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. Surinder Mahajan, (94174-23874),

S.o Sh. Ram Lal Mahajan,

Lane No.2, Rampura, Near SDM Court,

Pathankot.


                                     



              Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Pathankot

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Pathankot                                                                                                                      Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3816/2016

Present:
Sh. Surinder Mahajan, (94174-23874), Appellant in person.



Sh. Suresh Kumar, Assistant Municipal Engineer, M.C., Pathankot – for 



Respondents.
ORDER


The respondent says that the appellant was duly informed of the information. However, the same was erroneously found to be relating to an adjoining tubewell.  He further says that in first appeal the appellant was asked to join the proceedings by the respondents.  However, he did not attend it.  He further says that he has brought along the information which has been handed over to the appellant on spot.


The appellant says that the respondents were duly informed at the time of first appeal that the information does not concern the details of the information of a tubewell mentioned in his original application filed on 28.06.2016.  What transpires is that the respondents have handled the issue very lackadaisically.  They have not been able to explain the inordinate delay in providing the information. 










Contd…page…2







-2-

APPEAL CASE NO.3816/2016


 Accordingly, a show cause notice is issued to Sh. Sat Pal, PIO – cum – XEN, M.C., Pathankot 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 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 lup on 20.04.2017 at 11.30 AM.


                                                                                          Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (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,

Village Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana                                



              Appellant 
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, 

Tehsil Amloh Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. -147203

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt.  (Local Bodies Deptt.)

Distt. Ludhiana                                                                                                                     Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3832/2016

Present:
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Appellant in person.



Sh. Amarjit Singh, Jr. Assistant, Nagar Council, Amloh – for Respondents.
ORDER


Sh. Amarjit Singh appearing on behalf of the respondents has brought along the information which has been handed over to the appellant on spot.  In their reply they have submitted that the appellant had failed to deposit the cost of seeking information.  However, they have not been able to apprise the Commission of the proof of having timely dispatched the initial memo.


Be that as it is, as the information has been handed over on spot the Commission does not feel any requirement of further intervention into the matter.



Disposed.
                                                                                                                     Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (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. Surinder Mahajan, (94174-23874),

S.o Sh. Ram Lal Mahajan,

Lane No.2, Rampura, Near SDM Court,

Pathankot




                                     



              Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Pathankot

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Pathankot                                                                                                                      Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3839/2016

Present:
Sh. Surinder Mahajan, (94174-23874), Appellant in person.



Sh. Surjit Singh, Ad. O., Fire Office, M.C., Pathankot – for Respondents.
ORDER


The respondents represented by Sh. Surjit Singh, Ad.O. submit that the information has already been provided to him vide their letter dated 21.06.2016 which also figures on the case file of the Commission.  The appellant complains that the details of the institutions/persons to whom the fire safety certificates have been issued is not lucid.  


We have perused the information thus supplied and find that besides the details of the schools which was originally sought the respondents have given him further details of all the certificates issued by the Fire Wing of the M.C., Pathankot.  In fact the respondents have gone beyond the demand of the applicant in providing him the information.  We do not find any infirmity in the information thus supplied to him.



Disposed.
                                                                                                                Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (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. Surinder Mahajan, (94174-23874),

S.o Sh. Ram Lal Mahajan,

Lane No.2, Rampura, Near SDM Court,

Pathankot


                                     



              Appellant 
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Pathankot

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Pathankot                                                                                                                      Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3840/2016

Present:
Sh. Surinder Mahajan, (94174-23874), Appellant in person.



Sh. Suresh Kumar, AME, M.C., Pathankot – for Respondents.
ORDER


The appellant had asked for the information about the staff deployed to run tubewells and the amount spent on their repairs.  The respondent says that they had timely submitted the reply vide their letter dated 26.07.2016.  A copy of the same appears on the record of the Commission.  


The appellant resents the inadequate information.  He alleges that the respondents have misled him.  It is impossible to believe that logbooks of the tubewells are not being maintained to monitor their operation.


