STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

J. S. Paul, Lt  Col (Retd.),

Managing  Director,

Paulbro Leathers Pvt. Ltd.,

11, Leather Complex,

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar 144021.
                         …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Small Industries & Export Corporation Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, 18, Himalaya Marg,

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.


   

  ……Respondent

CC No. 2862  of  2008

              ORDER



Arguments in this case were heard on  08.05.2009 and  order was reserved.

2.


The brief facts of the case are as follows :-


   i)
The Complainant filed his request for information under the RTI Act on 11.09.2008 on 11 points  with  the Respondent – PSIEC.

           ii)
He filed an appeal before the first Appellate Authority on 14.10.2008.

iii)
He  filed the second appeal before the second Appellate  Authority  i.e.  the Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh, on 27.11.2008.

iv)
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties on 29.12.2008 and the  case came up for the first hearing on 16.01.2009.

v) During the first hearing on 16.01.2009 it transpired that substantial information (19 pages) on all the 11 points was given to the Complainant in tabulated form on 1.12.2008 and that  Respondent 
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declined to provide information on some of the points on the plea “it relates to third party and has no relationship to any public activity or interest.” While the Respondent was directed to examine the question of  exemption regarding the remaining information under Section 8 of the RTI Act, the Complainant was asked to submit in writing   deficiencies, if any, to the PIO concerned, who was  directed to address the same.  The Complainant pointed out the deficiencies  vide his letter dated 20.1.2009 and the Respondent replied to these on 26.2.2009; running into 11 pages.

vi) The Respondent  has pointed out in  his letter of 14.01.2009 that the Complainant had failed to keep  date with the first Appellant Authority fixed  for 8.1.2009  (vide his letter dated 6.1.2009 ) and that Complainant had approached the  Commission even before first Appellate Authority could take a view after hearing the  parties.

vii)
 During the second hearing on 20.3.2009, the Respondent reiterated that the information sought on  some of the points  not only  relate to  the  3rd  party  but  is also  exempt under  Section 8 (i) (j).


 viii)     During the third hearing on 08.05.2009, the Respondent 



handed over his response, dated 4.5.2009, to Complainant justi-    


fying denial of information under Section 8 (i) (j).  The    



Complainant  has also submitted his observations in writing on      


the information already supplied to him on 1.12.2008 and 



26.2.2009.  A copy of this is also given to the Respondent.
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3.
         From the oral and written submissions made by the Complainant and the Respondent and from a perusal of the  case file  it  emerges  that  information
stands substantially supplied to the Complainant. The remaining information is  ‘personal information’ which has no relation to any public interest / activity and, therefore, is exempt  from disclosure under Section 8 (i) (j) as contended by the Respondent. 

4.


 The plea of the Respondent is in consonance with the  provision of Section 8 (i) (j).  The observations made by  the Complainant are  rejected.  




The  case is  disposed of and closed.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

          (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                 State Information Commissioner.

Dated,   June  5, 2009.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Dr. Harbhajan Kaur,

119, Civil Lines, Patiala.


                              …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (Colleges),

Punjab, Chandigarh.
        


                 ……Respondent

CC No. 655  of  2009







     ORDER



Arguments in the instant case were  heard on 15.05.2009 and order was reserved.
2.

The case relates to a service matter containing 13 items.  Initial request was filed on 06.12.2008 and on not receiving a response, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission  on 12.03.2009.  Attached, with the request for information was personal case of the  Complainant.

3.

During the hearing on 15.05.2009, the Complainant was asked to justify the public interest or activity involved in the information demanded   She could not do so. On the other hand, she averred that it was a  ‘personal case’ as  her service stands affected  and  her  “promotion sabotaged.” It is also mentioned  in  the one page  annexure.

4.

In view of the foregoing, it emerges that the information demanded relates to personal information, the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or interest, as defined in Section 8 (i) (j) of the RTI Act.  Also, Section 2 (j) defines what is ‘right to information’:  It is public-interest oriented and not to promote or sub-serve narrow, personal gains/ interests/considerations. Thus, any  
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progress in this case will amount to misuse of the Right to Information Act and goes against   the spirit of the Act in resolving personal issues.

