STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

R/o Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

Post Office: Ramghar,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.





   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Barnala.
 






…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 570/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Tejinder Singh, complainant in person.



None for the respondent. 

RTI application filed 


:
18.09.2013

PIO’s response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC
 
:
13.02.2015

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 

Seeks information inter alia related to allotment of shops at the bus stand Barnala and other properties of the improvement trust.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The information has been provided to the complainant but he pointed out some deficiencies. Moreover, the information provided was delayed. However before approaching the Commission, the complainant should first approach the First Appellate Authority.   
                    The complainant is advised to approach the First Appellate Authority i.e. Deputy Director Local Bodies, Patiala who is expected to pass a speaking order after providing an opportunity to both the parties. But if the information seeker remains not satisfied with the information or orders of the FAA, he would be at liberty to approach the State Information Commission again. 
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Complaint Case no. 570/2015
Decision:- 



In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Banta Singh,

H. No. 2, Village: Dhupsarhi, 

Tehsil: Batala, District: Gurdaspur. 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police, 

Border, Amritsar. 

 




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 599/2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Baljit Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
11.12.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
16.01.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
12.02.2014

Information sought: 


Seeks information on the name of the SHOs in police station Civil Lines Batala from 2010 onwards and also a copy of the rules / procedure for obtained armed license.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The representative of the PIO was not aware with the facts of the case. His performance was pathetic. The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice to him.                  
                     The respondent PIO has made a written submission vide office letter No 100/ RTI/25.03.2015 that the requisite information i.e the names of the SHO’s in Civil
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Appeal Case no. 599/2015
Lines police station since 2010 can’t be supplied as it is exempted u/s 8(1) J which is simply preposterous.

Such a submission is not expected from an IPS officer who is heading a police district of border  state of Punjab.

               For the information of the SSP, the Commission reminds the SSP of section 8(1)j which reads;-

              Not withstanding 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…”.


 Also, reqarding querry No 2, the PIO has directed that the appellant shold contact the office of deputy commissioner, Gurdaspur. Strangely, instead of transferring the RTI application to the PIO o/o DC,Gurdaspur u/s 6(3) of RTI Act, the SSP has directed the appellant to collect information from DC’s office in gross violation of the provisions of the RTI Act. 

         In these circumstances, the respondent – PIO Mr. Inderjit Singh, Senior Superintendent of Police, Batala,  is   hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



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/her ex-parte.
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  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 20.04.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Gurmej Singh,

Ex-Army, Uco Bank,

Currency Chest Department,

69 – A Block, Anaj Mandi, Sirsa.

Haryana.

 



 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue Pb.,

Chandigarh. 

 





…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 628/2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mrs. Santosh Rani, Sr. Assistant, o/o FCR, and Mr. Bhupinder Singh, 


Reader, & Mr. Jai Lal, Patwari, o/o Sub Tehsil Arniwala, on behalf of the 


respondent. 
RTI application filed on


:   
19.08.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
13.10.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
12.02.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks details of some land records
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
No response, hence denial of 








information. The FAA did not act or 







passed any orders.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The representative of the PIO stated that the appellant has visited his office and demanded some information which the representative of the PIO had brought to hand over to him during the proceedings today. The respondent PIO is directed to send the same through registered post within five working days. 
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Appeal Case no. 628/2015
                  
Also the representative of the PIO stated that the appellant has been looking for some information related to land records related to some areas which are now in Pakistan and showed his inability to provide it to the appellant. 



Since the appellant is absent, the case could not be decided in his absence. The appellant is advised to be present at the next date of hearing to  ensure speedy disposal of the case. 
Decision :


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 20.04.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Kulwant Singh  

S/o Sh. Kirpal Singh  l  

Village – Jalalkheda,Park Sullar, 
Distt. – Sangrur.

 





   … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o SDM,Mini Secretariat,Block A 

Patiala. 
  



…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 548/2015
Order

Present:
None for the parties. 

RTI application filed 


:
02.01.2015
PIO’s response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 

:
12.02.2015
Ground for complaint

:
Seeks information on the action taken on the complaint filed by one Jasbir Singh on 11.03.2011 regarding some village pond.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



Both the parties are absent. The case could not be decided in their absence. Both the parties are directed to be present at the next date of hearing.
Decision:- 
 


The case is adjourned to 22.04.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Pannu Masih, 

S/o Sh. Rehmat Masih, 

Post Office Parmanand, 

Tehsil & Distt.Pathankot 
 





   … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Pathankot. 

