STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gagandeep Singh Janjua, (97806-43243),

Village Tura, Post Office Kumb. Tehsil Amloh.

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib                      




   

Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Garhshankar  Distt. Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur.                                              


Respondents
APPEAL CASE NOs. 2343, 2344, 2345 and 2349 of 2016
Present :
Sh.Gagandeep Singh Janjua, (97806-43243), Appellant in peson.


Sh. Jyoti Bali, Clerk, SDM Office, Garhshankar – for Respondents.
ORDER



The appellant is present.  He acknowledges the receipt of information.  No further action is called for.  


The appeals are disposed.









Sd/-
20.12.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

House No.8001, Sector-125, Sunny Enclave, Kharar

Distt. S.A.S. Nagar.
                                     




   
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO No.823-824, Sector-22-A, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director of Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO No.823-824, Sector-22-A, 
Chandigarh                        






 Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO. 2326/2016

Present :
Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Appellant in person..



Sh. Vivek, Jr. Assistant, O/o Director of Ayurveda, Pb. – for Respondents.
ORDER


The appellant is present.  Sh. Vivek, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that the available information relating to the subject has already been provided to him.  He says that the appellant had gone on a long leave to pursue a profession.  Having rejoined the office he has already been promoted as a Superintendent.  The available information has already been provided to him.  Besides, he says that the they are open for inspection of the record.  The respondents are directed to convey him a convenient date and time for the inspection of the record and provide him the certified copies of the record thus identified by him not beyond fifty pages.



The fact is the appellant had a grievance relating to service.  The same admittedly has been redressed.  According to the appellant he has to now settle a score. The RTI cannot be confused an instrument of grievance redress.  The appellant should take up the matter with the higher authority in the department or take recourse in the Civil Courts in case he is still aggrieved.  It is not a forum to take revenges and vendettas inter se the employees.



No further intervention of the Commission is required.  The matter is disposed.








           Sd/-
20.12.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Prof. Mohd. Saleem, PES Class I (Retd),

House No.2536 A-1, Odhla Mohalla

Phool Chakkar, Ropar -140001                           




   
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, 

Punjab School Education Board,

Phase VIII, S.A.S. Nagar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary, 

Punjab School Education Board,

Phase VIII, S.A.S. Nagar                                                         


Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.2303/2016
Present :
Prof. Mohd. Saleem, PES Class I (Retd), Appellant in person.



Sh. Varinder Maidan, APIO – cum – Assistant Secretary, Pb. School Education Board 

– for Respondents.
ORDER



The following interim order was passed by this forum on 25.10.2016 :



“Heard.  The appellant is seeking information about the particulars of the persons who have authored the text books prescribed by Punjab School Education Board.  According to him the publishers are printing the names of the ghost writers thus depriving the original authors their dues towards royalty.



The respondent represented by Sh. Varinder Maidan, APIO – cum – Assistant Secretary submits that by and large the information sought by the appellant has been supplied to the appellant.  A reply to the appeal has been submitted a copy of  which has been handed over to the appellant on spot.  It transpires that the particulars of the authors of the books in certain cases do not figure on the book.  The respondent assures the Commission to supply the information along with the approval numbers of the documents thus approved by the Board before the next date of hearing.”


The matter has been taken up today.  The PIO has made a written submission that 
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APPEAL CASE NO.2303/2016
the aforementioned order of the Commission has been complied as the information regarding the approval numbers of the documents thus approved by the Board have been provided to the appellant.  The appellant acknowledges the receipt of the same.  However, he insists that the names of the authors of the books intimated to him are fictitious and relates to ghost authors.  This forum cannot enquire into this allegation as the information as is available with the respondents has been provided to him.



No action is called for.  The matter is disposed.










Sd/-
20.12.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Naresh K Gupta, 

S/o Sh. Nihal Chand

R/o Dod Mohalla, Jaiton, -151202 

Tehsil Jaiton Distt. Faridkot.


 



 Complainant  
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police, 

Ferozepur.                                                                  


                Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.1362/2016

Present :
Sh. Naresh Kumar Gupta, Complainant in person.



