STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Anil Kumar, 105-E, 

Jeewan Shanti Niwas, Ranjit Nagar

Seeyuna Road, Patiala - 147001

                                                                                                                     --------Appellant 

                                             Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o SSSB Punjab, 

Van Bhawan, Sector 68, Mohali 
First Appellate Authority

O/o SSSB Punjab, 

Van Bhawan, Sector 68, Mohali 


                                                                                                                -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2503 of 2016

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

(ii) For the respondents- Smt. Jaswant Kaur, Supdt.-cum-PIO, Sh. Ashok Dogra, Sr. Assistant-cum-APIO 
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2016 vide which a show cause notice was issued to Smt. Jaswant Kaur, Supdt-cum-PIO.

2.
Appellant is absent. He has sent a letter vide Commission diary no. 31735 dated 26.12.2016 mentioning therein that he is unable to attend today' hearing due to some family function.

3.
Respondents state that complete information has already been sent to the appellant. 
4.
After perusing the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent-PIO has not filed the reply in response to the show cause notice. Therefore, he/she is again directed to file the reply of show cause notice before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2

Appeal Case No. 2503 of 2016

5.
After the dispatch of the information to the appellant he has not reverted back to the respondents so far which shows that he may be satisfied with the information provided. However, on the request of the appellant an adjournment is given to him.  
6.
The matter to come up now on 25.01.2017 at 11.30 AM for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 26.12.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Shri Naresh  Devgan Sharma,Adv,

Chamber No.7022/2, District Courts,

Ludhiana.











...Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer,

o/o SHO, Police Station,

PAU, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o The Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

..Respondent

 Appeal Case No. 2455 of 2016
Present: 
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant 


(ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Masih, ASI on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 25.10.2016 vide which  the appellant was advised to go through the information and revert back to the authorities, if there is any deficiency with a copy to the commission.

2.
Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today's hearing. 

3.
Respondent states that the appellant has personally received the information on 25.10.2016 and has failed to point out any deficiency so far. But on checking up with him by the office of the Commission, he says that he is not satisfied with the information so provided to him and he wants another date. But he has not pointed out any deficiencies so far to the respondents or to the Commission. It is clear that he has received the information but wants to linger on the case on one pretext or the other and therefore,  he is asking for another date.
Contd…P-2

Appeal Case No. 2455 of 2016

4.
Respondents explain that the appellant has received the information after checking all the official files and the information was provided to him as per the availability on record in their office files. They also claim that he was satisfied with the information so provided and that is why he has not pointed out any deficiency. Vide order dated 25.10.2016, the appellant was also required to go through the information already provided to him and point out the deficiency, if any. As stated above he has not pointed out any deficiency so far to the respondents or to the Commission.
5.
Therefore, lingering on this case unnecessarily will only result in the wastage of time and energy of the officials and the Commission. Accordingly the case is closed. However, the appellant may prove to the authorities as to what is still lacking in the information which already stands supplied to him. The respondents further submit before the Commission that they have no more information with them with regard to this case. That being so, the case does not require to be kept pending but still the appellant is given another opportunity to inspect the files of Respondent and ask for any other document, which he may require from the office record.

6.
With these directions, the appeal filed by the appellant is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 26.12.2016





         (S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Shri Naresh  Devgan Sharma,Adv,

Chamber No.7022/2, District Courts,

Ludhiana.











...Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

..Respondent

                   

    Appeal Case No. 2450 of 2016
Present : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant 


(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Vipeon Kumar, ASI
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 25.10.2016 
2.
Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today's hearing. 

3.
Respondent states that the appellant has personally received the information on 25.10.2016 and has failed to point out any deficiency so far. But on checking up with him by the office of the Commission, he says that he is not satisfied with the information so provided to him and he wants another date. But he has not pointed out any deficiencies so far to the respondents or to the Commission. It is clear that he has received the information but wants to linger on the case on one pretext or the other and therefore,  he is asking for another date.

Contd…P-2

Appeal Case No. 2450 of 2016

4.
Respondents explain that the appellant has received the information after checking all the official files and the information was provided to him as per the availability on record in their office files. They also claim that he was satisfied with the information so provided and that is why he has not pointed out any deficiency. Vide order dated 25.10.2016, the appellant was also required to go through the information already provided to him and point out the deficiency, if any. As stated above he has not pointed out any deficiency so far to the respondents or to the Commission.

