, the PIO-DTO,  Mr. N. S. Brar, has neither  supplied the requisite information to the appellant  in response to his RTI application nor is he present today.  He has defied  the orders of the Commission. The Commission takes a serious note  of this act  of the  PIO – D.T.O. Therefore, it is deemed fit to issue  bailable warrants  to Mr. N.S. Brar, PIO o/o D.T.O., Faridkot,  in exercise of powers conferred under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, read with the relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code with the direction that the said PIO shall  produce the relevant record relating to the appellant’s RTI application on the next date of hearing. A copy of this order shall be endorsed to  the Senior Superintendent of Police, Faridkot, to serve the 

enclosed bailable warrants dated 12.12.2013 on Mr. N. S. Brar, D.T.O.-cum- Public Information Officer,  Faridkot,  and the  SSP  will ensure his ( Mr. N.S. Brar ) presence before the Commission on the next date of hearing  i.e. 16.01.2014.  
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The case is adjourned to  16.01.2014  at 11.00 A.M.

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


Cc: 



Senior Superintendent of Police, 
   (By Name)

(Regd.)

Faridkot. 


BAILABLE  WARRANT  OF  PRODUCTION


BEFORE  MR. SURINDER AWASTHI,  STATE 
INFORMATION COMMISSIONER,  PUNJAB 




 AT  CHANDIGARH.

Tejinder Singh

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

PO Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.







… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.







 …Respondent

Complaint  Case no. 3114/2013

UNDER  SECTION 18 (3)  OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.





    
      NEXT  DATE  OF  HEARING  16.01.2014

To



The Senior Superintendent of Police,



Faridkot.



Whereas Mr. N. S. Brar, PIO-DTO has failed to appear and produce the record before the State Information Commission despite  the issuance  of notices in the above-mentioned  complaint case. Therefore, you are hereby  directed to serve  this  bailable warrant on Mr. N. S. Brar PIO – D. T. O. to appear  before this Bench  of the State  Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on  16.01.2014  at 11.00 A.M. to produce the relevant  record pertaining to the above-mentioned   complaint case.

Dated, this 12th day of  December, 2013.  










Sd/-








     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


  
     
           


            State Information Commissioner. Pb.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

 Kanwarjeet Singh, 

27 Shankar Garden, 

Model Town, 

Jalandhar.  


 

 



… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Roopnagar. 



 




 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3484/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Kanwarjeet Singh, complainant, in person.

Mrs. P.S. Dhillon, DTO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The respondent-PIO stated that the information has been provided to the complainant. The complainant too conceded that the information has been received. However, the complainant alleged that the information supplied suffered from various infirmities and was not complete. The respondent-PIO noted down the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant and he assured that he will satisfy the complainant.

 

The case is adjourned to 15.01.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Kanwarjeet Singh, 

27 Shankar Garden, 

Model Town,

Jalandhar.  


 


 


… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Ludhiana. 



 




 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3478/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Kanwarjeet Singh, complainant, in person.



Mr. Anil Garg, DTO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The respondent-PIO stated that the information has been provided to the complainant. The complainant too conceded that information has been received. However, the complainant stated that it suffers from various infirmities and is not complete. The respondent-PIO noted down the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant and he assured that he will satisfy the complainant.

 

The case is adjourned to 15.01.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

 Rajan Chaoudhary, 

S/o Sh. Ramesh Chander, 

R/o # 1474 / 06, Sunder Nagri, 

Abohar, Distt. – Fazilka. 
 




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Ferozepur.  
 
 





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3343/2013






       ORDER

Present:  

Mr. Mr. Sunil Doda, Advocate for the complainant. 




None for the respondent. 

 


The respondent-PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission. During the earlier hearing dated 24.10.2013, a show cause notice had been issued to the DTO Ferozepur but  he had preferred not to respond to the  show cause notice  filed till date. Therefore,, the Commission  issue a show cause notice has been issued to the respondent-PIO.


The former PIO-DTO  Mr. Gurcharan Sigh Sandhu, DTO Ferozepur now DTO Moga is hereby issued show -cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  upon  him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  



The PIO-DTO  is directed to submit  reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.




 





In addition to the written reply, PIO-DTO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 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 
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Complaint Case no. 3343/2013

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. 



  The Commission further directs the  PIO-DTO  to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing  with a copy of his reply  explaining  the reasons for delaying and denying the  information  failing which the  matter will be decided ex-parte.

 

The present respondent-PIO is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant within next ten working days. 



The case is adjourned to 15.01.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

Cc: 
Mr. Gurcharan Singh Sandhu, 


District Transport Officer, Moga.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Kanwarjeet Singh, 

27 Shankar Garden, 

Model Town, 

Jalandhar.  


 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Bathinda. 



 




 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3485/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Kanwarjeet Singh, complainant, in person.

Mr. Damanjit Singh Maan, SDM-DTO Bathinda, on behalf of the  respondent. 