Sh. Balkar Singh, Clerk, O/o Dy. Inspector General of Police, Ferozepur – for 


Respondent. 

ORDER



Sh. Naresh Kumar Gupta, Complainant has pointed out certain discrepancies in the information thus provided to him.  A copy of the same has been provided on spot to the respondent.  They may respond to the complainant before the next date of hearing.



To come up on 02.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.








              Sd/-


20.12.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Varinder Singh (98724-28851)

S/o Sh. Ajit Singh, 

R/o Mohalla Rajputan, V & P.O. Rahon, 

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar.      



  



 Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of School Education, Pb. Civil Sectt.-2,

Sector-9, Chandigarh                                                                           


Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.1346/2016

Present :
Sh. Beant Singh on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



Sh. Beant Singh is present on behalf of the complainant.



The respondents are consecutively absent despite the directions of the Commission as well as the government.  A final opportunity is afforded to him with the directions to part with the information before the next date of hearing.  Simultaneously, the PIO shall submit an affidavit of having failed to provide the information within the specified time.



Be it noted that no further opportunity shall be provided and penal proceedings shall ensue.



To come up on 02.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
20.12.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Tejinder Singh, Journalist (90410-04313),

R/o Village Bholapur Post  Office Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road,
Ludhiana  




      



       Complainant 
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Fee Committee for the Pvt. Unaided Schools of  Pb.

R. No.23, Second Floor, Block  F, Vidya Bhawan,

 Phase-VIII, S.A.S.Nagar.                                                                 


Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.1339/2016

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER



None is present on behalf of the Parties.


The matter is adjourned to be heard on 02.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-


20.12.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Tejinder Singh, Journalist (90410-04313),

R/o Village Bholapur Post  Office Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana


 



 Complainant  
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o State Institute of Automotive & Driving 

Skills, Malout Dabwali Road, 

Village Mahuana, Distt. Sri Muktsar Sahib.                            


   Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.1340/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. P.R.Anand, PIO – cum – Principal. State Institute of Automotive & Driving Skills, 

Malout – for Respondent.

ORDER


The following order was passed by the Commission on 27.10.2016 :-




“The appellant is absent.  He has sent a request for adjournment as he is down with high fever.



Sh. P.R.Anand, PIO is present.  He submits that the appellant is seeking detailed information concerning the drivers who had undergone a refresher training course  from the Institute inter alia other information relating to the Institute and its staff.  He further states that as the information runs into a couple of lacs of pages, they have asked the complainant to deposit the cost of information which he has failed to, so far.



Apparently the information sought is very voluminous.  Its provision shall significantly erode and divert the resources of public authority.  It shall not be in public interest to consume such a massive stationery. The appellant is advised to make a visit to the Institute on a mutually agreed date and time and may inspect the documents.  He shall be entitled to get certified copies to an extent of 200 pages free of cost.”
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.1340/2016


The complainant is absent.  He seeks adjournment.  



A very candid order was passed by the Commission directing the complainant to inspect the record in case he deemed it appropriate.  The respondent says that they have communicated to him in writing to come and inspect the record. Seemingly he is not inclined to avail the opportunity afforded to him.  No further action on the part of the Commission is called for. 


Disposed.








        Sd/-



20.12.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Veerpal Kaur (84275-51500),

D/o Sh. Natha Singh,

House No.22525, Gali No.7/7, Adarsh Nagar,

Bathinda.

                 




                  Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (S),

Vidya Bhawan, Block E, PSEB Complex,

Phase VIII, S.A.S. Nagar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director Public Instructions (S),

Vidya Bhawan, Block E, PSEB Complex,

Phase VIII, S.A.S. Nagar
                                                                                 Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.2399/2016

Present:
Ms. Veerpal Kaur (84275-51500), Appellant in person.



Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Clerk, O/o DPI (S) – for Respondents.
ORDER


In its order dated 27.10.2016 the Commission had observed as under :-



“The appellant had sought to know the sanctioned strength of the Rural Sehyogi Teachers pertaining to the subject of English in the backward class category in 5178 posts of teachers advertised during the year 2012.  She has also sought to know the merit list thus prepared for the above appointments.