5.
Therefore, lingering on this case unnecessarily will only result in the wastage of time and energy of the officials and the Commission. Accordingly the case is closed. However, the appellant may prove to the authorities as to what is still lacking in the information which already stands supplied to him. The respondents further submit before the Commission that they have no more information with them with regard to this case. That being so, the case does not require to be kept pending but still the appellant is given another opportunity to inspect the files of Respondent and ask for any other document, which he may require from the office record.

6.
With these directions, the appeal filed by the appellant is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 26.12.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Shri Naresh  Devgan Sharma,Adv,

Chamber No.7022/2, District Courts,

Ludhiana.











...Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

..Respondent

                   

    Appeal Case No. 2451 of 2016

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

    (ii) Sh. Joginder Pal Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 25.10.2016 vide which  the appellant was advised to go through the information and revert back to the authorities, if there is any deficiency with a copy to the commission.

2.
Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today's hearing. 

3.
Respondent states that the appellant has personally received the information on 25.10.2016 and has failed to point out any deficiency so far. But on checking up with him by the office of the Commission, he says that he is not satisfied with the information so provided to him and he wants another date. But he has not pointed out any deficiencies so far to the respondents or to the Commission. It is clear that he has received the information but wants to linger on the case on one pretext or the other and therefore,  he is asking for another date.

Contd…P-2

Appeal Case No. 2451 of 2016

4.
Respondents explain that the appellant has received the information after checking all the official files and the information was provided to him as per the availability on record in their office files. They also claim that he was satisfied with the information so provided and that is why he has not pointed out any deficiency. Vide order dated 25.10.2016, the appellant was also required to go through the information already provided to him and point out the deficiency, if any. As stated above he has not pointed out any deficiency so far to the respondents or to the Commission.

5.
Therefore, lingering on this case unnecessarily will only result in the wastage of time and energy of the officials and the Commission. Accordingly the case is closed. However, the appellant may prove to the authorities as to what is still lacking in the information which already stands supplied to him. The respondents further submit before the Commission that they have no more information with them with regard to this case. That being so, the case does not require to be kept pending but still the appellant is given another opportunity to inspect the files of Respondent and ask for any other document, which he may require from the office record.

6.
With these directions, the appeal filed by the appellant is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Dated : 26.12.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh.  Hemen Aggarwal, Advocate,

Chamber No.71, Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


                                                      Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Health System Corporation,

Phase-6, Near Civil Hospital, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Health System Corporation,

Phase-6, Near Civil Hospital, Mohali.


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.  3579 of 2016

Present : 
(i) Sh. Hemen Aggarwal, the appellant 


(ii) For the respondents- Sh. Manoj Kumar, Asstt. (RTI)
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 07.02.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 14.08.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 03.11.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.12.2016 in the Commission. On 20.12.2016 the court was adjourned on 26.12.2016 due to administrative reasons.

3.
Respondent has submitted a letter dated 20.08.2015 mentioning therein that they have transferred the RTI application under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 to the Punjab Nursing Registration Council with a copy to the appellant. 
Contd…P-2

Appeal Case No. 3579 of 2016

4.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information demanded by the appellant is related to the PIO, o/o Punjab Nursing Registration Council. Each of these authorities have separate PIOs. It is not the job of one PIO to collect and thereafter collate this information from different PIOs of different Public Authorities and then supply the same to the appellant. I find no merit in the appeal and the same is dismissed. The appellant may however approach the concerned PIOs with fresh application/s if he wants the information. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 26.12.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Hardeep Singh

F-22/488, Mustafabad Batala Road,

Amritsar

                                                                                                         --------Appellant 


                                                      Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Research and Medical Education

Vikas Bhawan, Phase-8, E- Block,

 7th Floor, SAS Nagar, Mohali
First Appellate Authority

O/o Director Research and Medical Education

Vikas Bhawan, Phase-8, E- Block,

 7th Floor, SAS Nagar, Mohali

                                                                                                       -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2571/2016
Present : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant 
(ii) For the respondents-Sh. Hardev Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO, Sh. Mahadeva, Clerk
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2016 vide which a show cause notice was issued to Sh. Gurdeep Singh Kalyan, PIO.
2.
Appellant is absent. He has sent a letter vide Commission diary no. 30388 dated 09.12.2016  mentioning therein that he is unable to attend today's hearing  and has sought another date.

