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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh kapil, r/o 606, Gali No. 12-B,

Avtar Nagar, Near T.V. Centre, Nakodar Chowk,

Jalandhar-144003.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjab Press club, 

Jalandhar







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

CC No. 802 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a fax message received vide diary No.7428 dated 10.5.2012.  It has been stated that he had held a meeting with the respondent on 8.5.2012 and inspected the relevant record.  The complainant is satisfied with the compliance of the order of this Commission dated 31.1.2012 in CC-2890/2011.  The complainant has further requested that the complaint may be disposed of.

2.

In view of the written submission of the complainant, the complaint case is closed.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, House No. 397, 

Sector-9, Panchkula 









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal /Managing Director, Chandigarh Engineering College,

Landran  District Mohali.

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

CC No.808 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.


Shri I.B. Bhandari, Advocate for the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply, a copy of which has been given to the complainant.

2.

To come up on 2.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for pronouncement of order.










( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Jaswinder Singh, Assistant Prof. Punjabi

SGTB Khalsa College, Anandpur Sahib, Dist. Ropar 

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

Govt. Shivalik College, 

Naya Nangal







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

CC No.    827   of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jaswinder Singh complainant in person.
Ms. Neelima Dogra, PIO alongwith Shri Madhu Sudhan kalia, Superintendent  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply, which is taken on record.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.

3.

To come up on 11.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for order









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshi Ram Sharma, S/o Sh. Muni Lal,

R/o House No. 1131/1, Mohalla Gobindpura, Manimajra.
      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Agriculture Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector-34, Chandigarh 



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

CC No.  830     of 2012

Present:-
Shri  Harmesh Lal Raya on behalf of the complainant.
Shri D.P. Mangla, Superintendent alongwith Shri Iqbal Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The present complainant had sought a copy of the matriculation certificate in respect of Shri Narender Singh, who has since retired on 31.10.2010 as Sub Inspector Agriculture. The plea of the complainant is that Shri Narinder Singh had joined Government Service as a Baildar and subsequently, he was promoted as Agriculture Sub Inspector on the basis of a Matriculation Certificate. It is alleged that it was a false document.  
2.

The respondent submits that a report was called from the District Agriculture Officer, Amritsar and Patiala as Shri Narinder Singh was appointed as Agriculture Sub Inspection by the District Office.  The original record has not come forwarded from the concerned District Offices, who have reported that the same is missing and an inquiry has been ordered.
3.

Under the Right to Information Law, an information seeker is required to approach the public authority which holds or controls the record.  Since the custodian of the record is District Agriculture Officer, Amritsar, the present respondent should have transferred the RTI request under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to that public authority.  However, since that was not done at this stage, it may not be appropriate to relegate the parties to the District Agriculture Officer, Amritsar.

4.

Since personal information of a third party is involved, provisions of Section 8(1)(j) and Section 11 of the Act ibid would be attracted.  The present-PIO who is the administrative head of  district offices, therefore shall follow the procedure as laid down in law and give a notice to the third party and call upon his submissions whether the information sought should be disclosed or not.  Thereafter, a speaking order will be passed keeping in view the provisions of Section 8(1)(j) of the Act ibid.

5.

As regards, non-availability of record, it would be appropriate that an inquiry is conducted by the Head of Office and in case the record is not traced, Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh may consider it fit to fix responsibility and take appropriate action against those responsible. With this direction, the case is closed.










( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Amarjit Kaur, House no. 1031-II,

DMW  Rly. Colony, Patiala-147003



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

Akal Academy Reeth Kheri,

Patiala-147001





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

CC No. 847      of 2012

&
Ms. Amarjit Kaur, House no. 1031-II,

DMW Rly. Colony, Patiala-147003




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Akal Academy, Reeth kheri,

Patiala-147001





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

CC No.   848    of 2012

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


Ms. Ashminder Kaur, Principal on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Both these cases have been filed by Ms. Amarjit Kaur against the PIO/Director Akal Academy, Patiala.  The information asked for in both these complaint cases, is the same.  Hence, these are clubbed together for hearing with the consent of the parties.
2.

The respondent has filed a written reply with a copy to the complainant.  It has been stated in the written reply that Akal Academy is a private unaided educational institution and not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005. It has further been stated that the present information-seeker is an ex-employee of the respondent, whose services were terminated and at present the parties are in litigation in Civil Court.

3.

