STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Sumanjit Kaur,

w/o Jaspal Singh,

Chamber No. 416, 

District Courts , Patiala  

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Electrical Division No. 1,

PWD B&R, Patiala

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3327 of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Jaspal Singh, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard
2.
Both the parties have submitted their replies, the order will be pronounced in the presence of both the parties on 04.04.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector:14, Hisar.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Town Planner,

Bathinda.

Public Information Officer

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2548 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. J.J.Kumar, PIO, the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, complete information has been provided to the Complainant.  Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information provided.  Copy of the same is taken on record.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

General Secretary Universal Human,

Village Rasoolpur (Mallah),

Tehsil Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o I.G. P (Head quarter.)

Punjab Police Headquarter, 

Sector 9, Punjab, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o ADGP (Admn.), Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarter, 

Sector 9, Punjab, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1500 of 2012

Present
(i)Sh. Sukhdev Singh, on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Parshotam Kumar, HC on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Sukdev Singh to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing, as he is unable to attend today’s hearing.  Representative of the Appellant states that complete information has still not been provided to him.  Respondent states that name list of the constables are not available in their office, it has to be collected from the different offices.   Respondent is directed to provide the name list of the 1658 constables to the Appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 26.03.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizen Forum

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana – 141 003

…………………………….Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Director Budget & Accounts

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar -160062

FAA Director, Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar – 160062 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 368 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Kesar Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Mohinder Singh, Deputy Director on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing, Sh. Mohinder Singh, Deputy Director was directed to show cause for not providing the information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Mohinder Singh, Deputy Director appearing in person and states that he has brought the complete information today in the Commission.  The same is handed over to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he is satisfied with the information provided but he has suffered mental harassment and financial loss in getting the information.  Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.  Respondent has submitted an affidavit in response to the show cause.  The reply submitted by the Respondent is found satisfactory, the show cause notice is, hereby, dropped.   
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-

 
                                                                        (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vipen Kumar,

S/o Shri Bhola Ram,

r/o Gill Pati,  Bathinda

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Bathinda

First Appellate Authority

O/o DDPO, Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1493 of 2012

Present

:
(i) Sh. Vipeon Kumar, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Arvind Garg, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that incomplete information has been given to him so far. Respondent states that some information has already been sent to the Appellant. He further states that the remaining information is not traceable in their record. Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to provide the copy of the latest audit report to the Appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   

3.
Adjourned to 19.03.2013 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties
 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harbans Singh Dhaliwal,

s/o Sh. Ruldu Singh Dhaliwal

c/o Mistri Mohinder Singh

Sant Attar Singh Nagar

Near Police Line & B/s Malwa School,

Sangrur – 148 001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab State Warehousing

Corporation Ltd., Sangrur  

 





           …………………………..Respondent

CC No.  691 of 2012

Present
None for the parties.
ORDER


Complainant is absent for forth consecutive hearing without any information. It seems he is not interested in pursuing the case. 

2.
In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the considered view that no useful purpose would be served by prolonging this matter any further. The case is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 
                                                                           (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Kulwant Rai,

Ward No. 14, Gopal Bhawan Road,

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur – 148 021

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Sangrur 
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3165 of 2012

Present

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

(ii) Sh. Rakesh Jain, Sh. Ramesh Kumar Chawla, ADO and Sh. Kunal Joshi, LA on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 22.01.2013, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record. Complainant is absent. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to state his case. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.
Adjourned to 19.03.2013 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ram Sharan Dass,

House No. 2849, Sector 40C,

Chandigarh

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Additional Chief Admn Officer,

PUDA, Patiala

First Appellate Authority

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan , Phase VIII, SAS Nagar, Punjab
Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1140 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Ram Sharan Dass, the Appellant



(ii) Sh.Anand Pal, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, complete information has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the complete information but he has suffered mental harassment and financial loss in getting the information.  Sh. Dhian Singh, E.O-cum-PIO, is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

# 397, 2nd Floor, Sector:09, 

Panchkula.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chairman,

Sri Guru Harkrishan Sahib Charitable

Eye Hospital Trust, Gurudwara Guru Shabad Parkash,

Akal Ashram, Village: Sohana, Distt:Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2749 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Adarsh Suri, Chief Administrator on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing, Complainant was advised to file his written reply that the Eye Hospital Trust, is a public authority or not but in today’s hearing, he has failed to file his reply.  Last opportunity is given to the Complainant to file his written reply. 

