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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harnek Singh s/o Sh. Bant Singh,

#870, Sector 4, Mundi Kharar, Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Ajitgarh.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Manager, PUNSUP,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





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

CC No.  1639 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Harnek Singh complainant in person.



Shri Baldev Raj, Senior Assistant (Accounts) for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information except pertaining to Sr. No. 3 & 8 of his RTI application dated 10.4.2012.  The plea of the respondent is that this information is not available on record.  The respondent shall make fresh effort to trace out the record and if the same is not available, file an affidavit to this affect.

2.

To come up on 10.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S.Gurjit Singh s/o Shri Kartar Singh,

r/o V.& P.O. Bajidpur, Block Ghall Khurd,

District Ferozepur.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Gram Panchayat Bazidpur, Block Ghall Khurd,

District Ferozepur.






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

CC No. 1498 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The case is adjourned to 10.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vinod Kumar Dhiman, #B-12/180,

MCH Side by New Raj Theatre, Railway Road,

Hoshiarpur,






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Mehar Chand Technical Institute,

Jalandhar.







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

CC No.  1505  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Vinod Kumar complainant in person.


Shri Vijay Sharma, Principal on behalf of the institute.

ORDER



Shri Vinod Kumar, the present complainant, had retired from Mehr Chand Technical Institute, Jalandhar as a Lecturer in Arts and Crafts.  He was not paid arrears w.e.f. 1.1.2006 to 31.05.2009. Therefore, he moved an application to the respondent institute seeking details as to how some of the employees have been paid the arrears. He wanted to obtain a photocopy of the relevant decision in which some of the employees have been allowed the arrears, as per the Fifth Pay Commission of the Government of Punjab.
2.

The plea of the respondent is that they are a purely private institute and do not receive any assistance whatsoever from the Government.  Therefore, they are not a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

The complainant admits that the respondent is a unaided private institute.  That being so, the respondent’s plea that it is not a public authority is correct and the same is accepted.  Coming to the facts of the case, the respondent has, however, clarified that the management of the respondent institute decided to pay arrears in accordance with the recommendations of the Fifth Pay Commission w.e.f. 1.4.2010.  Since the present complainant had retired on 31.5.2009, he has not been paid any arrears.

4.

This Commission cannot give any relief to the complainant, as the respondent is not a public authority.  The appropriate course of action for the complainant would be to either approach a judicial forum or pursue the matter on the administrative side with an appropriate authority.  The proceedings in the present case are closed.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.






Chief Information Commissioner
                  





          



        Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kulwant Kaur, #397, Sajida Colony,

Malerkotla.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Education Officer (SE),

Sangrur.







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

CC No.  1507 of 2012

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

Shri Ramesh Chawla, Administrative Officer alongwith Mrs. Amrit Pal Kaur, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has furnished information to the complainant during the course of hearing.  The respondent further clarifies that in the case of Mrs. Kulwant Kaur, the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh, passed a speaking order and a copy of the same has been furnished to the complainant.  Since, complete information stands furnished, the case is closed.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh s/o Shri Jasbir Singh,

#18, St. No.3, Block-C, Officer Colony,

Sangrur.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Prem Sabha High School,

Sangrur.







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

CC No.  1580  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sham Lal Singla on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurpreet Singh Gill, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent is directed to file a written reply on the three issues raised by the complainant.

2.

To come up on 31.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kiranjit Arora, Advocate,

District Court Complex, Fazilika.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







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

CC No.  1581  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written reply received vide diaryNo.13380 dated 8.8.2012.  The plea of the respondent is that they had sent the information free of cost by post.  It is also averred that the information-seeker did not file any first appeal before the First Appellant Authority.  
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To afford him one opportunity to file his reply/rejoinder, the case is adjourned to 30.8.2012.

3.

On the request of the respondent, his presence on the next date of hearing is exempted.

4.

To come up on 30.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj s/o late Shri Shiv Kumar,

#490, Sector 61, Chandigarh-160062.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.







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

CC No.  1584  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj complainant in person.

Shri Mahesh Gupta, Excise and Taxation Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information and he does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj s/o late Shri Shiv Kumar,

#490, Sector 61, Chandigarh-160062.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner (Mobile Wing),

SCO No.9-10, Sector 68, Mohali.



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

CC No.  1587  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj complainant in person.

