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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Daljit Singh, R/o House No. 66,

Arsh Nagar, Near Sirhind Bye Pass,

Allipur, Patiala.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot.

FAA-Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot.







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

AC-850 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Daljit Singh appellant in person.



Ms. Kiran Pal Kaur, Data Entry Operator on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:-



The respondent submits that the information was furnished to the appellant. She, however, clarifies that so far the Service Rules of the University have not been formulated or notified and hence these could not be given.
2.

The appellant raises the issue of delay in the present case, who had applied to the PIO on 17.5.2011. A reply was furnished by the PIO on 5.7.2011. There has been delay of about two weeks.  The respondent has explained the delay in terms of staff being busy in examinations and related duties.  
3.

The respondent is cautioned to be careful in future.  The time-scheduled laid under the Right to Information Act, 2005 must be strictly adhered in future.

3.

With these observations, the case is closed.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satish Handa, B-43 (GF),

Ashoka Enclave, Part-II, Sector 37, Faridabad-121003.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

GGS Hospital Complex, Sadiqi Road, Fardikot.


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

CC No. 2973 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Mrs. Kiran Pal Kaur, Data Entry Operator on behalf of the respondent-University.

Order



The complainant had applied to the PIO/Respondent University on 19.8.2011 seeking information on three issues pertaining to entrance test for MDS Courses, session 2011-12.  This information was furnished by the respondent-University vide its letter No.22960 dated 14.9.2011.  Subsequently, the complainant has moved the State Information Commission.  However, he has not appeared inspite of due and adequate notice.  The University showed me a copy of letter No.1507 dated 17.1.2012 in which all the queries of the information-seeker have been duly answered.

2.

The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing on 19.12.2011 though he had sent a written request seeking leave of absence.  His continuous absence on two dates and the fact that the University had furnished the information on all the three queries only implies that the complainant has nothing more to say.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.













                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandeep Singh Ahuja  (Advocate),

#82-B/IV, Model Town, Patiala.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Government Mohindra College,

Patiala.

FAA-Principal, Government Mohindra College,

Patiala.







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

AC No. 1408 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Professor Jagmohan Singh, Government Mohindra College, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The appellant had applied for information to the PIO/Mohindra Cololege, Patiala on 17.8.2011.  The plea of the respondent is that the information-seeker was asked to deposit the required fee for supply of copies of the documents, which he has not done till today.

2.

The information-seeker is absent today without intimation.  To give him one opportunity to file his reply/rejoinder, if any, the case is adjourned to 16.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amanpreet Singh s/o Shri Gian Singh,

VPO Khatkar Kalan, Tehsil Ajnala, District Amritsar.


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

Vs.
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3774  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Ujagar Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Mrs. Jagdev Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant had applied on 9.9.2011 to the PIO/Mandi Board, Punjab, Chandigarh seeking information pertaining to the examination papers and answer key for the post of Secretary, Market Committees held on 21.8.2011.

2.

The respondent submits that this information was furnished to him. Copies of the documents furnished to the complainant, have been placed on record of the case file vide Mandi Board’s letter No.1/Appeal/1775/125 dated 7.1.2012.

3.

The complainant is absent without any intimation inspite of due and adequate notice to him 

4.

I have heard the respondent and also perused the copies of the documents placed on record which have been furnished to the complainant.  On perusal of these documents, I do not find any merit in the complaint and close the case.









                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Manesh Chand Dhir,

#1745, Sector 39-B, Chandigarh.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board,

Chandigarh.   

FAA-the Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board,

Chandigarh. 







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

AC No. 1416 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Manesh Chand Dhir appellant in person.


Smt. Jagdev Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The information-seeker had moved an application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 dated 18/19.9.2011-seeking information on five points pertaining to Acquisition of land and seeking Khasra numbers of the same.  He has further asked whether notice under Section 4 and 6 of Land Acquisition Act was issued or not.  Further he has sought details of compensation awarded, names of the land owners who were paid the compensation amount and lastly if the compensation has not been paid, name of the authority where the amount is still pending.  
2.

The PIO/Mandi Board transferred the request of the information-seeker to the Director Colonization, Punjab, SCO No.2437-38, Sector 22, Chandigarh, a copy of which was also endorsed to the present appellant.

3.

I have heard the parties.  The plea of the appellant is that Mandi Board was required to maintain this information under Section 4 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The responsibility for suo-motto disclosure under Section 4 is of the concerned public authority, which holds or controls the record as per provisions of Section 2(j) of the Act ibid.  Mandi Board has already transferred the request for information to the Colonization Department, which is the custodian-public authority of the record sought by the appellant.  Hence no appeal would lie against the present respondent-Mandi Board.  Therefore, the present case is closed. However, a copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Director Colonization, Punjab, SCO No.22437-38, Sector 22, Chandigarh by name with reference to the letter of the Mandi Board under Section 6(3) of the Act with the direction that they should furnish the information to the appellant within 15 days of this order.  The appellant will be free to move the State Information Commission, Punjab again in case the Colonization Department fails to furnish the information. 








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

         Punjab
CC
The Director Colonization, Punjab, SCO No.2437-38, Sector 22, Chandigarh (By name)

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Iqbal Singh Rasoolpur, General Secretary,

Universal Humarn Rights Organisation, Village Rasoolpur Mallan,

Tehsil Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board,

Chandigarh.   

FAA-the Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board,

Chandigarh. 







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

AC No. 1403 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sukhdev Singh on behalf of the appellant.
Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Establishment Officer alongwith Mrs. Jagdev Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information consisting of eleven pages was given to the appellant.  However,  Inquiry Report is still under process as it has been put up to the Chairman, Mandi Board, Punjab, Chandigarh for final order.  Inquiry Report will be final, only after appropriate order has been passed by the Chairman.  The respondent submits that this may take a month’s time as the Chairman is out of station.

