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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chetan Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No. 32-B, District Courts Complex,

Roop Nagar.




    

 
…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent
CC No. 230/12
Present:
Sh.Chhote Lal, Supdt. along with Sh.Jatinder Kumar, Senior Assistant - on behalf of the Respondent-PIO.

ORDER
On the last date of hearing i.e. on 19.04.2012, Sh.Chhote Lal, PIO-cum-Branch In-charge, Local Govt. Branch-2, Office of Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, was directed to send the requisite information to the complainant within 15 days under registered cover and the case was adjourned to to-day for further proceedings.
Perusal of the case file reveals that the requisite information was sent to the complainant vide letter No.1166 dated 21.5.2012, copy of which has also been received in Commission’s office.  Further, a letter dated 25.6.2012 has been received in the Commission’s office under the signatures of Sh.Chetan Sharma, Advocate-Complainant, wherein he has shown his full satisfaction with the supplied information.


In view of these facts, the case is disposed of and closed.











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


             
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hem Raj S/o Shri Parkash Ram

V.P.O: Passiana

Tehsil & Distt: Patiala











Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal,

Dhudhial Senior Secondary School,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC – 1166 of 2012

Present:
 Sh.Hem Ram, Complainant, in person.

Sh.Mohinder Singh Sethi, Advocate on behalf of the PIO, Dhudhial Khalso Senior Secondary School, Patiala.
ORDER

Complainant Sh.Hem Raj vide an RTI application dated 24.3.2012, addressed to Principal, Dhudhial Khalsa Sr. Secondary School, Patiala, sought photocopies of the documents submitted by Sh.Jatinder Kumar son of Sh.Chanan Ram, resident of Passiana, Tehsil & Distt: Patiala, at the time of seeking admission in the school on 1.4.2000.  On receipt of this RTI application, Principal of the school vide letter dated 17.3.2012 sent a reply to Sh.Hem Raj, complainant that since it is a third party information, the same cannot be given without the consent of the concerned individual.  The Principal of the school again sent a reply to the complainant vide letter dated 23.4.2012, wherein it has been mentioned that Sh.Jatindar Kumar has not consented, therefore, as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, they are unable to provide the information.

Both the parties have been heard.  

Case file is perused.  It is observed that the PIO, office of Principal, Dhudhial Khalsa Sr. Secondary School, Patiala, has completely mis-understood Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005.  Section 11(1) requires the PIO to give notice to 
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third party only when he intends to disclose the information and keep the third party’s submission in view while taking a decision about disclosure of information.  The PIO has claimed that if third party did not respond the information shall not be provided is completely contrary to the provisions of Section 11.  
Therefore, the information being sought by the complainant cannot be considered as third party information since it relates to submission of documents at the time of seeking admission in the school.  Moreover, as per the provisions contained in Section 11 of the RTI Act, except in the 
case of trade or commercial secrets protected by law, disclosure can be allowed if the public interest in disclosure outweighs in importance any possible harm or injury to the interests of such third party.

In view of these facts, the PIO, office of Principal, Dhudhial Khalsa Sr. Secondary School, Patiala is directed to supply the photo copies of the documents sought by the complainant in his RTI application dated 24.03.2012 within a period of two weeks free of cost under intimation to the commission.

To come up for further hearing on 12.7.2012 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwant Singh

s/o Sh. Ralla Singh,

No. 6, Sector 1-B, Ward No. 16,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



    

 …Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Respondent
CC No. 228/12
Present:
None for the parties.

ORDER

Complainant, vide his RTI application dated 17.08.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Mandi Gobindgarh, sought information pertaining to Cattle Pound, Nasrali in (Mandi Gobindgarh).  Failing to get any response within the period of 30 days as prescribed under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 19.4.2012.


 However, none was present on behalf of parties on 19.4.2012, therefore this case was adjourned to to-day for hearing.  However, none is present today again.


PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Mandi Gobindgarh, District Fatehgarh Sahib, is therefore, afforded one more opportunity to provide complete, correct, relevant and duly authenticated information to the complainant within a period of two weeks under registered cover with a copy of supplied information to the Commission for its record.  The complainant shall also inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided.
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PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Mandi Gobindgarh, District Fatehgarh Sahib, shall be personally present on the next date of hearing with one spare copy of the RTI information provided to the complainant. He will also explain in writing reasons for delay in supplying the information and for not responding to the Commission’s notice on two consecutive dates i.e. 19.4.2012 and 26.6.12.


