STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case  No.  679 of  2014 

Date of institution: 17.02.2014

Date of decision: 22.05.2014

Sh. Manjit Singh Alias Kuku S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

R/o Near Pehli Patshahi Gurdawara Sahib, Ward no.18,

House no. 288-A. City Sunam -148028,

Distt. Sangrur.







        …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer Municipal Committee,

Sunam.









..Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Parveen Kumar, Clerk.  
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 05.12.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information on 9 points as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 17.02.2014 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 03.4.2014  in the Commission.

3.        The complainant was neither present during the hearing on 03.04.2014 no he is present at today’s hearing. 
4.
The respondent states that the requisite information has already been provided to Sh. Darshan Singh, brother of the complainant vide letter no. 11188 dated 10.03.2014. He further states that the complainant is reported to be in jail in some case.
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5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file, it is observed that the requisite information has been provided to the brother of the complainant vide letter dated 10.03.2014. The complainant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively twice. No further action is required in this Complaint 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: 22.05.2014.


                    
        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
Complaint  Case  No.  712 of  2014 

Sh. Pardeep Kumar S/o Late Sh. Baru Ram,

Through Counsel, 

Rajiv Lohatbaddi & Alankar Arrora, Advocates,

Chamber No. 592, Yadwindra Complex,

District & Session Courts,

Patiala. 








..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supply Controller,

District Ludhiana.







..Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant.  
For the respondent: Sh. Dillraj Singh, AFSO. 
ORDER

1.        The complainant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation  has been received from him about the reason of absence.
2.
The respondent states that the reply to the notice of the Commission and including reply to the submission dated 03.04.2014 of the complainant has already been sent vide memo no. 2417 dated 10.04.2014 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the complainant also.
3.
Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 11.06.2014 at 02:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Chamber.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 722 of 2014 

Ms Shavinder Kaur,

R/o # 3063-A, Sector-39-D,

Chandigarh.




             ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector-36-A, Chandigarh.



……………..……………Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant.  
For the respondent: Sh. Harpal Singh, Deputy Director, PIO, Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO-cum- Assistant Director and Sh. Rashpal Singh, Senior  Assistant.
ORDER

1.      The complainant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from her about the reason of absence.   

2.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. The respondent further states that the deficiency pointed out by the complainant during last hearing has been removed. 
3.
Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up her case in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 11.06.2014 at 02:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Chamber.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


                    
        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. 997  of  2014 

Sh.  Ashok Kumar S/o Sh. Budh Ram,

# B-X/472, Patel Nagar, St No.1 Barnala,

District- Barnala.
    





          ..…Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller

Raikot Road, Barnala-148101.   








2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.


       ..Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Amanpreet Singh, FSO, Barnala. 
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. 10969 dated 10.05.2014 from him which is taken on record.  
2.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. The respondent states that the copy of the reply has been endorsed to the appellant also. 
3.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which ex-parte proceedings shall be initiated.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 11.06.2014 at 02:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Chamber.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal  Case  No. 1000  of  2014
Date of institution: 18.02.2014

Date of decision: 22.05.2014 

Sh.  Surinder Singh Saini,

7-A Old Jawahar Nagar,

Ajit Saini Marg, Jalandhar.






..…Appellant.

Versus

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.  Surinder Singh Saini, appellant in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Ramandeep Singh, Senior Assistant –cum-APIO.

ORDER
1.       The RTI application is dated 12.11.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 12.12.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 18.02.2014 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 03.04.2014 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that though the respondent has provided the information but he rues that the rules have not been followed by the respondent while deciding his case about which he has sought the information. He further states that the information as on record has been provided to him.   
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4.
The respondent states that the information as available on record has been provided to the appellant and no more information is now pending with PIO. He requests that the case may be disposed of.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file, it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent.  Now no further action is required in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Chamber.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


                    
        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. 1016 of  2014

Date of institution: 19.02.2014

Date of decision: 22.05.2014 

Sh. Krishan Bhagwan S/o Sh. Dharam Chand,

Village & Post Office Khippan Wali, 

Tehsil & District-Fazilka-152121. 





          ..…Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Labour Commissioner, 

Ferozepur.







2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh. 
  