  





…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 539/2015
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



Mr. Ashwani Kumar, Principal, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI application filed 


:
26.09.2013

PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
12.02.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 

Seeks information related to revised grades of 1986.
 Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The representative of the PIO stated that the information was provided on 15.11.2013 and subsequently on 15.11.2014. Since the information has been provided and a copy of the same too was submitted to the Commission which was taken on record, the  complainant is advised to peruse the information. If he has any grievances or finds some discrepensies, the complainant can approach the first appellate authority (FAA) i.e. District Education Officer (S), Pathankot. 
Decision:- 
 


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Balraj Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Karam Chand, 

VPO – Rattangarh, 

Tehsil & District – Pathankot.          




   … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (E), 

Gurdaspur.


  




…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 565/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Balraj Kumar, complainant in person.



Mr. Dharmpal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI application filed 


:
28.02.2014
PIO’s response


:    
07.03.2014 

Complaint  received in SIC
 
:
12.02.2015
Ground for complaint

:
Not satisfied with the information provided.

Information  sought:- 
 

Seeks information regarding number of teacher fellows regularized vide government letter No 1/44/2007-4c Branch 07-/8339 dated 20.10.2010. 


The PIO has responded vide letter no 1668 dated 07.03.2014 stating that the requisite information be collected from DEO(E). Consequently, the complainant approached DEO(E) on March 20,2014. Since then there is no response.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO stated that whatever information was available in the record, was provided to the complainant and remaining too would be provided shortly. If the respondent PIO fails to provide the requisite information within reasonable time that is within a month to the complainant, the complainant would be at liberty to approach the first appellate authority (FAA). 


However, the respondent PIO has responded to the RTI application after thirteen months. The Commission is constrained to issue show cause notice to the respondent PIO for having delayed the  information. 
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Complaint Case no. 565/2015


The  respondent – PIO Mr. Balbir Singh, Deputy Education Officer,   is   hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



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/her ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.

Decision: 


The case is adjourned to 22.04.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Surinder Kumar Bajaj,

S/o Sh. Hari Chand Bajaj, 

Street No. 1, Ward No. 2, 

House No. 4 / 126, Gobind Nagri, 

Malout – 152107, 

Shri Muktsar Sahib. 






   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Head Master,

Govt. High School, 

Sadhawala, Faridkot – 151203  




…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 537/2015
Order

Present:
Mrs. S. Chander, counsel for the complainant.


Mr. Harinder Singh, PIO-cum-Punjabi Teacher, on behalf of the 



respondent.
RTI application filed 


:
06.12.2014
PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
12.02.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information inter alias educational qualification of Arts & Craft teacher in the school.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The RTI application is dated 06.12.2014. The respondent PIO stated that the information is related to third party. The respondent PIO had invoked section 11 of  RTI Act and the third party had dissuaded the PIO from furnishing the requisite information arguing that it was personal information and can’t be provided. 



Since the information sought by the complainant is certainly not personal as he was only seeking information related to educational qualification of a government teacher, the respondent PIO is directed to provide the information within ten working days to the Complainant notwithstanding the request of the third party not to disclose the information.  
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Complaint Case no. 565/2015
Decision:- 
 


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 22.04.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Harmit Singh, 

S/o Sh. Lal Singh, 

Village – Tolewal, 

P.O – Amargarh, 

Tehsil – Malerkotla, 





Distt. – Sangrur.

 





   … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Registrar, 

Punjabi University, Patiala. 
  



…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 545/2015
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



Dr. Bhim Singh, (Advocate) on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 


:
11.07.2014
PIO’s response


:    
 11.08.2014

Complaint  received in SIC
 
:
12.02.2014
Ground for complaint

:
Information denied as it is not covered under 2(f) of  RTI Act. The decision of the University is patently erroneous as the complaint was not seeking opinions but relevant rules if any regarding a particular course. 

 Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The Complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The counsel for the respondent PIO has assured to provide the information within ten working days. If the complainant is not satisfied with the information provided, he can approach the first appellate authority (FAA) i.e. Vice Chancellor, Punjabi University, Patiala, within a month of receipt of information or any communication from the University. 
Decision:- 
 
In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sulakhan Singh, 

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh, 

R/o VPO – Khanewal,

Tehsil – Patran, 

District – Patiala. 

 





   … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.  

  





…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 541/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sulakhan Singh, complainant in person.


Mr. Rupinder Pal Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed 


:
25.08.2014
PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
12.02.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information 






despite repeated requests and reminders.


Information  sought:- 
 

Seeks information related to some arm license of Baljit Singh.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO sought some details from the complainant  to  identify the requisite information and the  complainant provided the same to the representative of the PIO during the hearing itself. The representative of the PIO assured to provide the information within ten working days to the complainant. If the respondent PIO fails to provide the information within fifteen days, the  complainant would be at liberty to approach the first appellate authority (FAA) i.e. Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, in another 20 days.
Decision:- 
 


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Dr. Harbir Singh, 

H. No. 307, Charan Bagh, 

Patiala.

 

 




   … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Khalsa College, 

Patiala.   

  





…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 544/2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Prabhjit Singh, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed 


:
09.01.2015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
12.02.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information related to interest on leave encashment. (seeks details).
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The RTI application dated 09.01.2015 was responded on 10.02.2015 through registered post and it must be in transit when the complainant had approach the Commission on 12.02.2015.


Since the complainant is absent and nothing contrary is heard from appellant’s quarter, it is assumed that he had received the information and was satisfied with the same. 


Decision:- 


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.
 
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Surinder Singh,

Ex-Member Gram Panchayat Kadiana, 

P.O & Block Adampur, 

District – Jalandhar. 






   … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb, 

Sector 62, Mohali. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Block Development and Panahcyat Officer, Pb.,


Adampur, District: Jalandhar.  




…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 619/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Balwinder Singh, for the complainant.



Mrs. Preet Mahinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed 


:
13.01.2015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
19.02.2015

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 

Seeks information on four points regarding inter alias representation of the complainant dated 22.02.2013 .

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:- 


The representative of the PIO stated that the RTI application as per record was received in the RTI cell on 22.01.2015  and it was  transferred to the BDPO, Adampur on 06.02.2015. Since the PIO in the o/o Block Development and Panchayt Officer, Adampur, District: Jalandhar has not responded, he is impleaded as a party in the case.

                 The Commission takes a serious note of the PIO o/o BDPO, Adampur not responding to the RTI request, the Commission is constrained to issue show cause notice to him. 
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Complaint Case no. 619/2015
                 Respondent – PIO in the o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Adampur, District: Jalandhar, is   hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



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/her ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.     

Decision:- 

 
In the light of above, the case adjourned to 22.04.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Surinder Singh,

Ex-Member Gram Panchayat Kadiana, 

P.O & Block Adampur, 

District – Jalandhar. 






   … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb, 

Sector 62, Mohali. 

  




…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 620/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Balwinder Singh, for the complainant.



Mrs. Preet Mahinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed 


:
05.01.2015

PIO’s response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 

:
19.02.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 
 

Seeks information on his representation dated 13.03.2014

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The complainant has sought information on three points. The PIO in the o/o District Rural Development & Panchayats had provided the information on query no 1 and 2 to the satisfaction of the complainant. The information on query no 3 is still awaited and the representative of PIO has assured to provide the same within next 15 days after procuring the same from filed officers. 

                      If the respondent fails to provide the information within twenty days, the   complainant would at liberty to approach the first appellate authority (FAA) i.e. Director Rural Development and Panchayat Officer Punjab, Mohali.  He can again come to the Commission after filing an appeal u/s 19(3) of RTI Act.

Decision:- 
 


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Piara Lal,

 S/o Sh. Gopal Krishan,

H. No. 206, Near Tehsil Complex, 

Lehragaga, District Sangrur 





   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Govt. Model Sr. Sec. School, 

Lehal Kalan – 148003, Tehsil Lehragaga, 

Distt. Sangrur. 

 




…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 520/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Piara Lal, complainant in person.



