STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohd. Salim

s/o Mohd. Ramzan,

Mohalla Anardana,

I/S Sirhandi Gate,

Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur (Pb)



        


     …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh 





    
  …Respondents

AC- 1002/12
Order

Present:
Appellant Mohd. Salim in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Parshottam Kumar, HC.



Vide application dated 14.05.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Mohd. Salim sought the following information related to ADGP, Punjab Mohd. Mustafa, under the RTI Act, 2005: -


1.
PAN Card No.

2.
Details of movable and immovable properties of Razia Sultana wife of Mohd. Mustafa.

3.
Details of movable and immovable properties of son and daughter of Mohd. Mustafa.

4.
Copies of noting sheets of the personal file of Mohd. Mustafa.

5.
Original copies of the noting sheets of service book in respect of Mohd. Mustafa.


It is further the case of Mohd. Salim that he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 19.06.2012 upon which response bearing no. 2194 RTI-2 dated 10.07.2012 has been sent declining the information on the ground that it is related to third party.


The instant Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 20.07.2012 not being satisfied with the response; and praying for intervention to get him the requisite information. 


While appellant stated that the information has not been provided to him so far, the respondent stated that the information sought by the appellant is personal one and in terms of Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act.


The contention of the respondent is accepted in view of the provisions of Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005.   For ready reference of the parties, relevant part of Section 8(1)(j) of the Act is extracted as under: -


“8 
(1)
 Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act, there shall be no obligation to give any citizen —

(j)
Information which relates to personal information the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or interest, or which would cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the individual……”


In view of the observations made hereinabove, the appeal of the appellant being devoid of any merit is hereby rejected and the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(95929-13178)

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, No. 1009/PTL,

CID Unit Patiala,

58-B, Sarabha Nagar,

Patiala.


 
  
        


 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Hqrs)

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police (Hqrs)

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.








        …Respondents

AC- 905/12
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Parshottam Kumar, HC.


In the order dated 08.08.2012, respondent was directed to provide complete relevant information to the appellant on points no. 2, 3 and 4 of his application dated 17.03.2012.


Today, Sh. Parshottam Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered written acknowledgment dated 13.09.2012 from the appellant Sh. Sukhwinder Singh stating that complete satisfactory information stands provided to him.


As such, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-



Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarlochan Singh

s/o Sh. Baldev Singh,

H. No. 300, Village Mataur,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali)


   


 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Mohali.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 2061/12
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Manpreet Singh.


For the respondent: Sh. Lal Mohammad, HC (98765-16403)


Vide application dated 10.03.2011, Sh. Tarlochan Singh sought from the respondent the action taken till date on the letter No. 17623-25 dated 09.10.2010 from the Hon’ble Sessions Judge, Ropar.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 23.07.2012 stating that the information has not been provided so far. 


Respondent present submitted copy of a letter no. 49867/G/RTI dated 18.09.2012 stating that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant.


Sh. Manpreet Singh, who is present on behalf of the complainant endorsed the statement of the respondent and submitted that complete satisfactory information stands provided.


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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Joginder Singh

s/o Sh. Atma Singh,

745, Phase 2,

Goindwal Sahib,

Distt. Tarn Taran-143422


        


     …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar





    
  …Respondents

AC- 999/12
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Singh, Sr. Asstt.


Vide application dated 23.02.2012, Sh. Joginder Singh sought from the respondent the action taken on his complaint dated 23.01.2012 received in the office of respondent under diary no. 117 dated 25.01.2012.   It is further the case of Sh. Joginder Singh that he filed first appeal with the first appellate authority on 09.04.2012 and the present second appeal has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 20.07.2012 stating that no information had been provided to him.
 
Sh. Manjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted copy of a letter no. Spl. I dated 14.09.2012 wherein it is stated that the appeal of the appellant has been closed and consigned to records and Sh. Joginder Singh has been duly conveyed this decision under the cover of letter no. 2537 dated 03.09.2012.   A copy of the said letter dated 03.09.2012 has also been annexed.


Today, appellant is not present nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.  Therefore, it appears he is satisfied.


The case is accordingly closed and disposed of.  

 
Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Krishan Kumar,

Shauraya Mohalla,

Nawan Shahr



   


 …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Nawanshahr.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Executive Officer,


Municipal Council,


Nawanshahr.

3.
Executive Engineer,

`
P.W.D. (B & R) Division No. 1,


Nfawanshahr.




