STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua,

S/o Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Village: Tura, Post Office: Kumbh,

Tehsil: Amloh, District: Fatehgarh Sahib. 



   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3602 of 2015
Order

Present:
None for the parties. 

RTI application filed on


:   
30.07.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil 

First appeal filed



:   
26.09.2015

Second appeal received in SIC 

:   
09.11.2015

Information sought: 
Seeks information regarding revenue records of land Sri Sidh Baba Modal Mandir, Jalandhar and of Sri Devi Talab Mandir, Near Railway Station, Jalandhar during the year of 1950 to 2015. 

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant facts emerging during hearing: 



 Both the parties are absent and the case can’t be taken up. However, inadvertently the notice of hearing was issued to the PIO o/o Commissioner of police, Jalandhar instead of being issued to the PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar and after rectifying the same, a copy of the notice of hearing is being issued to the concerned PIO.
                        Both the parties are expected to be present at the next date of hearing.
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Appeal Case no. 3602 of 2015
Decision:


The case is adjourned to 12.01.2016 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
Enclsd: Notice of Hearing.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,



Phase 3 B-1, SAS Nagar. 





 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District & Session Judge,

Judicial Complex, Roopnagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District & Session Judge,

Judicial Complex, Roopnagar.




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3631 of 2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Roomil Sharma, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
21.08.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
23.09.2015
Second appeal received in SIC 

:   
09.11.2015

Information sought: 


Seeks information on twelve points regarding implementation of RTI Act by the District and Sessions, Judge Roopnagar

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant facts emerging during hearing: 



 The appellant is absent. However, he has sent a letter diarized in the Commission on 21.12.2015 wherein he has sought an exemption for today’s hearing and added that no information had been supplied till date.
                        However, the representative of the PIO stated that the information had been provided to the appellant by the PIO on all points except point no. 1, 7, & 10 for which the appellant had asked to demonstrate how the information sought would serve a larger public interest.  The respondent PIO is not expected to seek any reasons for 
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Appeal Case no. 3631 of 2015
seeking information from the information seeker.


“An applicant making request for information shall not be required to 


give any reason for requesting the information or any other personal 


details except those that may be necessary for contacting him under 


section 6 (2) of the RTI Act.”
                      Therefore, the respondent PIO is directed to provide the complete information to the appellant within five days. Also the respondent PIO is directed to be present at the next date of hearing.
Decision:


The case is adjourned to 04.01.2016 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Shamsher Singh,

R/o H. No. 1339, Sector 41 B,

Chandigarh.





 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Development Officer (Women Program),

Sri Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sri. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3662 of 2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Saneh Bhardwaj, Development Officer cum PIO, for the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
06.08.2015

PIO replied




:   
17.08.2015 (Denied the information as it 






was related to third parity.)
First appeal filed



:   
12.10.2015
Second appeal received in SIC 

:   
17.11.2015
Information sought: 


Seeks information regarding pension and retirement benefits of his legally separate wife of the appellant. 

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
Not satisfied with the response of PIO. 

Relevant facts emerging during hearing: 



 The respondent PIO stated that the information was denied as it was personal information and hence denied under section 8 (j) of the RTI Act. On perusal of the case, it becomes clear that the information sought by the appellant was purely personal and has nothing to do with the official functioning. Disclosure of such information amounts to intrusion in privacy of an individual. Therefore, the PIO has rightly denied
Contd…2/-
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Appeal Case no. 3662 of 2015
the information under RTI Act. Moreover, the respondent PIO has invoked section 11 of the RTI Act and the third party – estranged wife of the appellant had dissuaded the PIO from parting with her personal information to anybody.
Decision:


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

Kot Dharam Chand Kalan, 

Tarn Taran. 






 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Welfare Officer,

Tarn Taran – 143401.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Department of SC/ BC Welfare Punjab,

SCO No. 128-29, Sector 3-A, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3682 of 2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant. 



Mr. Harjinder Singh, Sr. Assistant and Mr. Ranjinder Singh, Clerk (FAA) 


on behalf of the respondents. 
RTI application filed on


:   
27.07.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
16.09.2015
Second appeal received in SIC 

:   
15.11.2015
Information sought: 


Seeks information regarding post metric scholarship and SC Scholarship during the year of 2014 – 15.    

