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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1185 of 2013 

Date of decision 17.12.2013

Sh. Bhagwan Dass

S/o Sh. Madan Lal

R/o Village Buzrak, Tehsil Samana,

District Patiala. 






………………….Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Samana. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala. 




               …………Respondents

Present:   
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Gill PCS, PIO-cum -SDM, Samana.

ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 25.06.2012 vide which the appellant has sought information regarding the action taken on complaint dated 31.05.2010. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority and then second appeal in the Commission on 19.12.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.07.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
Cont…p2
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4.
 The respondent Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Gill PCS, PIO-cum–SDM, Smana is present in the Commission at today’s hearing and states that reply to the show cause notice has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. 668/RTI dated 09.12.2013. He further explains that the facts of the case have been detailed in the said reply and that there was no malafide in delaying or providing the information to the appellant. He also mentions that the appellant has stated on an affidavit that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent and that his appeal may be disposed of.
5.
After going through the record on file and hearing the respondent PIO it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant to the satisfaction of the latter. The reply to the show cause notice and the explanation tendered by the PIO during the personal hearing is found satisfactory and as such the show cause notice given to Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Gill PCS, PIO-cum –SDM is hereby discharged.  The instant appeal case is hereby closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Sd/- 

Chandigarh      
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 17.12.2013
                 
           State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1503 of 2013
Date of decision 17.12.2013

Sh. Arpinderjit Singh, 

R/o # 583E, Bhai Randhir Singh 

Nagar, Ludhiana.




         …………………….Appellant  
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, PUNSUP,

Sector-34, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Managing Director, PUNSUP,

Sector-34, Chandigarh.



           ………Respondents
Present:   
Sh. Arpinderjit Singh appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Ramandeep Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO office of Managing Director, PUNSUP.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 04.05.2012 vide which the appellant has sought information on 4 points pertaining to his service book. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 11.06.2012 and then second appeal in the Commission on 04.07.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.08.2013 in the Commission.
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3.
The appellant states that the requisite information on point no. 1, 2 and 4  has been provided but information on point no. 3 has not been provided yet.

4.
The respondent states that information on point no.3 pertains of fixation of pay in the new pay scales in his service record and the matter is in process and is likely to be fixed within one and a half month. 
5.
After hearing both the parties it emerges that information on point no.3 only remains to be provided to the appellant. Information on point no.3 pertains to the fixation of pay of the appellant in new pay scales and the factum of doing that is in process. The appellant shall be at liberty to seek information on point no.3 at the appropriate time. However, the 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: 17.12.2013
                 
           State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1737 of 2013 

Sh. Krishan Kumar, 

R/o 519, Dashmesh Nagar, 

Near Truck Union,

Malerkotla-148023.



       …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO,

Malerkotla.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev.), 

Sangrur.





           ………Respondents

Present:   
Sh.  Krishan Kumar appellant in person (99143-06310).

For the respondent: Sh. Jatinder Singh Tung, ADC(D), Sangrur and Sh. Harjit Singh, Steno office of Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev.), Sangrur.
ORDER

1. The appellant files written submission dated 17.12.2013 which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the respondent office of FAA.
2.
Sh. Jatinder Singh Tung, ADC(D), Sangrur states that written submission has been sent to the Commission vide endorsement no. ZP/RTI /2013/5080 dated 05.12.2013 and copy thereof has been addressed to the appellant. He further states that the information on point no.1 is personal information and cannot be given under Section 8(i)(j) of the Act.
Cont…..p2
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3.
After hearing both the parties the FAA is directed to provide the certified information on point no.1 to the appellant as his contention that its falls under Section 8(i) (j) of the Act is misplaced and contrary to the spirit of RTI Act, 2005. He is directed to provide the said information within 10 days from today.  
4.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 29.01.2014 at 02:00 PM.
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/- 
 

 
Chandigarh






(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 17.12.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1745 of 2013
 Date of decision 17.12.2013 

Sh. Ajay Mahajan, 

R/o Arun Nagar, Street No.1, Near Mohan Singh 

Tubewell, Sujanpur, District- Pathankot.