3.
Respondent states that complete information has already been sent to the appellant. 
4.
The perusal of the file shows that the respondent has already sent information to the appellant. Copy of the same is taken on record. 

5.
During the hearing dated 19.09.2016, a show cause notice was issued to Sh. Gurdeep Singh Kalyan. He has sent his affidavit mentioning therein that in compliance 
Contd…P-2
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of order dated 19.09.2016, APIO Sh. Hardev Singh procured photo copy of application dated 06.04.2016 of the appellant. The deponent gone through the application and this application was forwarded to the PIO of the subordinate institutions on 29.09.2016 for supply of information to the appellant. He further submitted that complete information has been sent to the appellant by the concerned institutions. 

6.
 I have gone through the affidavit of the Respondent and agree with the reply of the Respondent. Resultantly, the proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005, are dropped.

7.
Appellant may note that each of these authorities have separate PIOs. It is not the job of one PIO to collect and thereafter collate this information from different PIOs of different Public Authorities and then supply the same to the appellant. Appellant may note that there is a clear mention in the orders of former CIC in CC: 05 of 2010 which is reproduced as under:-

 "that this obligation under Section 6 of the Act is to transfer the application to 'that other public authority' and not to public ' authorities'. The expression used in Section 6 is 'authority' and not 'authorities'. Simply put, the PIO is expected to transfer a request which does not relate to him but has nevertheless been received by him, one identifiable authority. He is not expected to transfer such a request if information is held by many or a number of authorities. The rational is that a PIO is not a post office or a coordinator for forwarding  requests from information seekers to various departments. Legislature has merely facilitated the information seekers by empowering PIO who inadvertently receives request pertaining to another PIO to forward it to the concerned PIO".
8.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Dated : 26.12.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh.  Jasbir Singh,

Village:Bolapur , Jhabewal,

P.O: Ramgarh, Distt:Ludhiana.

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


                                                      Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,
Health and Family Welfare, Pb,

Civil Sectt., Sector:09, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secretary,
Health and Family Welfare, Pb,

Civil Sectt., Sector:09, Chandigarh.


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3603 of 2016

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


(ii) For the respondent-Sh. Gurmail Singh, Clerk
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 06.07.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 27.08.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 19.10.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.12.2016 in the Commission. On 20.12.2016 the court was adjourned to 26.12.2016 due to administrative reasons. The appellant was also informed on phone about the change of date.

3.
None is present on behalf of the appellant. Respondent states that the information has been sent to the appellant. 
Contd…P-2
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4.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to appear before the Commission and follow up  his case failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing else to say and matter shall be proceeded in his absence . 
5.
It is observed that the respondents are being represented by very low level officials who are not in a position to satisfy the Commission and the appellant.  From the next date of hearing, no person below the PIO or APIO will be allowed to appear.  Appearance of low level officials will amount to disrespect to the RTI Act
6.
The matter to come up now on 25.01.2017 at 11.30 AM for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 26.12.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Anil Kumar, 105-E, 

Jeewan Shanti Niwas, Ranjit Nagar

Seeyuna Road, Patiala - 147001

                                                                                                                     --------Appellant 

                                             Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o SSSB Punjab, 

Van Bhawan, Sector 68, Mohali 
First Appellate Authority

O/o SSSB Punjab, 

Van Bhawan, Sector 68, Mohali 


                                                                                                                -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 2502 of 2016

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

(ii) For the respondents- Smt. Jaswant Kaur, Supdt.-cum-PIO, Sh. Ashok Dogra, Sr. Assistant-cum-APIO 
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2016 vide which a show cause notice was issued to Smt. Jaswant Kaur, Supdt-cum-PIO.

2.
Appellant is absent. He has sent a letter vide Commission diary no. 31735 dated 26.12.2016 mentioning therein that he is unable to attend today' hearing due to some family function.