Shri Amit Singh, Excise and Taxation Inspector on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has not received information so-far.  A perusal of the queries dated 7.5.2012 shows that third party information has been asked by the present complainant.  His plea is that a public interest is involved in the disclosure of the information, in so far as certain industrial unit in the State of Himachal Pradesh are sending goods to Punjab and evading tax.
2.

The respondent is directed to file its written reply before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 10.9.2012.

3.

To come up on 10.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

#539/112/3, St. No.1-E, New Vishnu Puri,

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

Ludhiana.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala. 





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

CC No.  1593 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri S.L. Monga, Excise and Taxation Officer  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  However, a fax message has been received from the complainant vide diary No.13141 dated 6.8.2012 stating that he has received the information which serves his purpose.  He has, therefore, requested that the case may be dismissed as withdrawn.

2.

The respondent has also sent a written reply vide memo No.854 dated 26.7.2012 enclosing copies of the information furnished to the complainant.

3.

The complaint case is closed.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Patric s/o Shri Gulam Masih,

VPO Gathla, District Jalandhar.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Consumer Disputes Redressal Forum,

Jalandhar.






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

CC No. 1774  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Patric complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he had moved an application to the PIO/District Consumer Disputes Redressal Forum, Jalandhar on 19.3.2012 seeking an authentic copy of the order dated 2.3.2004 announced by the President of the forum in respect of complaint No.142/DF-99 of 19.4.2009 decided on 2.3.2004 titled Patric vs. Dr. Didar Singh Gill.  The plea of the complainant is that in response to the letter for deposit of fee, he had paid Rs.20/- to the District Consumer Disputes Redressal Forum, Jalandhar but inspite of that no information has been furnished.
2.

None is present on behalf of the respondent, though a written request for adjournment has been received vide diary No.13163 dated 6.8.2012 in the Commission from the office of the President, District Consumer Disputes Redressal Forum.  A written reply has also been received vide Commission’s diary No.12579 dated 27.7.2012 which is taken on record. 
3.

In view of the request of the PIO for an adjournment, as a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 10.9.2012.

4.

To come up on 10.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Milakh Raj s/o Shri Harkrishan Lal, 

r/o Mohan Ke  Hithar, District Ferozepur.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Commissioner,

Guru Harsahai, District Ferozepur.



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

CC No. 1792  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Milakh Raj complainant in person.

Shri Arun Kumar, Inspector on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information as available with the present respondent has been furnished to the complainant.  However, information pertaining to Sr. No.2 regarding Shri Hans Raj, Depot Holder could not be furnished.  The respondent-PIO shall procure the relevant record from him.  The plea of the respondent is that they have suspended supply to this depot-holder due to his non-cooperation in furnishing of the information.
2.

I have heard the parties.  The respondent is directed to proceed against this depot-holder in accordance with the provisions of the law/instructions of the Department of Food and Civil Supplies.  A copy of this order shall also be endorsed to the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Ferozepur for appropriate action.  The complainant is satisfied with the above orders and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the case is closed.









       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


CC
The District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Ferozepur
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh r/o Plot No.40,

Village Bholapur, P.O. Sahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, 

Department of School Education, Chandigarh.

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

CC No. 1669 of 2012
Present:-
Mrs. Gursimran Kaur on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Kuldip Chand, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent-PIO/Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of School Education submits that the subject matter of the RTI queries of the complainant relates to the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh.  Therefore, the RTI request was transferred to the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh vide Secretary School Education’s memo NO.6/36/2012-3Edn/3/1863 dated 25.7.2012.  Notice, therefore, be issued to the PIO/Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh to file his written reply and to furnish the information to the complainant in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

To come up on 7.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.






Chief Information Commissioner
                  





          



        Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdev Singh s/o Ghuman Singh,

r/o Deogarh, Tehsil Patran, District Patiala.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Education Officer (Secondary),

Patiala.







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

CC No.  1678  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Turp Chand, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that information has been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant and that is the reason why he is absent today.

2.

However, to afford one opportunity to the complainant to file his reply/objections, if any, the case is adjourned to 30.8.2012.

3.

On the request of the respondent, his presence is exempted on the next date of hearing.

4.

To come up on 30.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Kulwant Kaur, #397,

Sajida Colony, Malerkotla.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Education Officer (SE),

Sangrur.