The respondent says that no more the Municipal Corporation maintains the logbooks as the motors now run on electric power and the power bills are received on the basis of the electricity consumed.    However, they maintain a repair register.  The entire information relating to the breakdown or repair stands entered in the same.  The respondents are directed to provide him the certified copies of the aforesaid register being maintained by them within seven days positively. 
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APPEAL CASE NO.3840/2016


There is some disagreement upon the deployment of the staff as well.  The respondent says that to maintain the supply in the town they have deployed good number of technicians by outsourcing them.  Since they are not their regular employees this information could not be provided to the appellant.  They shall provide the above information also simultaneously.  The respondent assures to scrupulously comply with the above directions.


    


With the above directions the appeal is disposed.
                                                                                                                 Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (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. Rajinder Singh Sital, 

Press Reporter, 

296, MIG Flats, Durgi Phase -1,

Ludhiana 


                                     



              Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Inspector General of Police, (Crime),

Punjab Police Hqrs, Sec-9, Chandigarh                                                                      Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3858/2016

Present:
Sh. Rajinder Singh Sital, Appellant in person.



1. Sh. Dalwinder Kumar, SHO, ‘A’ Division, Amritsar, and



2. Sh. Surinder Singh, dealing hand, RTI wing, DCP Office, Amritsar – for 


Respondents.
ORDER


The appellant seems to settle a personal score arising out of a property dispute with the third party in question.  He is seeking information about the action having been taken  on a complaint against one Smt. Sarbjeet Kaur who allegedly procured a diploma in Hair & Skin Care from an ITI in Amritsar through a proxy appearance by impersonation in an examination taken in the year 2006.  He further states that as she had migrated to America in 2004 and was in USA only at the time of examination.  The respondents say that the matter has already been looked into by the Vigilance Wing of the Police Department.  The institute stands closed and its Principal has also since expired.


The application does not fall in the domain of the RTI Act.  The appellant is not seeking material information as defined under Section 2(f) of the Act.  Rather he is asking the police to proceed for criminal action against a third party.  Even so, the police having enquired the matter is already addressed to the issue.  The Commission is not authorized to issue executive instructions to take a tangible action on such issues.  It can only assist one to get the information which already exists on record.  No intervention of the Commission is called for. 



The appeal is closed.
                                                                                                                 Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (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
Dr. Amandeep Aggarwal,

Aggarwal General & Dental Clinic, Longowal

Distt. Sangrur


                                     



              Appellant 

Versus
[
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

O/o Regional Dy. Director, Local Govt. Deptt. 

R.No.406, Mini Sectt. Patiala                                                                                        Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3861/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


1. Sh. Zora Singh, SDO, Improvement Trust, Sangrur, and 



2. Sh. Hukam Chand, Draftsman, Improvement Trust, Sangrur – for Respondents.
ORDER


The appellant is absent.  Nothing has been heard from him as well.


The respondents state that the appellant is seeking repetitively a detailed, elaborate  all & sundry information from the respondents. An appeal on the same subject is pending with another State Information Commissioner also.  They submit that the information comprised in about 300 pages has already been given to him in a couple of other cases on the same or slightly altered issues. 


The perusal of his application endorses the viewpoint submitted by the respondents. The Commission finds that seeking such a desperate information without being specific leads to significant diversion of the resources of the Public Authority.  


In the instant case the respondents submit that they have already invited him to their office and inspect the record.  The Commission does not find any illegality in such a proposition. when the information sought is massive.  Accordingly, we direct the appellant to visit the office of the respondents after mutually agreeing upon a specified date and time.  The appellant shall be entitled to 
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APPEAL CASE NO.3861/2016
an information not beyond 100 pages in case he identifies it.  The respondents shall give certified copies of the documents to the aforementioned extent free of charge.



