 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Surinder Pal,
Advocate,

# 539/112/3, St. I-E,

New Vishnu Puri, 

New Shiv Puri Road,

P.O. Basti, Jodhewal, Ludhiana-141007.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer, 
 Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2282 of 2008
ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Surinder Pal, Complainant in person.

Sh. Tarlochan Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.  



In the earlier order dated 12.01.2009, it was recorded that “PIO, DTO’s office was without any reasonable cause delaying in providing the information to the complainant.”


Sh. Tarlochan Singh is present today who has appeared before the Commission without the relevant papers or information or any knowledge of the case.  His confusion is to such an extent that he is not aware of the letter dated 09.01.2009 sent to the Commission by the PIO, DTO’s office Ludhiana.  Not only the information has been delayed for six months but the attitude of the office of DTO, Ludhiana is careless with the defiant attitude towards the RTI Act, 2005, therefore, it is directed that information should be provided to Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate within 15 days with a compliance report to the Commission and at the next date of hearing the PIO should be personally present (this was also directed in the last order).  This order is also being sent to the Principal Secretary, Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh to take necessary action.    



The next date of hearing is 20.05.2009 at 2:00 pm. 


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Rajinder Kaur,
S.D. College for women,

Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, S.D. College for 

Women, Sultanpur Lodhi. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1253 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. G.S. Sikka, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate and Jain Parkash, Supdt. on behalf of the Respondent. 


In the earlier order dated 15.12.2008 it was found that information on point No. 1 and 2 are identical as in case No. CC-2361/2007, therefore, only point no. 3 and 4 are to be supplied.  Today the respondent submits that letter No. SDC/MC/150/97 dated 29.04.1997 is not available in the record of the College.  Neither he nor the superintendent present can explain as to why this letter with diary number is not available.  Therefore, PIO Mrs. Vandana is directed to appear personally to explain the stand, otherwise show cause notice will be issued to her for not providing the information to the complainant.  


The next date of hearing will be in the Chambers on 22.04.2009 at 12:00 noon. 

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal,
H. No. B-2/15,

Sadar Bazar, Barnala. 

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Drug Inspector, Barnala. 
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1206 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Dr. Suresh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


Information has been provided to the complainant by hand on 20.01.2009 and he has written a letter that he has received a letter sought by him in his original application and he is satisfied, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Harvinder Singh,
H. No. 76, Adarsh Mohalla ,

Nabha Gate, Sangrur

…..Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),
Moga. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1192 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None Complainant in person.

Smt. Pritpal Kaur Sindhu, DEO/PIO, Sh. Bharat Bhushan, Legal Asstt. on behalf of the respondent.  



The PIO submits that information which was pointed by the complainant in the last order has not been provided to him because it is not in the possession of the O/o DEO (S), Moga.  The original application was dated 21.04.2008 and almost a year has passed.  Since then the application was not transferred under section 6(3) till January 2009, which has no meaning. It has been pointed out to the PIO that she is responsible for providing this information now.  She has asked for two months time which is granted and it is also pointed out to her that since considerable time has passed, therefore, she is directed to provide this information by the next date of hearing. 



The next date of hearing will be in the Chambers on 22.04.2009 at 12:00 noon.   





Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar, 
S/o Sh. Tarsem Lal,

R/o Guru Nabha Dass Colony,

Sarna, Teh. Pathankot, 

Distt. Gurdaspur. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Gurdaspur.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2043 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Vijay Kumar, Complainant in person.


Sh. Diprava Lakra, SDM/APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


The respondent submits that D.C. has sent a report to the S.S.P. Gurdaspur to file a FIR in the case of Pawan Kumar under section 323, 324, 325 and 34 CRPC.  It is directed that at the next date of hearing this FIR should also be provided in the Court.  The complainant objects and states that he only wants 452 and 457 IPC which has not been implemented in the case of Sh. Pawan Kumar. Therefore, respondent is directed that at the next date of hearing, he should give a legal opinion as to why this is not being done.  

The next date of hearing will be in the Chambers on 22.04.2009 at 12:00 noon.





Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. G.S. Sikka,
43, Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana 

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, S.D. College for women,

Sultanpur Lodhi, Kapurthala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 679 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. G.S. Sikka, Complainant in person.

Sh. Amit Mehta, Advocate and Jain Parkash, Supdt on behalf of the Respondent. 


Information has been provided to the complainant on 17.02.2009.  He demands penalization under section 20(1) since the original application was made on 06.02.2008.  Directions were also given to the APIO to appear in this court under section 18(3) but there has been no response from them.  This is against the directions of the commission. Therefore, PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file 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.      


A copy of this order is being sent to Secretary Education, Punjab, Chandigarh. 