  …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, Punjab Financial Corporation,

Sector-17-B, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Managing Director, Punjab Financial Corporation,

Sector-17-B, Chandigarh. 


           ………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh, APIO and Sh. Ravi Inder Singh, Advocate. 

ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 16.05.2012 vide which the appellant has sought information on 10 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 30.07.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 07.08.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.09.2013 in the Commission.
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3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.

4.
The ld. counsel for the respondent states that in compliance with the directions dated 29.10.2013 of the Commission the affidavit on point no.1,4 and 5 has been provided to the appellant by registered post on 04.12.2013. The respondent submits copy thereof in the Commission. 

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant. Further, the affidavit in compliance with the Commission’s direction dated 29.10.2013 has also been provided by registered post to the appellant. No further action is required in this case, which is hereby closed and disposed of.   
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

  
Sd/- 


Chandigarh






    (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 17.12.2013

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1748 of 2013
Date of decision 17.12.2013 

Sh. Harinder Singh 
R/o ward No. 3-A/81, Dharmpura Mohalla,

Dhuri-148024, Distinct-Sangrur.

       …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director, Rural Devolvement & Panchayat Department,

Development Bhawan, Sector-62-A, 

Phase-8, SAS Nagar, Mohali.


           ………Respondents
Present:   
None for the appellant.
For the respondent:  Sh. Santosh Kumar, BDPO Dhuri. 
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is 15.04.2013 dated vide which the appellant has sought information on 6 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 29.05.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 07.08.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.09.2013 in the Commission.
Cont….p2
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3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of his absence.

4.
The respondent states that the requisite remaining information has been provided to the appellant on 06.11.2013 under signatures of the appellant. He further states that the detailed reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. 296 dated 14.10.2013. He further explain that the RTI application was received on 03.05.2013 by post from District Development & Panchayat Officer, Sangrur and vide letter no. 44 dated 23.05.2013 the information was sent by hand but the applicant returned by mentioning that it is incomplete. The applicant was again intimated vide letter no. 49 dated 31.05.2013 to visit the office for inspection of record but he said that he will not pay the assessed fee and that the requisite information be sent to him by post. The respondent further states that the other detailed of the case are mentioned in the reply dated 14.10.2013 showing that there was no malafide or intentional delay in providing the information to the information seeker.  
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant on 06.11.2013. The reply dated 14.10.2013 of the respondent filed in response to the Notice of the Commission indicates that after receiving the RTI 
Cont….p3
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application on 03.05.2013 the information was sent by hand to the information seeker vide letter dated 23.05.2013 but instead of receiving the same he returned by saying that it is incomplete. It was incumbent upon the information seeker to point out the deficiencies in the information sent to him by the respondent vide letter dated 23.05.2013. The written submissions of the respondent indicate that there was no malafide or intentional delay in providing the information to the appellant. In view of foregoing, the instant appeal case is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 
Sd/- 

Chandigarh






  (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 17.12.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1822 of 2013
Date of decision 17.12.2013 

Sh. Surinder Gupta, 

R/o 24/12, Janta Colony,

Rampura Phul,

Dist-Bathinda, Mob-8146343700.
     
  …………………….Appellant. 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Anglo Sanskrit College for Women,

Amloh Road Khanna,

District- Ludhiana.  

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Anglo Sanskrit College for Women,

Amloh Road Khanna,



District- Ludhiana.  



           ………Respondents
Present:   
None for the appellant. 

