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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Jasbir Singh

Village Bolapur , Jhabewal,

Post Office Ramgarh, District Ludhiana 




--------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary,

Punjab Govt., Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary Personnel Department Punjab

Chandigarh 





-------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 770 of 2016

Present :
(i) Shri Jasbir Singh Appellant




(ii) Sh. Sanjay Goswami, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 30.3.2016.  
2.

The respondent places on record letter issued by the Government of India, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances and Public Grievance and Pensions, Department of Personnel and Training, the operative part of which is as under:-
"The performance of an employee/officer in an organization is primarily a matter between the employee and employer and normally those aspects are governed by the service rules which fall under the expression 'personal information', the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or public interest.  On the other hand, the disclosure of which could cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of that individual.  The Supreme Court further held that such information could be disclosed only if it would serve a larger public interest.

3.                       After hearing both the parties it has come to light that the information sought by the Appellant is third party information and also personal information as contemplated under Section 8(1)(j) of RTI Act.  As per case decided on 03.10.2012 by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP (civil no. 27734 of 2012) titled “Girish Ram 
-2-

Appeal Case No. 770 of 2016

Chandra Deshpande vs. CIC, New Delhi and others”, which relates to personal information the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or interest, the PIO is not bound to give such information In the instant appeal case also there is no public interest involved in supply of information demanded by the appellant.

3.

There is hardly any justification to give personal information to the information seeker. Relying upon this judgment, Commission is satisfied with the observations of the respondent.  The complainant has also failed to substantiate any public interest for divulgence of information. As such the complaint filed in the Commission is dismissed. . Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

( S.S. Channy)



April 27, 2016   



                   Chief Information Commissioner
                        









Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana                                                                                                                                       --------Complainant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissions Branch

(Office of Bureau of Investigation)

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9

Chandigarh                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 396 of 2016

Present :
(i) Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira alongwith Sh. Sardavinder Goyal , Advocate



(ii) Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 28.3.2016 vide which the respondents were directed to pass speaking order with regard to all points mentioned in the RTI application as to how the process of investigation will be impeded while passing on the bare information/record regarding constitution of SITs and extension etc. thereof. 

2.

On deliberation it has come to fore that the complainant has asked for bare information with regard to the constitution of SITs and extension thereof etc. w.e.f. 1.1.2010 todate.  The department has not filed any speaking response as to what is holding them back to pass on this mere information.

3.

The rest of the points have not been acceded to.  The respondents are directed to file speaking response or provide bare information with regard to the setting up of  SITs which is not going to impede the investigation or cause any delay in that matter. 
6.

Adjourned to 31.05.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

( S.S. Channy)



April 27, 2016   



                   Chief Information Commissioner
                        









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Parveen Kohli, S/o Shri Savdesh Kohli,

R/o House No. 451/2, College Road

Jagraon, District Ludhiana.                                                                                              --------Appellant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Incharge Vigilance Bureau, Punjab

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director Vigilance Bureau, Punjab

Chandigarh                                                           

                                         -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 389 of 2016

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Gurbachan Singh, Supdt., Sh. Ajit Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER



The RTI application is dated 10.10.2015 whereby the information-seeker had sought information on 3 points as mentioned in his RTI application. The respondent-PIO vide his letter dated 05.11.2015 stated that the information is exempt under Section 8(g) and 8 (h).  He filed First Appeal under Section 19 of the RTI Act on 03.12.2015 against the order of the PIO for not providing the information. He filed complaint in the Commission on 16.02.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
             
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 02.03.2016.

3.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  Even he was also absent on the last date of hearing. 

4.                 
The respondents have furnished their final reply while attaching the previous correspondence etc. in detail vide their letter dated 21.03.2016 through registered post. On the last date of hearing, the complainant was advised to point out the deficiencies in the information so provided and the Respondent was directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the information demanded by the complainant that should be made good before the next date of hearing. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence, shall be passed on merit..

5.

Since the information has been supplied and the complainant is not present.  It seems that he is satisfied with the information and the case is disposed of and closed. 

6.

