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:-
Dr. K.S. Gill  complainant in person.

Ms. Krishna Kanta, Deputy Director alongwith Shri Sukhminder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has still not received clarifications from the respondent.  The respondent has also not filed explanation to the Show Cause Notice issued under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 on the last date of hearing on 26.12.2011.  As a last opportunity to the respondent to file point-wise reply on the issues raised in the order dated 26.12.2011 alongwith reply to the Show Cause Notice under Section 20 of the Act ibid the case is adjourned.
2.

To come up on 8.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

House No. 397, 2nd Floor, 

Sector-9, Panchkula.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Managing Director, Chitkara Institutions,

Chandigarh-Patiala Road, Banur, 

Distt. Roopnagar (Ropar), Punjab.



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

CC No.  2512  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sarvinder Goyal complainant in person.



Shri Dinesh Arora, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been furnished to the complainant.  The respondent is directed to place on record, a copy of the information said to have been furnished to the complainant.

2.

To come up on 27.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakhbir Singh s/o Shri Pritam Singh

r/o Guru Teg Bahadur Colony, Village Walla, Distt. Amritsar.
      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Diector New Mandi Township, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.







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

CC No.  3066  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Lakhbir Singh complainant in person.



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

ORDER



The respondent has removed the deficiencies in the information.  As regards, the encroachment on Subzi Shop No. 80 is concerned, the respondent will send a written reply to the information-seeker as to whether the plot has been encroached or not.  This plot is under ownership of the Colonization Department, Punjab.  This information will be furnished to the complainant within 15 days.  With this direction, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 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 Mukand Singh,

Wajidpur, PO Rajgarh, Tehsil Nabha, District Patiala.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Director, Animal Husbandry,

Nabha, District Patiala.





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

CC No. 3069  of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Balwinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri KPS Pasricha, PIO on behalf of the Director Animal Husbandry Punjab, Chandigarh alongwith Shri Jai Dev Singh, Deputy Director, Animal Husbandry, Patiala...

ORDER



The respondent has clarified in writing that the daily wageworkers were not hired by the respondent-department but the work was allotted to contractors, who in turn engaged the daily workers.  A copy of the written reply of the respondent alongwith enclosures has been furnished to the complainant.
2.

The complainant, however, pleads that he is a daily wage employee of the respondent-department and that he was not hired through the contractor.  This aspect is an administrative matter. The complainant may approach the Director, Animal Husbandry, Punjab, Chandigarh or seek judicial remedy.  The information has been furnished as per the queries of the complainant.  Hence, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjeet Singh Grewal 

s/o Shri Surjit Singh Grewal,

74, Inderpuri, Patiala.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


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

CC No. 492  of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri KPS Pasricha, Joint Director-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER:



The respondent submits that the information was furnished to the complainant.  He further submits that the complainant-Shri Manjeet Singh Grewal, who was an employee of the respondent-department, has expired last week.  The plea of the respondent is that the present complaint has become anfractuous due to the death of the complainant.  In any case, it is pleaded that the information had also been furnished to him.

2.

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







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulwinder Singh Sandhu s/o

Shri Vishakha Singh c/o Chamber No.2,

District Courts, Faridkot.





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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.
     -------------Respondents.

AC No.  1323 of  2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Suresh Mahajan, Joint Registrar-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has placed on record a written reply on behalf of the PIO and the First Appellate Authority.  Partial information was given to the information-seeker on 13.10.2011 in response to his RTI request dated 14.9.2011.  The plea of the respondent is that voluminous information from 2000 to 2010 has been asked, which is not available.  Hence, part information, particularly relating to his query No.2 has been denied.

2.

The appellant is absent without intimation. To enable him to file his reply/rejoinder, the case is adjourned to 14.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatin Kumar s/o Shri Dharam Pal, #214,

Kabir Nagar, Near Arya Girls College, Pathankot.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the R.R.M.K. Mahil Mahavidyalaya, Pathankot.

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

CC No. 3710 of  2011

Present:-
Shri Jatin Kumar complainant in person.