 

The respondent-PIO has provided the requisite information during the course of hearing as per his RTI application. As regards the additional information, the complainant is advised to file a fresh RTI application for additional information. 

 

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Mrs. Surjit Kaur, 

w/o Late Sh. Om Parkash, 

# 129,  Sector -6,  Bari Balmik Majri, 

Kapoor Chowk, Kharar -140301,
Distt. Ajitgarh  (Mohali).  





… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Roopnagar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Roopnagar.






…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2066/2013







ORDER

Present: 
Mrs. Surjit Kaur, appellant in person.



Mr. Gurinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The respondent-PIO has not provided any information to the appellant till date. The appellant has filed the RTI application on 18.01.2013 and more than ten moths had been elapsed since then. Nor a response has been submitted to the notice of hearing. Moreover, the respondent-PIO has deputed a clerk much below the rank of APIO/PIO. The Commission takes a serious note of it. 

                          However, one more opportunity is granted to the respondent-PIO to provide the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The respondent-PIO Mr. Gurtej Singh, ADC (D)  is directed to be personally present on the next date or hearing to explain the matter. 



A compensation of Rs. 500/- (Five Hundred only) is awarded to the appellant which is to be paid by the public authority by way of bank draft under intimation to the Commission. 
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Appeal Case No. 2066/2013


 
The case is adjourned to 15.01.2014 at 11.00 AM. 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sham  Lal Singla,

s/o Sh. Jethu Ram,

B/325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.








…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Prem  Sabha Senior Secondary School,

Sangrur.

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O District Education Officer (SE),

Sangrur.


                                                 …Respondents  

Appeal Case No. 1413 of 2013

ORDER

 

In the instant, the appellant had sought information  i.e. certified copies of attendance register of the staff for the period 2005 to 2010 (six years) through his RTI application dated 23.11.2012 from  the PIO of Prem Sabha Senior Secondary School, Sangrur.

 

On not getting any response from the respondent PIO, the appellant filed his first appeal to the District Education Officer on 26.12.2012, who also happened to be correspondent of the School in absence of the elected and approved management committee of the school.

 

Failure to get any response from the District Education Officer, the appellant preferred second appeal before the State Information Commission on 15.03.2013.

 

The State Information Commission assigned it No AC No 707/13 and notice of hearing was issued for 07.05.2013 before the bench of Ld. Commissioner BC Thakur who remanded it to the First Appellate Authority (FAA) with the direction that the case be heard and adjudicated after passing a speaking order. 
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 Appeal Case No. 1413 of 2013

 

In compliance to the directions of the Commission, the FAA heard both the parties –the appellant and respondent school. The respondent PIO pointed out that the school was aided up to class X while the class X plus 1 and X plus II were self financing and hence completely private and not a Public Authority and not obliged to furnish any information.

 

The FAA acquiesced with the contention of the PIO stating that the Prem Sabha Sr. Secondary School was not a public authority under the RTI.

 

Upset over the decision of the FAA, the appellant approached the State Information Commission stating alleging that the FAA Sh Nirmal Singh Sohi himself was correspondent of the school and avoided information time and again and had decided the case against him and went on the suggest bias in his pronouncement because being correspondent, he was to protect the interests of the interests of the school in concealing the information.

 

Upset over the decision of the FAA, the appellant moved the state information Commission again and it was listed for hearing on 30.07.2013.

 

During the hearing, the appellant alleged that the Ld. Information Commissioner Mr. BC Thakur had been influenced by false application made by some members of the school and this forced Mr. BC Thakur to return the case for re-allocation to some other bench.

 

Consequently, the case was transferred to the present bench and a notice of hearing was issued for 21.10.2013. On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned to 13.11.2013 when both the parties were heard and the decision was kept pending to be announced on 13.11.2013.

 

The appellant argued that the respondent school is a public authority as it is run by a registered society and providing education and receiving grants in aid. Also, the schools receive grant-in-aid from the Punjab government for the salary of most of its staff. He also alleged that the school is run from a public property and is also affiliated to Punjab School Education Board etc.
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Appeal Case No. 1413 of 2013

 

The respondent school admits that it’s aided up to class X i.e  up to High School level and addition two X plus 1 and plus 2 classes are not aided and the staff engaged for these two classes is paid out of the own resources of the management committee.  Also, the respondent school is public authority to the extent it receives aid upto high school level. And accordingly, the school has appointed a PIO  who furnishes any and  every information sought by any citizen. Even the appellant has filed some RTI application seeking information from the said high school and he is furnished the information as per his RTI application. However, the respondent school maintained that since the additional classes, senior secondary level is not aided and hence not a public authority and is not obliged to furnish the information. The fact that plus I & II classes are run from the same premises, is not sufficient to cover it under RTI Act, 2005.
 

The FAA has upheld the stance of the respondent school and the Commission uphold the decision of the FAA.

 

In the light of the above, the respondent school is not public authority under section 2(h)(d)i&ii of RTI Act and not obliged to furnish information.
 

With this observation, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.12.2013    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

