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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Singh s/o Shri Sukhdev Singh,

#128, Ward No.12, Mohalla Hakeem Wala,

Morinda (Roop Nagar).





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director 

Punjab Seeds Corporation, SCO 835-36,

Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.





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

CC No. 524  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Amarjit Singh complainant in person.



Shri Rakesh Kaushal, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Amarjit Singh complainant submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  The respondent has also placed on record a copy of the letter written to the Regional Provident Fund Commission vide Punjab Land Development Corporation’s letter 
No.52-54 dated 24.7.2012.

2.

Since the information stands furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant, the case is closed.









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Suruchi Dogra d/o Shri Amar Nath Dogra,

EE-169/8, Near Railway Road, Jalandhar.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.







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

AC No. 48 of 2012

Present:-
Mrs. Suruchi Dogra appellant in person

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

ORDER



The respondent submits that they had sent a reply on the three issues vide letter dated 30.7.2012/2.8.2012. A copy of this letter has been placed on the case file.
2.

The appellant, however, expresses her dissatisfaction with the reply given to her regarding queries at Sr. No.(c) and (i) of her RTI application dated 21.4.2011.  Perusal of the reply of the respondent dated 30.7.2012/2.8.2012 shows that reply in respect of queries at Sr. No. ( c) and (i) is still deficient.  The respondent, therefore, is directed to remove these deficiencies.

3.

The appellant further complains that the direction of the Commission dated 6.7.2012 to permit her to inspect the relevant record of Grant-II-Branch has not been complied with.

4.

On the last date of hearing direction was given to Shri Ashok Kumar  Lohgarhi, Deputy Director-cum-PIO to take personal interest in the matter and coordinate with the different branches so that RTI application filed last year in April could finally be decided.  The PIO was further directed to file his written reply, which has not come.  The Right to Information Act, 2005 mandates that the information should be furnished within 30 days of filing of the request for the same.  In this case, almost one year and four months have passed and inspite of directions given by the Commission and naming the PIO in the order dated 6.7.2012, deficiencies in the information still persist.  It is therefore, a fit case to proceed under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Notice  is hereby issued to Shri Ashok Kumar Lohgarhi as to why penalty should not be imposed on him.  He may file his written reply before the next date of hearing and also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on 4.10.2012.
3.

To come up on 4.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





Punjab
CC
Shri Ashok Kumar Lohgarhi, Deputy Director-cum-PIO o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

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

Shri Sarvinder Goyal, Advocate, # 397,  2nd Floor, 

Sector –9 Panchkula





     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer, 

o/o Managing Director, Bhai Mahan Singh College of Engineering,

Mukatsar







   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1197 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.



Shri Atma Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Dr. Vikas Chawla, Principal-cum-PIO has sent a written reply that he is unwell. Therefore, he is unable to attend the proceedings of the case today at Chandigarh and has requested for an adjournment.

2.

The complainant submits that so far no information has been provided to him.

3.

Considering the reply that the PIO is unwell, one adjournment is allowed.

4.

To come up on 21.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





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

1778,Sector-14, Hisar. 





     -------------Appellant





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh.

FAA/- o/o Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh







 -------------Respondents.

AC No. 655 of 2012
Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal  on behalf of the appellant.

Shri R.K. Malik, PIO/Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh alongwith Shri Purshotam, Head Constable o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.

ORDER



The representative of the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh places on record a photocopy of the letter written by Additional Director General of Police (Crime) to the Inspector General of Police  (EOW), Punjab, Chandigarh bearing No.18024 dated 16.8.2012.  It is submitted by the representative of the Police Department that they are yet to confirm from the EOW Wing regarding availability of photocopy of the report submitted by the then Inquiry Officer-Shri Chander Shekhar to the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  Therefore, they request for one  adjournment..

2.

The appellant has also not filed any rejoinder to the reply given by the PIO/Punjab and Haryana High Court.

3.

The case is adjourned to 21.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. H.K.Lal (Retd. Deputy Director),

#202, Sector 7, Panchkula.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Medical Education Research, Punjab,

SCO No.87, Sector 40-C, Chandiarh.

FAA-Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Medical Education & Research, Chandiagrh.
     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 130 of 2012

Present:-
Shri H.K. Lal appellant in person.

Shri Sarabjit Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent No.1.