Sh. Rakesh K Shahi, Advocate and Sh. Rajinder Singla PIO for the respondent.
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 28.04.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on the attendance record (present/ absent/ on duty) of the faculty members namely (1.) Mrs. Sujata(Deptt. of Economics) (2.) Mrs. Goldy Bansal (Deptt. of Commerce ) (3.) Mrs. Chinder Pal Kaur (Deptt. of Punjabi) and (4.) Mrs. Kusum Narula. On not satisfied with the reply of the PIO, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 11.06.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 22.08.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. 
Cont…p2
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2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.09.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
4.
The ld. counsel for the respondent states that the written reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed in the Commission by the respondent during the hearing on 29.10.2013. Elaborating the details of the case the ld. counsel points out that the PIO had denied the information and intimated accordingly to the information seeker vide letter bearing reference no. W/14/66 dated 27.05.2013 on account of the sought information being the personal information. He further states that on filing first appeal, the First Appellate Authority decided the appeal and intimated the appellant vide letter bearing reference no. W/14/93 dated 28.06.2013 declining  to provide the information to the appellant on the ground of exemption under Section 8(i)(j) of the RTI Act and referring to Hon’ble Supreme Court of India order dated 03.10.2012 in SLP (Civil) No. 27734 of 2012 in Grish Ramchandra Deshpandey Vs Central Information Commission. The ld. counsel reiterates that the information sought by the appellant is personal information and has no relation with the public activity and that in light of the aforementioned judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India the appeal case may be disposed of.
Cont…p3
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5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it emerges that the information sought by the appellant is personal information which has no relation to any public activity or public interest and has rightly being denied by the PIO and the FAA seeking exemption under Section 8(i)(j) of the RTI Act. I agree with the contention of the ld. counsel of the respondent relying on the aforementioned judgment dated 03.10.2012 of the Supreme Court of India in SLP (Civil) No. 27734 of 2012 in Grish Ramchandra Deshpandey Vs Central Information Commission. In view of foregoing, 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: 17.12.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2032 of 2013
Date of decision 17.12.2013
Sh. Ratandeep,

R/o # 609-E, Street Opposite Big Bazar,

Azad Nagar, Sirhind Road,

Patiala-147001.






………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University, 

Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjabi University, 

Patiala.
         


     ……………..……………Respondents

Present:   
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate.

ORDER

1.
The RTI application is 20.03.2013 dated vide which the appellant has sought information on 5 points enumerated in his RTI application. On not satisfied with the reply of the PIO, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 30.04.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 16.09.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.10.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
Cont..p2
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4.
The ld. counsel for the respondent states that the appellant has not complied with the direction of the Commission’s dated 28.10.2013 to intimate the respondent University about the specific information/documents indicating dates also within 15 days. He further states that the respondent University has sent the report accordingly vide letter no. 8308/S-II/201-13/RTI Cell dated 26.11.2013 intimating that the discrepancies have not been indicated by the appellant till 21.01.2013. In the end, he requests that the appeal case may be disposed of.
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it emerges that the appellant has not complied with the direction’s dated 28.10.2013 of the Commission about intimating the specific information/documents indicating dates thereof within 15 days. The reply dated 24.10.2013 to the Notice of the Commission indicates that the requisite information on the RTI application dated 20.03.2013 was provided by the respondent University vide letter dated 15.04.2013. The appellant has neither filed any written submission in response to the respondent’s reply dated 24.10.2013 nor has complied with the direction dated 28.10.2013 of the Commission.  In this circumstances, no further action is required in the instant appeal case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
Cont..p3
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6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 







Sd/- 




Chandigarh






   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 17.12.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2040 of 2013
Date of decision 17.12.2013 

Sh. Gaurav Kumar,

R/o 10714, Street No.7, Kot Mangal Singh,

Ludhiana.






………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o S.C.D. Government College, 

Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o D.P.I (C), Punjab,

Sector- 68, Phase-8, Mohali.
     ……………..……………Respondents
Present:   
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Smt. Kulwinder Kaur, Senior Assistant office of D.P.I (C), Punjab and Sh. Harbilas Heera Associate Professor, office of S.C.D. Government College, Ludhiana. 
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is 22.07.2013 dated vide which the appellant has sought information on 7 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not satisfied with the reply of the PIO, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 13.08.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 18.09.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.10.2013 in the Commission.
Cont……..p2
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3.
The appellant was neither present on last hearing nor he is present today in the Commission. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence at today's hearing.
4.
The respondent no. 1 states that the appellant has been intimated vide letter no. R-7-2/6172-74 dated 30.10.2013 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the Commission also. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it emerges that on point no.1, 2 and 7 the requisite information has been provided to the appellant and that information on remaining four points is not available on the record of the PIO as indicated by respondent’s letter dated 30.10.2013. The appellant has not attended the hearing consecutively twice. No further action is required in this appeal case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 







Sd/- 


Chandigarh






(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 17.12.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2339 of 2013 

Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

R/o Sakn Ananadpur Basti,

Tapa, Teshil-Tapa,

District-Barnala.





