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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Sital Singh Tiwana, 1828-C,

Tiwana Niwas, Randhawa Road, 

Kharar-140301.

     




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

SCO No.67-68, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 2113 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sital Singh Tiwana on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Karam Singh Accountant o/o Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent confirms that as per service record, the date of birth of Dr. Gurmohan Singh Walia, who served as the Principal of Mata Gujri College, Fatehgarh Sahib, is 30.10.1948. The complainant, however, contests the version of the respondent and states that misleading information has been given.

2.

In view of this allegation, the respondent is directed to produce original record pertaining to the date of birth of Principal-Dr. Gurmohan Singh Walia and the relevant pay register for the period from 1.11.2008 to 30.6.2009.

3.

To come up on 13.3.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                     
   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar s/o Shri Roshan Lal,

r/o Near Grain Market, Khanauri Mandi, 

Tehsil Munak, Distt. Sangrur.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Administrator, New Mandi Township, Punjab,

SCF 2437-38, Sector 22-C,Chandigarh.




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

CC No. 3724 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Ashok Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Gurnek Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent alongwith Shri Sarup Singh, SDO, Mandi Board, Moonak and Shri Arun Jain, SDO (PH), Moonak.

ORDER  



The respondent-PIO/New Mandi Township has placed on record a copy of letter No.804 dated 2.2.2012 alongwith its enclosures, which is a reply to the query No.4 of the application dated 31.10.2011 of the complainant. Similarly, a list of encroachers in the front row of the main road has been furnished to the complainant.

2.

The representative of the Mandi Board confirms that reply in respect of issues raised by the complainant at Sr. No. ‘c’,  ‘d’ and ‘l’ has been given.  As regards query at Sr. No. ‘g’, the representative of Mandi Board confirms that no stand-post for drinking water for public in general has been laid.  Likewise, no toilet for the use of public has been built.  As regards ‘k’, the respondent-department submits that action has been initiated under the P.P. Act for removal of the encroachment.  As regard ‘o’ the respondent submits that no expenditure has been incurred on parking lot in the Mandi Township.  All the queries of the complainant stand answered and the complaint case is closed.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        
     Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, 16, 

Shiv Nagar, Batala Road, Amritsar-143001.
      


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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17-Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17-Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

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

AC No. 1103  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER


The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing on 5.1.2012 when the respondent submitted that complete information stood furnished to the information-seeker.  The case was adjourned to 20.1.2012  but the information-seeker was again absent though he had sent a fax message seeking an adjournment, which was also allowed and the case was fix for 15.2.2012.  Today, again the appellant is absent.  He has not filed any objection in AC-1103/2011.  Hence, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakhbir Singh s/o Shri Pritam Singh,

r/o Guru Tegh Bahadur Colony, Village Walla,

Amritsar.







_______Complainant..

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director New Mandi Township, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3066 of 2011

Present :-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gurnek Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.


ORDER  


The respondent submits that the information was furnished to the complainant on 21.1.2012.  The respondent places on record a copy of letter No.981 dated 13.2.2012 enclosing a copy of report of Naib Tehsildar of Colonization Department, Punjab.

2.

The complainant has sent a fax message stating that he is unwell. Therefore, he is unable to attend the proceedings of the case today.

3.

Let the complainant file his reply/rejoinder, if any, to the stand of the respondent that complete information stands furnished
4.

To come up on 15.3.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        
     Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anukaran Sohal s/o Shri PremSohal,

R/o Village Agampur, P.O. & Tehsil Anandpur Sahib-140118.      -----------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Government Shivalik College, 

Naya Nangal (Rupnagar). 





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

CC No. 2906 of 2011

Present :-
Shri Anukaran Sohal complainant in person.


Shri R.C. Sharda, Law Officer on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER  



In compliance with the direction dated 28.12.2011, the respondent has appointed a Public Information Officer.  It is further stated that the information has also been furnished to the complainant. The complainant, however, points out deficiencies that in response to his query at Sr. No.9, M.C.A. Certificate in respect of Ms. Geetanjali Verma has not been furnished.  This shall also be provided to the complainant.  The respondent is directed to furnish an attested copy of the M.C.A. certificate of Ms. Geetanjli Verma to the complainant within 10 days.  With this direction, the case is closed.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Balwinder Kaur, W/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

VPO Daulatpur Neewan,

Tehsil and Distt. Moga-142048.