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

CC No. 1681  of 2012

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

Shri Ramesh Chawla, Administrative Officer alongwith Mrs. Amrit Pal Kaur, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received complete information.  Hence, the case is closed.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdish Rai s/o Shri Gurcharan Rai,

Mohalla AAran Gali, Rahon, District SBS Nagar.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No.  1685 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jagidhs Rai complainant in person.

Shri Sudesh Rani, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written request that the office of the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh is being shifted from Chandigarh to Mohali and the relevant record containing the information is not traceable.  The plea of the respondent is that it is an old record and not readily available.

2.

The respondent is directed to make a fresh effort to trace out the record.  The case is adjourned to 7.9.2012.
3.

To come up on 7.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri C.L. Pawar r/o Kothi No.599,

Phase-II, Mohali.








Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Financial Commissioner to Government of Punjab,

Department of Revenue, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Financial Commissioner to Government of Punjab,

Department of Revenue, Chandigarh.



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

AC No. 1084 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Pardeep Kumar, APIO alongwith Shri Bhushan Lal, Senior Assistant/Financial Commissioner (Revenue) and Ms. Avtar Kaur, Senior Assistant, Directorate of Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that information pertaining to the balance districts was also collected and sent to the complainant.

2.

The complainant has been abstaining from the proceedings of the case without intimation.  He was absent on 20.3.2012, then again on 14.5.2012, on 9.5.2012 and is today again absent without any intimation.

3.

Since, the information stands furnished, the appeal case is closed.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Dinesh Garg, Advocate, Chamber no. 537,

4th Floor District Courts, Patiala.



     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Punjabi University, 

Patiala.






   -------------Respondent.

CC No.   1034    of 2012
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Dr. B.M. Singh, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has requested for one adjournment due to the death of his father-in-law.  The request is allowed.  The case is adjourned to 27.8.2012 at 
11.00 A.M.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Nirmla Kumari wd/o Shri Ved Parkash Verma,

#163, Anand Nagar-A, Tripuri Patiala.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o The District Treasury Officer, Patiala.


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

CC No. 1544 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Umesh Verma on behalf of the complainant.

Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent alongwith 
Shri Jasbir Singh, Clerk-cum-Cashier/State Bank of Patiala, Tripuri Town, Patiala. 

ORDER



The representative of the State Bank of Patiala submits that they have clarified the position to the complainant and credited the due amount in her account.  The representative of the complainant is satisfied with the reply given by the bank, who does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the case is closed.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 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

&

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:-
Shri Malkit Singh Grover. 



Shri Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


On 3.8.2012, none had appeared and the cases were adjourned to 5.10.2012.  However, both the parties have appeared today.  Hence, both the cases are taken up for further hearing.

2.

The respondent submits that they have submitted additional information; the plea of the appellant in both the cases is that information has been furnished for the period 1991 to 2001.  However, this information is deficient.  First copies of the Provident Fund Ledger have not been provided. Instead copies of the personal ledger of the concerned lecturer have been given.  Secondly, it is averred that information pertaining to the year 1977 to 1991 has not been given.

3.

The plea of the respondent, however, is that they do not maintain any ledger, apart from the one copy of which has been furnished to the appellants.  As regards, the information from the year 1977, the respondent has relied upon Section 8(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to deny it.  

4.

I have heard the parties and gone through their respect cases. Reliance on Section 8(3) by the respondent is a misinterpretation of law.  According to Clause-3  of Section 8 of the Act any record withheld would also become legible for disclosure on expiry of 20 years subject to provisions of clause (a) (e) and (i) of Sub-Section (1) of Section 8. There is no provision to withheld information on the plea that the record is older than 20 years.  Hence, the respondent is directed to give to the parties the information pertaining to the years 1977 to 1991.

5.

The respondent is further directed to file an affidavit that apart from the copies of the ledger given to the information-seekers, there is no other ledger/Provident Fund Register maintained by the respondent-institution.

6.

The information-seeker submits that he is going abroad for a period of six months and will not be able to appear in person.  Hence, the case is adjourned sine-die with the directions to the respondent to furnish the information within two months at the given address of appellants by registered post.  The information-seekers will move an application on their return from abroad, in case complete information is not furnished by the respondent by then.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 9, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  






          



        Punjab.