…………………….Complainant 
(Regd. Post)

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Tapa, District-Barnala.




………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Bhupinder Singh complainant in person (98784-79792).
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhdeep Singh Kamboj, E.O-cum-PIO (99141-50593) and Sh. Inderjit Singh, J.E, Section Officer (94171-41041) office of Nagar Council, Tapa, District-Barnala.
ORDER


1. Elaborating the facts of his RTI request, the complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that the information on his application dated 09.04.2013 was provided to him on 24.10.2013. The complainant rues that the respondent has shown disrespect to the provision of the RTI Act which stipulates that information should be provided within 30 days from the date of application. He further argues that no communication or intimation was sent to him prior to 24.10.2013. He further argues that the requisite information has been provided to him after considerable delay and that the said delay is malafide as well as intentional. In the end, he stresses that the penal action against the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act be taken and that he should be awarded compensation also.
Cont…p2
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2. Sh. Sukhdeep Singh Kamboj, Public Information Officer-cum- Executive Officer office of Nagar Council Tapa was issued show cause notice under Section 20 (1) on 24.09.2013.  He has submitted his written reply to the show cause notice vide letter no. 1364 dated 10.12.2013 stating therein that the requisite information was sent to the complainant vide letter no. 1075 dated 02.09.2013 by hand but on his non-availability it was sent to him by registered post on 23.10.2013. The respondent PIO was also afforded opportunity of personal hearing on 17.10.2013 and he reiterated the contents mentioned in the above said written reply to the show cause notice.
3.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that the respondent PIO-cum-Executive Officer office of Nagar Council Tapa has not provided the information on RTI application dated 09.04.2013 within the stipulated period of 30 days as provided in Section 7(1) of the RTI Act. The requisite information was provided by the respondent to the information seeker by registered post on 23.10.2013. The reply to the show cause notice submitted by the respondent PIO is sketchy and bereft of saviour from imposition of penalty. It has been found that response to show cause notice is devoid of plausible explanation and shows that there was no reasonable cause in delay while providing the information to the information seeker.  No cogent explanation has been tendered by the respondent while availing the opportunity of personal hearing. 
Cont…p3
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4.
From the foregoing it is ascertained that on the RTI application dated 09.04.2013, the information was sent to the information seeker by registered post on 23.10.2013 i.e. after a period of 197 days whereas the information was mandated to be provided within 30 days from the date of receiving application. The delay of 167 days has accrued in providing the requisite information by the respondent PIO without any reasonable cause. Section 20(1) of the RTI Act provides that the Commission “shall impose a penalty of two hundred and fifty rupees each day till application is received or information is furnished, so however, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed twenty-five thousand rupees”  Therefore, in exercise of powers conferred under Section 20(1) of the Act the Commission imposes a penalty of Rs.25000/-(Twenty five thousand only) on Sh. Sukhdeep Singh Kamboj, PIO-cum-Executive Officer office of Nagar Council Tapa. The Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Patiala is hereby directed to ensure that an amount of Rs.25000/- is deducted from the salary payable to Sh. Sukhdeep Singh Kamboj, PIO-cum-E.O. and deposited under the following Head in Government Treasury within a period of two months from today and submit compliance report to the Commission accordingly:-

Cont…p4
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0070 - Other Administrative Services.

60     -  Other Services 

800   -  Other Receipts 

86     -   Fee under RTI Act, 2005.    
5. The matter to come up for compliance of today’s order of the Commission on 17.02.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties by registered post. 


Sd/- 
Chandigarh





        
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 17.12.2013

       

State Information Commissioner
Copy to:-

Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Patiala for submitting compliance report qua order dated 17.12.2013 of the Commission on next date of hearing. 
Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 17.12.2013

       

State Information Commissioner