To come up on 20.04.2017 at 11.30 AM.
                                                                                                              Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (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

S/o Sh. Ayodhya Parshad,

H.No.78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri Distt. Sangrur

                                     



              Appellant 
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Tapa

First Appellate Authority

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala                                                                                                                    Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3863/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


1. Sh. Harpal Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Bhadaur, and



2. Sh. Nirmaljit Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar – for Respondents.
ORDER


The appellant had sought the copies of various orders passed by the Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab.


The respondents say that these stand filed in the record room of the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Barnala.  These can be accessed by filing an application along with the prescribed fee with the jurisdictional service Centre established in the district.



The Commission finds that the RTI does not dismantles the established laws and procedures to procure the judicial or quasi-judicial orders in the Courts or in the office of the Magistrates/Collectors.  Seeking to procure copies of such orders through an application under RTI Act is a misuse of the Act.  The Commission does not find any merit in the appeal and disposed it accordingly.
                                                                                                                 Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (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

S/o Sh. Ayodhya Parshad,

H.No.78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri Distt. Sangrur

                                     



              Appellant 
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Tapa

First Appellate Authority

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Tapa Distt. Barnala.                                                                                                     Respondents
APPEAL CASE NOs.3869 and 3874 of 2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



1. Sh. Harpal Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Bhadaur, and



2. Sh. Nirmaljit Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar – for Respondents.
ORDER


The respondents say that the requisite information has been handed over to the appellant.  They have also produced a copy of their dispatch register on which the appellant has acknowledged its receipt.  No further intervention is called for.


Disposed.

                                                                                                             Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (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. Rajeev Chaudhary Advocate,

Chamber No.351, Second Floor, Yadvindra Complex,

District Courts, Patiala

                                     



              Appellant 
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Nagar Council,

Bhadhour

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt.

Patiala.                                                                                                     Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3873 /2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


1. Sh. Gurtej Singh, Clerk, Nagar Council, Bhadour, and



2. Sh. Rajpal Singh, Sr. Assistant, Dy. Director, Local Bodies, Patiala – for 


Respondents.
ORDER


The respondents say that the appellant was handed over the information on 20.12.2016 after inspection of the record.  In fact they have brought along the photo copies of the information thus provided to the appellant which seems to be in order.  Nothing has been heard from the appellant.  We believe that he is satisfied with the information thus provided to him.  No action is called for.


Disposed.

                                                                                                                 Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (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. Nirmal Kaur (97816-74644),

W/o Sh. Balbir Singh Toor,

Vill. Bamuwall P.O. Mudowal, 

Tehsil Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala.                                                                         

   Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dhilwan- 144804 Distt. Kapurthala

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Court Complex, D.C. Office, Kapurthala.                                                                    Respondents  

  


APPEAL CASE NO.3853/2015
Present :
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Mohan Lal, AEE, O/o BDPO, Dhilwan – for Respondents.

ORDER


The case was fixed to ascertain the compliance of the order passed by the Commission on 02.11.2016 imposing a penalty of Rs.2,500/- on Sh. Paramjit Singh, the then Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan along with the remittance of compensation of Rs.1,500/-.



Sh. Mohan Lal, AEE is present.  He has produced before us a receipt issued by 
Smt. Nirmal Kaur acknowledging the receipt of the compensation.  The Commission has yet to learn about the recovery of penalty imposed on him.



We have been told that the delinquent official has been transferred as Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Mukerian.  This order is directed to the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur to ensure that the amount of penalty is deducted from the salary of the official in the succeeding month and is deposited in the appropriate head as mentioned in Right to Service Rules. 



To come up on 20.04.2017 at 11.30 AM.





                                                     Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

CC:     Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

           Department of Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan, Sector – 62,


SAS Nagar – for information and immediate n/a.

CC:     The Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur – for information and n/a.

CC:     The Deputy Commisisioner, Kapurthala.

CC:     Sh. Paramjit Singh, Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Mukerian 

CC:     The Distt. Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur.