5.
         Therefore, the request for information  by the Complainant is rejected.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 

    




Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

           (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                  State Information Commissioner.

Dated,  June  05, 2009.
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SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Balwinder Singh,

#U-1/187, RSD Staff Colony,

Shahpurkandi T/ship, Tehsil Pathankot

District Gurdaspur (Pb) 145029.           
        
                                    …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division,

RSD Shahpurkandi, Township,

District Gurdaspur (Pb) 145029.



                   ……Respondent

     


AC No. 657 of 2008







     ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. Sushil Kumar, for the Appellant.




APIO, Mr. Chander Kant, on the behalf of the Respondent.

---




The representative of the Respondent hands over the information on the 09 points alongwith the annexures to the representative of the Appellant in my presence today.  The representative of the Appellant says that a copy of the award demanded as per point No. 01 in the request for information dated 19.08.2008, has not been given.

2.


I direct the Respondent to send an attested copy of the award to the Appellant through registered post before the next date of hearing. This is the last opportunity given to the Respondent to give copy of the award.

The case is adjourned to 26.06.2009 (Friday), Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 PM for confirmation.

Announced in the hearing. 

    




Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                          State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 05, 2009
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SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ramesh Pal,

S/o Sh. Milkhi Ram,

Village Ram Nagar,

PO Tehsil & District-Gurdaspur.                     


              …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division,

RSD Shahpurkandi Township,




Distt. Gurdaspur.




                             ……Respondent
AC No. 666 of 2008







     ORDER

Present:
Appellant, Mr. Ramesh Pal, in person.




APIO, Mr. Chander Kant, on the behalf of the Respondent.

---




The first hearing in this case was held on 13.02.2009, wherein, the Appellant had narrowed down his demand for information to three specific points as follows: 

(i) The latest seniority list of the supervisors, as per record in the office of Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, Shahpurkandi.

(ii) Categorization of Supervisors, as per his RTI request at No. 04 and;

(iii) Whether the Supervisors are covered under the second Schedule or not?

2.

During the second hearing on 27.02.2009, the Appellant demanded to be compensated for the detriment caused to him. In the last hearing on 08.05.2009, the Respondent had stated that the information was sent to the Appellant on 06.05.2009.  The Appellant was asked to submit the deficiencies, if any, not later than 22.05.2009; which he did.  The Appellant says that his specific information in respect of three points mentioned in the order dated 13.02.2009, has still not been served by the Respondent.  
…2
-2-

3.

I direct the Respondent to give attested information/documents in respect of these three points which broadly cover point No. 1, 4 & 5 of Appellant’s original application of 05.09.2008, before the next date of hearing.  
4.

The Respondent is also directed to pay a compensation of Rs. 500/- for each of the three hearings that have been held on 27.02.2009, 08.05.2009 and 05.06.2009.  This payment should also be made to the Appellant before the next date of hearing and acknowledgement receipt produced.  
5.

This is the last opportunity given to the Respondent to give correct information as pre order dated 13.02.2009.  
6.

At the next date of hearing, PIO, office of Executive Engineering, Personnel Division, Gurdaspur, will be personally present.  

The case is adjourned to 26.06.2009 (Friday), Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 PM.

Announced in the hearing. 

    




Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                          State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 05, 2009
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Navdeep Kumar Asija,

House No. 6/118, Baba Namdev Nagar,

Near TV Tower, Fazilka,

District Ferozepur.                     


                              …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council,

Civil Hospital Road, Fazilka-152123.


                   ……Respondent
CC No. 1657 of 2008







     ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.




None for the Respondent.

---



On the last date of hearing on 08.05.2009, the Respondent PIO had been directed to file an Affidavit to show cause as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information and was also directed to supply requisite information point-wise to the Complainant.

2.


