STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Ch.No.82, District Courts,

Mohali-160059 (Mob:9878599882)                                                                      --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Phase-I, SAS Nagar.                                                                                           --------------Respondent 

Complaint Case No.2495 of 2015

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant.

   
Shri Sushil Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.



In compliance of the last order dated 05.05.2016, respondent has brought information, duly certified, to be handed over to the appellant in the court today, as per discussion on the earlier hearing. Appellant is not present today in the court, he has sent a letter via email mentioning that he is unable to attend the hearing today as a very close relative has been admitted in Emergency at Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana. Therefore, he has prayed that he may be exempted for this hearing and cases may be adjourned to enable him to argue the cases, as information has been denied in all these cases. Respondent is directed to send the information to the applicant by registered post or through speed post before the next date of hearing.
2.

After taking cognizance of the request of the appellant, case is adjourned to 18.07.2016 at 11 AM for confirmation.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 








           Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Ch.No.82, District Courts,

Mohali-160059 (Mob:9878599882)                                                             --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Phase-I, SAS Nagar.                                                                                    -------Respondent
Complaint Case No.2500 of 2015

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant.

   
Shri Sushil Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.



In compliance of the last order dated 05.05.2016, respondent has brought information, duly certified, to be handed over to the appellant in the court today, as per discussion on the earlier hearing. Appellant is not present today in the court, he has sent a letter via email mentioning that he is unable to attend the hearing today as a very close relative has been admitted in Emergency at Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana. Therefore, he has prayed that he may be exempted for this hearing and cases may be adjourned to enable him to argue the cases, as information has been denied in all these cases. Respondent is directed to send the information to the applicant by registered post or through speed post before the next date of hearing.
2.

After taking cognizance of the request of the appellant, case is adjourned to 18.07.2016 at 11 AM for confirmation.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Ch.No.82, District Courts, Mohali-

160059 (Mob:9878500082)                                                                        --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Phase-I, SAS Nagar.                                                                                  -------Respondent 

Complaint Case No.2512 of 2015

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant.

   
Shri Sushil Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.



In compliance of the last order dated 05.05.2016, respondent has brought information, duly certified, to be handed over to the appellant in the court today, as per discussion on the earlier hearing. Appellant is not present today in the court, he has sent a letter via email mentioning that he is unable to attend the hearing today as a very close relative has been admitted in Emergency at Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana. Therefore, he has prayed that he may be exempted for this hearing and cases may be adjourned to enable him to argue the cases, as information has been denied in all these cases. Respondent is directed to send the information to the applicant by registered post or through speed post before the next date of hearing.
2.

After taking cognizance of the request of the appellant, case is adjourned to 18.07.2016 at 11 AM for confirmation.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Bharat Bhushan, S/o Shri

Krishan Kumar, 5606/9339, 

Pooja Wala Mohalla, Bathinda.

Mob:94636-15085                                                                                                   --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (Elementary) Punjab, 

Vidya Bhawan,6th Floor, Sect.

62, Phase-8, Mohali.                                                                                                 -------Respondent 

Complaint Case No.2766 of 2015

ORDER
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant.
Mrs.Jaswant Kaur, BPEO, Jagraon & Sudhar and Mrs. Manjit Batta, Senior Assistant (O/o DPI(E)  on behalf of the respondent.



In compliance of the last order dated 12.04.2016, respondents appeared and stated that information has been provided to the appellant by post under registered cover on 18.05.2016.  

2.

As the appellant is not present in the court today, another opportunity is given to him to point out any deficiency in the information supplied to him. If he sends any discrepancy, respondent is directed to make up the same and provide him complete information before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.




3.

Case is adjourned to 11.07.2016 at 11 AM for confirmation.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Surinder Kumar Bajaj, S/o

Sh. Hari Chand Bajaj, Street No.1,

Ward No.2, H.No.4/126, Gobind

Nagri Malout-152 107, Distt. Mukatsar.                                            ..                     ….. …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Govt. Sen.Sec.School, 

Khokar, Distt. Mukatsar.                                                                                               ………Respondent

Complaint Case No.1153 of 2015
ORDER
Present: 
None for the complainant. 


   
Mrs. Kulwant Kaur, Lecturer Geography (Officiating Principal) on behalf of 


the respondents.