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





 

Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o  the Director Agriculture Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.


FAA-the Director Agriculture Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.


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

AC No.  812    of 2011

Present :-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Pritpal Singh, Chief Fertilizer Inspector-cum-PIO alongwith Shri D.P.Mangla, Senior Superintendent. 


ORDER  


This case was closed on 4.1.2012 in the absence of the appellant with the direction that the information will be sent to her by registered post.  Subsequently, the information-seeker complained that information has not been sent to her inspite of the directions of the Commission.  Therefore, notice was given to the PIO, who today shows office copy of memo No.10/170-E-3(4)/34 dated 5.1.2012 vide which the information was sent to Mrs. Balwinder Kaur by registered post.
2.

Mrs.Balwinder Kaur, who was also issued notice for hearing, however, is absent today.  She has also not sent any written reply.  The respondent confirms that the information was sent to her by registered post and it has since been delivered to her.  The respondent pleads that there is no ground to reopen the case.  I accept the plea of the respondent and close the matter.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Samita Pawar, 103-A, Krishna Chamber,

59, New Marine Line, Mumbai-400020.



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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

FAA- the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.







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

AC No. 115   of 2012
Present :-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri S.K. Mahajan, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER  



The respondent submits in writing stating that a reply was sent to the information-seeker vide PIO’s letter No.1131/APIO/HC dated 1.10.2011   The appeal filed before the First Appellate Authority was rejected.  The plea of the respondent is that the present appeal is wholly misconceived, without any merit and deserves to be dismissed.

2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  As a last opportunity to the appellant to file her objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 16.3.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gian Singh Mann, r/o 6, First Floor,

HIG Flat, Rani Jhansi Road, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.



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

CC No.  210 of 2012

Present :-
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER  



The respondent submits memo No.359 dated 14.02.2012 stating that the file is under process and that the information will be furnished to the complainant after a decision is taken in the matter.

2.

To come up on 3.4.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                                  Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Singh s/o Shri Foja Singh, Gate Keeper,

Guru Nanak Colony, P.O. Umarpura, Batala-143505.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Guru Nanak College,

Batala.

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

CC No. 229  of 2012
Present :-
None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Ravinder Singh Sampla, Advocate for the respondent.
ORDER  



Shri Ravinder Singh Sampla, Advocate submits his vakalatnama on behalf of the respondent and he seeks one adjournment to file his reply.

2.

To come up on 26.3.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Shivani Sethi d/o Shri Surinder Kumar Sethi,

#1, Street Mistrian Wali, Inside Multani Gate, Ferozepur City.
      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.




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

CC No. 237 of 2012

Present :-
Ms. Shivani Sethi complainant in person.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate for the respondent.


ORDER  


The complainant vide an application dated 31.10.2011 had asked for a copy of circular letter vide which benefit of Border Area reserved category has been given to the residents of town of Ferozepur City.  The information-seeker pointed out, while seeking information, that as per the prospectus of the University, it has been stated at page 59 that towns of Ferozepur and Gurdaspur are excluded from Border Area category.  Nevertheless, the University gave benefit of Border Area to one Shri Arun Sethi, who is a resident of Ferozepur City/Town for admission in MCA, counseling for which was held on 8.8.2011.

2.

The respondent-University sent a reply vide its No.4834 dated 22.12.2011 admitting that benefit of Border Area was given to Shri Arun Sethi on the basis of a Border Area Certificate issued by the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Ferozepur vide No.822 dated 1.7.2011.  The University has admitted that as per its prospectus, as stated at page 59, towns of Ferozepur and Gurdaspur have been excluded from the Border Area reserved category.

3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The information sought by the complainant stands furnished to her.  The plea of the complainant, however, is that the University has violated its own prospectus while giving admission to the resident of Ferozepur City. This issue would fall within the ambit of the administrative authority of the University. The complainant is free to either approach the University or move to an appropriate judicial forum for relief.  For the purpose of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the information demanded by the complainant has been furnished to her.  Hence, the case is closed.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner








                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohit Sharma, B-16/17,

Ghalori Gate, Mai Ji Di Saran, Patiala.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.




