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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Jaswinder Kaur d/o Shri Resham Singh,

VPO Karmuwala, Tehsil and Distt.Ferozepur-142052.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the National Institute of Technology, 

Bye Pass, Jalandhar.    





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

CC No.1857 of 2011

Present:-
Ms. Jaswinder Kaur complainant in person.

Shri  A.R. Sangal, Registrar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



The respondent has furnished the information consisting of 285 pages pertaining to the period 2003 to 2011.  The respondent further submits that information between the period 1993-2002 is not available on record.  However, the basic data pertaining to amount etc. is reflected in the annual report and the balance-sheets of the respondent-institution and the complainant is free to separately apply for copies of the documents.

2.

In view of the above, the complaint case is closed.


    






      (R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011


 
              Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Mangoch, House No. 189-A, 

Garha, Jalandhar-144022.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

SCO 66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.

      

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

CC No.  2337  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Raj Kumar Mangoch complainant in person.

Shri Sunil Kumar, Superintendent alongwith Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



The respondent submits memo No.20/8-2011 Grant-I(1) dated 4.10.2011 enclosing the information.  Only issue which remains to be answered is whether the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh has prescribed any format of Self Appraisal which may be uniform for all colleges.  This clarification shall be furnished by the respondent within 10 days of this order. With this direction, the case is closed.


    






      (R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011



 
              Chief Information Commissioner








Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh, 34-Post Office Street,

Doraha Mandi, Distt. Ludhiana-141421.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

SCO 66-67, Sector  17-D, Chandigarh.



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

CC No.   2335    of 2011

Present:-
Shri Raj Kumar Mangoch complainant in person.

Shri Sunil Kumar, Superintendent alongwith Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



The respondent places on record, a copy of memo No.20/7-11 Se (7) 
dated 8.9.2011, which has also been endorsed to the present complainant.  Another copy of this letter was also handed over to him during the course of hearing.  Consequently the queries of the complainant stand answered.  Hence, the case is closed.


    






      (R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011



 
              Chief Information Commissioner








   Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Singh, S/o Late Sh. Raghunath Dass,

Bazar Vakilan, Distt. Hosiharpur-146001.



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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer
o/o Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, 
SCO 66-67, Sector  17-D, Chandigarh.





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

CC No. 2375   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



None has appeared today and there is no intimation from the parties.  None was present on the last date of hearing on 8.9.2011.  As a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 31.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M.


    






      (R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011



 
              Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri A. S. Wadhawan, S/o Late Sh. Lal Singh Wadhawan,

415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur, Distt. Hosiharpur-146001.




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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer
o/o Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, 
SCO 66-67, Sector  17-D, Chandigarh.




   -------------Respondent.
CC No.  2374     of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



None has appeared on behalf of the PIO/Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.  None was also present on behalf of the respondent on the last date of hearing on 8.9.2011.  Notice issued to the respondent vide this office No.9025 dated 16.8.2011 and a copy of the order dated 8.9.2011 have not been returned by the Postal Authority undelivered.  Therefore, it is presumed that notice was received by the PIO/DPI Colleges, Punjab, Chandigarh.
2.

In view of the absence on two consecutive dates, I hereby award a compensation of Rs.500/- under Section 19(8) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for the loss and detriment suffered by the complainant in attending the proceedings of the complaint at Chandigarh. This amount shall be paid by the respondent Public Authority by way of crossed cheque before the next date of hearing.
3.

The respondent is further directed that the information sought by the complainant shall be furnished to him as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 

4.

To come up on 31.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M.


    






      (R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011



 
              Chief Information Commissioner








  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri A. S. Wadhawan, S/o Late Sh. Lal Singh Wadhawan, 

415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur, Distt. Hosiharpur-146001.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

SCO 66-67, Sector  17-D, Chandigarh.

Dr. Anup Kumar, 
President, DAV College Managing Committee, 
Hoshiarpur







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

CC No.   2357   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Dr. Sham Sunder Sharma, Professor on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



Dr. Sham Sunder Sharma appeared on behalf of Dr. Anup Kumar, President, DAV College Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur.  He submits that PIO of the DAV College Managing Committee is Shri Dinesh Duggal, member of the Managing Committee.  The PIO is directed to file his written reply on all the ten points raised by the present complainant in his RTI application dated 25.1.2011.  
2.

