STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Madan Lal,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash Jain,

R/o Gali No. 18, Parinda,

Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda

        …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ground Floor, Mini Secretariat,

Bathinda – 151 001 

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 455 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Madan Lal, the Appellant 


(ii) Sh. Amrit Lal Garg, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent and Appellant has visited the site of gas agencies and the relevant inforamtion stands supplied. No further action is required.

 3.
Disposed of . Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 13th March, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.L. Malhotra,

Chief Editor,

Punjab –Da-Shisha Newspaper, 

Punjabi Anand Puri Noorwala Road, 

Gurdware Wali Gali,

Ludhiana

…………………………….Complainant 

V/s.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. General Manager.,

Punjab Roadways,

Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2756 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. K.L.Malhotra, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jarnail Singh, PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that he has brought the sought for information and also the record showing  that letter regarding depositing  fee has been posted to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has not received letter asking to deposit the fee for supply of documents. He further  states that he has already reminded  Director State Transport, Chandigarh vide his letter dated 01.10.08 to provide the information.  

3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to provide the information today itself to the Complainant free of cost. No further action is required.

4.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 13th March, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bachan Lal,

Assistant Registrar Coop. Societies (Retd.),

H.No. 1044, Phase 3B2, 

Mohali
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Registrar Cooperative Societies,

17 Buys Building, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh
……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 465 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Bachan Lal, the Appellant


(ii) Smt. Navinder Kaur, Suptd. on behalf of the Appellant 
ORDER


Heard

2. On the last hearing, Appellant was directed to visit the office of the Respondent to inspect the file and point out the documents required by him.  Respondent states that Appellant has pointed out the documents in writing and all the documents have been supplied to the Appellant. No further action is required.
3. Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 13th March, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  H.B.Malhotra,

Kothi No. 569,

Phase -2,

Mohali

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Principal Secy. Finance Pb.,
Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2752 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Gurmail Singh, Under Secretary , O/o Principal Secy., Finance Pb., 

Chandigarh
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been sent to the Complainant on 20.02.09. Complainant is absent. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, before the next date of hearing to the Respondent.
3.
Adjourned to 20.04.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 13th March, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. H.C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o Late Shri Sunder Dass,

H.No. 2299, Sector44-C,

Chandigarh 
…………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Punjabi University,

Patiala 


………………………………..Respondent

AC No.  469 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. H.C.Arora, the Appellant.



(ii) Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
On the last date of hearing i.e. 05.02.09, it was directed that the Appellant shall submit in writing his response to the stand taken by the Respondent vide his communication dated 29.01.09.  The Appellant has accordingly filed his response.
3.
Having heard the oral submissions made by the parties today and on perusal of the contents of the letter dated 29.01.09 and the Appellant’s response dated 14.02.09, I am of the view that no further action in this matter is called for.  In so far as the information demanded by the Appellant is concerned, it now stands supplied without hiding/blackening of any portions thereof. The only question to be considered is whether in the facts and the circumstances of the case, the earlier supply of information (with certain portions hidden/blackened) by the PIO renders him liable for action under Section 20 RTI Act 2005.  

Contd…P-2

-2-

4.
The case of the Respondent, PIO is that the reason for hiding/blackening certain portions of the documents supplied to the Appellant earlier was that it was bona fide believed that the portions so blackened contained information of personal nature having no connection with any public activity or interest and thus was exempt from disclosure.  In the written response, the Appellant submits that addresses and telephone numbers of the various employees cannot be treated as personal information so as to attract the exemption u/s 8 (1) (j). The determination of the question whether the information contained in the blackened portions of the documents in question qualifies as information of personal nature having no relationship with any public activity or interest, is surely not free from difficulty. In the instant case, however, I am not proceeding to adjudicate upon the correctness of the plea taken by the Respondent that the information in question was exempt from disclosure as the said information stands already supplied. Even assuming that the information blackened out was not exempt from disclosure, the question still remains is whether the PIO can be said to have, without any reasonable cause, not furnished the complete information. Provision of Section 20 RTI Act 2005 is of penal nature. I am, therefore, of the view that before a PIO can be penalized under this provision for refusal/failure to perform the duty enjoined upon him, it should be so blatant /reckless that no reasonable person would believe that the failure/refusal on the part of the PIO was the result of a bona fide mistake of fact or legal position. The instant case is not one of those cases in which the PIO can be held guilty of willful/deliberate refusal/failure to perform his duties. 