3.
On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned to 19.03.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lakha Singh,

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

r/o W.No. 10, Near Railway Station,

Dhariwal, Distt. Gurdaspur

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3520 of 2012
Present

(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Baljit Singh , Inspector and Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is absent. He has informed on telephone that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. Copy of the information is taken on record. Complainant is advised to collect the information from the Commission office. 

4.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

 

Sd/-

 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

# 397, 2nd Floor, Sector:09, 

Panchkula.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chairman,

Baba Jaswant Singh Trust (Regd.),

Nanaksar Complex, Samrala Chowk,

Ludhiana.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2746 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. R.S.Sihota, Sr. Advocate and Sh. B.R.Rana, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Arguments heard. Adjourned to 19.03.2013 (11.00 AM) for orders.  Copies of this order be sent to the parties. 
 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SDO, PWD (B&R) Construction

Zira, Distt. Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority

O/o Executive Engineer 

Provincial Division, Ferozepur

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1503 of 2012
Present
:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Manjit Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. The Appellant is not present even on the last date of hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.
3.   In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh

r/o Village Kheri Jattan,

PO Amargarh, Tehsil Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary, School Education Department,

Punjab, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary, School Education Department,

Punjab, Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1506 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Harwinder Singh, the Appellant.


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 20.12.2012, Respondent was directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing. Today, Respondent is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. Appellant states that the incomplete information has been given to him so far. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   

3.
Adjourned to 19.03.2013 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Chander Mohan, Advocate,

Distt:Courts Complex, Chamber No:136,

Groud Floor, Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Schools), Pb,

Punjab School Education Board Complex,

Phase:VIII, Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3270 of 2012

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


(ii) Smt. Rupali Tanwar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the complete information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. The Complainant is not present even on the last date of hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.

3.   In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Chander Mohan, Advocate 

Distt. Courts Complex, Chamber No. 136,

Ground Floor, Bathinda – 151 001

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(SE), Punjab,

Bathinda
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3271  of 2012
Present

None for the parties
ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. 27.12.2012, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. Respondent has sent a letter to the Commission that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant. He has also sent a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant. Complainant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.  It appears he is satisfied.  The case is, accordingly, ordered to be closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road, 

Amritsar - 143001

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DAV Public School,

Lawrence Road, Amritsar - 143001
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3188 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. S.M.Bhanot on behalf of the Complainant 


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

ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 20.12.2012, Respondent was directed to provide the information to the Complainant as available in their office in the form of C.D. format.  Today, Sh. S.M.Bhanot appeared on behalf of the Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent has sought some more time to provide the information to the Complainant. Some more time be given to the Respondent to provide the information to the Complainant.  
3.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 19.03.2013 (11.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road, 

Amritsar - 143001

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

DAV International School,

By-Pass Road, Verka Chowk,

Amritsar - 143001
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3189 of 2012
Present
(i) Sh. S.M.Bhanot on behalf of the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the order dated 20.12.2012, Respondent was directed to file his written objections that their school is not a ‘public authority’. In today’s hearing, the respondent submits a photocopy of an order passed by Hon’ble Justice Shri Hemant Gupta and Hon’ble Justice Shri Jaswant Singh of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in LPA No. 1190 of 2011. An interim stay has been granted by the Hon’ble High Court.  

4.
Therefore, the case is adjourned sine die.  Any of the parties can request for hearing only after the decision in LPA No. 1190 of 2011 has been fully pronounced.

Announced in the hearing



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.       