Adjourned to 7.8.2012 for further proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                                                                                               Sd/-  

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Naresh Sharma,

Shakti Nagar,

Gali No. 5,

Barnala-148101.






…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.




 


…Respondent

CC - 252/2012

Present:
Shri Naresh Sharma, Complainant, in person.

Shri Jagdish Kumar, Supdt. PRTC, Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing, i.e. on 25.4.2012, the PIO, O/o Managing Director, PRTC, Patiala was called upon to explain in writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for the delay caused and for the detriments suffered by Sh. Naresh Sharma in getting the information  under the RTI Act, 2005.   The PIO was directed to submit his explanation through a self-attested affidavit while appearing personally on the next date fixed. He was also directed to submit documentary evidence in support of the following: -

(i)
Despatch of copy of notification dated 29.03.1993 to the complainant;

(ii) If the notification has not been sent to the complainant, how he was intimated about the option to be exercised by him for getting the pension benefit? 

and to send the information on these two points to the complainant and the  case was adjourned to to-day for further hearing.  

CC - 252/2012                               -2-

Shri Jagdish Kumar, Supdt. appearing on behalf of PIO-cum-GM, PRTC, Patiala seeks an adjournment of 15 days for submitting the reply to the Commission’s order dated 25.4.2012.  The request made by Shri Jagdish Kumar, Supdt., PRTC, Patiala is acceded to.  PIO –cum- G.M. PRTC Patiala, is directed to comply with the order of the Commission dated 25.4.2012 in letter and spirit and send the required RTI  information to the complainant in two week’s time free of cost, by registered post.

Adjourned to 18.7.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 









     Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh,
 Member Panchayat,

S/o Shri Gura Singh, 

Village: Assa Buttar,

Tehsil: Gidderbaha,

Distt: Sri Mukatsar Sahib.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib







 Respondent

CC -  1142 of 2012
Present:
Shri Rajinder Singh, Complainant, in person.

Sh.Lokesh Bansal, Inspector, O/o DFSC, Sri Kukatsar Sahib - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Shri Rajinder Singh, Member Panchayat, Village Assa Buttar, Tehsil Giddarbaha, Distt: Mukatsar, vide his RTI application dated 29.7.2010 addressed to PIO-cum-District Food & Supplies Controller, Mukatsar, sought certain information on  the supply of wheat to the Ration Depots in the district meant for the Antodia and BPL families for the period from 2008 to 2010.  On receipt of this RTI application, Inspector, Food & Civil Supplies, Doda (Muktsar) supplied the sought information to the complainant vide letter dated 30.08.2010.  However, not satisfied with the supplied information, the complainant filed a complaint dated 24.4.2012 with the Commission, received in it on 27.4.2012, and notice of hearing was issued to the parties for to-day.  
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Sh.Lokesh Bansal, appearing on behalf of the Respondent-PIO delivers a copy of the additional information to the complainant Sh.Rajinder Singh in the Commission itself, who has shown his full satisfaction with the provided information after pursuing the same for about an hour.  


The case is disposed of and closed, therefore.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



    Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjit Singh S/o Sh. Gurjant Singh,

V&PO: Lande, 

Tehsil: Bagha Purana,

Distt: Moga – 142 049






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC – 1170 of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant.


Sh.Sanjeev Madaan, Sr.Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


The Complainant Sh.Ranjit Singh, vide an RTI application dated 22.2.2012, addressed to Principal Secretary (Education), sought photopies of the Rules and Notifications, which were made applicable for promoting School Masters(Secondary) to the post of Lecturer (Sr.Secondary).  The said RTI application was transferred by the PIO, O/o Principal Secretary (Education) II Branch to DPI (Secondary Education), Punjab, Chandigarh on 28.3.2012 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, for supplying the information directly to the applicant-complainant,.  Failing to get the timely response, the complainant approached the Commission in a complaint, received in it on 30.4.2012, and notice of hearing was issued to the parties for hearing on today.  


