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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Faquir Chand, (Ex-Insp.CRPF),

Vill. Mangial, PO Kiri Khurd, 

Distt.Pathankot-145025.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




-------------Respondent.

CC No. 2782    of 2011
Present:-
Shri Faquir Chand complainant in person.

Shri Amarjit Singh, BDPO Narot Jaimal Singh alongwith Shri Gurjinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant confirms that in compliance with the orders dated 28.2.2012, he has received the information pertaining to construction of lanes on 16.7.2012.  There is a gap of nearly 5 months in furnishing of the information even after the Commission had directed the respondent to do so. A fresh notice was issued on the request of the information-seeker on 31.5.2012 that information has not been furnished.  It is a fit case for award of compensation to the complainant.  Accordingly, it is ordered that a compensation of Rs.500/- will be given by way of a crossed cheque to the complainant by the respondent-public authority.  With this direction, the case is closed.
               (Narinderjit Singh)



     

        
(R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,

       

Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.




             
Punjab
August 3, 2012.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Manjeet Singh, ,

Veterinary Officer , ,Civil Veterinary Hospital,

Kairay,  P.O. Safdarpur,

Tehsil Dasuya, Distt. Hoshiarpur




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Hoshiarpur.
    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1421  of 2012

Present:-
Ms. Anupama Advocate for the complainant.



Dr. K.P.S. Pasricha, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Subsequent to the last date of hearing, the respondent had given another reply vide its No.326 dated 26.6.2012 to the complainant, who was called upon to specify the deficiencies on the last date. However, he has submitted his written petition in this regard only today.  A copy of the same has been given to the respondent, who shall remove the deficiencies keeping in view the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
2.

To come up on 20.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, Hoshiarpur-146001 (Punjab).


      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.
     




 -------------Respondents.

AC No. 964  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.



Shri Jatinder Puri, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent vide his letter dated 13.7.2012 addressed to the appellant has answered all the six queries.  A fresh copy of the letter of the respondent was also given to the appellant today at the time of hearing of the case.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127,

MCH, Gali Gobindgarh, P.O. Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur-146001.






      -------------Appellant

Vs.

1. The Public Information Officer

o/o DAV College of Education,

Hoshiarpur


2. The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






.-------------Respondents.

AC No. 1168   of 2011

Present:-
Dr. Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.



Shri Sham Sunder Sharma, Associate Professor on behalf of respondent.

ORDER



In response to the order dated 3.7.2012, the respondent has given a photocopy of original representation of Dr. Bhupinder Singh which was marked to the President/DAV College Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur for decision.  Another copy of letter No.38-39/CMC/2511 dated 8.12.2011 has also been given.  This letter is from Dr. Anup Kumar, President/ DAV College Managing Committee addressed to Dr. Bhupinder Singh asking him to appear regarding his representation failing which the issue will be decided in his absence.  The respondent further confirms that as Dr. Bhupinder Singh did not appear, the President/DAV College Managing Committee has closed the representation and no further action has been taken on it.
2.

The respondent confirms that no calculation sheet or arrears of his pay and allowances was prepared.  The respondent further submits that services of Dr. Bhupinder Singh were terminated following non-approval of his appointment by Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.  A copy of the order terminating his services has already been furnished in previous cases filed by Dr. Bhupinder Singh.  However, the respondent is directed to furnish a fresh copy of the order.  With this direction, the case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, # B-1/127/MCH, 

Gali Gobindgarh, P.O Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur-146001
     -------------Appellant





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o DAV College of Education,

Hoshiarpur.

FAA/- o/o DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur.

     -------------Respondents.

AC No.   583      of 2012
Present:-
Shri Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.

Shri Sham Sunder Sharma, Associate Professor on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has supplied a copy of the month wise amount deposited with the Employees Provident Fund and the Account Number.  This also indicate the amount remitted to the Assistant Commissioner, RPFC, Jalandhar .  With this information, the appellant is fully satisfied.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127,

MCH, Gali Gobindgarh, P.O. Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur-146001.