 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Dev Raj, S/o Dharam Chand, 

VPO Pandori Khas,  Tehsil Nakodar

Distt. Jalandhar

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Goraya, Distt. Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Education Officer (E),

Jalandhar 
…………………………..Respondent 

AC No 1490 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Dev Raj, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Kuldip Singh, BPEO G-I on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he has not been provided with the complete information as demanded by him and that whatever has been provided has not been duly authenticated. Respondent has agreed to provide the complete information to the Appellant  before the next date of hearing. Respondent is directed to provide the complete information , duly attested, to the Appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   

3.
Adjourned to 19.03.2013 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

# 1778, Sector:14, Hissar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BCL, Homes Limited,

Kishanpur, Adjourning Sector:20,

Panchkula, NAC Zirakpur.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2741 of 2012

Alongwith

CC No. 2742 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Deepak Sabharwal, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Both the Complainant and Respondent have sought another date to file their replies.
 3.
On the request of both the parties, the case is adjourned to 19.03.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 26th February, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

36-Jagatjit Park,

Kapurthala

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Govt. Model School,

Valtoha, Distt. Tarn Taran

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3224  of 2012

ORDER

The judgment in this case was reserved on 27.12.2012.  

2.
The information demanded by the Appellant as per his application dated 01.10.2012 is as under (information related to Smt. Nisha, Science Teacher):- 

“ (i)  Copy of income tax return, copy of form 16-A, copy of pan card from August 2010 to 31.03.2011 and 1.4.11 to 31.3.12. 


 (ii)  Detail of salary from March 2012 to September 2012

(iii) Copy of casual  leaves and station leaves  taken by Smt. Nisha, till August 2010

3.
As per the Respondent, the information sought by the Appellant cannot be supplied inasmuch as it is exempt from disclosure under Section 8(i) (j) RTI Act 2005. According to him the information is personal information of the employees of the department which has no relationship with any public activity or interest.  Moreover, the Appellant has informed vide her letter dated 10.10.2012 that her information should not be given to anybody. I ,therefore, hold that  the information sought is exempt from disclosure under Section 8(1)(j).

4.
For the above reasons the instant appeal is devoid of merit and is dismissed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)

           State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26.02.2013


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Murti Devi,

# 33159, St. No. 01, Partap Nagar

Bathinda - 151005

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3527 of 2012

ORDER

The judgment in this case was reserved on 24.12.2012.

2.
 This complaint arises out of an RTI application dated 18.06.2012 filed by Smt. Murti Devi, the Complainant to the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda demanding information in relation to a Railway plan no. 287/R-1/ Delhi-Bathinda – 1955. A photocopy of the plan is also annexed with the application.  As per the photocopy this plan consists of two sheets. The first sheet purports to be signed by different officers of the Railway Department as also by Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda. This plan relates to the land to be acquired in connection with additions and alterations to trans-shipment yard at Bathinda (on Delhi-Bathinda section). The information sought is (i) the first sheet of the plan bears the signatures of the Deputy Commissioners; is the second sheet also covered by these signatures (ii) when did the Deputy Commissioner sign the cancellation plan (iii) the name and the present address of the person who was holding the office of the Deputy Commissioner (when he signed this plan) may be disclosed (iv) did the Deputy Commissioner before signing this plan got the correctness of the same checked from any officer of the Revenue department ? if yes what is the designation and address of the said officer. A copy of the report, if any, be also given (v) whether the demarcation as per the plan no 287/R-1/Delhi-Bathinda-1955 was conducted by an officer of Revenue department? If yes the name of the officer conducting the demarcation be disclosed and 
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also a copy of the demarcation report be supplied (vi) the name and address of the officer to whom the Deputy Commissioner handed over this plan after signing the same be also disclosed.

3.
The aforementioned application was sent by the Assistant Public Information Officer, Bathinda to the Public Information Officers of (i) General Manager, Northern Railway, Baroda House, New Delhi and (ii) Inspector of Works, Northern Railway, Ambala Division, HQ at Bathinda for providing the information. Thereafter, the Divisional office of the Northern Railway at Ambala Cantt. wrote a letter to the Complainant on 23.07.2012 providing the information on first two counts as under:-


(i) As per our record, the plan in question was made only on one sheet.


(ii) There is no cancellation plan available in our office.

(iii) to (vi) Information sought on these items relates to the office of the Deputy Commissioner and State  Government

4.
In the reply filed by the PIO-cum-ADC, Bathinda to the complaint before the Commission, it is stated that they have obtained a report from the DRA Branch of Deputy Commissioner’s office. This report bears the number 2614 and is dated 18.12.2012. As per this report, record relating to the year 1955 was searched but no document pertaining to the information sought was found.   