The complainant has also filed a statement of arguments wherein it has been admitted that the respondent-institution is a private body and is run on collection of funds from public, parents and students and from the profit of sale of books and other items.

4.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Since the complainant has requested for an adjournment, to enable him to place on record evidence in proof of the facts that the respondent academy is a public authority, the case is adjourned to 4.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.















( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012





Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.N.Singla, House No. -80, Ward No.5-C

Samana Street, Dhuri-148024, Distt Sangrur 









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o M.D. Markfed Punjab,

Sector-35, Chandigarh

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

CC No.   852    of 2012

Present:-
Shri K.N. Singh complainant in person.

Shri Naresh Chander, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Gurmit Singh, AAO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent is allowed one adjournment.

2.

To come up on 1.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Avtar singh Numberdar s/o Sh. Dayal Singh,

 Village Madak,Teh. Jaiton , District Faridkot
      

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Treasury Officer, Jaiton,

Distt. Faridkot

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

CC No.  853     of 2012

Present:-
Shri Avtar Singh complainant in person.


Ms. Kashmir Kaur, Treasury Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The present complainant had moved an application on 29.9.2011 seeking details regarding any fund deposited by Lambardar of village Madak in the treasury as Land Revenue during the period 2002-03.  The respondent replied to the information-seeker on 18.10.2011 stating that the information cannot be furnished unless Head of Account is given.  Aggrieved the information-seeker has moved the State Information Commission.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The plea of the complainant is that Land Revenue was collected by the then Lambardar and they suspect that it was not deposited in the treasury. Therefore, a public interest is involved in the disclosure of the case. Since the information-seeker does not know the Head of Account, the respondent-department is unable to furnish the information.  However, during the hearing of the case, the respondent agreed to scan the relevant record pertaining to the deposit of Land Revenue during the year 2002-03 and from such record if the requested information can be identified, it will be supplied within 15 days.  With these direction, the case is closed.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parvej khan, S/o Sh. Rasheed khan,r/o House. No. 168-B/28, 

New Kranti Nagar, Gali No.6, 8 Marla, Panipat.


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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar 

FAA- o/o Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar
      -------------Respondents.

AC No.    450     of 2012

Present:-
Shri Parvej Khan appellant in person.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that he has received the information in respect of his three queries, except  an original copy of the marks-sheet of 7th Semester.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that he needs time to verify the position and the same will be conveyed to the information-seeker within 15 days.
3.

To come up on 28.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh, S/o Sher Singh, R/o House No. 18 

S Canal Colony, Bathinda Road, Sri Muktsar Sahib 

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











Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Animal Husbandry Punjab,

17-Bays Building , Near Post Office, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

FAA- o/o Director Animal Husbandry Punjab,

17-Bays Building , Near Post Office, Sector 17, Chandigarh.      -------------Respondents.

AC No.    462     of 2012

Present:-
Shri Surinder Singh appellant in person.



Dr. J.S. Pasricha, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant had sought information pertaining to a third party namely Shri Azadinder Singh, driver who was appointed in Government service in December, 1998.  His allegation is that Shri Azadinder Singh did not fulfill the requisite qualification at the time he obtained service in Government.  Therefore a public interest is involved in disclosure of third party information.
2.

Provisions of Section 8(1)(j) and Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 are attracted to the facts of this case.  The respondent PIO was required under law to give a notice to the third party and on receipt of his reply to consider his submission and thereafter pass a speaking order, whether disclosure is permissible or not.  Since basic procedure has not been followed, it would be appropriate to relegate the parties to the PIO who, shall take a fresh decision after observing the procedure.










( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nidhi Duggal, House No.50 

Sewak Colony, Patiala





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director, Medical Education and Research, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA- o/o Director, Medical Education and Research, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 






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

AC No.  470  of 2012

Present:-
Ms. Nidhi Duggal appellant in person.
Shri Jasbir Singh, Nodal Officer on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Research and Medical Education (Secretary) submits a written reply vide No.99 dated 8.5.2012, a copy of which has been given to the information-seeker. The only issue, which remains to be addressed is whether Dr. Kanta Rani was allowed extension in joining time by the Secretary and if so an attested copy of the order has been sought by the information-seeker.
2.

The plea of the respondent-department is that the relevant record has been destroyed.   The matter relates to the year 1998.

3.