Shri Umesh Kumar, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The counsel for the respondent seeks one adjournment to file written reply, which is allowed.
2.

To come up on 3.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukesh Arora, Advocate,

23, Upkar Nagar, Factory Area,

Near Government Press, Patiala.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.

FAA-  the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.


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

AC No. 1315  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri S.K. Jindal, Additional Director-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent places on record letter No.1075 dated 17.1.2012 enclosing a copy of letter dated 8.12.2011 vide which the information was sent to the present appellant, who however is absent today without any intimation.  The plea of the respondent is that the entire information has already been furnished to the information-seeker.

2.

Since the information-seeker is absent today without intimation, as a last  opportunity, the case is adjourned to 14.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M. to enable him to file his reply/rejoinder, if any.  The respondent requests that complete information has been furnished and therefore, he may be exempted from further appearance.  The respondent is exempted from appearance on that date.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Roop Lal Insaan, 

Street Shri Tara Chand, MHR, Malout-152107.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, DAV College, Malout-152107.

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

CC No. 3714  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Anil Kumar, Officiating Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record letter No.1890 dated 19.1.2012 stating that the salary will be deducted on account of excess leave and information in this regard will given to the information within two weeks. 

2.

To come up on 10.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pawan Kumar Goyal, Grain Market,

Raman (Bathinda)-151301.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director,

Markfed, Punjab, Sector 35, Chandigarh.

FAA- Managing Director,

Markfed, Punjab, Sector 35, Chandigarh.



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

AC No.1286 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Vir Vikram Rajan, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record, copies of the information furnished to the appellant.  The appellant is absent without any intimation.  To enable the appellant to confirm that he is satisfied with the information furnished to him, the case is adjourned to 31.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
2.

The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on that date.

      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 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.

ORDER



The complainant submits that the information supplied to him is deficient in respect of the following:-

(i) In response to query at Sr. No.4 of the application dated 31.10.2011, it is not clear that plot No.45 is a SCF or it is a grain shop.  The respondent shall clarify the position in respect of this.

(ii) In response to query at Sr. No.5, the respondent has mentioned that there is  encroachment by 29 persons.  The plea of the complainant is that this information is incomplete as encroachments in the front row of the main road have not been included in this information.  The respondent shall clarify this point  in writing. 

2.

Information pertaining to the following points has been transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide Administrator, New Mandi Township’s letter NO.RTI/Khanauri/9162 dated 2.12.2011 addressed to the Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh..  Therefore, notice should be issued to the PIO/Mandi Board, Punjab, Chandigarh to answer the following issues, as listed in the RTI  request of the complainant:-


(c), (d), (g), (h), (i), (l), (m) and (o)

2.

To come up on 15.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

CC

PIO/Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arvinder Kumar, # 2499/1,

Sector 38-C, Chandigarh.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.









FAA- Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






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

AC No. 1305  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Arvind Kumar appellant in person.

Shri Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Director-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The information-seeker has received certified copy of Gazette Notification of 2nd Semester/Master of Business Administration but he is yet to receive Detailed Marks Sheets in respect of 2nd Semester, 3rd Semester and 4th Semester.  The respondent is directed to furnish these Detailed Marks Cards within 15 days from today.  

2.

To come up on 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Neelam Goyal, #1059/1,

Secgtor 39-B, Chandigarh-160036.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o B.L.M. Girls College, Nawanshahr.



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

CC No. 3758    of 2011

Present:-
Mrs. Neelam Goyal complainant in person.


Shri Sandeep Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had moved an RTI application on 14.9.2011 to the PIO/BLM Girls College, Nawanshahar seeking information on nine issues.  A reply was sent by the PIO on 7.10.2011 asking the information-seeker to visit the office of the respondent-college on any working day to inspect the record.  Subsequently, the information-seeker again conveyed to the PIO that she had sought copies of the documents under the Right to Information Act, 2005 and the same should be provided to her.  The respondent-PIO, however, again instead of furnishing the information, asked the information–seeker to visit the college on any working day.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the documents placed on record.  The respondent-PIO has violated the statutory provisions of the Act ibid by not furnishing the information and instead asking the information-seeker to visit the respondent-college.  There is no provision under the Act ibid which empowers the PIO to summon an information-seeker.