Mr. Parvinder Kaur, Principal on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 


:
05.12.2014
PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
12.02.2014

Ground for complaint

:
Denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information on the funds of school. Denied information as it was not in accordance with the rules.
 Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The respondent PIO had rejected the application on the ground that the complainant had not submitted his identity proof along with his RTI application. The complainant provided the ID  proof to the respondent during the hearing.

                   The respondent PIO assured to provide the information within fifteen working days. If the respondent PIO  fails to provide the information within fifteen days or the information is deficient on some accounts, then the  Complainant would at liberty to approach the first appellate authority (FAA) i.e. District Education Officer, Sangrur within a month of receipt of information. 



Also the respondent PIO stated that the information sought by the
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Complaint Case no. 520/2015
 complainant is voluminous. In the light of this, the complainant is advised to inspect the records on mutually agreed date and time, identify the required information and the respondent PIO would provide the identified information after obtaining the requisite fee.  
Decision:- 
 


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Pushpinder Kumar Singh,

S/o Sh. Brijraj Singh,

987 Sanjay Gandhi colony,

Tajpur Road, Ludhiana. 
           




…Appellant

Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Sup Divisional Magistrate (East),

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







              …Respondent.

Appeal Case No.967 of 2014

Order
Present:
Mr. Bharat Bhushan, for the appellant.



None for the respondent.



During the last hearing the information was provided to the appellant. However, the PIO is yet to make a payment of compensation, order for where were issued on 12.02.2014.



For compliance of the compensation, the case is adjourned to 23.04.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Satwant Bir Singh,

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

B-2/1122, Near Ashoka Modal School,

Bathinda Road Kotakpura,

District: Faridkot.

 


 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.   







…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 118/2015
Order

Present:
None for the parties.



None for the parties. The appellant is absent for the third consecutive hearing. 



For non prosecution, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Satwant Bir Singh,

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

B-2/1122, Near Ashoka Modal School,

Bathinda Road Kotakpura,

District: Faridkot.

 


 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.   







…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 119/2015
Order

Present:
None for the parties.



None for the parties. The appellant is absent for the third consecutive hearing. 



For non prosecution, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Nirmal Singh Dhiman,

S/o Lt. Sh. Gurbax Singh,

H. NO. 895, Phase – XI (Sector 65),

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Secretariat Punjab, (Administration – III Branch), 

Punjab Civil Secretariat Building,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Secretariat Punjab, (Administration – III Branch), 

Punjab Civil Secretariat Building,

Chandigarh.
                   





 …Respondents
Appeal Case no. 3507/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Nirmal Singh Dhiman, appellant in person.



Mr. Harjinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 



The instant RTI application was filed on  26.05.2014 and after receving the requiste fee, the respondent PIO provided the information on 10.06.2014 , well within stipulated period. 

                     Not satisfied with the response of the PIO, the appellant approached the first appellate authority on 23.06.2014 and approached the State Information Commisison on 26.11.2015.

                         The case was listed for hearing before the undersigned bench on 20.01.2015 when the appellant preferred to abstain and again on 05.02.2015. The appellant filed his written arguments on 04.03.2015 and a copy of the same was provided to the respondent PIO.

                    After persuing the arguments and counter arguments , it is clear that whatever documents were available as per record have already been provided.
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Appeal Case no. 3507/14


However, the appellant was seeking inter alias  why certain procedures were not followed while deciding on his pensions which is not covered u/s 2(f) of RTI Act.



Since whatever information was available on the record has been provided and what more the appellant was looking forward to was not covered u/s 2(f) of RTI.

And hence , the instant appeal case is dismissed and disposd of. 
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Nirmal Singh Dhiman,

S/o Lt. Sh. Gurbax Singh,

H. NO. 895, Phase – XI (Sector 65),

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Secretariat Punjab, (Administration – III Branch), 

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Secretariat Punjab, (Administration – III Branch), 

Chandigarh.
                   





 …Respondents
Appeal Case no. 3506/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Nirmal Singh Dhiman, appellant in person.



Mr. Harjinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 



In the instant case, RTI application was filed on 26.05.2014 and after obtaining the rrequisite fee, the information was supplied on 10.06.014 well within stipulated period. Subsequenlty, the appellant approached the FAA on 23.06.2014 and then approached the State Information Commission on 26.11.2014. 

            
The case was listed for hearing before the undersigned bench on 20.01.2015 when the appellant preferred to abstain and again on 05.02.2015. The appellant filed his written arguments on 04.03.2015 and a copy of the same was provided to the rfespondent PIO.