In compliance of the last order dated 5.4.2016, respondent appeared and stated that vide letter No.n-1/2016/RTI/432-39, dated 6th May, 2016, penalty of Rs.10,000/- imposed upon Shri Jasbir Singh, PIO-cum-Principal has been deposited by him in the requisite Head under RTI 2005 by way of receipt Challan, dated 30.04.2016 and requisite information has also been provided to the information seeker with his satisfaction. 
2. 

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Chander Shekhar S/o Shri Hari

Krishan R/o # 2012, Bazar Bibian,

Gali Murli Wali, Katra Dulo, Amritsar.                                                                     --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amaritsar.                                                                                                                      -------Respondent 

Complaint Case No.2641 of 2015

ORDER

Present: 
Sh.Chander Shekhar, complainant in person.



None for the respondents.



In compliance of the earlier order dated 05.04.2016, none has appeared on behalf of the respondents today in the court. 

2.

During course of hearing today, complainant appeared and stated that no information has been provided to him. They were neither present on the last date of hearing nor have they sent any communication in this behalf. 

3.

Commission has taken a serious view on the irresponsible and irrational attitude of the respondents and I, therefore, issue a show cause notice to the PIO-respondent for non-supply of the information to the complainant. 

4

PIO is hereby issued notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act to show cause why penalty as prescribed therein be not imposed upon him @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25000/- for delay and non-supply of the information.  He is required to reply to show cause in writing.

5.

PIO is given an opportunity of personal hearing before imposing the penalty under the provisions of Section 20(I) of the Act, on the next date of hearing.

6.

PIO may note that in case he does not submit his reply to the show cause notice in  writing and also does not avail opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, the Commission shall go ahead  and decide the case ex-parte on merits in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act. The PIO is directed to provide the necessary information to the complainant before the
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next date of hearing.
7.

Case is adjourned to 24.08.2016 at 11 AM for further proceedings.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gurdeep Singh Dhingi S/o 

Sh.Harnam Singh, R/o Block No.1, 

H.No.390, Dharampura Mohalla,

Dhuri, District: Sangrur.                                                                                            --------Appellant                                                                                                            




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Forest Division Officer,

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority: 
O/o Conservator of Forests

Patiala.                                                                                                                     -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.3756 of 2015

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Shri  Makhan Singh, Forest Range Officer  on behalf of the respondent.



In compliance of the last order dated 05.04.2016 postponed to 24.05.2016),PIO-cum-DFO appeared and stated that complete  information has been provided to the appellant on 13.04.2016 and a copy of dispatch is placed on file for record. No deficiency has been pointed out by him now. Appellant is not present today in the court. It appears he has received the information and is satisfied with the same. 
2. 

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Ramesh Sharma, S/o Late

Shri Bachan Lal, Rohit Enterprises,

Shiv Mandir Market, Mahinder Raj, 

Rajpura. (Mob:9781271000)                                                                                      --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o XEN Irrigation Deptt. Narwana 

Branch, Bhakra Main Line, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority:

SE Irrigation, Narwana Branch,

Bhakra Main Line, Patiala.                                                                                    ----------Respondent
Appeal Case No.2601 of 2015

ORDER
Present: 
Sh.Ramesh Sharma, Appellant in person


   
Shri Jaswinder Singh, Supervisor on behalf of the respondents.



In reference to the last hearing on 6.4.2016, respondent stated that all information has been provided to the appellant. On the other hand, appellant stated that information has been provided to him after a lapse of about 21 months when the discrepancies had already been given to the respondents as has been mentioned in the orders of the Commission dated 3.12.2015. He has requested the Commission to provide him the requisite compensation for the detriment suffered by him in travelling to attend the court. 

2. 

In this view of the matter, Commission is convinced that it would be in the fitness of thins that the complainant is suitably compensation for the detriment and financial loss suffered on account of the hearing which the appellant had to attend before the Commission. In the facts and circumstances of the case, I award him a sum of Rs.5000/- (rupees Five thousand only) under section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 as compensation. It is clarified that the amount of this compensation shall be paid by respondent-office of XEN Irrigation Deptt. Narwana Branch, Bhakra Main Line, Patiala to the appellant before the next date of hearing by way of cheque. 

3. 

Apart from this, complete information shall be provided to him by the PIO-respondent before the next date of hearing. In case, no more information is available in office record, in that event
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Respondents shall file an affidavit before the Commission to the effect that no more information exists in their office record in this behalf and provide an attested copy thereof to the applicant by post under registered cover.

