STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Ram Gopal,

S/o Sh. Bour Chand,

Aggarwal Book Depot

Bareta Mandi Distt. Mansa. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instruction (S),
Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1849 of 2008
ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant and Respondent.


A letter has been received from the complainant Sh. Ram Gopal that he has received the information on 8.11.2008 to his satisfaction. He has requested to file the complaint case. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Gurmeet Kaur,

Retd. Hindi Mistress

Govt. Girls Sec. School,

Bathinda.
…..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Govt. Girls Sec. 
School, Bathinda.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 459 of 2008
ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Smt. Sharanjeet Kaur, Lecturer in Chemistry on behalf of the Respondent.   


In the earlier order dated 22.12.2008, it had been recorded that information has been provided to the appellant on 16.2.2008, 7.8.2008 and 5.9.2008 by registered post. None was present on behalf of the appellant on that day and similar is the case today. In the earlier hearing one more opportunity was granted to Smt. Gurmeet Kaur to point out any deficiencies. No objections have been raised on the information provided to the complainant and neither is she present today. Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of ex parte.  

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o Kishan Singh

R/o Vill. Bhana PO Dhudi

Tehsil & Distt. Faridkot.
…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Faridkot. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2651 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Pritam Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Anil Kumar, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent. 
Sh. :Pritam Singh filed a complaint on 26.9.2008 that his original application dated 21.7.2008 along with requisite fee of Rs.10/- has not been attended to. 

Information sought by him is regarding “nomination papers and affidavit of Bakshish Singh S/o Hazara Singh (Panch) Village Bhana Tehsil & Distt. Faridkot”. A letter has been presented by the Clerk appearing on behalf of the Respondent stating that “all information except which has to be sealed in polling booth after the completion of poll shall be made available to the applicant”.  The APIO is not present today since he is pre-occupied in some other matter. The representative of the respondent cannot explain the case and ask for one more date so that the APIO can be personally present his case. 

The next date of hearing is 20.5.2009 at 2:00 P.M.    

 

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. R.C.Khurana,

449-M, New Generation Apartments

Ambala Kalka Road, Zirakpur. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar-cum-Sub
Registrar Derabassi. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 321 of 2008

ORDER 

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



None has appeared on behalf of the Respondent on the hearings held on 06.08.08, 15.09.08 and 10.11.08 and similar is the case today. In the earlier order dated 10.11.2008 penalty of Rs.10,000/- was imposed on the respondent under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 and the hearing was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance. Today again none has appeared on behalf of the Respondent which clearly shows the defiant attitude towards the directions of the Commission and implementation of RTI Act. 



Keeping in view the, facts and circumstances of the case I hereby summon the PIO O/o Tehsildar-cum-Sub Registrar, Derabassi U/s 18(3) to come personally present on the next date of hearing i.e. 20.05.2009 at 12:00 Noon. If at the next date of hearing PIO fails to comply with the directions of the Commission then I will be constrained to recommend for taking disciplinary action against the delinquent officer. Apart from this PIO is also directed to provide all the information to the complainant as per his original application within 15 days. 



The next date of hearing in Chambers on 20.5.2009 at 12:00 Noon for confirmation of compliance.

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Gulbir Kaur,

# 2265, Sector 64,

(Phase-X), SAS Nagar,

Mohali. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Research & Medical
Education, Punjab, Sec-40, Chandigarh.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1703 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Gulbir Kaur, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent. 


At the time of hearing of this case on 22.12.2008, the respondent was directed to submit an affidavit in support of denial of information to the complainant. Today he has filed the affidavit as under:-
1. “Smt. Gulbir Kaur has asked for disclosure of personal information regarding Dr. Gurmeet Singh in her application.

2. As per RTI Act 2005 Section 8 sub section (j) it is not possible to give the said information as it would cause unwarranted invasion of privacy of the individual.

3. Dr. Gurmeet Singh has given in writing to the Deponent that no such personal information be disclosed to any party. 

4. No public interest outweighs the harm to the protected individual.” 



 I have carefully considered the facts of the case and I am of the view that the information demanded by the complainant deserves to be supplied. Section 8(1)(j) provides that information which relates to personal information, the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity and interest is  exempt from disclosure. 