        

After persuing the arguments and counter arguments , it is clear that whatever documents were available as per record have already been provided. However, the appellant was seeking inter alias  why certain procedures were not followed while deciding on his pensions which is not covered u/s 2(f) of RTI Act. 
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Appeal Case no. 3506/14


Since whatever information was available on the record has been provided and what more the appellant was looking forward to was not covered u/s 2(f) of RTI Act, the instant appeal case is dismissed and dispoed of.



In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.  
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Yogesh Aggarwal,

S/o Lt. Sh. Kewal Krishan,

Gali Vaid Tirath Ram, 

Opposite Civil Hospital, Moga. 


 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
Suvidha Centre, 

Office of Deputy Commissioner, 

Moga. 
 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 311/15
Order

Present:
None for the parties.



The appellant is absent for the third consecutive hearing.



During the last hearing, the respondent PIO had sent a letter stating the information had already been provided and the first appellant authority too had disposed of the case. However, the appellant had pointed out through a letter diarized on 16.03.2015 pointing out some deficiencies which the Commission felt were sketchy and nothing could be made of these. However, the Commission had advised the appellant to be present during today’s hearing but he preferred to abstain despite the fact that the Commission had clarified in no uncertain terms that it would be constrained to decide the case exparte. Since the information had already been provided and the appellant seems not inclined to pursue the case, the instant complaint case is dismissed and disposed of.
  

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rohit Sbharwal, President,

Council of RTI Activists (Regd.),

Kundan Bhavan, 126 Model Gram,

Ludhiana. 

              





      …Appellant

Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the GLADA,

Puda Complex, Near Rajguru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.  

First Appellate Authority,

Office of Chief Administrator,

GLADA, Puda Complex, Near Rajguru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana. 







              …Respondent.

Appeal Case No. 245 of 2014

ORDER
Present:
None for the appellant. 



Ms. Jaswinder Nafra, Estate Officer-cum-PIO, on behalf of the 

                      

respondent.
                    
The case was reserved for pronouncement on the issue of compensation u/s 19(8) b of RTI Act and for penalty under of u/s 20(1) ibid. The respondent PIO has already submitted her response to the show cause notice issued to her.                                     

                    
The RTI application had sought information on 01.08.2013 from the respondent but since the information was voluminous and related to large number of third parties, the law officer of the public authority had dissuaded the PIO from furnishing the information and the appellant had been duly informed of it vide letter No 155 dated 19.09.2013.Subsequently, the appellant approached the first appellate authority and then the State Information Commission.
                    
On the directions of the Commission dated 02.04.2014, the information was provided to the appellant on 28.04.2014. Later the appellant pointed out some 
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deficiencies vide his letter dated 22.05.2014 which too were made up vide letter dated 21.07.2014.  Again some deficiencies were pointed a week later on 27.07.2014. Subsequently, on the directions of the Commission, all the deficiencies were removed 16.10.2014. 


On perusal of the case file, it is evident that initially the legal advisor to the public authority had dissuaded from parting with the information and the PIO could not have acted against the legal advice tendered by attorney of the public authority. 



But once the Commission intervened and directed to furnish information, the respondent PIO had promptly acted and provided the information even though it was voluminous. Also, the respondent PIO had made up whatever the deficiencies were pointed out to the satisfaction of the appellant. Evidently, it is clear that the respondent PIO has not malafidely or without any reason withheld the information and hence it does not attract penal provisions of section 20(1) of the RTI Act. 


However, the information had been delayed and the appellant has suffered as initially the PIO was  dissuade from furnishing of information by the legal advisor of the public authority. Since the information was in public domain and was of nature which should normally have been readily available and on the website of the public authority u/s 4 b of the RTI Act.



Therefore the Commission is of considered opinion that the appellant in the instant case be compensated because of faulty advice of attorney of the public authority. 
 
The Commission awards a compensation of Rs. 4000/- (Rupees Four Thousand Only) and the PIO is directed that the compensation be paid to the appellant (through Bank Draft / Cheque) out of the funds of the public authority before the next date of hearing.
In the light of above, the case is 23.04.2015 at 10.00 A.M.  
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 31.03.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