Let the respondent place on record, the relevant rules which empower the respondent to destroy this record. A copy of the order, vide which the destruction of record was allowed by the competent authority, shall also be placed on record.  In addition, the respondent is also directed to confirm after examining the personal file of Dr. Kanta Rani, whether any entry has been made in her service-book or not.  If any letter exists in her personal file vide which she might have been allowed time in joining period, a copy of it would be given to appellant.
4.

To come up on 11.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012





Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dilbagh Chand s/o Shri Ramji Dass,

r/o Village Hiyatpur, P.O. Haiborwal, Tehsil Samrla, 

Distt. Ludhiana.
      





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Machhiwara, District  Ludhiana.




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

CC No. 2186    of 2011

Present:-
Shri Dilbagh Chand complainant in person.

Shri Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary alongwith Shri Gurminder Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has answered all the queries of the information-seeker and given the required clarification.  Hence, the present complaint case is closed.






      


( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rachhpal Singh s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

119, Ambika Colony,Backside KMV College, Jalandhar.
  -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Doaba College, Jalandhar.

FAA- Doaba College, Jalandhar.



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

AC No. 364 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Rachhpal Singh appellant in person.



Shri Mohan Singh Sachdeva Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



On the last of hearing, only one issue remained to be settled.  The respondent had alleged that record in respect of  1147 receipts  pertaining to donations was not available.  It was submitted that the record has gone missing though the amount received stands duly reflected in the relevant register and the same has also been audited.  The respondent was called upon to file an affidavit on oath and accordingly an affidavit of Shri Naresh Kumar Dhiman, Principal, Doaba College, Jalandhar has been submitted by the respondent.  It has been stated on oath that:-

3)
That the deponent states that the receipt books bearing No.2901-3500, 3601 to 3700 and 4001-4379 pertaining to the year 2008-09 and receipts books bearing No.4601-4672 pertaining to the year 2009-10 have gone missing and are not traced out despite best efforts.
4)
That the administrative office of the Doaba College Jalandhar remained under renovation during the months of March to June 2011 and it was during this period, while shifting the records, that these receipt books have been lost and are not traceable.

5)
That the accounts of Doaba College, Jalandhar for the years 2008-09, 2009-10 and 2010-11 have been duly audited and a certificate from the Chartered Accountants is enclosed herewith.

6)
That the amounts received against these receipts, which was reflected in the summary receipt register is described as under:-



2901-3500


Rs.126965/-



3601-3700


Rs.  19160/-



4001-4379


Rs.  80220/-



4601-4672


Rs.    5975/-

7)
That in the summary register, only the receipt numbers and the amount received against them are shown, but the names of the payees is not mentioned.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The contention of the appellant is that incomplete and insufficient information has been furnished and a suspicion has been created why only record pertaining to his queries has gone missing.  It was further submitted that he has suffered harassment & trauma and the respondent-public authority should be suitably punished.

3.

The information as available on record stands furnished.  The respondent has filed an affidavit on oath confirming non-availability of certain record as specified in the affidavit.  It is also on record that accounts have since been audited and a certificate of the Chartered Accountant has also been placed on record.

4.

In view of this, I do not see any merit in keeping this appeal case pending.  The respondent authority, however, is advised to take appropriate action in fixing the responsibility on individuals who lost the record and if facts so warrants take appropriate action against them.  With these observations, the appeal case is closed.






      


( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

H.No.397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9, Panchkula.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/othe Managing Director, 

Adesh Institute of Medical Science and Research,

Barnala Highway, Bathinda (Punjab).



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

CC No. 1312  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.

Shri Shri Sukhdeep Singh Brar, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard the arguments.

2.

To come up on 16.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for orders.







      


( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, 

Advocate, H.No.397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9,

Panchkula.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Gian Sagar College, Chandigarh-Patiala Road,

Banur, District SAS Nagar.





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

CC No. 57 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.



Shri Kasturi Lal, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits two written replies.  The first one is a copy of the order dated 9.5.2012 appointing Shri J.K. Sharma, Senior Manager as PIO for the respondent institution-Gian Sagar Educational Charitable Institutions. In the second document, the respondent has enclosed details of the Change of Land Use (CLU) in respect of land owned by Gian Sagar Education and Charitable Trust.  It has been submitted that CLU in respect of 92.37 acres has been received and copies of the same have been placed on record.  CLU for 4.66 acres is awaited from the Government and is under process. Another 9.14 acres is agricultural land and its land use has not been changed.  The copies of CLU have also been furnished to the complainant.

2.

The complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him. Hence, the case is closed.






      


( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 10.05.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