As some of the issues relate to DPI Colleges, Punjab, Chandigarh, a copy of this order shall also be endorsed to the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh with the direction to file his rejoinder/reply before the next date of hearing.  Both the respondents are also directed that in the meantime they shall ensure the information under the RTI is furnished to the information-seeker.
3.

To come up on 31.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M.


    






      (R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011



 
              Chief Information Commissioner









                    Punjab 
CC

The Director Public Instructions (Colleges), 
Punjab, Chandigarh 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

DR. K.S. Gill, Advocate, 10, Rose Avenue,

Back Side Officer Colony, Ferozepur City-152002.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.
  




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

CC No. 431  of 2011

Present:-
Shri  K.S. Gill complainant in person.

Shri Sunil Kumar, Superintendent alongwith Shri Sukhminder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The complainant has pointed out deficiencies on three issues:-
(i) Non-supply of copies of the attendance registers.

(ii) Non-supply of the decision of the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh on the subject of ambiguity about award of increment on the basis of Ph.D.

(iii) Copies of the Rules and Regulations prevailing at the relevant time under which the approval was given.

2.

The respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies within 10 days.

3.

To come up on 28.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M.


    






      (R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011



 
              Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdial Singh s/o Shri Charan Singh,

Ajnala Road, Near Convent School, Fatehgarh Churian, 

Distt. Gurdaspur.
                                                                   
           ………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Manager, Gurdaspur Central Coop. Bank,

 Fatehgarh Churian, 

District Gurdaspur.     







 ………....Respondent

CC No. 1794 of 2010 

Present:-
Shri Gurdial Singh complainant in person alongwith Shri Sardavinder Goyal advocate..

Shri N.S. Vashishat, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The complainant submits that he has received the information from the respondent-bank.  However, he avers that an amount of Rs.3000/- awarded as compensation vide order dated 8.9.2011 has still not been paid by the respondent-Public Authority.

2.

The respondent produces an  uncertified copy of the order passed by Hon’ble 
Justice A.G. Masih dated 4.10.2011 in which imposition of penalty vide order dated 8.9.2011 qua the petitioner is stayed.  It appears from the photocopy of the order dated 4.10.2011 that the plea taken in CWP No.18727/2011 was that the petitioner is not a PIO of the Gurdaspur Central Cooperative Bank and Mrs. Kavita Bedi, Senior Manager is the PIO.  

3.

I have heard the parties and perused the record.  It is clarified that no penalty has been imposed on the PIO under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  By the order of this Commission dated 8.9.2011 an interim compensation of Rs.3000/- has been awarded. It is to be paid by the Public Authority as per the provisions of Section 19(8)(b) of the Act ibid which reads as “requiring the Public Authority to compensate the complainant for any loss or other detriments suffered”.  The compensation amount is to be paid by the Public Authority and not by the PIO.  It is also clarified that the issue of imposition of penalty of Rs.25000/- as per order dated 4.8.2011 is still pending in so far as 
Shri Santokh Raj had taken the plea on 8.9.2011 that he is not the PIO and that actually Mrs. Kavita Bedi, Senior Manager, Gurdaspur Central Coop. Bank is the PIO. Therefore, it was ordered on 8.9.2011 that shows cause notice be issued to Mrs. Kavita Bedi, Senior Manager-cum-PIO to explain the delay.

4.

However, in view of the order of the Hon’ble High Court dated 4.10.2011, the matter is adjourned to 23.12.2011 at 10.30 A.M.


    






      (R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011



 
       
       Chief Information Commissioner









                    Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinder Pal Monga c/o Lucky Tele Links,

Balmiki Chowk, Jandiala Guru, 

Tehsil and District Amritsar.


     



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




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o Ramgarhia Institute of Engineering and Technology,

REC Complex, Satnampura, Phagwara.