The next date of hearing will be in the Chambers on 22.04.2009 at 12:00 noon.
 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009

C.C.



Secretary Education, Punjab, Chandigarh for information and necessary action. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Sushma Rani,
D/o Sh. Mansa Ram,

# 565, W. No. 10, Dharmpur,

Dasuya, Hoshiarpur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (Sec),
 Kapurthala. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2111 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Vinod Kumar, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



A letter has been received from Smt. Sushma Rani that information has been provided to her on 18.02.2009 which states that “the matter has been finally finished and salary certificate is of no use i.e. useless.  She also demands penalty to be imposed upon the PIO for refusing the information as demanded by her in her original application.


Therefore, PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25,000/- as per the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.      



The next date of hearing will be in the Chamber on 29.04.2009 at 12:00 noon. 










Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gaurav Ghai,
S/o Sh. Surinder Kumar,

Sec-D, Gali No. 6, Ram Nagar,

Indira Basti, Sunam-148028.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Sangrur. 
And

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Senior Medical Officer,

Dhuri. 

….Respondent

CC No. 2084 & CC No. 2101 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant 
Dr. Sohan Lal Dua, and Sh. Surinder Kumar on behalf of the Respondent. 

Information has been provided to the complainant on 18.12.2008 pertaining to 11 pages.  No objections have been raised by the complainant till date, therefore it seems he is satisfied and the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 







Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Manjeet Singh Pasricha,
North India SC/ST & BC 

Employees Presidium (Regd),

Head Quarter 1243, Sector 23-B,

Chandigarh

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S.E.),
Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2017 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Manjeet Singh Pasricha, Complainant in person 
Smt. Manjit Kaur, DEO/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 

Information has been provided to Sh. Manjeet Singh Pasricha in the presence of the Court and he is satisfied, therefore the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Ms. Pritika,
D/o Late B.S. Gurm,

# 372-C, Pocket-2,

Mayur Vihar, Pahse-1,

Delhi-110091.

…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation, Patiala. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 431 of  2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent.  

In the last hearing on 10.12.2008 none was present.  A letter dated 8.12.2008 has been received in which appellant states “I sought information under RTI Act from Municipal Corporation, Patiala vide my letter dated 17.04.2008 (annexed) but there was no response.  I also filed an appeal with Municipal Corporation, Patiala vide letter dated 21.05.2008 but again there was no reply.  I therefore, filed a second appeal with you vide my letter 30.06.2008.  In this regard I received 2 letters reference PSIC/Legal/Misc/2008/6631 and 6766 dated 08.07.2008 and 11.07.2008 respectively from your office with the same contents and were replied to vide my letter dated 28.07.2008”.



Information sought by her in her original application is as under:-

1. “Whether any layout plan of the house was approved by the Municipal Corporation of Patiala at the time of construction of house in 1982-83.

2. Send a copy of the said layout plan.

3. Is it necessary/mandatory to seek approval of Municipal Corporation for any material alteration/additional construction in the said house.
4. What is the procedure to be followed in case any material alteration/additional construction is required to be done in the said house. 

5. What penal action can be taken by the Municipal Corporation for any unauthorized material alteration/additional construction in the said house. 

6. What preventive measures/steps can be taken by the Municipal Corporation to prevent unauthorized material alteration/additional construction in the said house.

7. Is there any house tax or other tax payable in respect of the said house.” 



Inspector Sh. Jaswinder Singh is present today who has no knowledge of the case or RTI Act 2005.  He has submitted a letter dated 24.02.2009 which still contains incomplete information.  Therefore, it is directed that information should be provided to the complainant as per his original application within 15 days and to file a compliance report in the Commission. PIO is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing otherwise action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 
The next date of hearing is 06.05.2009 at 02:00 PM.

Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Varinder Kumar,
S/o Sh. Gopal Krishan Pathak,

Science Master,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

Bilaspur, Via Doraha, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S),
Punjab, Chandigarh.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2502 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and Respondent. 
The complainant filed a complaint in the Commission on 03.08.2008 that his original application dated 28.07.2008 has not been attended to. This complaint was fixed for hearing on 25.02.2009 before the Commission.  Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  Another opportunity is granted to the parties to appear and present their case.
The next date of hearing is 06.05.2009 at 02:00 pm.


Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mahinder Singh,
305, New Joginder Nagar,

Jalandhar-06.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Phagwara.
….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2544 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Mahinder Singh, Complainant in person. 


Sh. Amanpal Singh, Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent. 



Sh. Mahinder Singh filed a complaint on 01.11.2008 that his original application dated 08.04.2008 along with a demand draft of Rs. 10/- has not been attended to.