ORDER


The representative of respondent No.1 submits that the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh  in response to transfer of application under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 sought service book of Shri H.K. Lal vide its letter No.1620 dated 2.7.2012.  Accordingly, the same had been sent to the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh vide DRME’s No.A-7/Pun-2012/15273 dated 13.7.2012.  The plea of the representative of respondent No.1 is that no further action is to be taken by the Director Medical Education and Research, Punjab, Chandigarh.  However, none has appeared on behalf of the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Issue a fresh notice to the PIO/Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh for 19.10.2012.

2.

To come up on 19.10.2012 at 11.00 A,.M. 









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





Punjab
CC

The Public Information Officer/Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34, Chandigarh 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.Deepika d/o Sh.Suresh Bansal,







Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Ward No.2, St. No.2, Pattran,

Distt. Patiala. 








--Appellant

                



Vs

The Public Information Officer,







o/o Swami Vivekanand Institute

of Engineering and Technology,

Ram Nagar, near GianSagar Hospital,

Rajpura-Banur Highway,Distt.Patiala

FAA- Swami Vivekanand Institute

of Engineering and Technology,

Ram Nagar, near GianSagar Hospital,

Rajpura-Banur Highway,Distt.Patiala




---Respondents




AC No. 1332 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Tarun Bansal on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent. 


ORDER



The complainant has appeared through Shri Tarun Bansal.  His submission is that All India Council for Technical Education has issued instructions regarding constitution of governing bodies of technical institution vide All India Council for Technical Education Regulation No.304/CCF/REC/94 dated 31.10.1994, sub-regulation (vi), and decision of the council dated 27.3.1998.  Under these guidelines out 11 members of governing body of a technical institution, 5 members will be nominated by AICTE/PTU/State Government.  These members are nominees of AICTE (Regional Office), a nominee of the affiliating university, a nominee of the State Government –Director Technical Education & Industrial Training as ex-officio member,  an industrialist or technologist nominated by the State Government and an industrialist/technologist/educationist as nominee of AICTE.
2.

The plea of the appellant is that with five nominees out of eleven members of the Board of Governing Council, the Government and its instrumentality exercise an effective control within the meaning of Section 2(h)(d) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 over the affairs of the respondent-institution.  Consequently, the respondent institution is a public authority.

3.

The respondent has not turned up today.  Therefore, as a last opportunity to file his rejoinder, if any; the case is adjourned to 2.9.2012.  It is made clear that no further extension will be allowed.

4.

To come up on 2.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  21, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





Punjab

Subsequent to the adjournment of the case to 3.9.2012, the counsel for the respondent-Shri Vikas Goyal, Advocate has appeared.  He has been informed of the next date of hearing.



The counsel  further points out that there is no authorization in favour of Shri Tarun Bansal by the present-appellant-Ms. Deepika.  The complainant may also file his reply on this issue.









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Singh,

r/o H.No.361/2, Sector 41-A,

Chandigarh.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Medical Officer, Primary Health Centre,

Boothgarh, District Mohali.

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

CC No. 1719      of 2012
Present:-
Shri Bhupinder Singh complainant in person.

Mrs. Gaganeen Kaur Sidhu, Medical Officer alongwith Shri Sukhbir Singh, clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent produces a photocopy of written submissions made by the present complainant that he has received the information to his satisfaction and that he does not want any more information.

2.

At the time of hearing, the complainant confirms that he has received the information.  His only grouse is that the information has been given beyond 30 days.  The respondent has explained the delay by pointing out that the information had to be collected from Civil Hospital, Kharar whereas the complainant had impleaded Medical Officer, Primary Health Centre, Boothgarh, District Mohali as the respondent.  This naturally resulted in some delay. I accept the explanation of the respondent and close the case.










      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Chander Sharma, #1028 (GF),

Sector 43-B, Chandigarh.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Cultural Affairs, 

Museum and Archeology, Archives, Punjab, 

Plot No.3, Sector 38,Chandigarh.




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

CC No. 1720 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Ram Chander Sharma complainant in person.

Shri Gurjeet Singh, RTI Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has furnished to the complainant a copy of the instructions.  Consequently, complete information stands furnished and the case is closed.









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pawan Kumar s/o Shri  Maghar Singh,

r/o Village Bhamor, Tehsil Dhuri, District Sangrur.