Sh.Sanjeev Madaan, Sr.Assistant, appearing on behalf of the Respondent-PIO, office of DPI (Secondary Education), states that the requisite RTI information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 3.5.2012 under registered cover.  
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Neither the complainant is present today, nor anything contrary with regard to the supplied information has been received from him.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 









     Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Kumar Sharma

S/o Late Shri Hari Ram Ji,

13-F, Majithia Enclave,

Patiala








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education)







 

Patiala.








Respondent

CC – 1171 of 2012
Present:
None for the Complainant.

Sh.Turp Chand, Jr.Assistant, O/o Dy.DEO(SE), Patiala -on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Complainant Sh.Krishan Kumar Sharma vide his RTI application dated 1.3.2012, addressed to the DEO(S), Patiala, sought certain information on 9 points.  Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 31.5.2012, therefore, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for hearing on today i.e. 26.6.2012.  


Sh.Turp Chand, JA, appearing on behalf of PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE) Patiala states that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 25.6.2012.  Since the complainant is not present today, he is afforded one more opportunity and directed to file his observations/point out discrepancies, if any, to the PIO-cum-Dy. DEO(SE), Patiala within a period of seven days who will remove the discrepancies, if any, within a period of one week and shall supply information to the complainant.  

The complainant is also directed to appear in person or through representative on the next date of hearing so that his views on the supplied information could be ascertained. In the event of his failure to appear before the commission on the next date, it shall be taken that he is satisfied with the supplied information and the case shall be disposed of and closed in his absence.


Adjourned to 7.8.2012 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chhinder Pal Singh S/o

S. Amrik Singh, Near Railway Station,

Bareta,

Tehsil: Budhlada,

Distt: Mansa.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General,

Sarv Siksha Abhiyan, Punjab,

SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh






 

Respondent

CC – 1172 of 2012
Present:
Shri Chhinder Pal Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Bhavnish Bedhlan, Assistant Manager along with Sh.Rajesh Thakral, Clerk, O/o Sarv Siksha Abhiyan Authority, Punjab, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh – on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Complainant vide his RTI application dated 21.3.2012, addressed to PIO, Sarv Siksha Abhiyan, Punjab, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, sought a copy of Merit list of the Selection of JBT/ETT Teachers, for the selection of which counseling was held on 27.11.2008 in Govt. Secondary School, Phase-2, Mohali.  Failing to get the requisite information within a period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 30.4.2012, and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for to-day.


 Shri Bhavnish Bedhlan, Assistant Manager, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO states that the complainant has already been sent the reply that the copy of the merit list cannot be provided being third party information.  The plea of the respondent is not tenable.  This is an information which is required to be in the public domain, in the era of transparency.
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  The PIO-cum-DEO, Smt.Harjit Kaur, O/o Director General Sarv Siksha Abhiyan, Punjab, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, is therefore directed to supply the requisite RTI information, i.e. copy of merit list of selection of  JBT/ETT teachers for which counseling was held on 27.11.2008, to the complainant, free of cost, under registered cover within a period of seven days under intimation to the commission. She is also directed to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit and by appearing in person on the next date of hearing in the Commission the reasons of delay for providing the information and loss and other detriments suffered by the complainant, by explaining therein as to why the provisions of section 20(1)(2) and section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against her for willful delay and denying the information.


Adjourned to 24.7.2012 for further hearing.



Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh S/o Late S.Harbans Lal,

Incharge, Dainik Amar Ujala Bureau,

Makhu,

Tehsil: Zira, Distt: Ferozepur





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Food Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority,

District Food Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

AC – 621 of 2012

Present:
None for the appellant.