The respondent represented by Sh. Rajiv Kumar submits that the information is not readily available.  They are arranging to get it from field offices and shall provide it to the information seeker as soon as they receive it. He further says that as far as the later part of the requisition is concerned the information is available on the website and the appellant could have downloaded the same.


The appellant says that the information uploaded on the website 
is vague and does  
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APPEAL CASE NO.2399/2016
not satisfy the specific query.  The respondents are directed to inform the appellant about the number of posts filled and the number of vacancies as they exist on today.

                                                                                                              

From the observations made above it emerges that due diligence has not been shown by the respondent in dealing with the RTI application.  The Commission takes a  serious view and directs them to provide the information as discussed above before the next date of hearing positively under intimation to the Commission failing which the penal action shall ensue.”


The case has been taken up today.  Sh. Jagdish Parshad, Senior Assistant, O/o DPI (S) has come present and brought along the information to be handed over to the appellant.  The Commission has seen it and the information seems to be in order.  They are directed to send it to the appellant by a registered cover under intimation to the Commission within seven days from today positively.


Disposed.









     Sd/-
20.12.2017






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Vicky Bajaj, (96533-65252)

S/o K.L Bajaj, 

 House No. 51 Vikas Vihar, Phase -1, 

Ferozepur -152002
                                     



     
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Addl. State Transport Commissioner, Pb.

SCO 177-178, Sector-17-C, 

Chandigarh
                                                                     


Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.2381/2016

Present:
Sh. Vicky Bajaj, Appellant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER


The following order was passed by this forum on 27.10.2016:


“The appellant is present.



Sh. Sukhjinder Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of the respondents has submitted a copy of the letter issued to the information seeker.  Its perusal suggests that the respondents are evasive to supply the information to the appellant.  On couple of points he says that the information relates to the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.  If such is the case then the respondents should have duly forwarded the part of his application under Section 6 to the Deputy Commissioner.  To take this stance after eight months clearly refers to the willful denial of the information.  The respondents are directed to arrange to provide him the information on these points before the next date of hearing positively.



The Commission finds that the information sought from Point 5 to 8 is primarily of confidential nature and its revelation may not serve any public cause. The sixteen digit numbers allotted to a license or a registration are supposed to be privy to the vehicle owners or the licensee and the authorities, and its disclosure according to this forum is not desirable until or unless the applicant makes a clear case of public cause its revelation shall serve. 
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APEAL CASE NO.2381/2016


The matter shall be reheard on 20.12.2016 at 11.30 AM with the directions to the parties to comply with the observations made here above.” 



 The status quo remains.  The PIO has simply tried to pass the buck on the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur who has responded in the similar fashion.  It is made out that Sh. Paramdeep Singh, PCS, PIO – cum – District Transport Officer, Ferozepur has shown scant regards to the order passed by this forum as well as the transparency law.  He is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in a self-attested affidavit as to why a penalty @ Rs.250/- per day of delay subject to maximum of Rs.25,000/- till the complete information is furnished, be not imposed under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 on him for causing willful delay / denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the appellant under Section 19 (8) (b) of the Act  for the detriment suffered by him. 



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.  He is directed to come present on the next date of hearing.



To come up on 02.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.








       Sd/-
20.12.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.H.S. Hundal, 98785-00082)

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Phase 3 B-1, S.A.S Nagar, 160059               




 Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Mini Secretariat,

Moga.                                                                                                                        Respondent
CC No.27 and AC No.576 of 2016

Present:
Sh.H.S.Hundal, (98785-00082), Complainant/Appellant in person.


Sh. Harinder Pal Singh, Kanungo, Tehsildar Office, Moga. – for Respondents..
ORDER




Since the complainant/appellant, the respondents and the information are identical, the single order shall dispose of the above complaint/appeal cases.



Sh. Harinder Pal Singh, Kanungo has come present on behalf of the respondents.  He is totally unmindful of the matter in hand.  The PIO is directed to file a written statement in the shape of an affidavit to the notice issued by the Commission before the next date of hearing positively failing which he shall be directed to appear in person and explain his position.


To come up on 02.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.







                    Sd/-
20.12.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