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


( S.S. Channy)



April 27, 2016   



 

                   Chief Information Commissioner
                        









Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, President

National RTI Activist forum,

7, South Model Gram, Sampuran Colony, Ludhiana

…..Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

o/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police, Chandigarh

…..Respondent

Appeal Case No. 351 of 2016

Present : 
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant 



(ii) Sh. Anoop Singh, HC on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 30.3.2016.  The respondent vide their letter dated 1.12.2015 submitted that the Punjab Government has exempted the Security Wing of Police Department for supplying the information vide its Notification No.2/27/05/IAR/191 dated 23.2.2006. Hence, the information cannot be supplied to the appellant. The appellant was advised to file his written rejoinder.
2.

The appellant vide his e-mail dated 28.3.2016 requested that his case may be adjourned after 19.5.2016.  In view of the request of the appellant, the appeal is adjourned to 31.05.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
( S.S. Channy)



April 27, 2016   



                   Chief Information Commissioner
                        









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jasbir singh, Editor, Arjun Patrika

r/o Guru Nagar Nagar,

Village  Bholapur (Jhabewal)

PO Ramgarh, Ludhiana 






…..Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary

Personnal Branch (PCS Branch)

Punjab Govt., Chandigarh 






…..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 225 of 2016

Present :
(i) Shri Jasbir Singh  Complainant in person.




(ii) Sh. Sanjay Goswami, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 30.3.2016.  

2.

The respondent places on record letter issued by the Government of India, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances and Public Grievance and Pensions, Department of Personnel and Training, the operative part of which is as under:-
"The performance of an employee/officer is an organization is primarily a matter between the employee and employer and normally those aspects are governed by the service rules which fall under the expression 'personal information', the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or public interest.  On the other hand, the disclosure of which could cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of that individual."  The Supreme Court further held that such information could be disclosed only if it would serve a larger public interest."

3.                       After hearing both the parties it has come to light that the information sought by the Complainant is third party information and also personal information as contemplated under Section 8(1)(j) of RTI Act.  As per case decided on 03.10.2012 by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP (civil no. 27734 of 2012) titled “Girish Ram 

-2-

Complaint Case No. 225 of 2016

Chandra Deshpande vs. CIC, New Delhi and others”, which relates to personnel information the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or interest, the PIO is not bound to give such information In the instant appeal case also there is no public interest involved in supply of information demanded by the Complainant.

3.

There is hardly any justification to give personal information to the information seeker. Relying upon this judgment, Commission is satisfied with the observations of the respondent.  The complainant has also failed to substantiate any public interest for divulgence of information. As such the complaint filed in the Commission is dismissed. . Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


( S.S. Channy)

April 27, 2016   



                   Chief Information Commissioner
                        









Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jasvir Singh

r/o VPO Rollu Majra

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib, District Ropar 




…..Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Chief Secretary to
Govt.of Punjab, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

o/o Chief Secretary to
Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh.




…..Respondent

Appeal  Case No. 352 of 2016

Present : 
(i) Sh. Jasvir Singh the appellant

(ii) Sh. Baljinder Singh Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Ms. Nirmala Rani, Supdt. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 30.3.2016.  The respondent vide their letter dated 27.4.2016 enclosing copy of letter 29.03.2016 of the Government of Punjab, Education-1 Branch, stated that in view of the order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in SLP (C ) No.27734 of 2012 in Girish Chandra Deshpande vs. Central Information Commission, the personal information of the employee cannot be supplied under Section 8(1) of RTI Act.  Furnishing of information would amount to invasion into privacy of individuals and the information sought by the appellant has no relationship to public activity or interest.  The respondent states that information sought by the appellant has no public interest and cannot be supplied. Hence, the case filed in the Commission on 18.01.2016 is disposed of and closed.

