PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurvinder Singh s/o Shri Mann Singh,

r/o #6986, Gali No.13, New Janta Nagar,

Ludhiana.




 -------------------------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.




--------------------------------------------Respondent

CC No. 2424 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Gurvinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, Nodal PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On 26.9.2011, the complainant had confirmed that he had received the information on all the points except his query at Sr. No.2 of his application dated 19.5.2011.  The case was closed with the directions to the respondent to furnish photocopies of the relevant record in respect of query at Sr. No.2 of the complainant within 15 days.  

2.

 The complainant has now moved an application stating that he has still not received the information pertaining to comparative statement of the tenders as sought by him at Sr. No. 2 of his RTI application dated 19.5.2011.

3.

The plea of the Nodal PIO is that he has written to the concerned Branch number of times but has not received the information.  He shows copies of the letters dated 14.9.2011 and 15.9.2011, which are taken on record.  It appears that SPIO-cum-Assistant Registrar, Accounts Branch, Punjab Technical University Shri Dinesh Juneja, who is the custodian of the record and he is willfully holding back the information despite directions from the Commission and two reminders issued by the Nodal PIO.  It is, therefore, a fit case to issue a notice to Shri Dinesh Juneja, SPIO-cum-Assistant Registrar, Accounts Branch, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for non-furnishing of the information and for non-compliance of the directions given by the Commission.  His explanation should reach to the Commission before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M..  He may also appear in person and avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that date.
4.

A copy of this order shall be endorsed to Shri Rajneesh Arora, Vice-Chancellor, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.










(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 06.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

Shri Dinesh Juneja, SPIO-cum-Assistant Registrar, Accounts Branch, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar
Shri Rajneesh Arora, Vice-Chancellor, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurjinder Singh s/o Shri Jagjeet Singh,

V. Langiana Khurd, Tehsil Baghapurana, District Moga.
      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Guru Nanak Govt. College,

Guru Tegh Bahadurgarh (Rode), District Moga.


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

CC No. 3196  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Gurjider Singh complainant in person.

Ms. Manju Walia, Principal-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER

The respondent submits that the information was provided to the present complainant in time and there is no merit in the present complaint.

2.

The complainant confirms that he has received the information.  His plea is that he was denied admission in violation of the Rules, a copy of which has now been furnished under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  He seeks relief in this regard.

3.

The State information Commission, Punjab does not have any jurisdiction to interfere in the matter of admissions.  The information asked for by the complainant has been furnished to him and that he has no grouse in respect of this.  His complaint regarding denial of admission in violation of the University Rules and Regulations  should be addressed by him to the concerned administrative authority or he may seek redressal from an appropriate judicial forum. 










(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 06.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nand Kishore s/o Shri Hans Raj,

r/o SCF No.101, New Grain Market, Sangrur.

      -------------Complainant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Manager, 

Punjab Agro Food Grain Corporation Ltd., Sangrur.

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

CC No. 3206 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Nand Kishore complainant in person.



Shri Bahadur Singh, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The plea of the respondent is that RTI request received in the respondent[‘s office was not signed by the information-seeker, as such the information-seeker was called upon to fix his signatures on the application which was not done by the present complainant inspite of reminders.

2.

I have heard the parties.  The information-seeker had supplied the required fee by way of Postal Order in favour of the respondent and his RTI application also indicated his name and address. The objective of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is to bring transparency rather than stand on the technicalities.  I, therefore, direct the respondent to dispose of the application of the present complainant in accordance with the provisions of the Act ibid by furnishing the required information within a period of 20 days.

3.

The parties shall confirm compliance with the above direction for which the case is adjourned to 23.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 06.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakhbir Singh, #1509,

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Civil Aviation, 

SCO No.1068-69, Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Civil Aviation, 

SCO No.1068-69, Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.



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

AC No.1138  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Yog Raj Sharma, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant is absent without any intimation.  The respondent has submitted a written reply vide memo No.DAC (PIO)-11/24 dated 5.1.2012 stating that the information-seeker was informed vide letter No.1185 dated 8.9.2011 that the information sought by him is not available with the respondent-public authority.