3.
Respondents state that complete information has already been sent to the appellant.

4.
After perusing the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent-PIO has not filed the reply in response to the show cause notice. Therefore, he/she is again directed to file the reply of show cause notice before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2
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5.
After the dispatch of the information to the appellant he has not reverted back to the respondents so far which shows that he may be satisfied with the information provided. However, on the request of the appellant an adjournment is given to him.  
6.
The matter to come up now on 25.01.2017 at 11.30 AM for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 26.12.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Inderjit Singh Sukhi,

S/o Sh. Partap Singh,

H.No.238, Sector:12/A,

Panchkula.
……Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab School Education Board,

SAS Nagar.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Vice Chairman,

Punjab School Education Board,

SAS Nagar.

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3587 of 2016
Present :  
(i) Sh. Inderjit Singh Sukhi, the appellant.

(ii) Sh. Virinder Madan, APIO on behalf of the respondent.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 02.06.2016 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 19.07.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 07.11.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.12.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that no information has been provided to him by the respondent till date.  

4.
Sh. Virinder Madan, APIO is appearing on behalf of the respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission mentioning therein that reply on the RTI application of the appellant has already been given to him vide letter dated 12.07.2016 and has 

Contd…p-2
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brought the another copy of the same today in the Commission for the perusal of the appellant. 

5.
After hearing both the parties, and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the appellant is aggrieved that his appeal has been disposed off by the First Appellate Authority on the ground that the information as demanded by the appellant is in questioning manner, which cannot be provided to the appellant. According to the judgment dated 03.04.2008 of Hon'ble High Court of Bombay at Goa in Civil Writ Petition No. 419 of 2007 in Dr. Celsa Pinto Vs Goa State Information Commission  as referred below:- 

(“PIO cannot manufacture the information” The “Information” has been defined by Section 2 (f). The definition cannot include within its fold answers to the question “why” which would be the same thing as asking the reason for justification for a particular thing. The Public Information Authorities cannot expect to communicate to the citizen the reason why certain thing was done or not done in the sense of justification because the citizen makes a requisition about information. Justifications are matter within the domain of adjudicating authorities and cannot properly be classified as information.)
The Commission, has to adjudicate as per provisions mandated by RTI Act, 2005. This is a case of grievance of the appellant who has attempted to find 

Contd…p-3
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redressal thereof by filling second appeal in the Commission. The perception of the appellant that use of RTI Act can be employed as a mechanism for redressal of his grievance is beyond the paradigm of the Act. The Commission advises the appellant to approach the competent forum or Court for redressal of his grievance as it is unable to go outside the jurisdiction stipulated by the RTI Act. In wake of aforementioned, this Appeal Case is hereby devoid of merit and hence closed and disposed of.  

Sd/-

Dated : 26.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                             Chief Information Commissioner                   
  
Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Jeet Kaur,

W/o Sh. Daljeet Singh,

Ghuman Road, Mahita Chownk,

Amritsar.
……Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Director,

Health and Family Welfare, Punjab.

Chandigarh.

…..Respondent 

Complaint Case No. 1801 of 2016
Present :  
(i) Sh. Daljeet Singh, on behalf of the complainant.

(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, APIO and Sh. Kapil dev, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The RTI application is dated 21.06.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in her RTI application. She filed complaint in the Commission on 26.10.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 26.12.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant has authorized Sh. Daljeet Singh her husband to appear on her behalf for today's hearing.  The representative of the complainant states that complete information has still not been provided by the respondent.

4.
Sh. Kapil dev, APIO is appearing on behalf of the respondent states that some more time be given to him to provide the information to the complainant.

Contd…p-2

 Complaint Case No. 1801 of 2016
5.
The attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner and Another Vs. State of Manipur and Another (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

6.
The respondent-PIO is directed to be personally appear on the next date of hearing alongwith the formal point-wise reply to show his conduct as to how has he dealt with the RTI application of the complainant. 

7.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 25.01.2017 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-

Dated : 26.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                             Chief Information Commissioner                   
  
Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kulwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

R/o Naru Nangal, Village and P.O: Bahadurpur,

Bahiyan, Distt:Hoshiarpur.
……Complaint
Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block-2, Distt:Hoshiarpur.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          

Public Information Officer,

o/o Gram Panchayat,

Naru Nangal Pind,

Distt:Hoshiarpur.