In the instant case, it can not be said that information required by the wife pertaining to salary of her husband to facilitate the disposal of a court case is not in public interest.  Due administration of justice is definitely in public interest and any thing which is required in aid of proper adjudication of court case has a definite connection with the public interest.   In view of above, the objection raised by the third party as well as the respondent on the basis of section 8(1)(j) is overruled. 
            
Therefore, the respondent is directed to supply the required information to the complainant within 15 days under intimation to the Commission.
 

The next date of hearing in Chambers on 20.5.2009 at 12:00 Noon for confirmation of compliance.



 


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Satish Chander Bhagat

S/o Shanker Dass, 5-A,

New Model House, 

Jalandhar City. 

…..Complainant  

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),
Jalandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1630 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Baldev Singh, Dy. DEO(S)/APIO and Sh. Hem Raj, Supdtt. on behalf of the Respondent.   

Today the Deputy DEO submits that he is also the APIO in the DEOs office, Jalandhar. He has provided information stating that an identical case has been disposed of in my Court on 24.3.2008. He has been asked to explain as to why this point was not mentioned at the earlier two hearings to which the reply was that he was not aware of this case. I have gone through the original applications of both the cases point-wise and these are identical.  Therefore, the case is hereby dismissed. 

Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Joginder Singh,

C/o Govt. Girls Sr. Sec.

School, Near Bus Stand,

Faridkot.
…..Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Circle Education Officer,
Faridkot.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2173 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Dinesh Kumar, Clerk, Satpal, Sr. Asstt., Surinder Singh, Jr. Asstt., Santa Singh, Jr. Asstt. and Baljeet Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.  

Information has been provided to the complainant on 21.1.2009 by hand and sent from the office of DEO, Faridkot on 13.3.2009 by registered post. One more date is granted so that the complainant can point out any discrepancies regarding the information received by him. The objections raised by him were regarding point No.1 and 2 which according to the respondent has been provided to the complainant.


The next date of hearing in Chambers on 20.5.2009 at 12:00 Noon for confirmation of compliance.

Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Mukesh Gupta,
318/2-C, Ratan Nagar,

Tripuri Town, Patiala.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Govt. College 

Of Physical Education, Patiala.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2628 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Mukesh Gupta, Complainant in person. 

None on behalf of the Respondent.  



Sh. Mukesh Gupta filed a complaint on 10.11.2008 that his original application dated 06.10.2008 has not been attended to.


Information sought by him is regarding:-

1. Attendance Register,
2. Details of pending payment of Rs. 33,316/- regarding duty in examination.



Principal had written to the complainant on 03.11.2008 that amount of Rs. 750/- should be deposited.  When the complainant went to deposit the fees, he was informed that they were not aware as to which account the fees should be deposited.  Since they refused to take the fees and the time limit of 30 days is over, therefore PIO is now directed to give the information free of cost.  None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The conduct of the Respondent, to say the least is contumacious.  The failure to give information clearly stems from an attitude of defiance to the mandate of the statute.  Therefore, PIO is directed to provide all the information to the complainant within 15 days and he is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing.



The next date of hearing is 06.07.2009 at 2:00 P.M.

Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar,
S/o Sh. Amrit Pal,

R/o Ward No. 2,

C/o Garg Tent House,

Bhikhi Distt. Mansa. 

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Mansa. 

….Respondent

(Registered)

C.C. NO. 2641 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Amandeep Singh Cheema, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant. 
Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.  

Sh. Vijay Kumar filed a complaint dated 06.11.2008 that his original application dated 28.08.2008 has not been attended to.


During the arguments at today’s hearing I have come to the conclusion that information has been provided to the complainant according to the original application dated 28.08.2008. According to the complainant information was provided on 12.12.2008.  The complainant demands penalty under section 20 (1) for delay in providing the information as the delay is of 75 days.  Therefore PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why action should not be taken against him by imposing a penalty of Rs. 250/- each day till the information is furnished.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed to Rs. 25000/- as per the provisions of Section 20 (1) of RTI Act, 2005.


