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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Sangrur.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2769  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.



Ms. Sheela Devi, Technical Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide No.3128 dated 21.8.2013 enclosing a photocopy of letter No.2376 dated 23.7.2013 vide which the information was furnished to the present complainant.  The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Accordingly, the complainant case, which was filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013, is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2770 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.



Shri Sukhdev Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide No.4380 dated 21.8.2013 enclosing a photocopy of letter No.3186 dated 15.7.2013 vide which the information was furnished to the complainant.  The complainant expresses his satisfaction with the information and further states that he does not want to pursue the present complaint.  Hence, the present case filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013, is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





     
 -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Gurdaspur.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2771 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.



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

ORDER



The respondent submits that this very information asked by the present complainant had already been given in CC-2781/2013 and that two cases in respect of the same information would not be maintainable.  Therefore, he pleads that case No.CC-2771/2013 be consigned to record.
2.

The complainant also concedes that he has filed two cases against the same public authority.  Therefore, the present complaint filed on 25.7.2013 is ordered to be consigned to record.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Ferozepur.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2772 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.

Ms. Anju Bala, Forest Range Officer alongwith Shri Sarwan Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide No.4675 dated 16.8.2013 enclosing a photocopy of letter No.3362 dated 11.7.2013 vide which the information was furnished to the present complainant who expresses his satisfaction with the same and does not want to pursue the same.  Hence, the complaint filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013, is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Dasuya (Hoshiarpur).





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2773 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.


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

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information was furnished vide letter NO.2370 dated 22.8.2013, a photocopy of which has been placed on record.  The complainant is satisfied with the information and does not want to pursue the present complaint any further. Hence, the complaint filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2774 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.

Shri Daljit Singh, Divisional Forest Officer alongwith Shri Santosh Kumar, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that information was furnished to the complainant vide No.6427 dated 23.7.2013 issued by the office of the Divisional Forest Officer, Ludhiana.  The complainant submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Accordingly, the complainant case, which was filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013, is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Faridkot at Sri Mukatsar Sahib.




    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2775 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.



Shri Gurpreet Singh, Forest Guard on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide No.4631 dated 19.8.2013. It is further submitted by the respondent that they have sent the information to the complainant vide their letter No.4393 dated 13.8.2013.  The complainant also confirms his satisfaction with the information received by him and does not want to pursue the present complaint, which he had filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013 is ordered to be closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Roop Nagar.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2776 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.

Mr. Naresh Mahajan, Divisional Forest Officer, Roop Nagar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they had asked for fee towards the cost of documents but admittedly it was demanded after the lapse of period prescribed under the Rules.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to furnish the information free of cost within a week of this order.  The complainant is satisfied with this reply of the respondent and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Accordingly, the present complaint case filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013 is ordered to be closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Mohali.







    -------------Respondent.
Complaint Case No. 2777 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.



Shri Chanan Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a photocopy of letter written to the complainant vide No.3633 dated 22.8.2013 conveying that there is no drain or river within the jurisdiction of the Divisional Forest Officer, Ajitgarh and therefore, the information may be treated as NIL.  The complainant is satisfied with the information and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Accordingly, the complainant case filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Amritsar.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2778 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.



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

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written reply vide No.5104 dated 20.8.2013 enclosing copies of the information, which was furnished to the complainant, who is satisfied with the same and does not want to pursue the complaint submitted to the Commission on 25.7.2013.  Hence, the case is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Bathinda.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2779 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.



Shri Shiv Kumar Singla, Administrator Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide No.3280 dated 14.8.2013 enclosing copies of the information furnished to the complainant, who is satisfied with the same and does not want to pursue the complaint further.  Hence, the complaint filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Hoshiarpur.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2780 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.



Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information was provided to the complainant and there is no merit in the case.  The complainant also admits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Accordingly, the complainant case, which was filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013, is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Shri Darbar Sahib, Naka No.7,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.




      
-------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Gurdaspur.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2781 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.



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

ORDER



The respondent submits an endorsement No.2486-87 dated 19.8.2013 vide which the five queries of the information-seeker were answered.  The complainant is satisfied with the reply and does not want to pursue the present complaint which was filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013.  Hence, the case is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rinku Mahajan S/0 Shri Pal Masih

VPO-Kala  Afgala, Tehsil- Batala, Dist-Gurdaspur

Pin-143513
.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab State Power Corporation

Ltd, Verka, Dist- Amritsar.





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2786 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Vijay Kumar, Sub Divisional Officer (East) on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent submits that information was furnished vide memo No.470 dated 20.5.2013 by the Assistant Executive Engineer (East), PSPCL, Amritsar.  However, the complainant was not satisfied with the information as some details were withheld being third party personal information.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that information-seeker and the third party are brothers and the third party Shri Salim Maseeh has objected to giving of his personal details.

3.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  Let him file his objections, if any, before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 30.9.2013.

4.

This case will be heard further on 30.09.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manohar  Lal Sood, Foreman (Retd.)

# 6810,Gali No 2, Naveen Nagar, Jassian Road Haibowal Kalan

 Ludhiana


.









  
    -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Chief Accounts Officer, Pension and Funds

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd, Patiala.