3.

As a last opportunity to the respondent-PIO, he is directed to furnish the information to the complainant as per the provisions of the Act ibid within 15 days of this order.

4.

To come up on 3.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjender Nehra, Advocate, Civil Courts,

Ratia, Tehsil Ratia, District Fatehbad.



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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

FAA-Punjabi University, Patiala.



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

AC No. 1419 of 2011

Present;-
Mr. Rajender Nehra appellant in person.



Shri Mohinder Singh Sethi, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The University declined to furnish the information on the ground that the information sought by the appellant pertains to a third party namely Ms. Amarjit Kaur d/o Shri Harcharan Singh.  However, it transpires that the University has not followed the procedure laid down under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The respondent is, therefore, directed that it shall decide the issue afresh keeping in view the provisions of the Act ibid in particularly section 11 and Section 8(1)(j).  The entire procedure will be completed within 30 days.
2.

With the above directions, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Santokh Singh, Village Dhadda, PO Rawelpindi,

Tehsil Phagwara, District Kapurthala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o National College, Banga.





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

CC No. 3766  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Santokh Singh complainant in person.



Shri Pakhar Singh Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had sought information regarding statutory compliance of suo-motto disclosure under Section 4(1)(b) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The plea of the respondent is that the request for information was not accompanied by the requisite fee as provided under the Right to Information Rules. Therefore, no reply was given.

2.

During the course of hearing, however the respondent admits that they have not complied with the mandatory provisions of Section 4(1) of the Act ibid.  The respondent is therefore directed to ensure that the information, as required under Section 4, is published without delay and in any case not later than 30 days from this order. Intimation regarding publication shall be conveyed to the complainant.
3.

Since the complainant had not paid the requisite fee of Rs.10/-, technically his request for information was not valid under Section 6(1) of the Act ibid.  The present complaint case is, therefore, closed with the direction as given in para 2 above.

      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kumar Khanna, # 151,

Village Sherpura, Near Punjabi University, Patiala.

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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

FAA- Punjabi University, Patiala.



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

AC No.  1417 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Kumar appellant in person.



Shri Mohinder Singh Sethi, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information was furnished to the present appellant, who however points out certain deficiencies in the same.

2.

The respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies as per the record available with the University.

3.

To come up on 14.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Yogesh Aggarwal,

Prop. M/s Aggarwal Departmental Store, 1645/1, 

Opp. Arya Samaj Park, Patiala.



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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

FAA- Punjabi University, Patiala.



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

AC No.  1368  of 2011

Present:-
Mr. Yogesh Aggarwal appellant in person.



Mr. Mohinder Singh Sethi, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The information-seeker had moved an application to the PIO/University on 7.7.2011 raising eight issues.  A reply was given by the PIO on 23.11.2011.  The information-seeker, however was not satisfied with the same. Therefore, he has moved the State Information Commission, Punjab. The plea of the appellant is that partial information was given to him after lapse of 135 days whereas the PIO was under a statutory obligation to furnish the information with 30 days.  The respondent shall explain the reasons for delay in furnishing of the information.

3.

The respondent university wants one adjournment, which is allowed.

4.

To come up on 14.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 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 respondent submits a copy of letter No.RTI/1/55/11/10 dated 19.1.2012 enclosing the information sought by the complainant, which is taken on record.

2.

The complainant has sent a fax message seeking adjournment, which is allowed.

3.

To come up on 15.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 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 respondent reiterates that the information has been furnished.  The complainant, however has sent a fax message seeking an adjournment. The adjournment is allowed.
2.

To come up on 15.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr. Pawan Kumar Aryan,

r/o #8, BBS Marg, Janetpur-Panjokhara,

District Ambala-133001.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3568 of 2011

Present;-
Shri Pawan Kumar Aryan, complainant in person.


Shri Suresh Mahajan, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has pointed out non-payment of fee by the complainant, who now undertakes to remove the deficiency.  The respondent shall, thereafter, furnish information, in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  With this direction, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

January 20, 2012



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