Information sought by him is regarding “demarcation of land of Mahinder Singh”.  Mahinder Singh is an old man and cannot understand either the proceedings of today’s hearing or the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  With the mutual consent of Sh. Mahinder Singh, it has been decided that the demarcation of said land will be done within two months with Kanungo Paramjit Singh.  
 The next date of hearing is 06.05.2009 at 2:00 pm. 

Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Surinder Pal, 
Advcoate, 

H. No. 539/112/3, Street No. 1-E, 

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

PO Basti, Jodhewal, Ludhiana-141007. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D),

Ludhiana. 

….Respondents
C.C. NO. 2520 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Surinder Pal, Adovcate, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent. 


Sh. Surinder Pal Advocate Singh filed a complaint on 26.10.2008 that his original application dated 05.09.2008 has not been attended to. 


Information sought by him is regarding “certified hard copies of forms of character verification of selected ETT teachers, returned by the District Police to the District Magistrate, Ludhiana after verification along with requisite fee of Rs. 10/-“.


“The respondent No. 1 transferred the application to respondent No. 2 (ADC(D)-cum- PIO, Ludhiana), u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act, under intimation to the complainant vide his letter No. RTI/4275 d/d 08.09.2008. Photocopy of the letter is Annexure C-3.  After that the complainant did not receive any response either from respondent No. 1 or from respondent N. 2.”



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent, which is against the directions of the summons of the Commission.  One more opportunity is granted to the PIO to provide information to the complainant within 15 days and to appear personally at the next date of hearing, failing which action pertaining to show cause notice will be initiated. 



The next date of hearing is 06.05.2009 at 02:00 pm. 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Kuldip Singh,
S/o Sh. Kashmir Singh,

Vill. Jaffalpur, PO Bhatian,

Distt. Gurdaspur. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Gurdaspur.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2517 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Diprava Lakra, SDM/APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 


Sh. Kuldip Singh filed a complaint on 23.10.2008 that his original application dated 21.07.2008 has not been attended to. 


Information sought by him is regarding “original file of his red card issued in 26.02.1986.



Letters have been sent to the complainant on 10.02.2009 and 24.02.2009 explaining that this record has not been traced out so far and he will be informed about it whenever it is found.  The respondent also submits that this record is 23 years old and impossible to trace out.  No objections have been raised by the complainant and he is not present today.  One more opportunity is granted to the complainant to point out any discrepancies.  The respondent is also directed to give proper reply as to what are the reasons that the record of 1986 cannot be traced out.  



The next date of hearing is 06.05.2009 at 02:00 pm.


Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Smt. Gurpreet Kaur,
W/o Lakhwinder Singh,

VPO Fatehpur Rajputan,

Teh & Distt. Amritsar-143113 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Amritsar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2510 & 2512 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent. 



Information has been sent by the respondent to the complainant in two cases i.e. CC-2510/2008 and CC-2512/2008 by sending one letter 10.12.2008 since some of the points were similar which has been received by the complainant.  One more opportunity is granted to the complainant to point out any discrepancy to the respondent with a copy to the Commission.  If no discrepancies are pointed out then at the next date of hearing the case will be closed and disposed of. 


The next date of hearing is 11.05.2009 at 02:00 pm. 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Parminder Singh,
S/o Pritam Singh,

H. No. 305, Padhian Street,

Dhuri Gate, Sangrur-148001.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o C.E.O., Zila Parishad,
Sangrur. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2535 of 2008
ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Parminder Singh, Complainant in person. 


Sh. Harjit Singh, Steno on behalf of the Respondent.  


Sh. Parminder Singh filed a complaint on 13.10.2008 that his original application dated 08.08.2008 has not been attended to.


Information has been provided to the complainant in the presence of the Court and he submits that as regards point No. 3 is concerned, the information provided is incomplete.  Sh. Harjit Singh, Steno is present who is not of the rank of APIO or PIO, therefore this is not considered a proper representation.  PIO is directed to provide full information to the complainant within 15 days and to be personally present at the next date of hearing.   The complainant demands imposition of penalty for delay in providing the information.  The merits of the case will be decided after the information has to be provided.  



 The next date of hearing is 06.05.2009 at 02:00 pm.  



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Harmesh Singh,
General Secretary,

Municipal Employees Union,

Municipal Council SAS Nagar,

# 978, Sector 70, SAS Nagar, Mohali.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2511 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Sanjivan Singh and Sh. Krishan Lal Saini on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jaspal Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent. 


 Sh. Harmesh Singh filed a complaint on 27.10.2008 that his original application dated 29.07.2008 has not been attended to.