      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education , Chandigarh.  
   


 -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3292   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Bupinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has sent a reply to the complainant that the matter pertains to the office of the Chief Minister, Punjab and, therefore, the information cannot be given by the PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education.  It seems that the RTI Cell in the office of the Principal Secretary Higher Education is malfunctioning. On 19.3.2012, it was clearly brought out in the order of the Commission that the office of Chief Minister, Punjab had transferred the RTI request of the present complainant vide Chief Minister’s office No.3632 dated 18.10.2011 to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education.  Subsequently, the case came up for hearing on 7.5.2012, 29.5.2012 and 3.7.2012.  Inspite of so many adjournments and a show cause notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 ordered on 3.7.2012, neither explanation of the PIO has come forward nor any information has been furnished.  
2.

Rather today the Commission has been informed that the matter does not pertaining to respondent and that reply is to be given by the Chief Minister’s Office. As a last opportunity to the PIO, the case is adjourned to 4.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  
3.

Notice be also issued to the PIO/Chief Minister, Punjab, Chandigarh to bring the original record vide which RTI request dated 7.10.2011 was transferred under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. A copy of this order shall be sent to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education to bring these facts to his personal notice.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
CC
1. PIO/Chief Minister, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2. The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh (by name)

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1//127 MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, P.O. Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur-146001.
     -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Mini Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Mini Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 162 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Bupinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The appellant confirms that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  Hence no cause of action is left and the case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri J.S. Arora s/o Late Sh. Suchet Singh,

House No.440, Sector-16, Panchkula-134109.


     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh







   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1025      of 2012
Present:-
Shri J.S. Arora complainant in person.



Ms. Suman Lata, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant confirms that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  Hence no cause of action is left and the case is closed.
 (R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, P.O. Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur-146001.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Committee,

DAV College, Hoshiarpur.




    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1614  of 2012

Present:-
Dr. Bhupinder Singh complainant in person.



Shr Sham Sunder Sharma, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent-PIO/DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur has furnished information to the complainant on behalf of the Management/DAV College Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur.  This Committee has number of institutions under it and each of those institutions is receiving grant.  Since the information pertains to more than one institution, the present PIO collected the same and original letters of the concerned PIOs of other institutions were supplied to the information-seeker. The complainant, however, objects to this and submits that reply should have been given by the concerned PIOs of the public authorities and his request should have been transferred under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Technically, this plea of the information-seeker is correct under law.  Therefore, though the information has been furnished in respect of all the queries, it would be appropriate that the present PIO transfers the request for information under Section 6(3) of the Act ibid to the concerned PIOs of other public authorities who shall thereafter directly furnish the information to the information-seeker.  With this direction, the present case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.C.Verma,# A-76, 

Ranjeet Avenue,

Amritsar.







      -------------Appellant

Vs.





The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA-Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No.  406  of 2012

Present:-
Shri R.C. Verma appellant in person.



Shri Sachin Sohal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the respondent-PIO submits that Shri Ashok Loghari, Deputy Director-cum-PIO is on ex-India leave. Therefore, he has not filed his explanation under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  For this very reason, it is submitted that the compensation of Rs.1000/- awarded under Section 19(8) of the Act ibid could not be paid to the appellant.  No information has also been furnished and deficiencies in the information still persist.
2.

I have heard the parties.  Considering the above facts, one adjournment is allowed as a last opportunity.

3.

To come up on 10.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Surjit Kaur Grover,

r/o #15, Master Tara Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.


      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Layalpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 30 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared.  Hence, the case is adjourned to 5.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Malkit Singh Grover,

r/o #15, Master Tara Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.


      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Layalpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 31 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared.  Hence, the case is adjourned to 5.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pooran Singh, # 3450/15, Gali No.6/7,

Main Mehta Road, Maqbulpur, Amritsar.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 958  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Pooran Singh complainant in person.



