STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amar Nath,

S/o Dina Nath, 

H.No. 33159, St. No. 1,

Partap Nagar, Bathinda.                                                                …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE), (By Hand)
Punjab, Chandigarh.                                                                        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2227 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.


 
This case was last heard on 13.4.2009 when Shri Darshan Singh, Deputy Director on behalf of the Respondent was present and the case was adjourned to 8.7.2009.



Today, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent came present. The Respondent has also failed to respond as to whether compliance of the Commission’s Order has been made by him or not. A copy of the discrepancies pointed out by the Complainant vide his letter dated 14.5.2009 is sent herewith to the Respondent for compliance within 10 days under intimation to the Commission.



Both the parties are directed to come present on the next date of hearing failing which proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.



The next date of hearing will be in Chamber on 12.08.2009 at 12:00 Noon.










Sd/-

Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.07.2009.


                 State Information Commissioner

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Nirmal Singh

S/o Sh. Babu Singh

W.No.1, H.No.84, Samrala,

Machhiwara Road.                                                                           ...Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instruction (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 



                             ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1843 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and Respondent. 

This case was last heard on 12.11.2008, 4.2.2009 and 25.3.2009 and today, i.e. 8.7.2009. On all these dates, the Complainant did not come present. As directed vide Commission’s order dated 4.2.2009, the Respondent has failed to respond the following information sought by the Complainant and ordered to be supplied by the Commission :-

1. Why the Physics Lecturers have not been promoted   regarding the SC category.

2. How many posts of Science male are vacated after 2nd scrutiny in all SC categories (dated 22.02.2008 by C-DAC).

 
Neither the Respondent has supplied information nor cared to attend the Commission on 25.3.2009 and 8.7.2009. The callous behaviour of the Respondent, to say the least, is contumacious. The failure to give the information clearly stems from an attitude of defiance to the mandate of the statute. I have no hesitation to hold that in the instant case, the Respondent has failed to supply the
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information malafidely and without any reasonable cause. In these circumstances, the Respondent is given an opportunity as to why under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, penalty be not imposed at the rate of Rs.250/- per day for the period of default. 

  
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.




The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.08.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies be sent to both the parties.









       Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.07.2009.


                 State Information Commissioner

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amir Chand,

S/o Sh. Beli Ram,

R/o VPO Shahpur,

Teh. Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar. 

..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2740 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and the respondent. 



In the order dated 25.3.2009, it was mentioned that the information has been supplied by the Respondent vide his letter 9.3.2009. The Complainant was given the opportunity to point out the discrepancies in the information if any.



Neither the Complainant came present, nor has any discrepancy been pointed out by him.



In these circumstances, the case is closed and disposed of.
 

Copies be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amir Chand,

S/o Sh. Beli Ram,

R/o VPO Shahpur,

Teh. Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar. 

..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Jalandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2741 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and the respondent. 



Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present on the last date of hearing, i.e. 25.3.2009. Today again, both the parties are absent. One more opportunity is given to the parties to present their case failing which it will be presumed that the Complainant is not interested to pursue his complaint. 



To come up on 12.08.2009 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.



Copies be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia,

S/o Sh. Charan Dass, 

Village Sahora Kandi,

PO Siperian, Tehsil-Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.                                                                           …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub. Divisional Magistrate, 

Mukerian.


                                                             ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2586 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Kewal Krishan Bhatia, Complainant in person. 

Shri Varinder Bhatia, Naib Tehsildar Mukerian and Shri Gurnam Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.



Arguments heard.



The Judgment is reserved.



 
Copies be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mohammad Sadiq.

s/o Prem Khan,

Vill. Chahar Majra,

Subteh Majre, Teh. Kharar,

Mohali. 

..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2729 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
Sh. Mohammad Sadiq, Complainant in person.


Shri Rajesh Dhiman,Tehsildar, Parveen Kumar,SDE, Shri Sat Pal, ARA and Shri Devinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.



All information has been provided to the Complainant on 18.3.2009, 

17.6.2009 and 25.6.2009 and the Complainant is satisfied.