5.
At the hearing of the complaint on 24.12.2012, nobody on behalf of the Complainant was present. The stand taken by the Respondent that despite search of the record maintained in the office, no document pertaining to the information sought was found cannot be taken as unfounded as the information sought pertains to the record of the year 1955. I am, therefore, of the view that the stand taken by the Respondent regarding the non-availability of the information sought by the Complainant is neither improbable nor without basis. 
6.
In view of the foregoing, the instant complaint is dismissed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

                                                                                                                Sd/-
                                                  

  (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)

Dated: 26.02.2013




    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Col. Joginder Singh,

C/o Atma Singh,

745, Phase 2, Goindwal Shah,

Distt. Tarn Taran

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary,

Relief Rehabilitation Punjab, 

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary,

Relief Rehabilitation Punjab, 

Civil, Chandigarh 

Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division

Jalandhar.

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Tarn Taran

…………………………..Respondent

AC No.  734 of 2012

ORDER

The judgment in this case was reserved on 04.12.2012.

2.
The brief of the case is that the Appellant filed his RTI application dated 24.10.2011 to the Respondent No.1.  Later on, he filed first appeal dated 02.12.2011 under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act 2005 dated 02.12.2011 before the First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e. Respondent No.2.  His second appeal with the Commission is dated 23.05.2012 and the case was fixed for hearing on 18.07.2012.  

3.
During the hearing held on 23.05.2012, the Appellant did not come present.  However, official parties i.e. Respondent No. 1 & 2 came present and 
PIO O/o Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar was impleaded as party 
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and notice of next date of hearing i.e 21.08.2012 was issued to him.  The Appellant did not even come present on 21.08.2012 and none from the Respondent No.3 come present.  Accordingly, the case was adjourned to 06.09.2012.  Again Appellant was not present on 06.09.2012 and Respondent No. 3 also did not put in appearance.  However, the next hearing was fixed on 06.09.2012.  On 06.09.2012, the Respondent prayed for an adjournment to send reply to the Appellant and the case was adjourned to 25.10.2012.  On 25.10.2012, the Appellant came present and stated that no information has been provided to him.  Sh. Nirmal Singh, Suptd., O/o Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar appearing on behalf of the Respondent No. 3 stated that information is to be provided by the Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran and he may be made as a party.  Accordingly, Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran was also impleaded as Respondent No. 4 and next date for hearing was fixed for 04.12.2012. On 04.12.2012 after hearing the parties, orders were reserved.

4.
I have carefully considered the submissions of the parties and material available in the case file, in the reply sent by the DC, Tarn Taran to the Counsel of the Appellant to the notice under Section 80 CPC, it has been made amply clear that on the receipt of the application of the Red Card from the Appellant and others, the same were sent to the SDM, Khadoor Sahib for enquiry and report. After obtaining the report from the Tehsildar, Khadoor Sahib, the SDM vide letter 92 dated 16.09.2008 and no. 111 dated 22.09.2008 recommended the case of the Appellant for issuance of the Red Card. Subsequently, all the files including the file of the Appellant relating to the issuance of the Red Card were sent back to the concerned SDMs for re-examination as per the government instructions. The Appellant was found ineligible for the issuance of the card on account of lack of documentary evidence. The Appellant was informed about this vide letter no. 103 dated 04.06.2009. Thereafter, on receipt of a new application from the 
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Appellant , the case was again sent to SDM, Khadoor Sahib. SDM, Khadoor Sahib sent his report dated 19.03.2010 recommending the case of the Appellant for Red Card.  Thereafter, the case of the Appellant alongwith other cases was discussed in the meeting of the district level committee held on 29.03.2010 which was presided over by the ADC(Dev.), Tarn Taran and as per government instructions all the 911 applications including that of the Appellant were rejected as the cases did not fulfill the conditions prescribed by the government instructions.

5.
In view of the foregoing, I do not find any willful or deliberate remissness on the part of the PIO/concerned officials in dealing with the information request made by the Appellant. For this reason, I do not think that it is a fit case for imposition of penalty upon the Respondent PIO. 
6.
For the above reasons the instant appeal is devoid of merit and is dismissed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                  

  (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)

Dated: 26.02.2013




State Information Commissioner