Today, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present.  One last opportunity is given to the Respondent to confirm whether the information sought has been supplied to the Complainant.  He should also send a copy of the covering letter to the Commission if the information has been sent to the Complainant.  

3.


He is also directed to submit an Affidavit as directed in the order dated 20.03.2009 and again on 08.05.2009.  This Affidavit will be submitted by 24.06.2009 and a copy of the Affidavit will also be given to the Complainant.

The case is adjourned to 26.06.2009 (Friday), Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 PM.

Announced in the hearing. 

    




Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                          State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 05, 2009
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SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Khushpreet Kaur, W/o Sh. Balbir Singh,

S/o S. Lakha Singh, R/o Village Chakerian,

Tehsil & District Mansa 151505.


                              …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh.



                             ……Respondent
CC No. 439 of 2009






     ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Ms. Khuspreet Kaur, in person.




None for the Respondent.

---



There is no appearance of the Respondent who was also not present on the first date of hearing.  The Complainant says that she has still not received any information in response to her RTI application dated 09.01.2009.  

2.


The Respondent is given one last opportunity to give the information before the next date of hearing otherwise he would be proceeded against under Section 20 of RTI Act.  

3.


A copy of this order be also sent to the Secretary, School Education, who would ensure not only the information is given to the Complainant but also the presence of the PIO, office of DPI, School Education, at the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 26.06.2009 (Friday), Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 PM.

Announced in the hearing. 

    




Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                          State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 05, 2009

cc:

Secretary, School Education,



Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.
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Janak Singh,

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

House No. 1238, St. No. 1,

Ward No. 1, Guru Arjan Dev Nagar,

Mansa 151505.




                              …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh.



                             ……Respondent
CC No. 479 of 2009






     ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.

---



The Complainant vide his request letter dated 04.06.2009, had sought adjournment in this case.  Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present at the last date of hearing.  

2.


This is the last opportunity given to the Respondent to give the requisite information duly attested, as per record, to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  

3.


A copy of this order be sent to the Secretary, School Education, who would ensure that not only the information is given to the Complainant, but also the presence of the PIO of the office of DPI (SE) at the next date of hearing. 
The case is adjourned to 26.06.2009 (Friday), Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 PM.

Announced in the hearing. 

    




Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                          State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 05, 2009
cc:

Secretary, School Education,



Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh
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Bhupinder Kaur, Teacher,

7-F, Dashmesh Nagar,

Near Pal-di-Chakki,

Near Gurdwara Kalgidhar Sahib,

Moga 142001.




                              …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh.



                             ……Respondent
CC No. 471 of 2009






     ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. Randhir Singh, for the Complainant.



APIO, Mr. Parampal Singh, for the Respondent.

---



The Respondent says that requisite information as demanded vide RTI application dated 08.08.2008, will be sent to the Complainant within a week.  

2.


I direct the Respondent to send the requisite information duly attested, as per record before the next date of hearing.  
The case is adjourned to 26.06.2009 (Friday), Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 PM.

Announced in the hearing. 

    




Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                          State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 05, 2009
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Surinder Singh,

H.No. 81, Phase-I, 

Urban Estate, Dugri Road,

Ludhiana.





              …..Complainant
          
















Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh.
   

                        ……Respondent

CC No. 470  of  2009






   ORDER

    



 
               









 

Present :
Mr. Surinder  Singh, Complainant, in person.

None for the  Respondent.




----




There was  no appearance on behalf of the Respondent during the hearing on 24.04.2009.  The Respondent is not present even today. On 24.04.2009, the P.I.O. was directed to give point-wise information, duly attested, as per record. He was also issued a notice as to why information has been delayed and why penalty  be not imposed  upon him and  compensation  paid  to the  Complainant for causing harassment.
2.


One last opportunity is given to the PIO  to execute the RTI request dated 26.11.2008 and also  file  an affidavit to the show-cause  notice under section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, as to why -


(a)      information has been delayed?

(b)      why penalty be not imposed upon him at the rate of Rs.250/-                             
per day from the date of receipt of RTI application?