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.Sham Sunder Sharma

S/o Sh. Shiv Narayan Sharma,

S.B.S. Colony, Street No.6, Rampura Phul,

Distt. Bathinda.




     



 Complainant 
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (Schools), 

Vidya Bhawan, Block E, PSEB Complex,

Phase –VIII, S.A.S. Nagar                                                                            

Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.1376/2016

Present:
Adv. Vaneet Garg, Counsel for the Complainant.



Sh. Maghi Ram, O/o DEO (S), Bathinda – for Respondent. 

ORDER



On 02.11.2016, this forum had observed as under :-



“The complainant is absent.



Sh. Maghi Ram is present on behalf of the Respondent.  It transpires that the complainant is soliciting the benefits which shall accrue following the death of his divorced daughter being the guardian of her adolescent son.  He intends to know the status of the case.  The respondent submits that the same could have been provided only after a successor in guardianship of the child is legally established.  He further says that now the issue has been settled in the Civil Court and the Department has already decided to release the payment to him.”



The matter has been taken up today.  Adv. Vaneet Garg, Counsel for the complainant still seeks to know the action having been taken on the representation made by the complainant.



The respondent has submitted a letter to the Commission wherein it has been stated that complying with the orders of the Commission as reproduced above, two pay bills amounting to Rs.8,719/- and Rs.1,20,000/- have been submitted to the Treasury in favour of the complainant.  No more action is called for.


The appeal is closed.

                                                                                      Sd/-
14.02.2017





          (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.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



Despite a couple of notices issued to the District Transport Officer, Jalandhar he is absent.  


An other opportunity is afforded to him to explain his cause failing which ex.parte proceedings shall be taken.



To come up on 20.04.2017 at 11.30 AM.



                                                                          Sd/-
14.02.2017





 
  (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. Chet Singh,

Gali No.2, Partap Nagar, Naloian Chowk,

Hoshiarpur. - 146001                                 



              
Appellant 
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Barnala.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Barnala.                                                                                                

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3303/2016

Present:
Sh. Chet Singh, Appellant in person along with Sh. Balbir Singh Saini.



Dr. Kanwaljit Singh Bajwa, Medical Officer, O/o Civil Surgeon, Barnala – for 


Respondents.
ORDER


The appellant is seeking information relating to the service particulars of one 
Sh. Jaspal Singh working as Multi-purpose Health Worker in the Health & Family Welfare Department, Punjab.



The respondents have submitted a reply to the appellant with an endorsement to the Commission wherein it has been stated that the available record pertaining to the aforementioned official has already been provided to the appellant.  the appellant still seems unsatisfied as he alleges that some of the record has been withheld.  The respondents are advised to provide the information if it does not attract the exception enunciated in Section 8 (1) (j) of the Act and file a reply in the shape of an affidavit that no more information which is admissible to the appellant has been withheld.  



To come up on 20.04.2017 at 11.30 AM.







                   Sd/-



14.02.2017






  (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. Jai Singh Chhiber (98554-52043),

S/o Sh. Ajit Singh, 

Ward No.11, Dashmesh Colony, Morinda

Distt. Ropar
                                     





Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Morinda

Distt. Ropar.


         
                                                                 Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.2823/2015

Present:
Sh. Jai Singh Chhiber (98554-52043), Complainant in person.



Adv. Harbans Sharma, Counsel for the Respondent.
ORDER



The counsel for the respondent submits that they have challenged the order of the Commission in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh and seeks an adjournment.



The matter is adjourned to be heard on 20.04.2017 at 11.30 AM.
                                                                                                            Sd/-
14.02.2017






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
CC: Addl. Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab,

       Department of Local Government,

       Room No. 201, Floor – 2, Plot No. 3,

       Municipal Bhawan, Sector – 35, Chandigarh . 

     ---- with reference to the Commission’s order dated 27.12.2016.