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

CC No.  239     of 2012
Present :-
Shri Mohit Sharma complainant in person.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER  


The respondent states that the queries of the complainant are not specific.  Therefore, no information was furnished.  I have examined the case and heard the parties.  At Sr. No.1 of his queries, the complainant is asking the qualifying educational degree, which is needed for pursuing B.Ed. with Sanskrit as one of the teaching subject in Punjabi University. The University is directed to furnish a copy of any instruction/criteria, which it may have prescribed as qualification for appearing in B.Ed. with Sanskrit as one of the teaching subject.

2.

The complainant has also asked for a copy of the syllabus prescribed by Punjabi University for teaching of Sanskrit in B.Ed. for its affiliated colleges alongwith subject combination of each student and list of candidates who graduated from the University in Education with their subject combination for the years 2010 and 2011.  This information, it is submitted, is not available in consolidated form.  It will involve collating of information and will disproportionately divert the resources of the University.  Accepting the plea of the University, the information pertaining to query No.3 is disallowed.  However, the complainant can seek inspection of the record under the Right to Information Action, 2005, if he so desires in respect of query No.3.

3.

To come up on 3.4.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner








                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Padmakant Dwivedi, Advocate,

B-125, Sector 14, Chandigarh.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab State Seed Certification Authority,

SCO 837-838, Sector 22, Chandigarh.




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

CC No.  249   of 2012

Present :-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Baldev Singh Brar, PIO on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER  



The respondent submits that they had given notice under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the third parties, who have all objected to disclosure of the information, which is of a confidential nature.  The respondent, further, submits that no public interest is involved in the disclosure of third party information.  Therefore, it has rightly been declined.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To enable him to file his rejoinder, the case is adjourned to 27.3.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner








                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kishori Lal (Retd. Vaccinator)

s/o Shri Prem Raj,

VPO-Kohara, District Ludhiana.




……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

FAA-Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

 

……………....Respondent

AC- 569 of 2011

Present :-
Shri Kishori Lal appellant in person.
Shri Ashok Lal Verma, Superintendent-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Jai Pal Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



Partial information has been furnished to the appellant.  The respondent seeks one adjournment to remove the deficiencies.
2.

To come up on 3.4.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kishori Lal (Retd. Vaccinator),

s/o Shri Pram Raj,

VPO-Kohara, District Ludhiana.




……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

FAA-Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

 

……………....Respondent

AC- 573 of 2011
Present :-
Shri Kishori Lal appellant in person.
Shri Ashok Lal Verma, Superintendetn-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Jai Pal Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER  



The respondent seeks one adjournment, which is allowed as a last opportunity.

2.

To come up on 3.4.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surjit Singh s/o S. Jagir Singh,

R/o Village Dakha, Pati Budo, Distt. Ludhiana-141102.
……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.

 


FAA-Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali.



……………....Respondents

AC- 685 of 2011

Present :-
Shri Kuldip Singh on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Amarjit Singh, Inspector on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER  



The complainant has been provided information except copies of the bills pertaining to payment made for each work.  The plea of the respondent is that this is a voluminous information and it had not been specifically sought in the RTI request of the appellant dated 15.4.2011.  The parties, however, agree that appellant may inspect the relevant record as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and identify the documents of which he needs copies.  Thereafter, he shall apply to the PIO specifying these documents and the PIO shall furnish copies of the same as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act.  With this direction, the case is closed.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Singh s/o Shri Bachan Singh,

r/o #605, St. No.2-C/1, Panje Wali Gali, Amritsar Road,

Dashmesh Nagar, Moga-142001.





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Managing Director, Punjab State Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

Chandigarh.





 

……………....Respondent

CC-2825 of 2009

Present :-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Raj Kumar, Manager on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER  


The respondent submits that Punjab State Cooperative Bank Ltd. has filed an LPA No.1022/2011 against the order passed in CWP No.1948/2006.  The Division Bench of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in its order dated 31.1.2012 has stayed  the impugned order of the Single Bench of the Hon’ble High Court and LPA stands admitted.
2.

The case is adjourned to 7.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Panbodh Chander Bali, #16-Shiv Nagar, 

Batala Road, Amritsar-143001.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab, 

17-Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


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

CC No. 2299  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Dr. KPS Pasricha, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant has sent a fax message pointing out certain deficiencies in the information furnished to him.  A copy of the fax message has been furnished to the respondent.

2.

To come up on 3.4.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

February 15,  2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