        
 …Respondents
CC- 2031/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Krishan Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Sat Pal Singh, Jr. Asstt. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission by Sh. Krishan Kumar, received in its office on 19.07.2012 stating that incomplete information has been provided by the respondent in response to his application dated 02.05.2012 seeking information on 7 points under the RTI Act, 2005 whereby he had sought information pertaining to Shankar Rakesh Cinema.  Respondent, vide its communication no. 5198 dated 16.05.2012 provided information on 5 points and for the information on remaining two points, a copy of the letter dated 16.05.2012 had been endorsed to the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Nawanshahr along  with a copy of the application submitted by Sh. Krishan Kumar, to provide the information to the applicant direct.


For information on points no. 11 and 12, as per the respondent present, the application of the applicant was forwarded to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nawanshahr who has declined the information on the ground that information sought is in the form of questions and hence not maintainable and no information can be provided. 


The above plea of the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nawanshahr is not tenable as no such restriction is imposed under the Act.  Therefore, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nawanshahr is impleaded as a respondent, who is directed to appear personally on the next date fixed and provide the correct information on these points to the complainant. 


In response to information on point no. 7, the respondent has informed the applicant that on the basis of a report obtained from the Executive Engineer, PWD Division No. 1, Nawanshahr, taking into account the dilapidated condition of Shankar Rakesh Cinema, its building was demolished.  


The complainant wanted to know if upon such a report from the Executive Engineer, such an action can be taken in respect of any such building as Shankar Rakesh Cinema.  As such, Executive Engineer, PWD (B&R) Division No. 1, Nawanshahr is also arrayed as a respondent who shall also appear in person on the next date fixed and explain the position.

For further proceedings, to come up on 29.11.2012.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Sharan Dass,

No. 2849, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.




        


     …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

Local Registrar, Births & Deaths,

O/o Municipal Council,

Nabha. (Patiala) 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Local Govt. Pb.

Sector 17,

Chandigarh




    
  …Respondents

AC- 997/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Ram Sharan Dass in person.


None for the respondent.


Vide application dated 02.03.2012 addressed to Respondent No. 1, Sh. Ram Sharan Dass sought copy of entries on register of Cremation Ground of  Nabha for 29.06.1996 and 30.06.1996, under the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent, vide its letter no. 382 MD dated 14.03.2012 returned the application in original to the applicant suggesting him to contact the Cremation ground concerned for the information as this is not available with their office.   Sh. Ram Sharan Dass wrote back to respondent no. 1 vide letter dated 27.03.2012 reiterating his request, whereupon, respondent no. 1 wrote to the In charge, Cremation Ground, Alohran Gate, Nabha forwarding the original application of the applicant, with a request to provide the information to  the applicant direct.


First appeal with the first appellate authority was filed on 12.06.2012 and the present Second Appeal has been preferred with the Commission, received in its office on 20.07.2012, asserting that no information has so far been provided. 


Appellant stated that the requisite information has not so far been provided to him.  He also stated that he wanted to obtain death certificate of his wife for which has been made to run from pillar to post.


As no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent, one more opportunity is granted to the respondent PIO to provide the relevant information to the appellant well before the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 29.11.2012 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 








       Sd/-
Chandigarh



(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012

State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. Ashwani Kumar, clerk from the office of Municipal Council, Nabha.   He stated that the records received from the cremation ground do not contain the relevant entry about which the information is being sought.    


He has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed.


As already noted, for further proceedings, to come up on 29.11.2012 at 2.00 PM.








     Sd/-
Chandigarh



(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

R/O Bansana Bamna,

Tehsil Samana, District Patiala.  




 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala.







…Respondent                                                 












CC- 382/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Harish Kumar.


Today, Sh. Harish Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered written acknowledgment dated 30.10.2012 from Sh. Birpal Singh stating that complete information to his satisfaction has been received.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohinder Pal 

s/o Sh. Raj Mal,

Member, Gram Panchayat,

Village Chachowal,

P.O. Daduwal,

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar.
  

        


      …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar East.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.


3.
Additional Deputy Commissioner (D)


Jalandhar.





            …Respondents
AC- 408/12
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Mohinder Pal in person assisted by Counsel Sh. Mohan Lal, Advocate.

For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Officer.


Copy of a letter no. 2625 dated 18.10.2012 has been received from the respondent stating that the information as available in their records has already been provided to the appellant under the cover of their letters dated 19.07.2012, 07.09.2012 and 18.10.2012.    It is further submitted in the letter that the pending information being in the form of questions is beyond the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and hence cannot be provided. 