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

CC No. 1127 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Kulwinder Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Arjun Shaura, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The plea of the complainant is that the information furnished to him is deficient in so far as he had asked about the fee concession granted under Notification No.13/19/07/TE-2/2353 dated 3.9.2007.  As per the plea of the complainant, this notification covers only three categories of students i.e. women, physically handicapped and economically backward candidates.  The plea of the complainant is that the information must be given in respect of only about three categories as covered under the Govt. notification as referred to above. The complainant also pleads that compensation/penalty may be imposed on the respondent for delay in furnishing of the information. The respondent may file his reply/rejoinder to this effect.
2.

Counsel for the respondent seeks one adjournment, which is allowed as a last opportunity to enable him to provide the clarification.

3.

To come up on 14.11.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011



                   Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal Advocate,

r/o 539/112/3, St.IE, New Vishnu Puri,

New Shiv Puri Road, P.O. Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.







      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, S.C.D. Government College for Boys,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.

FAA- the Principal, S.C.D. Government College for Boys,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.





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

AC No. 653 of 2011

ORDER



At the time of hearing on 4.10.2011, the appellant stated that he has received the information and he is fully satisfied with the same.  However, he pleaded that there was delay in furnishing of the information and therefore penalty be imposed on the respondent-PIO.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The RTI request was dated 13.4.2011.  It appears that the respondent-PIO sent information vide memo No.RTI/18696 dated 23.5.2011 and again wrote a letter No.RTI/18732 date 27.5.2011 reaffirming that the information has been dispatched to him. It, however, appears that the appellant was not satisfied with the information and alleged deficiencies.  Unfortunately it appears that the First Appellate Authority did not hear the appeal and did not apply his mind to the facts of the case which has forced the information-seeker to approach the State Information Commission.  The respondent-PIO was directed on 9.8.2011 to remove the deficiencies in the information but as the custodian of the information Prof. Raj Deep Singh Gill expired, there was some delay on the part of the respondent.

3.

From the sequence of events, it is clear that there has been a delay of nearly five months.  However, considering the facts of illness of Prof. Raj Deep Singh Gill and his subsequent death, end of justice would be met, if compensation of Rs.1000/- is awarded to the appellant.  This amount shall be paid within one month by crossed cheque by the respondent-Public Authority to the appellant Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate.
4.

A copy of this order shall also be endorsed to the Director, Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh with the direction that suitable instructions shall be issued to all the colleges to make sure that the First Appellate Authority should consider and pass speaking orders in each appeal case which comes up to them.

5.

With the above directions, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011




    
Chief Information Commissioner







                                      Punjab
CC

The Director Public Instructions (Colleges), 
Punjab, Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal Advocate,

r/o 539/112/3, St.IE, New Vishnu Puri,

New Shiv Puri Road, P.O. Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, S.C.D. Government College for Boys,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.





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

CC No. 2140 of 2011

ORDER



The complainant confirms that deficiencies in the information stand removed and he is fully satisfied with 37 pages of information furnished to him.  However, his plea is that he had applied for information on 7.5.2011 and there was delay in furnishing of the information on the part of the PIO.

2.

A perusal of the facts shows that in response to his RTI application dated 7.5.201, a reply was sent by the PIO vide NO.RTI/18733 dated 27.5.2011 asking him to deposit Rs.50/- as fee towards the cost of the documents.  This fee was sent vide Postal order on 3.6.2011.  Consequently, the period of delay is to be counted from the date the fee was received by the respondent-college. Thereafter, the respondent furnished the information, which however was alleged to be deficient.
3.

The respondent has raised the plea that the custodian of the record Prof. Raj Deep Singh Gill was not well and subsequently expired.  A copy of his death certificate has been placed on the record.  The plea of the respondent is that suitable clarification could not be furnished to the complainant due to the untimely death of custodian of the record, Prof. Raj Deep Singh Gill.

4.

Considering the above facts and also that some time was taken for the deposit of the fee by the complainant, I do not consider it to be a fit case to impose penalty/award compensation. Hence, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

October 5, 2011



    
     Chief Information Commissioner







                                      Punjab