Sh.Munish Kumar, Inspector on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

Complainant Shri Surinder Singh vide his RTI application dated 12.11.2011, addressed to PIO, O/o District Food & Supplies Controller, Ferozepur, sought certain information pertaining to four Depots License Holders, i.e. S/Sh.Devinder Kumar, License No.232; Bhupinder Singh, License No.233, Udai Shankar, License No.199 and M.S. License No.200, falling within the jurisdiction of Makhu, City Area.  Failing to get timely response within a period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant filed first appeal on 24.1.2012 with the DFSC-cum-First Appellate Authority, Ferozepur and thereafter filed second appeal with the Commission, received in its office on 2.5.2012 and accordingly notice of hearing was issued to the parties for to-day i.e. 26.6.2012.
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The case file has been perused.  It is observed that the requisite information was sent by the Inspector, Food & Civil Supplies, Makhu to the DFSC Ferozepur vide letter dNo.1429 dated 21.2.2012 and this RTI information was further received and acknowledged by the appellant Sh.Surinder Singh on 13.3.2012.  It is observed that the date of issue of Ration cards has not been communicated to the appellant.  Sh.Munish Kumar, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he will personally deliver the remaining information i.e. date of issuance of ration cards to the appellant.  Sh.Munish Kumar assured it to the appellant on phone also who agreed to close the case.


Neither the Appellant is present nor anything contrary with respect of the supplied information has been heard from him.  


Keeping in view the facts of the case, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 







                         Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.P.Verma,

# 954, Sector 21,

Panchkula (Haryana)






Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

SCO 95-97, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.
First Appellate Authority,

Director Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

SCO 95-97, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.









 Respondents
AC – 614  of 2012

Present:
Shri K.P.Verma,  Appellant, in person.


Shri Gursewak Singh, Sr.Asstt on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER

The appellant vide his RTI application dated 16.1.2012, addressed to the PIO-cum- Assistant Director, School  Admn., O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, SCO No.95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandiarh, sought information on following three points:-

i)
Copy of action taken report on his application received vide diary No.5328 dated 26.12.2011/amla-III;

ii)
Dispatch particulars of the bill sanctioned vide orders no.14/199-2010 amla-3(3) dated 7.2.2011;

iii)
copy of action taken to release the payment on sanction order no.14/199-2010amla-3(3) dated 7.2.2011 along with cheque no. and date through which amount has been released.
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Failing to get timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-DPI(SE), Chandigarh on 29.2.2012 and thereafter the second appeal was received in the Commission’s office on 27.4.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today i.e. 26.6.2012.

Shri Gursewak Singh, Sr.Asstt. appearing on behalf of the Respondents states that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 26.6.2012.  Sh.K.P.Verma, appellant, also confirms the receipt of complete information by him and is satisfied with the same.

In view of the submissions made by both the parties, the appeal is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 









     Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Shakti Parsad,

c/o  R.K. Kohli & co.
C-1, Ist floor, Shivaji Park,

West Punjabi  Bagh,

New Delhi-110026.


             
              ..… Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.



2.
First Appellate Authority,

Director State Transport, Punjab,

Chandigarh




       
        ..…Respondents

A.C .No. 261/12 

Present:
None is present on behalf of both the parties.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing, i.e. on 17.5.2012, Sh. Karamvir Singh, ADTO appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO-cum-DTO Patiala stated that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant on 07.05.2012 vide letter No.369. However he submitted no solid proof for it. It was observed that though the RTI application is 14.2.2011, the information had been supplied on 07.05.2012. Accordingly, PIO-cum-ADTO, Patiala was directed to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the appellant and for other loss and detriments suffered by appellant. He was also directed to explain in writing while appearing before the Commission the names of the PIO-cum-DTOs who remained posted during the above period. Appellant was directed to file his observations or point out the deficiencies, if any, to the PIO-cum-DTO Patiala within seven days.

Despite all these directions, neither the appellant is present today nor he was present on the last date of hearing, i.e. on 17.5.2012.  It is further observed 
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that the then DTO, Patiala Sh.Rishipal Singh has been transferred and new incumbent has joined recently and during the past months, Officers were busy with the election work for most of the time, due to assembly elections in Punjab.

Therefore, show cause notice is filed and for the reasons that the appellant is not pursuing his RTI application at all as neither he was present on the last date of hearing nor he is present today, and information already stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.


However, PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, Patiala is directed to:-

i)
to ensure that in future information on RTI applications is provided to the applicants/complainants/appellants strictly complying with the provisions of RTI Act, 2005;

ii)
to ensure that ADTO attends all the hearings before the Commission without fail.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

Copy to:
District Transport Officer,

Patiala  (By name)
- for compliance. 