    



-------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2787 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Prem Kumar Bagga, Accounts Officer alongwith Shri Pardeep Kumar, AAO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that queries of the information-seeker dated 1.5.2013 are not specific but nevertheless the grouse of the information-seeker has been addressed.  A reply was given to the complainant by the Pension Audit Wing of PSPCL’s vide No. 9053-54/P-21558 dated 14.5.2013.

2.

The complaint is absent without intimation. To give him one opportunity to file his objections/rejoinder, the case is adjourned to 126.9.2013.

3.

To come up on 16.9.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Kumar 

S/o Shri Bhagwan Dass

Ward-8, Fatehgarh Churian 


.









  
    -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Director Local Govt.

Amritsar





    



-------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2797 of 2013

Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Brij Mohan, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Churian on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent submits that originally a reply was given to the information-seeker vide their letter dated 1.11.2012 and that the case may be adjourned to intimate the latest position to the information-seeker.

2.

This case will be heard further on 30.09.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur.

( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamaljit Bhatti C/o A to Z Learning Centre,

Moga Road Shahkot ,Distt- Jalandhar









  
    -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Officer, PSPCL, 

 Shahkot  Distt. Jalandhar.






    



-------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2798 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rakesh Kumar, Upper Division Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent orally submits that the information has been furnished to the complainant, who however is absent today without intimation.
2.

The respondent is directed to file a written reply and place on record copies of the information furnished to the complainant, who may also file his objections/rejoinder, if any, to the stand taken by the respondent.

3.

To come up on 27.9.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Raj Rani w/o Dr. Harminder Singh,

Kothi No.2, Civil Hospital, Residential Complex,

SBS Nagar.






      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.



FAA- the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.  
   -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1008 of  2013

Present:-
Dr. Raj Rani appellant in person.



Shri Rahul Jain, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The present case is an Appeal / application filed by Dr. Raj Rani  seeking imposition of penalty on the respondents under Section 20(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to a maximum of Rs.25000/- and award of compensation to her.  It is averred that she had applied for information to the PIO on 26.3.2012 and was not given the same within 30 days. She moved the State Information Commission on 2.8.2012. Her appeal, AC–No.1079/2012 was disposed of on 31.12.2012 by the Commission.
2. 

In the present application - AC-1008/2013-  the relief  sought is imposition of penalty under Section 20 for the delay in furnishing of the information in AC-1079/2012 and award of suitable compensation under Section 19 (8) (b). 

3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  AC-1079/2012 has already been decided and disposed of on merits, after hearing the parties. The decision became final and binding on parties under Section 19(7) of the RTI Act.  There is no provision in the RTI Act to reopen an already decided case.  The present application is based on a misconceived notion that an information seeker has the right to seek imposition of penalty at any time. The law, in fact, is well settled that question of imposition of penalty is between the Commission and the PIO concerned. The information seeker has no role, apart from bringing facts on record. 



The right conferred on citizens by the RTI Act is the right to access information, and not the right to get penalty imposed on the PIO’s. In any case no separate application for imposition of penalty is maintainable once the main case has already been disposed of by the Commission. The decision to impose or not to impose penalty is to be taken at the time of hearing of the main case. The wording of Section 20 (1) is very clear “……at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal…….”. Once the Appeal No- 1079/2012 was decided in December, 2012 the matter stood closed and cannot be reopened or reviewed. 
4. 

Imposition of penalty is not an automatic outcome of each delay beyond 30 days. The Commission has to be satisfied that the grounds mentioned in Section 20 are met, before an order imposing penalty may be passed.  In Manohar s/o Manikrao Anchule Vs. State of Maharashtra, Civil Appeal No. 9095 of 2012, arising out of SLP ( C ) No. 7529 of 2009, decided on 13 December 2012, the SC observed that,

“16. The State Information Commission has been vested with wide powers including imposition of penalty or taking of disciplinary action against the employees. Exercise of such power is bound to adversely affect or bring civil consequences to the delinquent. Thus, the provisions relating to penalty or to penal consequences have to be construed strictly. It will not be open to the Court to give them such liberal construction that it would be beyond the specific language of the statute or would be in violation to the principles of natural justice.”

In Dr. Kalp Nath Chaubey Vs Information Commissioner, Central Information Commission & Ors, Civil Misc. Writ Petition No. 428 of 2010 decided on 21.1.2010 (reported in 2010 2 AWC 2087 (1),) a DB of Allahabad High Court set aside and quashed an order of the Central Information Commission imposing penalty on the writ petitioner ( PIO), observing that, “The order in proceeding under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is an order of penalty and the said power can be exercised only when the Central Information Commissioner at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is satisfied that without any reasonable cause the Central Public Information Officer has refused to receive the application or has not furnished the 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. A perusal of the different grounds, which have been made for invoking the power of penalty indicate that there has to be finding that there was no reasonable cause or knowingly or malafidely incorrect or incomplete information was given”. The penalty proceedings are quasi judicial proceedings where the Commission is entrusted with the power to impose penalty.”
5. 

The Appellant is a government employee of the respondent department. The subject matter of the information sought by her related to matters connected with government service. Such issues are matters between employee and employer. Her attempt to reopen the issue by way of the present application only reflects a desire for vendetta. Such applications are not maintainable. Hence I reject the same and close the case. 
( R.I. Singh)

August 26, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