4. 

Case is adjourned to 19.07.2016 at 11 AM for further proceedings.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs.Harjit Kaur W/o Sh. 

Avtar Singh, Vill: Bondli,

Tehsil: Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.

Mob:94647-67711                                                                                      --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority:
O/o Conservator of Forests,

South Circle, Patiala.                                                                                 -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.3024 of 2015

ORDER
Present: 
None for the Appellant.


   
Shri Kulwant Singh, Branch In-charge RTI on behalf of the respondents. 



In compliance of the order of the Commission dated 06.04.2016, representative of the respondents appeared and stated that all information stands provided to the appellant on 18.04.2016 and a copy of information is placed on file for record. Also, the respondent has confirmed from the applicant that the appellant has received the information and is satisfied with the same. No further action is required. 

2. 

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Tarspal Singh S/o Shri Gulab

Singh, R/o Bherpuri, PO: Kulara,

Samana, District: Patiala.                                                                      --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Forest Officer,

Sangrur. 

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Forest Officer, South Circle, Punjab,

Patiala.                                                                                               -------Respondent
 


          Appeal Case No.3578 of 2015

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant

Shri Harmit Singh, Range Forest Officer and Shri Mohinder Pal, Block Offficer on behalf of the respondents.



In compliance of the order of the Commission dated 05.04.2016, representative of the respondents appeared and stated that all information stands provided to the appellant and the appellant is satisfied with the same. No further action is required. 

2. 

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Ch.No.82, District Courts,

Mohali-160059 (Mob:9878599882)                                                                          --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Phase-I, SAS Nagar.

First Appellate Authority:                                                                                                                      

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Phase-I, SAS Nagar.                                                                                                    ….……..Respondent

Appeal Case No.1826 of 2015

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.

   
Shri Sushil Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.



In compliance of the last order dated 05.05.2016, respondent has brought information, duly certified, to be handed over to the appellant in the court today, as per discussion on the earlier hearing. Appellant is not present today in the court, he has sent a letter via email mentioning that he is unable to attend the hearing today as a very close relative has been admitted in Emergency at Hero DMC Heart Center at Ludhiana. Therefore, he has prayed that he may be exempted for this hearing and cases may be adjourned to enable him to argue the cases, as information has been denied in all these case. Respondent is directed to send the information to the applicant by registered post or through speed post before the next date of hearing.
2.

After taking cognizance of the request of the appellant, case is adjourned to 18.07.2016 at 11 AM for confirmation.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajesh Mehta,B-IX-293,

Chauri Sarak, Ludhiana.

Mob: 94637-51072


                                                                  …………….Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone-A,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authoritiy

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone-A,

Ludhiana.                                                                                                                        …………Respondent
Appeal Case No.3484/2015 

ORDER
Present: 
Mrs.Komal Mehta (wife) for the appellant.


   
None for the respondents.



In compliance of the last order of the Commission dated 5.4.2016, appellant is present, but none on behalf of the respondents appeared today in the court. It has been seen that none for the respondents has come present on any hearings, i.e. 18.01.2016, 23.02.2016, 5.4.2016 and on today’s hearing, i.e. 23.06.2016. Notices were issued to the parties on 9.12.2015 by registered post.
2.

Commission has heard the representative for the appellant at length.

3. 

I have gone through the record on file thoroughly. I feel hurt that the PIO-respondent has not bothered to appear on any hearings of the Commission and no iota of information has been supplied to the appellant and even no reply with regard to the information has been given to him by the respondents. Vide his RTI application dated 17.09.2014, the appellant had applied to the PIO, i.e. Municipal Corporation, Zone-A, Ludhiana for getting the certified copies of all the record of the building (i) No.B-IX-293, Chauri Sarak Ludhiana and (ii) B-IX-715, Gulchaman Gali, Ludhiana. On receiving no reply from the office of PIO, he had moved the first Appellate Authority i.e. Zonal Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide his appeal dated 28.04.2015 for getting the information. The appellant visited the office of Municipal Corporation on 6.5.2015 on
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the date fixed by the Corporation, but Shri Vijay Kumar, ATP did not turn up in office and no intimation was given to him for the next date of hearing and even no response from the F.A.A. on his reminder dated 18.08.2015. Hence this appeal. 