5.
In view of the foregoing, I do not find it a fit case for imposing any penalty on the Respondent-PIO under Section 20 RTI Act 2005.  The information demanded stands already supplied. No further action in the case is required. 
6.
The case is accordingly disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 13th March, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagsor Ram,Pharmacist,

Observation Home,

Shimlapur, Ludhiana
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health Services (Pb.),

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34A, Chandigarh 

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2680 of 2008



Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed during the last hearing, the sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post vide letter no.736-37 dated 12.03.2009. Complainant is absent. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 13th March, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajpal Nayar,

H.No. 151, Sector 46A,

Chandigarh
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary to Government,

Punjab Health Department,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh 
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2642 of 2008


Present:
(i) Sh. Rajpal Nayar, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Narinder Mohan, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the sought for information has been supplied to the Complainant . No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 13th  March, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh.Gurdeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Hukam Singh,

Vill & P.O-Mahuana Bodla,

Block/Tehsil-Fazilka,

Distt-Ferozepur.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Child Development Project Office,

Fazilka.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1971 of 200
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurdeep Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Smt. Taro Bai, CDPO, the PIO
ORDER


Heard

2.
 On the last hearing dated 29.01.09, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued for not providing the information. Smt. Taro Bai presently working as CDPO has filed an affidavit submitting that Sh. Kuldip Singh was the PIO and Child Development Project Officer, Fazilka during the period the information was sought for. She further states that he is answerable for not providing the information. I, therefore, call upon Sh. Kuldip Singh the former CDPO, Fazilka to show cause why action be not taken against him under Section 20 RTI Act 2005 for not providing the information. 
3.
In this case, application for information was filed with CDPO, Fazilka on 06.06.2008 by the Complainant. Notice of hearing was issued by the Commission on 22.09.2008 to CDPO, Fazilka. In the hearing, on 14.11.2008, 12.12.2008 and 29.01.2009 neither the CDPO nor his /her representative had attended the hearing nor any information was provided to the Complainant. 
Contd….P-2

-2-

4. 
Complainant states that some of the documents supplied to him are not readable nor have they been authenticated. Respondent is directed to provide the clear and authenticated copies of the documents today itself. 
5.
Adjourned to 22.04.09 (12.00 noon) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. Copy of the order be also sent to Director,  Social Security & Women & Child Development, Pb Chandigarh to direct Sh. Kuldip Singh, CDPO presently posted at Hoshairpur to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 

Sd/-
          (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 13th March, 2009

CC:-
(i) Sh. Kuldip Singh, Children Development Project Officer, Distt-Hoshiarpur

(ii) Director,  Social Security & Women & Child Development, Punjab, SCO-101-102, Sector-34-A, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

H.No. 25, W No. 6,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Bhogpur,

Post office, Bhogpur-144201,

Distt-Jalandhar.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Defence Services, Room No. 620,

6th Floor, Mini Sectt., Sec-9,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2267 of 2008


Along with 
     CC No. 2268 of 2007

Present:
(i) Sh. Tarsem Lal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Narinder Kumar Googal, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that all the sought for information has been supplied to the Complainant and now Complainant is asking for information not covered by his original application. He further states for any other information, Complainant may submit fresh application. Complainant states that some of the documents supplied are not authenticated. Respondent is directed to sign the documents today itself.  Complainant is also advised to file new application for any further information required by him.

 3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 13th March, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Sarabhjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa Nagar (W),

P.O.Khalsa College, Putlighar,

Amritsar.
        …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.
……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 10 of 2009

In

CC No.1791 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Amarjit Singh Laukha on behalf of the Applicant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Applicant states that as ordered by the Commission, compensation has not been paid to him by the District Transport Officer, Amritsar.

3.
After the final orders, District Transport Officer, Amritsar vide his letter no. 2804/000 dated 23.12.2008 had requested that order regarding compensation awarded to Smt. Sarabjit Kaur be reviewed. The request of the Respondent was declined on the ground that orders passed by the Commission can not be reviewed as there is no provision under the RTI Act permitting review. 
4.
On the grievance of the Complainant, that she has not been paid compensation by District Transport Officer, Amritsar, the case has been re-opened. The Respondent has not appeared despite notice for today’s hearing. 
Contd….P-2

-2-

3.
In view of the foregoing, DTO, Amritsar is directed to ensure that the payment of compensation is made to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. The copy of the orders be also sent to Secy. Transport Pb, Chandigarh to ensure that payment of compensation is made by DTO, Amritsar before the next date of hearing failing which taking of disciplinary action against the DTO, Amritsar under Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act 2005 shall be considered.
4.
Adjourned to 20.04.09 (at 12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 13th March, 2009
CC: Secretary (Transport Pb.), Room No. 9, 5th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat,
       Chandigarh