Appellant, on the other hand, stated that hardly complete information on any point has been provided and lamented that the application for information was submitted as long back as 07.09.2011 and despite the lapse of over a year, complete information is far from provided.   He further stated that the respondent PIO – Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Jalandhar East has not cared to appear before the Commission despite the fact that a number of hearings have taken place.

In view of the facts noted above, looking at the approach of the respondent-PIO, which is in utter disregard to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 as also the directions of the Commission, Sh. Bhagwan Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO, Jalandhar East is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


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. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Also, PIO shall provide complete relevant point-wise information to the appellant as per his application dated 07.09.2011 as per their records.   If at all some information is not available in the records, the PIO shall submit an affidavit stating the facts therein, on the next date fixed, along with a copy of the information provided to the applicant-appellant.


As the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development) happens to be the controlling authority for the BDPOs, it is imperative that the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Jalandhar is also impleaded as a respondent, who is directed to appear personally on the next date fixed and assist the Commission in providing the requisite information to the appellant. 


Adjourned to 29.11.2012 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The District Development & Panchayat Officer,


Jalandhar.

To ensure that the requisite information is provided by the BDPO, Jalandhar East before the next date fixed. 

The Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development)

Jalandhar.

To ensure compliance as noted hereinabove. 








   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohd. Salim,

Kheti Barhi Master,

Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Amargarh-148022 (Sangrur)

   


 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Sangrur.






        
 …Respondent
CC- 2050/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Mohd. Salim in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Sant Kumar, AFSO, Malerkotla-II; and Navtej Singh, Inspector. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission by Mohd. Salim, received in the office on 20.07.2012, asserting that the information sought by him from the respondent under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 05.06.2012 has not been provided.  Mohd. Salim had sought the following information as he had not been able to get a second LPG gas cylinder for his domestic use for a long time: 

1.
How much time after release of the new LPG connection the second cylinder is provided?

2.
How many gas connections were entered / registered with the Amargarh Indane Gas Agency, Amargarh?

3.
How many bookings have been done with the above agency till date?

4.
No. of second cylinders issued and the no. of pending requests for second cylinder.


Respondents present stated that in fact, the information sought by the applicant-complainant pertained to the Indian Oil Corporation Ltd. and accordingly, the application for information was transferred to the said office in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, on 17.07.2012.   They further stated that the Indian Oil Corporation, vide their letter No. PSO/LGP/RTI dated 17.08.2012 have already provided the relevant information to the complainant, with a copy to the Commission.

Though the complainant did not appear to be satisfied, the perusal of the case file reveals that complete information as per the application stands provided to Mohd. Salim.


Seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94638-18828)

Sh. Naresh Garg, Editor,

Bagh Colony,

Tapa Mandi,

Distt. Barnala



   


 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Barnala.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 2048/12
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

The present complaint has been filed with the Commission by Sh. Naresh Garg, received in the office on 20.07.2012  stating that the information sought by him from the respondent under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 01.06.2012 has not been provided.  He had sought attested copies of the budget allocations by the Deputy Commissioner, Barnala in favour of Tehsildar, Barnala along with the relevant letters for such allocations for Census 2011. 


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.


A telephonic message was received in the office this morning from the respondent requesting an adjournment. 


Perusal of the case file reveals although the figures pertaining to budget allocations have been provided to the complainant, copies of the relevant letters allocating such funds have not been provided.


Respondent shall endeavour to provide the pending part of the information before the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 05.12.2012 at 2.00 PM. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurdas Mal Singla,

Executive Engineer (Retd.)

H. No. 3291, Sector 23-D,

Chandigarh.




   


 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer (South),

Water Supply & Sanitation, Punjab,

Patiala.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 2264/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurdas Mal Singla in person.


For the respondent: Sh. A.K. Khullar, XEN.


Sh. G.M. Singla, vide his application dated 02.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, had, under the RTI Act, 2005, sought action taken report on his application dated 24.05.2012 regarding rectification of the anomaly and re-fixation of his pay w.e.f. 01.06.1986.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 07.08.2012 asserting that the information sought has not been provided. 


Respondent submitted that vide their Memo. No. 37566 dated 12.09.2012, complete information as sought by the complainant vide his application dated 02.07.2012 pertaining to his communication dated 24.05.2012 has already been provided. 


Complainant seeks further clarification on the information provided, which is not provided for in the RTI Act, 2005.


Since the complete information as per the RTI application dated 02.07.2012 has been provided by the respondent, the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