The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of.

Copies be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. S.P.Shori (Ex-Army)

Advocate

Civil Courts, Khanna. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instruction (S),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1864 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Dr.S.P.Shori (Ex-Army), Advocate, Complainant in person.

  
Shri Jaspal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 

In the order dated 4.2.2009, the  Respondent was directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post. 

Shri Jaspal Singh, Sr.Assistant on behalf of the Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant on 4.2.2009, but the Complainant is not satisfied. The Complainant has presented objections regarding non-supply of information in his letter dated 18.3.2009 with the Commission and has pointed out to them verbally in the presence of the Court. Therefore, the Respondent is directed to make good the deficiencies and file compliance report to the Commission.

The next date of hearing is 10.08.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 

Copies be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





          (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ram Pal Bhalla

S/o Sh. Krishan Gopal Bhalla

Bhalla Street Sangrur. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Sangrur.  

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2391 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Ram Pal Bhalla, Complainant in person.


Shri Pawan Kumar Singla, APIO-cum-Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent.  



In the earlier order dated 1.4.2009, Shri Ram Pal Bhalla, Complainant has presented a document which proves that Adarsh Model School is not only affiliated but it is a Government aided school which proves that it is a public authority. 

 
Today, the Respondent 
has presented a letter No.n-7$2009$597-98, fwsh 7H7H2009 which categorically states that this School is not a Govt. aided School and therefore, it is not a Public Authority under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 


I am of the view that in view of the Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005, Private School, though affiliated with Punjab State Education Board, yet 
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not financed by the Punjab Government, does not come under the purview of the RTI Act and therefore, it is not a public authority.


The case is hereby dismissed.

Copies be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





          (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Jagsir Singh Chahal,

S/o Sh. Nachattar Singh,

Savi P.C.O. S.T.D., 

Near Bus Stand, 

Dhanaula Distt. Barnala. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Barnala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2597 of 2008

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jagsir Singh Chahal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Aman Deep Bansal, PIO-cum-DTO Barnala, on behalf of the Respondent. 



Information has been provided to the Complainant in the presence of the Court and he is satisfied. Reply to Show cause notice has also been presented by the Respondent in the Court. The Respondent has submitted an application for information which was received in the office of DTO Barnala on 16.9.2008 and the reply was sent to the Complainant on 7.10.2008 by post. So, the information was supplied within the stipulated period of one month. Despite this fact, the Complainant has complained to the Hon’ble Commission that the requisite information was not supplied. Information was again dispatched to him vide letter No.1008 dated 10.2.2009 with a copy to the Commission.
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I am fully satisfied with the reply given by the Respondent. The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of.
Copies be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





          (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sarwan Singh,

R/o Vill. Khera, P.O. Jamsher,

Teh. & Distt. Jalandhar. 

..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (Sec.),

Jalandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2726 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
Sh. Ranjit Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Hem Raj, Supdt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent.  



In the earlier order dated 25.3.2009, I had directed that on the next date of hearing the parties to this case as well as Jasbir Singh, may advance arguments on the issue whether the information demanded is or not exempt from disclosure under any provision of the RTI Act, 2005.



Today, Shri Hem Raj, Supdt-cum-APIO has given argument on the issue and stated that there is a personal enmity between the Complainant and him, therefore, the information sought by the Complainant, should not be disclosed.

 
 Shri Ranjit Singh, Complainant has presented a letter which states that the said information does not fall under section 8(j) of the Act. The public interest is involved in the said information as by changing date of birth from 1.4.1953 to 1.4.1955 the said teacher can get the benefits of two years of extra service by wrong full manner which is against the public interest.



I am of the view that Shri Ranjit Singh’s plea of information regarding third party is in public interest, is correct. Therefore, Respondent is directed to supply information to the Complainant within 10 days and file
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compliance report to the Commission.



To come up on 10.08.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.



Copies be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-     

Chandigarh





          (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 08.07.2009                                         State Information Commissioner