2.

I have heard the respondent who submits that the information pertaining to the cancellation of a Pilot’s License is available with the Director General of Civil Aviation, Government of India and that no such information held by or under the control of the present respondent.  It is averred that the present complaint is not maintainable as the information-seeker is required to address his request to the public authority, which is the custodian of the relevant record.  The Director General of Civil Aviation under the Government of India and therefore, the information-seeker should approach the concerned public authority.

3.

Accepting the plea of the respondent, I close this case with the directions that the RTI request of the present information-seeker may be endorsed to the office of the Director General of Civil Aviation, Government of India with a copy to the present appellant for information.










(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 06.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karam Singh, Lab. Attendant,

Physics Department, Punjabi University,

Patiala.







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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.



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

CC No.3236 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Karam Singh complainant in person.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information in respect of RTI request dated 27.9.2011 sent by the University vide letter No.4330 dated 20.11.2011.  The complainant confirms that he has received the information and he is satisfied with it.  However, he points out some delay in furnishing of the information.

2.

The respondent’s stand is that the information at Sr. No.4 of the query under the RTI application dated 27.9.2011 related a third party information and for which another 15 days period has to be counted.  Taking this into account, the delay is only of few days.  The plea of the respondent is that delay was not willful or unreasonable considering the nature of the information sought by the present complainant.

3.

Accepting the plea that the delay is not unreasonable, the present complaint case is closed.









(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 06.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Parveen Kumar s/o Sh. Madan Lal,

Ghunas Road, Tappa, Distt. Barnala


        ---Appellant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman,Marketing Committee, Tappa, Distt. Barnala

FAA- District Mandi Officr, Barnala.


-----Respondents




AC No.1133 of 2011

Present:-  
Sh. Parveen Kumar appellant in person

ORDER



The respondent PIO o/o Chairman, Marketing Committee, Tappa, Distt. Barnala is represented through Sh. P.K.S.Gill Advocate  and he requests for  an adjournment to enable him to file his written reply.


To come up on 09.02.2012.

Dated: 06.01.2012





( R.I.Singh )








Chief Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Gurdeep Singh, # 17-D,

Camp Garden Colony, Faridkot


        ---Complainant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Baba Farid University of Health Sciences
-----Respondent




CC No.3238 of 2011

Present: 
Sh.Gurdeep Singh complainant in person;



Ms. Kirpal Kaur, Data Entry Operator for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that information was provided to the complainant and his  first appeal was also decided on merits.  However, copies of the information furnished to the complainant and also the copy of the order of the First Appellate Authority have not been placed on record. The Respondent is directed to file his written statement and also place on record copies of the above mentioned letters/order.



The complainant is also directed to place on record his objections in respect of deficiencies in the information furnished to him by the respondent.



To come up on 07.02.2012.

Dated: 06.01.2012





( R.I.Singh )








Chief Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Gurdeep Singh, # 17-D,

Member RTI Activist Federation Club,

# D-17, Camp Garden, Near Fadidkot Club,

Faridkot






--Appellant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Baba Farid University of Health Sciences

FAA-
the Baba Farid University of Health Sciences 
-----Respondents




AC No.1155 of 2011

Present: 
Sh.Gurdeep Singh complainant in person;



Ms. Kirpal Kaur, Data Entry Operator for the respondent.

ORDER


The appellant submits that information supplied by the respondent is deficient. However, he has not pointed out the specific deficiencies. The complainant is, therefore, directed to place on record in writing point-wise deficiencies, if any, in the information given to him by the respondent on  the seven issues raised in his RTI application dated 28.07.2011.



To come up on 07.02.2012.