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant facts emerging during hearing: 



 The appellant is absent. However, he has sent a letter diarized in the Commission on 21.12.2015 stating that he was not able to attend the Commission due to his ill health.
Contd…2/-
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Appeal Case no. 3682 of 2015
            The respondent PIO has sent a letter diarized in the Commission 14.12.2015 stating that the information was not his custody and it related to the state level and should be with the Director, SC and BC Welfare Officer Punjab, Chandigarh.               


Therefore, the respondent PIO o/o District Welfare Officer, Tarn Taran is dropped for the subsequent hearings.


The Director, SC and BC Welfare Officer Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to provide the information at earliest in any case before the next date of hearing. The respondent PIO in the o/o Director, SC and BC Welfare Officer Punjab, Chandigarh is impleaded as a party in this case and directed to be present at the next date of hearing.
Decision:


The case is adjourned to 04.01.2016 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
CC:










(Regd.)


Public Information Officer,






O/o Director,

Department of SC/ BC Welfare Punjab,

SCO No. 128-29, Sector 3-A, Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Tarsem Chand,

S/o Sh. Amar Nath,

R/o Ward No. 13, Banur, 

Tehsil & District: Mohali.





 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Nagar Council,

Banur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director Local Government Punjab,

Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3686 of 2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Tarsem Chand, appellant in person.



Mr. Varinder Jain, Executive Officer cum PIO for the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
04.08.2015


PIO replied




:   
28.08.2015
First appeal filed



:   
21.09.2015
FAA Order: 16.10.2015 (The first appellate authority disposed of the case as the information has already provided and the information related to 1979 to 1994 was not available in the record). 

Second appeal received in SIC 

:   
17.11.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information regarding some private property. 

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
Information provided was incomplete.
Relevant facts emerging during hearing: 



The respondent PIO stated that the appellant had sought information regarding house tax returns since 1970 of a particular property. The respondent PIO has already provided the information regarding House Tax since 1994 and maintains
Contd…2/-
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Appeal Case no. 3686 of 2015
 that there was no record available in the office for the period from 1970 to 1994. The matter was earlier disposed off by the first appellate authority on the same ground that the record being old and is not traceable.
                        The PIO pointed out that Nagar Council office has been shifted couple of times in the past and the old record of House Tax is misplaced or damaged. The PIO cum Executive Officer is directed to furnish an affidavit to this effect within ten working days and handover the same to the appellant.
Decision:
                     
With these directions, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Satinder Singh,

H. No. 1017, Phase: 10,

Mohali.








   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Government Senior Secondary School,

Singh Bhagwantpur, Ropar

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Ropar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3697 of 2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Satinder Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Husan Chand, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
27.08.2015


PIO replied




:   
19.09.2015 (The PIO responded 19.09.2015 stating that the record has already sent through letter no. 4861 dated 28.08.2015 to U.T DPI (S), Chandigarh. However, the certify copy of the same send to him subsequent on 07.11.2015.

First appeal filed



:   
30.10.2015

Second appeal received in SIC 

:   
17.11.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information regarding his salary from 29.09.2015 to 21.07.2015.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant facts emerging during hearing: 



The respondent PIO has failed to provide the information to the appellant till date. The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice to the respondent PIO.
Contd…2/-

-2-

Appeal Case no. 3697 of 2015
            The  respondent – PIO Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Principal,   Government Senior Secondary School, Singh Bhagwantpur, Ropar  is   hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information is actually  furnished. 
                        The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.
                        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.  She may take note that in case she does not file his written reply and does not avail   herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte.
                        The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.
Decision:



The case is adjourned to 12.01.2016 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

R/o # 60, 35 –P, 330, Street No. 8, 

Maha Singh Nagar, Daba Lohara Road,

P.O: Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana.




 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2721 of 2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Harpal Singh Bhullar, XEN cum PIO (Zone D) for the respondent. 



During the hearing, the respondent PIO stated that the information has been provided to the appellant. The respondent PIO submitted an acknowledgement from the appellant wherein he urged the commission to close the case.




In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Ram Aasra,

H. No. 3749, Jamalpur Avana,

Near Trikoni Park, Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana.






 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab State Beej Parman Sanstha,

Phase 6, 4th Floor, Kheti Bhavan,

Mohali.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab State Beej Parman Sanstha,

Phase 6, 4th Floor, Kheti Bhavan,

Mohali.  







…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3334 of 2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Surinder Pal Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Parvinder Singh CSO cum PIO on behalf of the respondent.