…..Respondent 

Complaint Case No. 1805 of 2016
Present :  
(i) Sh. Kulwinder Singh, the complainant.

(ii) None is present on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The RTI application is dated 05.01.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 14.10.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 26.12.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant files written submission today in the Commission mentioning therein that he filed a complaint to the Gram Panchayat, Naru Nangal Pind, Distt:Hoshiarpur vide letter dated 30.12.2015.  He further states that after filling a 

Contd…p-2
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complaint dated 30.12.2015 to the Gram Panchayat, he sought information from the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur vide letter dated 05.01.2016 under the RTI Act that what action has been taken on his complaint dated 30.12.2015 but till today, no information has been provided to him by the respondent.

4.
A letter has been received from the respondent i.e Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur in the Commission vide letter no. 30633 dated 13.12.2016 mentioning therein that the RTI application of the complainant has already been transferred to the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur vide letter dated 21.01.2016 under Section 6(3) of the RTI because that the matter is related to that office.  The Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur again has written a letter dated 07.12.2016 to the DDPO, Hoshiarpur to appear before the Commission.  

5.
The attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner and Another Vs. State of Manipur and Another (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the 

Contd…p-3
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Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

6.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Block Development and Panchayat officer, Block-2, Hoshiarpur and PIO o/o Gram Panchayat, Naru Nangal Pind, Hoshiarpur.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Block Development and Panchayat officer, Block-2, Hoshiarpur and PIO o/o Gram Panchayat, Naru Nangal Pind, Hoshiarpur be impleaded as Respondent No.2 and respondent No.3. I further direct that both the PIOs are directed to be personally appear on the next date of hearing alongwith the point-wise reply to prove their conduct as to how they have dealt with the RTI application of the complainant.  The PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur is exempted from further appearance in the Commission.

7.
The matter to adjourned for further hearing on 25.01.2017 at 11.30 AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Dated : 26.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                             Chief Information Commissioner                   
  
Punjab

CC:
Public Information Officer o/o Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Surinder Kumar,

S/o SH. Valaiti Ram,

R/o H.No.653, Balmiki Mohalla,

Roopnagar, Tehsil and Distt:Roopnagar.
……Complaint
Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Roopnagar.

…..Respondent 

Complaint Case No. 1814 of 2016

Present :  
(i) Sh. Surinder Kumar, the complainant.

(ii) Smt. Meenakshi, Clerk on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


The RTI application is dated 16.09.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 01.11.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 26.12.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that no information has been provided to him by the respondent, after the lapse of three months.

4.
Smt. Meenakshi, Clerk is appearing on behalf of the respondent and files reply to the Notice of the Commission mentioning therein that reply has been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 16.10.2016 that the information as sought by him is very old and it will take some more time. 
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5.
The attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner and Another Vs. State of Manipur and Another (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

6.
In the complaint cases, it is to be seen whether the intention of the respondent-PIO is clear or not. In this case the complainant has filed his RTI on 16.09.2016 and the respondent-PIO has given reply to the RTI application on 16.10.2016 within the stipulated time as prescribed under the Act and second reply was sent on 28.10.2016.   

7.
From the perusal of the record as available on the file, it is ascertained that the complainant has sought information pertaining to the year 1980 which is very old.  So, he is advised to visit the office of the respondent on any working day and inspect 

Contd…p-3

Complaint Case No. 1814 of 2016

the record. The respondent is directed to get the record inspected by the complainant as per availability of the relevant record.  The respondent undertakes that the record will be got inspected by the complainant. 

8.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left in the instant Complaint Case, which is hereby, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-

Dated : 26.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                             Chief Information Commissioner                   
  
Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma,

H.No.585, Phase-2, Mohali.

……Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer (Primary Education),

Mohali.

…..Respondent 

Complaint Case No. 1835 of 2016

Present :  
(i) Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma, the complainant.