Dated: 06.01.2012





( R.I.Singh )








Chief Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Satish Kumar,2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opp. GNE College, Gill Road, Ludhiana


--Complainant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of High Education, Chandigarh

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Lovoely Professional University, G.T.Road, Phagwara,

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Medical Education, Chandigarh


---Respondents




CC No.3252 of 2011

Present:-
1. Sh. Satish Kumar complainant in person



2. Sh.Indrjit Singh Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar

3.Sh. Jasbir Singh, Deputy Director Colleges, o/o DPI Colleges Punjab



  on behalf of Principal Secretary Higher Education;

4. Sh. Mukesh Arora, Senior Project Officer, Lovely University Phagwara;

5. Sh. Gurpreet Singh Sr. Asstt. 

6. Sh. Mohinder Singh Rana, APIO on behalf of Principal Secretary Medical Education Punjab.

ORDER

The information seeker submits that he has received information pertaining to the appointment of Vice Chancellor of Punjab Technical University. Hence the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Technical Education is exempted from further appearance. 

Like-wise the information seeker states that he has received complete information in respect of Lovely University and also from Baba Farid University of  Health & Sciences Faridkot. Accordingly, PIOs of these Universities are also exempted from further appearance.

However, the respondent PIO of the Department of Higher Education is yet to furnish information pertaining to the Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar and the Punjabi University, Patiala.  The plea of the respondent PIO is that the Department has sought some information from the concerned University and one adjournment may be allowed.

As a last opportunity to the respondent PIO of the Department of Higher Education, the case is adjourned to 22.02.2012.

Dated: 06.01.2012





( R.I.Singh )








Chief Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Aditya Angiras,

# 1605, Sector 44-B, Chandigarh


--Appellant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjabi Univrsity,Patiala

The FAA-Punjabi Univesity,Patiala










---Respondents




AC No.1154 of 2011

Present:-
1. Dr. Aditya Angiras appellant  in person;



2.Sh. Anshul Joy for Dr. B.M.Singh respondent.

ORDER



The respondent University submits Memo.No.52 dated 04.01.2012 stating that the information was sent to the information seeker vide University’s No.44 dated 03.01.2012. A copy of the same was handed over to the information seeker during the course of hearing, who, however, has alleged deficiencies in the information.



The appellant may file his written statement indicating specific deficiencies in respect of his each query. A copy of his written objections may be dispatched to the respondent in advance before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 23.02.2012.

Dated: 06.01.2012


 


( R.I.Singh )








Chief Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ranjit Singh, # 2314, Phase-11,

SASNagar (Mohali)






--Compalinant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Financial Commissioner (Development)

Punjab, Chandigarh.










---Respondents




CC No.3172 of 2011

Present:-
1. Sh. Ranjit Singh complainant  in person;



2.Ms. Parkash Kaur APIO.

ORDER



The respondent produces a report given by sevadar of the Department that he visited the residence of the present complainant, Sh. Ranjit Singh on two different occasions but the information could not be delivered as the house was locked.  The respondent today has brought the information with him and an attested copy of the same was handed over to the complainant. The complainant is satisfied with the same and does not want to pursue the matter any further. Hence the complaint case is closed.

Dated: 06.01.2012


 


( R.I.Singh )








Chief Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Harbans Goyal, # 91, Block-G,

Shivalik Vihar, Naya Gaon, Distt.Mohali


--Complainant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Director,

Animal Husbandry, Punjab, Chandigarh.










---Respondents




CC No.3188 of 2011

Present:-
1. Sh.Harbans Goyal complainant in person



2.Ms. Prem Lata, Supdt. for respondent PIO.

ORDER



The complainant had sought some information pertaining to his own medical bill from the Deputy Director Animal Husbandry. The plea of the respondent that a reply was sent to him vide memo.No.212 dated 28.07.2011. The bill could not be cleared  as the matter remained under correspondence with the office of the CMO and at the Govt. level. The medical claim amounting to Rs.97805/- has now been approved by the competent authority, and this amount, the respondent submits will be reimbursed to the present complainant on receipt of budget allocation from the H.O.



The respondent is directed to give an attested copy of the sanction order vide which the medical bill was approved by the competent authority, as also a copy of reference/s made to the Govt. for allocation of funds for the purpose.



The respondent is also cautioned to be careful in implementing the time limits prescribed under the RTI Act. With these directions, the complaint case is closed.

Dated: 06.01.2012


 


( R.I.Singh )








Chief Information Commissioner