4.

During course of hearing today, appellant has authorized his wife Mrs.Komal Mehta to attend the court, but nothing has been heard from the side of PIO-respondent. Commission has taken a serious view of the irresponsible attitude of the PIO-respondent. 

5.

          In this view of the matter, I am convinced that it would be in the fitness of things that the concerned PIO is suitably punished under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for non-supply of information as he is bound to supply the same within 30 days of the making of information request and the First Appellate Authority, i.e. Zonal Commissioner-cum- First Appellate Authority has also neither supplied single information nor has he passed any speaking order in this behalf. The facts and circumstances of the case justify imposition of the maximum amount of penalty upon the PIO, Office of Municipal Corporation, Zone-A, Ludhiana. 


Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 provides as follows: -

“20
(1)
 Where the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as the case may be, at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is of the opinion that the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be, has, without any reasonable cause, refused to receive an application for information or has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of section 7 or malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect, incomplete or misleading information or destroyed information which was the subject of the request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information, it 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:
 
Provided that the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be, shall be given a reasonable opportunity of being heard before any penalty is imposed on him: 
                       Provided further that the burden of proving that he acted reasonably and diligently    
shall be on the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information 
Officer,as the case may be.”
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6.
             Accordingly, a sum of Rs. 15,000/-(Rupees Fifteen thousand only) is imposed on  the respondent- PIO  As such, this  amount shall be recovered from his/her salary and deposited in the Government Treasury under the relevant Head.  Zonal Commissioner, O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone-A, Ludhiana shall ensure that this amount of penalty is recovered from the salary of the concerned PIO and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant Head.   Apart from this, requisite information shall be provided to the applicant by the respondent before the next date of hearing.

7. 
              Adjourned to 24.08.2016 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings. 

8. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.









           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Harpreet Singh, R/o 355,

Jassian Road, G.T.Road

Side, Friends Colony, Ludhiana-

141008 (M-9815755575)                                                                                               --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Town Planner, 2nd Floor,

Mini Sectt. Bharat Chowk, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority:

O/o Distt.Town & Country Planning,

PUDA Bhawan, Sect.62, 

SAS Nagar-160062                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.3557 of 2015

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant


   
Shri Mukesh Chadha, Assistant Town Planner and Shri Tejinder Singh Sidhu, 


JDM on behalf of the respondents. 



In compliance of the last order dated 4th May, 2016, respondents stated that the appellant has inspected the relevant records on 01.03.2016 and he was satisfied on some points, and he would submit written arguments in this behalf. Accordingly case was adjourned to 24.05.2016 which was further postponed to-day, i.e. 23.06.2016. 

2.

During course of hearing today, appellant again is not present, however, he has sent written arguments dated 20.04.2016 and he has mentioned in his letter that his written arguments were not taken up for discussion in the last hearings by the Commission. On the other hand, respondents appeared they stated that available information(casual leave etc.) stands already furnished to him, vide letter No.1729, dated 24.06.2015 and No.845 dated 6.7.2015. Apart from this, respondents placed a cutting of Hunustantimes-Govt. staff leave into personnel, can’t be disclosed: Punjab panel-by Gurpreet Singh Nibber, Hunustan Times, Chandigarh, updated on Jan 19, 2015 08:44 IST and a number of orders made Shri Surinder Awasthi in Complaint Case Nos.2313 of 2014, 2312 of 2014, 2010 & 2011 of 2014 passed on 08.01.2015. Shri Awasthi, SIC has also passed similar orders in

CC Nos.2307, 2308 & 2309 of 2014.  
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Hunustantimes-



“The Punjab State Information Commission has rejected a plea seeking details 



on ex-India leave of more than 30 days by government employees during the  past

10 years of service. The rationale is that such leave, as per norms, constituted a personal matter and had no bearing on the state exchequer.
………..RTI applicant from Sangrur, Prem Kumar Rattan- who  had sought the employees’ applications for leave, the sanction, and copies of their passports and visa- faces legal action as the commission has asked the Senior Superintendent of Police (SSP) of Sangrur to register a case against him for furnishing a false undertaking after he had been refused information of the same nature earlier by the SIC- Shri Surider Awasthi pointed out that the applicant was aware of the case having been disposed of earlier by him, and had thus requested that the case now not be assigned to him this time. 