 ( S.S. Channy)



April 27, 2016   



                   Chief Information Commissioner
                        









Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Abhishek Bhardwaj,

r/o House no. 304L

Model Town, Jalandhar 






…..Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Additional Director General of Police

Security Wing, Chandigarh 





…..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 192 of 2016

Present : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Ganesh Kumar, Inspector on behalf of the respondents

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 30.03.2016.  The respondent vide their letter dated 06.01.2016 stated that as per the Government Notification No.2/27/05/IAR/191 dated 23.2.2006, the Security Wing of Punjab Police has been kept out of the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Hence, the information sought by the information-seeker could not be supplied. 

2.

The complainant states that he may be provided a copy of the notification dated 23.2.2006 exempting the Security Wing from supplying the information.  The complainant states that he wants to know the expenditure only being incurred with regard to the salary of the Security Personnel deployed with Mr. Manoj Arora, Mr. Anshul Arora and Mrs. Aruna Arora, which may be provided. The respondents are directed to file a specific response to this query, which will be considered on the next date of hearing.  
2.

To come up on 31.05.2016 at 11.30 A.M. for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 ( S.S. Channy)



April 27, 2016   



                   Chief Information Commissioner
                        









Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jasbir singh, Editor, Arjun Patrika

r/o Guru Nagar Nagar,

Village  Bholapur (Jhabewal)

PO Ramgarh, Ludhiana 






…..Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Registrar (East), 

Nagar Nigam Building, Transport Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2898 of 2016

Present :
(i) Shri Jasbir Singh  Complainant in person.




(ii) Sh. Shiv Kumar, Registry Clerk on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 31.03.2016 vide which the respondents were directed to bring the record relating to dispatch of letter regarding documentation fee.  In response to that order, the respondent has sent record vide their letter dated 18.4.2016 enclosing photocopies of the Dispatch Register. The respondent vide their letter dated 13.11.2015 has asked the complainant to deposit a sum of Rs.2286/- for supplying the information, which consists of 1143 pages.  The appellant was asked to deposit the requisite fee and get the information, if he so desires.  The complainant is not interested to deposit the fee and requests for inspection.  On the request of the complainant, he is allowed to inspect the record and get the copies of the documents, which he needs, after depositing the fee under the Revenue Act.  The respondent is directed to get the record inspected on 3.5.2016 at 11.00 A.M. from the complainant and supply the copies of the documents after receipt of necessary fee under the said Act and not under the RTI Act.  In view of the foregoing, the case filed in the Commission on 15.12.2015 is disposed of and closed.
( S.S. Channy)



April 27, 2016   



                   Chief Information Commissioner
                        









Punjab

.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Subhash Chander

Prop M/s Combined Brothers,

Chowk Iqbal Ganj, Ludhiana.





…..Appellant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (East), Ludhiana

FAA-Additional Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.







…..Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1161 of 2014

Present :
(i) Shri Subhash Chander appellant in person.




(ii) None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 13.05.2015. This case was earlier heard by Shri H.P.S. Mann, Hon'ble State Information Commissioner and case was disposed of with the direction to file fresh application after 7-8 months with the concerned department.  In view of this, the appellant has filed an application dated 17.3.2016 and  hearing notice was issued by the State Information Commission, Punjab on 6.4.2016.  
2.

The appellant has sought the following information vide his application dated 18.2.2016:-



(1)
Index Register 1991-92 (Vasiyat)


(2)
Copy of Will vide Vasika No.1482 dated 22.1.92.



(3)
Bahi No.3 for January 1992 (Cover No.218)

3.

None is present on behalf of the respondent and they have not filed any written reply to the notice issued by the Commission, which shows that the respondent has no regard for the RTI regime and for the notice issued by the Commission.  In view of this, the appellant is awarded a compensation of Rs.2000/-, which will be paid by the respondent-public authority from the Government Treasury for mental agony and detriments, he suffered. The respondents are directed to pay the compensation and give the above information before the next date of hearing. Failure of which will invite to invoke penalty provisions  against the PIO as well and will have to show cause as to why penalty should not be imposed.
4.

To come up on 26.5.2016 at 11.30 A.M. at Chandigarh.

( S.S. Channy)



April 27, 2016   



                

   Chief Information Commissioner
                        









Punjab

CC

Regd.

Shri Paramjit Singh, Sub Divisional Magistrate (East), Ludhiana.