(c)       why compensation be not paid to the Complainant for  causing      
harassment?
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3.


A copy of this order be sent to the Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, School Education, to ensure compliance of this order and also the presence of  PIO,  DPI (SE)  at the next date of hearing.         

The case is adjourned to 26.06.2009 (Friday), at 2.00 pm, in Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Announced  in the hearing.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner.

Dated,  June 05, 2009.


cc:  Secretary ,Govt. of  Punjab,


       School Education, Chandigarh.
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SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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R.K. Saini, President,

New Generation Residents Welfare Society, (Regd.),

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur, Distt. Mohali.


                 …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

 Municipal Council, 

Zirakpur, District SAS Nagar,



      ……Respondent

MR No. 53  of  2009   in
CC No. 1660 of 2008

              ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. R.C.Bawa, for the Complainant.



Mr. H.S. Sethi, Advocate, for the Respondent.

-----



This case  was heard on  20.03.2009 and disposed of and closed because the Respondent had submitted in writing that they  have not received the  RTI request of the Complainant dated 23.06.2008.  Thereafter, the  Applicant filed  an application dated 06.05.2009, addressed to the State Information Commission, which bears the Commission’s diary number 6714, dated 08.05.2009. The Applicant had also attached a communication from the Department of Posts, alongwith an attested copy of the ‘receipt register’ in the office of the Respondent.  

Thereupon, the Deputy Registrar was directed to treat this case as MR.  Thus  CC 1660/2008 is now  MR 53  of 2009.  
2.

Today, the representative of the Respondent, Mr. H.S. Sethi, psays that they have  received the Complainant’s letter  alongwith the annexure which was sent  by the Deputy Registrar alongwith notice of hearing  on 20.05.2009.

3.

I direct the Respondent to file  a written submission on the letter of the Applicant  to be read alongwith  annexure appended to it before the next date of hearing. 
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4.

I direct the Executive Officer  of the Municipal Council, Zirakpur, to hold an inquiry / look into the matter whether Complainant’s RTI request dated 23.06.2008 was received  in the office and if so,  by whom and submit a report in writing to the Commission before the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 24.07.2009 (Friday), at 2.00 pm, in Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Announced  in the hearing.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner.

Dated,  June 05, 2009.
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SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Kuldip Singh Khaira, 

House No. 3344,  Chet Singh Nagar,  

Gill Road, Ludhiana.
            

             
                        …..Complainant
          











Vs

1.
PIO, O/o Director Research & Medical Education,

SCO No.87-88, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.
                        
        
2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Health Services & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh

           ……Respondent

CC No. 297 of 2007





   ORDER

    



Present:
None for the Complainant.
Representatives, Mr. Gurcharan Singh, Sr. Assistant and 

Mr. Dhiraj Joshi, Jr. Assistant, for the Respondent.

----



The instant case was last heard by a Division Bench comprising of the then C.I.C., Mr. Rajan Kashyap and S.I.C., Mr. P.P.S. Gill on 28.05.2008, when the case was adjourned to 06.08.2008. The Deputy Registrar of the Commission informed the parties on 04.08.2008 about the cancellation of the date of hearing of 6.08.2008.
2.

Following an undated communication from SIC, Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, this case was transferred to this Bench by C.I.C. on 21.04.2009. Thereafter, on 22.04.2009, I directed the Deputy Registrar to issue a notice of hearing to the Complainant and the Respondent-Director Health and Family   Welfare, Punjab -and post the case for hearing on 05.06.2009.
3.

On 15.05.2009, a notice of hearing was inadvertently sent by the Commission, to the Director Research and Medical Education instead of Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab.  A notice of hearing is hereby sent to the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh for 26.06.2009 (Friday), at 2.00 pm, in Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

At today’s hearing representatives of Director Research and Medical Education have appeared.  They have submitted in writing that Directorate is not a Respondent in this case, as conveyed to the Commission on 04.04.2008. Thus, DRME is exempted from appearing on future dates.



Announced in the hearing.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.                       

 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                                 State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 05, 2009