Some of the information sought does not constitute any information under RTI Act, 2005 but only an opinion, therefore, during the course of hearing two points have been written regarding information which are to be provided by the Deputy Commissioner’s office:-

1. “Is the D.C. office following the directions as cited in Punjab Civil Service Rules Title 1, No. 555 dated 23.06.1998 by the Election Commission of India letter No. 218/4/98/PLM-4.

2. Is it compulsory for essential services employees e.g. Fire Station employees to be employed for election?   


Two letters have been received by the complainant dated 15.10.2008 an 16.02.2009 where respondent denying point No. 2 and 1.  The respondent APIO/Naib Tehsildar has no knowledge of the case or not familiar with the provisions of the RTI Act 2005.  Considerable time has passed since the original application was made (9 months).  Therefore, it is directed that information should be provided to the complainant within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission and at the next date of hearing PIO should be personally present to explain the presence of APIO/Naib Tehsildar at today’s hearing. 



 The next date of hearing is 04.05.2009 at 2:00 pm. 


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Harjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Surjan Singh,

H. No. 1, Street No. 1, 

Thalesh Bagh Colony,

Sangrur. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Patiala. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2042 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Inder Preet on behalf of the Complainant. 
Sh. Ravinder Singh, PIO/DTO, Respondent.  



The judgement is reserved. 


Sd/-








           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Ms. Vertika H. Singh,

H.No.465, Phase-2,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.

 …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Pb. School Education Board,

Phase-8, Mohali Distt. SAS Nagar.

 ….Respondent

A.C. No. 461/2008

ORDER



This case was last heard on 28.1.2009 and judgment was reserved. The appellant demanded information about 15 points vide her application dated 16.5.08. Out of this information about all the point except item No.2 was supplied to the appellant by the respondent. Although the respondent had earlier claimed exemption under Section 8(i)(j) of RTI Act for supply of information about item No.2. In support of her claim, the complainant referred to complaint case No.864/07 decided by CIC Bench consisting of Sh. Rajan Kashyap, Hon’ble CIC, Lt. Gen. P.K.Grower, SIC and Mrs. Ravi Singh, SIC on 13.8.07, which is identical to the third party information demanded by the appellant in this case. The respondent also agreed during the course of hearing that they are ready to provide the requisite information to the appellant. In the light of above respondent is directed to supply the information regarding item No.2 to the appellant within 15 days.  The claim of respondent giving exemption under Section 11 and 8(i)(j) of RTI Act is not accepted. 



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 18.03.2009 at 12:00 Noon for confirmation of compliance.



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.
SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh Malhotra

# 1364, Sec-15-B, Chandigarh. 

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Pr. Secy. Health & Family

Welfare, Punjab.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 88 of 2008

ORDER


This was case was heard on 14.1.2009 and order regarding imposition of penalty on respondent was reserved. 



The details of the case are that the appellant demanded following information from the respondent:-



i)
Service matter: Steps taken to fill on officiating and regular basis the post of Director, Health & F.W. Punjab which fell vacant w.e.f. 1.10.1985.



ii)
The period relates to from 1.10.1985 (or earlier when file for filling up the anticipated vacancy was started) up to when this post was filled on a regular basis.



iii)
Notings by responsible officers (along with their designations) on the file in connection with the matter till final orders of regular appointment to the post were issued along with a copy of any interim order for officiating appointment and final order of regular appointment. 



He filed a complaint No.653/07 before the Commission. This complaint was heard by CIC Bench consisting of Sh. Rajan Kashyap, Hon’ble CIC, Lt. Gen. P.K.Grover, SIC and Mrs. Ravi Singh, SIC and disposed of on 12.9.07 with the direction to the complainant to approach the first appellate authority for redressal of his grievance by filing first appeal under the RTI Act. 



The appellant after exhausting the remedy of first appeal under RTI Act preferred the Second Appeal under the RTI Act before the Commission on 22.2.2008. This was heard by this Bench on 4.8.08, 3.9.08 and 12.10.08 and lastly on 14.1.2009. During the proceedings before this Bench the respondent was directed to supply the information and also given an opportunity to explain as to why a penalty under Section 20(I) of RTI Act be not imposed upon him for causing delay in supply of information to the appellant within the time frame. In reply, the respondent has again reiterated his stand that record pertaining to information demanded by the appellant has been destroyed on 17.8.1994 as per Government instructions regarding destruction of record. He has further deposed that no deliberate or intentional delay has occurred on the part of respondent in supply of information under the RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, he should not be penalized.



I have carefully examined the whole matter and it is found that record from which information demanded by the appellant is to be derived is no more available with the respondent office. Therefore, it’s not possible for him to supply the same. I also find that no intentional or deliberate delay is attributed on the part of respondent, therefore, it is not a fit case for imposition of penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.



Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.


A copy of order be sent to both the parties 

 



Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 25.02.2009