(ii) Smt. Daisy, Deputy DEO-cum-PIO, Sh. Major Singh, L.A, Sh. Baljeet Singh, DRP and Sh. Navreet Singh, DRP on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The RTI application is dated 22.09.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 02.11.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 26.12.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that the respondent has given him an undertaking the demanded information will be provided to him very shortly with which he is satisfied and has requested that his case may please be closed.

4.
  The respondent states that the reply to the RTI application has already been given to the complainant vide letter dated 20.10.2016.

Contd…p-2
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The attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner and Another Vs. State of Manipur and Another (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

6.
In the complaint cases, it is to be seen whether the intention of the respondent-PIO is clear or not. In this case the complainant has filed his RTI on 22.09.2016. The respondent-PIO has given reply to the RTI application on 20.10.2016 within the stipulated period which shows that the conduct of the respondent-PIO is clear and satisfactory.
7.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left in the instant Complaint Case, which is hereby, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







  Sd/-

Dated : 26.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                             Chief Information Commissioner                   
  
Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma,

H.No.585, Phase-2, Mohali.

……Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer (SE),

Mohali.

…..Respondent 

Complaint Case No. 1836 of 2016

Present :  
(i) Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma, the complainant.

(ii) Smt. Gurpreet Kaur, Deputy DEO-cum-PIO, the respondent.

ORDER



The RTI application is dated 22.09.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 02.11.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 26.12.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that the respondent has given him an undertaking the demanded information will be provided to him very shortly with which he is satisfied and has requested that his case may please be closed.

4.
The respondent states that the reply to the RTI application has already been given to the complainant vide letter dated 19.10.2016.

5.
The attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 
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2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner and Another Vs. State of Manipur and Another (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

6.
In the complaint cases, it is to be seen whether the intention of the respondent-PIO is clear or not. In this case the complainant has filed his RTI on 22.09.2016 and the respondent-PIO has given reply to the RTI application on 19.10.2016 within the stipulated period which shows that the conduct of the respondent-PIO is clear and satisfactory.
7.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left in the instant Complaint Case, which is hereby,  disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Dated : 26.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                             Chief Information Commissioner                   
  
Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurjant Singh,

H.No.234, Guru Gobind Singh,

Medical Comples, Sadik Road,

Faridkot.
……Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Director Research and Medical

Education, Punjab, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Director Research and Medical

Education, Punjab, Mohali.

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 2498 of 2016

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

(ii) Sh.  Hardev Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2016 vide which the respondent was directed to provide the information to the appellant regarding point no.3 i.e. copy of the office notings approved from the Secretary, Medical Education, Punjab.
2.
The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission.
3.
The respondent states that some more time be given to him to provide the information to the appellant according to its availability in their office record.

4.
Last opportunity is given to the respondent to provide the information relating to the point no.3 to the appellant   before the next date of hearing, failing which action under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.

5.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 25.01.2017 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  





Sd/-

Dated : 26.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                             Chief Information Commissioner                   
  
Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Jeet Kaur,

W/o Sh. Daljeet Singh,

Ghuman Road, Mahita Chownk,

Amritsar.
……Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Director,

Health and Family Welfare, Punjab.

Chandigarh.

…..Respondent 

Complaint Case No. 1802 of 2016
Present :  
(i) Sh. Daljeet Singh, on behalf of the complainant.

(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, APIO and Sh. Kapil dev, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The RTI application is dated 21.06.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in her RTI application. She filed complaint in the Commission on 26.10.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 26.12.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant has authorized Sh. Daljeet Singh her husband to appear on her behalf for today's hearing.  The representative of the complainant states that the RTI application has been filed by the complainant on 21.06.2016 and the information has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 14.09.2016 after the lapse of 75 days.

4.
The respondent has not filed any reply to the Notice of the Commission. 
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5.
The attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner and Another Vs. State of Manipur and Another (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

6.
In the complaint cases, it is to be seen whether the intention of the respondent-PIO is clear or not.  In this case, the complainant has filed her RTI on 21.06.2016 and the respondent-PIO has given reply to the RTI application on 14.09.2016, after the delay of 75 days.  Therefore, the respondent-PIO is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications, as on malafide was found against him.
 7.
In wake of the above, no further cause of action is left in this Complainant Case which is, hereby, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Dated : 26.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                             Chief Information Commissioner                   
  
Punjab