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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Sangrur.

FAA-Director Food Supply and  Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.  815       of  2012

Present:-
Shri Pawan Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Sudesh Kumar Verma, Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Officer, on 



behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits memo No.6652 dated 21.8.2012 alongwith copies of the instructions issued by the Director Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh vide his memo No.5093 dated 3.12.2009. The copies of these have been handed over to the appellant.
2.

I have heard both the parties and gone through the record.  The respondent has confirmed in writing vide his letter dated 21.8.2012 that reservation of depots is not done on village basis but for the district as a whole.  Consequently, there was no specific reservation for village Bhasaur, Tehsil Dhuri.

3.

As regards the complaint of the appellant for non-allotment of depot, the respondent has orally explained that no action has been taken on his complaint since the depot at Bhasaur was not for reserved category.  It is averred that depot was allotted as per the procedure laid down by the Government and selection was made on merits. The present appellant was not selected for the same.

4.

In view of the above explanation and the written submissions of the respondent, the information stands duly furnished to the appellant.  However, the respondent is cautioned to ensure in future that there is no delay in giving the information beyond the prescribed statutory period.  With this direction, the case is closed.









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sikandar Singh s/o Shri Achhar Singh,

VPO Chhapar, District Ludhiana.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 1740 of 2012
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jagjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent alongwith Shri Jatinder Dhawan and Shri Dharam Chand, both Senior Assistants o/o the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.
ORDER



The respondents submit a photocopy of its memo No. Drugs (1)-Punjab-2012/12544 dated 22.8.2012 addressed to the complainant-Shri Sikandar Singh.  With this letter, the complainant has been informed that the prices of medicines are fixed under Drug Price Control Order, 1995 by National Pharmaceutical Pricing Authority, Ministry of Chemicals and Fertilizers, Department of Pharmaceuticals, Government of India.  It has further been stated by the respondent that so-far as drugs mentioned in news-item of Punjabi Tribune dated 9.2.2012 are concerned, the National Pharmaceutical Pricing Authority has not fixed any price in respect of these drugs.

2.

On query, the respondent further orally confirms that State Government has no authority or powers to check the prices of drugs.  This power vests in the Government of India and consequently, no action is required to be taken on the news-item of Punjabi Tribune dated 9.2.2012 by the State Government.

3.

The complainant has sent a fax-message that he is unwell.  Therefore, he is unable to attend the proceedings today at Chandigarh.

4.

Considering the above reply of the respondent, further action, if any, is to be taken by the Government of India.  In any case, the appropriate Government for Pharmaceutical Authority of India would be Central Government.  Therefore, only Central Information Commission will have jurisdiction to entertain complaints under the Right to Information Act, 2005 against the said Pharmaceutical Authority.  The complainant is, therefore, advised to approach the Pharmaceutical Pricing Authority and in case of any failure to get any satisfactory reply under the RTI Act,  he is free to move the Central Information Commission.
5.

The present case is hereby closed as the respondent has already sent a written reply to the complainant as indicated above.









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Bindra, #2323/11, Inside Lohgarh Gate,

Katra Moti Ram, Amritsar.





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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Amritsar..

FAA- Director Food Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Chandigarh.




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

AC No.  820   of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Gurinder Singh, Legal Assistant o/o the Director Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Amritsar alongwith Shri Bikramjit Singh, Inspector on behalf of the respondent..

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have furnished complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant.  A written submission from Shri Surinder Bindra, the present appellant, has also been received in the Commission vide diary No.14227 dated 22.8.2012 stating that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same and therefore he does not want to pursue the appeal case any further.
2.

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









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Sharma, Advocate, Cabin No.105,

SCO-1940195, Sector 5, Panchkula.



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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Dev Samaj College for Women, Ferozepur.

FAA-Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh. -------------Respondents.

AC No. 276  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Munish Gulati, Advocate on behalf of the respondent No.2.

ORDER


In compliance with the directions dated 1.8.2012 to explain delay in furnishing of the information, the respondent-Dev Samaj College for Women, Ferozepur submits a written reply alongwith an affidavit of Shri B.S.Dogra, PIO of the respondent-college.

2.

To come up for pronouncement of order on 23.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









      ( R.I. Singh)

Dated: August  22, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          





Punjab