The lastest decision refers to a 2012 judgement of the Supereme Court, which says that salary details, including deductions, copies of memos, show-cause notices, inquiry proceedings and ITRs, fall in the category of personal information, becauwe disclosure of these would amount to invasion of privacy. “The information sought qualifies to be far more personal than those mentioned in the case decided by the Supreme Court, “ says Awasthi’s decision, reiterating that the Public Information Officer (PIO) concerned was not expected to provide information exempted under section 8(1) of the RTI Act.

……………….explaining its express rationale, the judgment says the employees had taken leave for personal visits and there was no resultant burden on the state exchequer. The availing of leave, whichever kind, due to an employee is governed by service rules which fall under the expression “personal information”, disclosure of which has no relationship with public activity or public interest, it says.

………..the apex court verdict says, should not be allowed to be misused or abused, nor be converted into a tool of oppression or intimidation of honest officers.

3.

The respondent had produced copies of orders dated 30.09.2014 in CC No.2308 of 2014, decided by the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner-Shri Surinder Awasthi wherein the similar information was sought by the applicant albeit from a different pubic authority and the information had been denied as it was personal information qualified to be exempted u/s 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act and furnishing of such information would amount to invasion into privacy of individuals. Moreover, the information sought had relationship to public activity or interest. This order further states “Indiscriminate and impractical demands or directions under RTI Act for 
Cont….p/3
-3- 
disclosure of all and sundry information (unrelated to transparency and accountability in the functioning of the public authorities and eradication of corruption) would be counter-productive as it would adversely affect the efficiency of the administration and result in executive getting bogged down with non-productive work of collecting and furnishing information. The act should not be allowed to be misused or abused….  Nor should it be converted into tool of oppression or to intimidation of honest officers striving to do their duty. The nation does not want a scenario where 75 percent of the staff of the public authority spends 75 percent of their time in collecting and furnishing information to the applicants instead of discharging their duties.” 



In the light of above, the PIO is not supposed to provide the information as it is exempted under section 8(1) (j) of the RTI Act, 2005.
4. 

Hence, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
5.

Announced in the open court.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Bharat Bhushan

H.No. 5606/9339 ,Pujan 

Wala Mohalla, Bathinda                                                                                                                          
Mob: 4636155085




                                   --------Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction(E) 

Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority:

O/o Director Public Instruction (E) 

Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali.                                                                                     -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.2808 of 2015

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant.
Mrs.Jaswant Kaur, BPEO, Jagraon & Sudhar and Mrs. Manjit Batta, Senior Assistant (O/o DPI(E)  on behalf of the respondent.



In compliance of the last order dated 12.04.2016, respondents appeared and stated that information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No.539, dated 4.4.2016 with a copy to the Commission (placed on file), and has been sent to the appellant again on 18.05.2016 by registered post and copy of dispatch in lieu of sending the same to the information seeker is attached with the information.  Appellant is absent without intimation. It appears he has received the information and is satisfied with the same.

2. 

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 








           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr.A.S.Saini, 103-A,

Gopal Nagar, Street No.4, 

Majitha Road, Amritsar-143 001

Mob: 9814045059                                                                                                              --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Research & Medical 

Education, Punjab Nurses Registration

Council, 7th Floor, PSEB Building,

Sector: 62, SAS Nagar.
                   




   ---------- Respondent

Appeal Case No.3206 of 2015

ORDER

Present :
None for the parties.



In compliance of the last order dated 12.04.2016, none is present on behalf of the parties today in the court, however, appellant had sent letter which had been received in the Commission on 12.05.2016 (Diary No.12026) vide which he had intimated that PIO as well as FAA have not obeyed the orders of this Hon’ble court dated 2.3.2016 and 12.04.2016. He had also added that he had neither received the information nor had he received the compensation of Rs.2000/- till 24.05.2016, but he has sent no communication with regard to today’s hearing. 

2.

On perusal of record, it has been seen that the PIO-respondent has paid the compensation of Rs.2000/- to the appellant vide Cheque dated 12.05.2016 in favour of the information seeker.

3.

Another opportunity is given to the parties to comply with the directions of the Commission. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to him before the next date of hearing.

4.

Case is adjourned to 24.08.2016 at 11 AM for further proceedings.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 










           Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                                                            (A.S.Chanduraian)

Dated: 23.06.2016                                                                            State Information Commissioner