       ..Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Sadhu Singh, Assistant Labour Commissioner-cu-PIO and Sh. Rajeev kumar, Steno.  
ORDER

1.     The RTI application is dated 05.08.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on 3 points as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 01.10.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 19.02.2014 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 03.04.2014 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant was neither present in the Commission during the last hearing held on 03.04.2014 nor he is present today in the Commission. No intimation has been received from him on either dates of hearing for  absence.  
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4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide endorsement no. 532 dated 28.04.2014. He further states that in response to his RTI application dated   05.08.2013 the requisite information was provided to the RTI applicant by registered post vide letter no. 1445 dated 23.08.2013. The respondent further requests that since the information has already been provided within the stipulated period as per RTI Act the instant appeal may kindly be disposed of.
5.
After hearing the respondent, it emerges that in the RTI application dated 05.08.2013 the information to the information seeker was provided vide letter dated 23.08.2013. The appellant has not attended hearing of the Commission consecutively twice entailing thereby that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent and does not want to pursue the appeal further. No further action is record in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2186 of 2013 

Sh. Tek Chand S/o Sh. Chanan Ram,
R/o B-I, 691 Ram Nagar, 

Jalandhar,Mob:-94170-77811.



……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Jalandhar.


  

 
              ………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Tek Chand complainant in person.
For the respondent:  Sh. Sham Sundar, AFSO & Sh. Sangat Singh, Junior Auditor.
ORDER

1. The complainant states that the requisite information has yet not been provided to him for which action against the respondent may be taken as per provision of the RTI Act. 
2. The respondent files written submission dated 22.05.2014 which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the complainant. The respondent states that the  Court of Sh. Gursher Singh Civil judge Junior Division, Jalandhar has summoned the complete record of registration of license of ration depots in a criminal case under Section 420 & 465 of Indian Penal Code. In the end, he states that since the record has been summoned by the above said Court the instant complaint may be dismissed. 
3. After hearing both the parties, it emerges that some legal issues are involved in this case. Therefore this case is sent to Deputy Registrar for allocating  it to some other Bench.   
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2504 of 2013 

Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua S/o Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Village Toora, P.O.Kumbh, 

Tehsil Amloh, District-Fatehgarh Sahib-147301.



…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

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

Amloh, Fatehgarh Sahib.

2. First Appellate Authority, 

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

Fatehgarh Sahib.








          

..Respondent

Present:
None present.
ORDER

1. Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present in the Commission at today's hearing. 
2. The matter to come up now for hearing on 11.06.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

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

Sd/-  

Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 2605 of 2013
Sh. Rahul Pathak, Advocate, 

R/o # 210-E Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana-141013.





…Appellant


Versus


1. Public Information Officer

O/o DPI (Colleges), Punjab,

PSEB Complex, Vidya Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Secretary Higher Education, Government of Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector-09, Chandigarh.



3. Public Information Officer

O/o SDP College for Women, 

Dareshi Road, Ludhiana.



          

     ...Respondents
Present:
Sh. Rahul Pathak, appellant, in person.

For the respondent: Sh. I. N. Arora, PIO and Sh. J.L. Narang, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent no. 3 (98556-08481) and  Kulwinder Kaur, Senior Assistant o/o DPI.
ORDER
1. The appellant states that reply to the written submission of the respondent no.3 has already been sent to the Commission and copy thereof has been sent to the respondent no.3 also. Copy is also given to the respondent no.1 today in the Commission. 

2. The respondent no.3 files additional written submission dated 15.04.2014 which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant.
3. The matter to come up for further hearing on 11.06.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the  Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 3492 of 2013 

Date of institution: 25.09.2014

Date of decision: 22.05.2014

Sh. Ashwani Kumar,

R/o # 1390, Sector-22-B,

Chandigarh.






      

   …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala. 



          

 


     …..Respondent

Present: 
 None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Mohinder Singh Sethi, Advocate.

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 12.08.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information from the respondent University on 04 points as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information from the respondent he filed complaint in the Commission on 25.09.2013 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 06.11.2013  in the Commission.

3.   The complainant was neither present during the last hearing on 11.04.2014 nor he is present at today's hearing. No intimation has been received in the Commission about the reason of absence.    