During the last hearing, the respondent PIO had offered the appellant for  inspection of record but the appellant has not availed the opportunity and insisted that the information be provided to him. Subsequently, the respondent PIO provided some information and the remaining was furnished today during the hearing itself. The appellant was satisfied with the same and urged the Commission to close the case.


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Smt. Neelam,

W/o Sh. Rajinder Mittal,

H. No. 201/03, Preet Colony,

Gali no. 2, Backside Pawan Petrol Pump,

Zirakpur. 







 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Council,

Zirakpur. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Government, Patiala.




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3359 of 2015
Order

Present:
Smt. Neelam, appellant in person.



Mr. Parvinder Singh, Executive Officer cum PIO and Ms. Pushpa Rani, Sr. 

Assistant for the respondents.



The respondent sought some more time to study the case and report the facts to the Commission. Granted.

                        Also, the respondent PIO has submitted his response to show cause notice which was taken on record which was taken on record.



The case is adjourned to 30.12.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jagshir Singh,

S/o Sh. Gian Singh, 

H. No. 9/20, Ward No. 9, 

Near Shiv Mandir, Mandi Mullanpur,

District: Ludhiana. 






 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Agriculture Officer, 

Opposite Sunet Road, Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Department of Agriculture,

Punjab Kheti Bhawan, Institutional,

Site No. 204, Phase 6, Mohali.




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3365 of 2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, for the appellant.



Mr. Jasvir Singh, DAIO on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent PIO provided entire information to the appellant except two documents which the respondent PIO has assured to provide before the next date of hearing.

                        Also, the appellant is advised to visit the office of the respondent PIO i.e. Chief Agriculture Officer, Ludhiana on 22.12.2015 before 11.00 A.M and identified the record and the respondent PIO is duty bound to provide the same.



In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 23.12.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nitu Wadhwa,

D/o Sh. Om Parkash Wadhwa,

C/o RTI Awareness Forum,

Ist Floor, 58 Pink Plaza, O/S Hall Gate, 

Amritsar                   
        





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Amritsar Improvement Trust,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.
The First Appellate Authority,

Office The Regional Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies, Pb.,

Amritsar.








…Respondent.

Appeal Case No. 955 of 2014
&

Complaint Case No 735/14 & Complaint Case No 736 /14

ORDER
Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Avtar Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.



The above mentioned two complaint cases i.e.  No CC No 735/14 and 736/14 were filed by the same complainant Ms. Nitu Wadhwa against the same Public Authority i.e. PIO o/o Amritsar Improvement Trust and the Appeal Case No 955 of 2015 too was related to RTI application regarding which the complaint case had been preferred earlier under Complaint Case No 736/14. Moreover, the information too sought in the two RTI applications on the same day related to a common subject i.e. Khemkaran Border Scheme.  Also, these couple of complaint cases and appeal case No 755/15, though separately filed, were listed on common dates and together as the issues were so intertwined that these could not be segregated. Therefore, a common order is being passed for these cases.

                      The complainant/ appellant is absent for the second consecutive hearing without intimation to the Commission. 
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Appeal Case No. 955 of 2014
&

Complaint Case No 735/14 & Complaint Case No 736 /14

                      During the last hearing on 18.11.2015, the complainant/ appellant was advised to inspect the record but she had not availed the opportunity till date.  However, the respondent PIO Mr. Avtar Singh had stated that he had brought the entire record but it could not be delivered as the appellant was absent. There upon, respondent PIO was directed to send the information to the appellant/complainant within five working days to the appellant/complainant.



In compliance to the Commission’s direction, the respondent PIO has provided the entire record spread around 150 pages to the appellant/complainant on 17.12.2015. 



Since the appellant/complainant is absent and nothing contrary heard from her quarter, it is assumed that she was satisfied with the information provided.



These cases had dragged on as the appellant/complainant herself preferred not to attend the proceedings and had deputed different persons to attend the proceeding of the Commission. Moreover, the record sought was decades old and some of it had to be reconstructed and fresh approvals had to be sought. All these factors caused undue delay in furnishing the information. However, during the pendency of the case, it never appeared that the PIOs –even when they were transferred- tried to withhold information, delay or deny the same. Hence, the show cause notices issued are dropped in the light of the response of the PIOs.


                      Since the entire information- albeit in pieces – have been furnished and nothing more which can be offered, these cases are being closed and disposed of. 



In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.

Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.                                                                 (Surinder Awasthi)


Dated: 21.12.2015




         State Information Commissioner