Shri J.S. Pasricha, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that partial information has been received.  The plea of the respondent is that he has asked for voluminous record. It would, therefore, be appropriate to first inspect the record, which is held at the headquarters and districts of Patiala, Kapurthala, Jalandhar, Gurdaspur, Ferozepur and Amritsar.  Appropriately, the complainant should have addressed separate RTI requests to the PIOs of the concerned public authorities, which holds the record.  All the district offices of the Animal Husbandry Department have been established by Government orders and notifications and these are independent public authorities.  However, as this case has been pending for a while, the parties agree that dates may be fixed for visit to the district offices, who shall thereafter allow inspection of the record on prefixed dates. The complainant shall identify the documents of which he needs copies and these shall be supplied by the concerned PIOs.
2.

The parties agree to follow the following time schedule as given below for visiting to the district offices of:-

1.
 Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab, Chandigarh

6.8.2012
2.
Deputy Director Animal Husbandry, Patiala


8.8.2012.

3.
Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Kapurthala


13.8.2012
4.
Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Amritsar.


22.8.2012

5.
Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Gurdaspur.


31.8.2012

6.
Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Jalandhar.


4.9.2012.



To come up on 10.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Kukkar,

Phase-1, Civil Lines, Fazilika-152123.



      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o  H.E. the Governor of Punjab, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3375 of 2011

Present:-
Shri S.M. Bhanot on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gurmit Singh Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This case was closed on 27.2.2012.  Subsequently, an application was received in the Commission vide diary No.4406 dated 13.3.2012 seeking review of the order dated 27.2.2012.  The complainant was called upon to show whether the Commission has the requisite powers under the Right to Information Act, 2005 to review its own decisions passed on merits of the case, after hearing the parties.

2.

 Today, the parties have appeared.  The respondent has placed on record, the original RTI request under Section 6(1) of the Act ibid dated 9.7.2011 submitted by the complainant seeking information in this case.  This application is addressed as follow:-



PIO office of the Governor, 



Government of Punjab,



Civil Secretariat Chandigarh.



2.

The other two letters placed on record by the respondent bearing No.6322 dated 30.9.2010 and letter No.6324 dated 30.9.2010 are both addressed to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Information Technology, Chandigarh.  Vide these letters, applications received from Sarvshri Vinod Kumar Mehta, A.K. Kukkar, Kartar Singh and Shri Ashwani Kumar Kukkar were submitted to the Department of Information Technology for appropriate action.

3.

The complainant requests for an adjournment to address the Commission on the question of its powers to review its own orders.  Adjournment is allowed. 
4.

To come up on 3.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

               (Narinderjit Singh)



     

        
(R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,

       

Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.




             
Punjab
August 3, 2012.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Shimla Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.)


_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA-The Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab, 

Chandigarh. 






_____ Respondents

AC No.  529  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Hardeep Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Karnail Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent..

ORDER



The appellant has sent an e-mail stating that he is unable to attend the proceeding today due to ill health and requested for an adjournment to 6.9.2012.

2.

The respondent submits that information has now been sent vide letter No.GI/P-4/A 1421/10903-04 dated 13.7.2012.  Let the information-seeker confirm that he has received this information to his satisfaction. 

3.

It further transpires that notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 was issued to Shri D.K. Sidhu, AIG (Prisons)-cum-PIO but no written explanation of the delay has come forward.  Original order of the Commission is dated 30.7.2010 and reportedly information has now been given in July, 2012.  PIO has to explain why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the Act ibid for such inordinate delay.

4.

To come up on 6.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Arun Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.) 

           ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab, 
Chandigarh. 







 _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2038 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Hardeep Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Karnail Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent..

ORDER

The representative of the respondent submits that information has now been furnished vide letter dated 13.7.2012.  His plea is that this case is related with 
AC-529/2010.

2.

In CC-2038/2010, no explanation of Shri D.K. Sidhu, AIG (Prisons)-cum-PIO has come forward in response to the show cause notice served under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  To afford him one opportunity, the case is adjourned to 6.9.2012.

3.

To come up on 6.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

August 3, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