4. The ld. counsel on behalf of the respondent University states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed vide letter no. 8157/S-III/623/13/RTI Cell dated 29.10.2013 stating therein that  the complainant has sought similar information in complaint no. 854 of 2013 which was disposed of on 04.04.2014 with the 
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direction that the applicant may seek information qua specific department. He further states that the complainant has also filed Appeal Case no. 1771 of 2013 which was disposed of on 18.12.2013. He also points out that the complainant is seeking same information now vide RTI application  dated 12.08.2013 . Now the complainant is seeking same information vide RTI application dated 12.08.2013 against  which the complainant has filed complaint in the Commission. In the end, the respondent requests that in view of the decision taken already by the Commission in complaint case no. 854 of 20013 and in Appeal Case no. 1771 of 2013 the present complaint may be disposed of. He also refers to the written submission of the respondent university filed on 25.02.2014 containing all details of the case.  
5.
After hearing the respondent counsel and going through the record available on file, it is observed that the matter has already been decided in Complaint Case no. 854 of 2013 and Appeal Case no. 1771 of 2013. The complainant is agitating that same issue repeatedly by seeking the same information  again and again. The Hon'ble Supreme Court of India has held in its order dated 09.08.2011 Central Board of Secondary Education Vs Aditya Bandopadhyay and ors in Civil Appeal No. 6454 of 2011 that - 
" Act should not be allowed to be misused or abused, to become a tool to obstruct the national development and integration, or to destroy the peace, tranquility and harmony among its citizens. Nor should it be converted into a tool of oppression or intimidation of honest officials 
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striving to do their duty. The nation does not want a scenario where 75% of the staff of public authorities spends 75% of their time in collecting and furnishing information to applicants instead of discharging their regular duties. The threat of penalties under the RTI Act and the pressure of the authorities under the RTI Act should not lead to employees of a public authorities prioritizing ‘information furnishing’, at the cost of their normal and regular duties". 
This complaint is devoid of merit. Therefore, the instant Complaint Case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
 Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


                    
         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. 3591 of 2013 

Sh. Bhupinder Singh through Counsel 

Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi, Advocate,

C/o Yadwinder Complex, Lawyers Chamber No.592,

District & Session Courts, Patiala.





       …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sanour, Patiala.





          

      …..Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Sadhu Ram, Superintendent and Sh.  Sukhpal Singh, Panchayat Secretary (98145-33536).
ORDER
1. None on behalf of the complainant is present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.  
2. The respondent states that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant comprising of 644 pages. Besides, the deficiency pointed out by the complainant has also been removed. He further states that now no more further information is pending in the office of respondent.   

3. Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission.  The is adjourned for hearing on 11.06.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


                    
         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. 4173 of 2013 

Sh. Joga Singh S/o Sh. Nidhan Singh,

R/o Barbar Tehsil & District-Barnala.




 …Complainant

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

Barnala.








 …..Respondent
Show Cause Notice:-
Sh. Baldev Singh, 







(Regd. Post)
VDO-cum-PIO Gram Panchayat,
Barbar,
Block Barnala
Present:
Sh. Joga Singh, complainant, in person.

None for the respondent. 

ORDER
1. The respondent is neither present nor any intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.  
2. After hearing the complainant, it appears that the requisite information has yet not been provided to the complainant after considerable period. As such, I deem it appropriate to issue notice to Sh. Baldev Singh, VDO-cum-PIO Gram Panchayat Barbar Block Barnala to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant .

In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby 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 note that in case he does not file his 
Contd…….p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 4173 of 2013 

submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next 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. 

3. The matter to come up for further hearing on 11.06.2014 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1726 of 2013 

Date of institution: 05.08.2013
Date of decision: 22.05.2014

Sh. Sarvesh Bharti,

R/o # 661, Mota Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.





       

      …………….Appellant. 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar-Kapurthala Road,

Kapurthala-144601.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar-Kapurthala Road,

Kapurthala-144601.





           ………Respondents
Present:
Sh. G.S. Sawhney, Advocate authorized representative of the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. R.K. Bhatti, Advocate. 

ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 10.05.2013 vide which the appellant has sought information on 6 points as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 10.06.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 05.08.2013 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.09.2013 in the Commission.
3.
Sh. G.S. Sawhney, Advocate authorized representative of the appellant tenders in writing that the appellant has received the information provided by the respondent and as such he does not want to pursue this appeal further and as such this case may be disposed of.
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4.
The respondent requests that since the requisite information as available on record  has been provided to the appellant the appeal case may be disposed of. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent to the satisfaction of the former and also he tenders so in writing to this effect. No more action is required in this appeal case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-  
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 22.05.2014.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