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 next date of hearing is 06.07.2009 at 2:00 P.M.

Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurmit Singh,
H. No. 10382, Gali no. 3,

Kot Harnam Dass,

Sultan Wind Road, Amritsar. 

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner,
Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2650 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. J.S. Brar, ADTO on behalf of the Respondent.  



Sh. Gurmit Singh filed a complaint on 17.11.2008 that his original application dated 19.09.2008 has not been attended to.


Information sought by him is regarding:-



“I have taken information under RTI Act from you regarding show cause notice which was issued by you to Mr Davinder Singh (Show cause notice No. STC-E(A-I)3-17/15717 dated 04.05.2001) in which you have clearly mentioned License of Davinder Singh is fake and enquiry of the same is going on, now I have taken information from RTO Dehradun under RTI Act as per information License of Davinder Singh is fake No. 3784/DD/91 dated 31.05.1991 (copy of information under RTI act is enclosed)”.



Information was supplied to the complainant on 14.11.2008 and 24.01.2008 by registered post. The complaint was received in the Commission on 17.11.2008.  No objections have been pointed out by complainant after that and he is not present today.  One more opportunity is granted to the complainant to point out deficiency if any.  If at the next date of hearing no discrepancies are punted out by the complainant then the case will be disposed of.  


The next date of hearing is 06.07.2009 at 02:00 pm.









Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Rajinder Parkash,
President,

11-D, Rishi Nagar,

Opp. BSNL Telephone Exchange,

Ludhiana-141001.

…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (East),
Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO.2653 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.
Dr. Rajinder Parkash filed a complaint on 07.11.2008 that his original application dated 08.09.2008 has not been attended to.


Information sought by him is regarding “Copy of Jamabandi year 2004-05 village Mahal Bagat Hadbast No. 164, Tehsil and Distt. Ludhiana.  How come Mohinder Pal S/o Amar Nath S/o Maya Dass and Barkat Ram S/o Maya Dass S/o Jawara Ram in Khewat No. 564, Khatoni No. 643 and Khasra No. 626, 631, 632, 633 became the owners”.


Information has been sent to the complainant on 27.11.2008.  No objections have been filed after that and neither he is present today.  One more opportunity is granted to the complainant to raise any discrepancies.  If at the next date of hearing no objections are raised, then the case will be disposed of.  

The next date of hearing in Chambers on 27.5.2009 at 12:00 Noon for confirmation of compliance.

Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Dr. Rajinder Parkash,

President,

11-D, Rishi Nagar,

Opp. BSNL Telephone Exchange,

Ludhiana-141001.

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (East),

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO.2654 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.

Dr. Rajinder Parkash filed a complaint on 07.11.2008 that his original application dated 08.09.2008 has not been attended to.



Information sought by him is regarding “Land at village Mahal Bagat hudbast No. 164 Tehsil and district Ludhiana regarding Khasra No. 629 how Paramjeet Singh S/o Manna Singh became the owner of said Khasra Number.  Kindly supply me the proceedings how he became owners in above said Khasra Nos and how Inteqal was done on his name.  Kindly supply me the copies of registries of land regarding ownership of Khasra No. 629”.


Information has been sent to the complainant on 27.11.2008.  No objections have been pointed out after that and neither he is present today.  One more opportunity is granted to the complainant to raise any discrepancies.  If at the next date of hearing no objections are raised, then the case will be disposed of.  

The next date of hearing in Chambers on 27.5.2009 at 12:00 Noon for confirmation of compliance.

Sd/-




         



  (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Balwinder Singh,
S/o Surat Singh,

H. No. 40, St. No. 3,

New Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar,

Amritsar-143007.

..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Amritsar-1. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2643 of 2008

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


The complainant filed a complaint in the Commission on 17.11.2008 that his original application dated 18.09.2008 has not been attended to. This complaint was fixed for hearing on 16.03.2009 before the Commission.  Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  Another opportunity is granted to the parties to appear and present their case.  

 

The next date of hearing is 27.5.2009 at 2:00 P.M. 


Sd/-


           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Balraj Bansal,

H.No.B-XI/822

Street No.6, K-C Road,

Barnala. 

…..Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 47 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant and Respondent.



This case was heard on 16.03.2009 and the orders were reserved. 



In this case, the information in question demanded by the appellant has been supplied to him by the respondent. On 16.03.2009 appellant demanded imposition of penalty and grant of compensation to him for not attending to his request for information under the RTI Act within the time schedule as per RTI Act. The respondent vide his affidavit dated 12.03.2009 has stated that the appellant’s request for information dated 19.10.2007 was received in his office on 24.10.2007 and the same was misplaced somewhere in his record. The appellant filed first appeal on 20.11.2007 before Commissioner, Patiala Division.  The first appellate authority sent a copy of request for information and copy of first appeal to the respondent vide his letter dated 11.12.2007. Consequently, the respondent has supplied the information to the appellant on 28.12.2007.  The respondent has further deposed that the information has been supplied promptly on receipt of copy of request for information and there was no malafide intention to harass the appellant in any way. In the second appeal filed before the Commission, the appellant has not raised any point about deficiency in the information but he is pointing out anomalies of his seniority and other service matters which are beyond the scope of RTI Act. 



In view of above, I do not find it a fit case for imposition of penalty and grant of compensation. However, the appellant is free to approach the appropriate authorities for redressal of his service grievances. Accordingly, the appeal is disposed of. 



To be communicated to both the parties.   


Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Vill. & PO Birampur

Tehsil Garhshanker

Distt. Hoshiarpur. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instruction (S),

Jalandhar. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1046 of 2008

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



This case was heard on 17.09.2008, 17.11.08 and 16.03.2009. On all dates of hearing Complainant did not come present. Information has been supplied to the complainant as confirmed vide his letter dated 22.10.2008. The complainant demanded that the respondent should tender an apology for harassing the complainant in supply of information after a considerable time. The respondent has failed to submit any reply. Rather, none has appeared on his behalf on 16.03.2009. Another opportunity is granted to the respondent to comply with the directions contained in the order dated 17.11.2008 of this court, failing which further proceedings as per RTI Act will follow. 

The next date of hearing in Chambers on 27.5.2009 at 12:00 Noon for confirmation of compliance.

Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Narinder Singh Lamba,

R/o Preet Nagar, Gali # 3,

Near Adarsh Vidya Mandir,

Tibba Road, PS Basti,

Jodhewal, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2634 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Narinder Singh Lamba, Complainant in person.


Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO/ Legal Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent.  



Sh. Narinder Singh Lamba filed a complaint on 14.11.2008 that his original application dated 03.09.2008 has not been attended to.



The application was transferred under Section 6(3) to the PIO/Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. During the course of hearing, APIO along with the consent of the complainant has agreed to club this case with that of CC No.2637/08 pending in the court of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, S. Surinder Singh. Since both the cases are similar in nature, therefore, CIC is requested to club the above titled case with CC No.2634/08. 







Sd/-







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009

C.I.C.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amandeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Kulbir Singh

260, Partap Nagar PO

Partap Nagar Amritsar. 

…..Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.

….Respondent

A.C. NO. 533 of 2008

ORDER 

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


This appeal was heard on 22.12.2008 when none appeared on behalf of the respondent. Today again the respondent is not present nor any intimation has been received in the office.


Complainant stated at the time of previous hearing that no information has been provided to him in response to his application dated 12.9.08. This attitude of respondent is highly objectionable and clearly stems of disrespect to Commission as well as Right to Information Act. The respondent is called upon to explain as to why he has absented on two consecutive dates of hearing. One more opportunity is granted to respondent to supply the information to the appellant within a fortnight and also send his reply for not attending the Commission on two consecutive dates, failing which action under Section 20 of RTI Act will be taken. 


The next date of hearing is 01.07.2009 at 2:00 P.M.







           (Mrs. Ravi Singh)







        State Information Commissioner.

Chandigarh


Dated 16.03.2009