2.

The respondent undertakes to provide the copy of the Inquiry Report as and when the same is finalized.  The respondent is directed to send a copy of the Inquiry Report/action taken report to the appellant within a week after the finalization of the same.

3.

With this direction, the case is closed.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Garg, Journalist,

Bagh Colony, Tappa Mandi, District Barnala (Pb.)


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary, Marketing Committee,

Tappa Mandi, District Barnala.





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

CC No. 3797 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Issue fresh notice to the parties.

2.

To come up on 20.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandeep Singh Ahuja (Advocate),

#82-B/IV, Model Town, Patiala.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

FAA- o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.      -------------Respondents.

AC No.  1414  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jasbir Singh, Deputy Director on behalf of the respondents alongwith Professor Jagmohan Singh, Government Mohindra College, Patiala.
ORDER



The respondent submits that a reply was sent to the information-seeker, who however is absent today without any intimation.  A part of the information was held back on the ground that it contains information pertaining to fiduciary relationship which is exempt under Section 8(1)(e) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

Since the information-seeker is absent today, he may file his reply/rejoinder, if any, before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 16.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
3.

The respondent also submits that they had sought some additional fee from the information-seeker, towards the cost of documents, which he has not deposited.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shoukat Ali, Tabla Instructor,

r/o Gali No.1, Peer Chaudhary oad, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Kapurthala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Khalsa College,

Sultanpur Lodhi,Distt. Kapurthala.




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

CC No. 3812  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Shaukat Ali complainant in person.


Shri Amarjit Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant had applied to the PIO/Guru Nanak Khalsa College, Sultanpur Lodhi on 1.9.2011 seeking attested copy of his service book relating to the period from 24.1.1980 to 1.9.2011.

2.

The respondent submits that a copy of the service book was furnished to him and the complainant admits to having received the same.

3.

The grouse of the complainant, however, is that the service book is not complete in so far his signatures have not been obtained on the same.

4.

Under the Right to Information Act, 2005, copies of the documents have to be furnished as they exist.  If the signatures of the complainant have not been obtained on the service book, naturally the copies furnished to him under RTI would also not bear the signatures.  The record as it exists has been furnished to him. Therefore, there is no merit in the complaint case, which is closed.
5.

However, the respondent on the administrative side should take appropriate steps to complete the service record including affixing of the signatures of the complainant.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandeep Singh Ahuja (Advocate),

#82-B/IV, Model Town, Patiala.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.




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

AC No.  1413  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Kewal Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondents alongwith Professor Jagmohan Singh, Government Mohindra College, Patiala.
ORDER



The appellant had sought information from PIO/Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Higher Education on 6.9.2011.  As the information is held by the Principal, Mohindra College, Patiala, the request for information was transferred by the Principal Secretary, Higher Education under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the Principal, Mohindra College, Patiala. The representative of Mohindra College, Patiala submits and places on record a copy of letter No.RTI(SPL)2011/1 dated 30.11.2011 which was addressed to the information-seeker enclosing the information asked for by him.

2.

The plea of the respondent-college is that the information has been furnished and that there is no cause of action in the present case, which, therefore, should be dismissed.

3.

I have heard the respondent and also perused the copy of the information sent to the appellant.  It is clear that the information stands furnished to the appellant, who has chosen to remain absent inspite of due and adequate notice.  Hence, the case is closed.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjinder Singh, Kothi No.92,

Gali No.4, Doordarshan Enclave, Wadala Chowk,

Jalandhar.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director & Warden of Fisheries, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3823 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Harjinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Extension Officer alongwith Shri Rajinder Singh, Assistant Director (Fisheries) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had applied on 12.8.2011 to the PIO/Director & Warden of Fisheries, Punjab, Chandigarh seeking information on 5 main issues.  Partial reply was given by the respondent.  Therefore, the complainant has now come to the State Information Commission.

2.

I have heard the parties.  Point-wise reply is given below:-

(i)

Point No.1 of the application dated 12.8.2011. 
The respondent states that they have conveyed the number of sanctioned posts.  However, the complainant is seeking copies of the Government Orders under which these posts were sanctioned/created.  The plea of the respondent is that this record is more than 20 years old and is not maintainable. There is nothing in the Right to Information Act, 2005 which debars furnishing of the information, which is more than 20 years old.  The respondent is, therefore, directed to furnish copies of the Government orders vide which these posts were created.
(ii)

Point No.2, The respondent is directed to furnish the copies of the Government Order pertaining to the creation of these posts.

(iii)

Point at Sr. No.3. The respondent states that the seniority list for the year 1994-95 of the staff at Head Office has not been finalized and therefore, the respondent has not furnished the same.  However, provisional seniority list shall be furnished to the complainant.

(v)

Point at Sr. No.5. The complainant has sought copies of the office notings/orders pertaining to all the promotions made by the respondent-department from 1.1.1996 to 10.8.2011.  This is very voluminous record. The respondent submits that they were unable to furnish the same as it will disproportionately divert their resources.

3.

Accepting the plea of the respondent, I direct that the complainant be allowed to inspection of the record so as to enable him to identify the exact copies of the documents he requires.  Thereafter, he will convey in writing to the respondent, details of the specific documents, which he needs. The respondent shall furnish the copies of the same to the complainant.
4.

To come up on 27.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner








  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Prof. Pardeep Kumar Jaswal,

.No.40, GNE Staff Colony, Ludhiana141006.



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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University, 

Kapurthala Roard, Jalandhar.

FAA- Punjab Technical University, 

Kapurthala Roard, Jalandhar.  





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

AC No. 1367 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal appellant in person.


Shri Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant vide an application dated 14.11.2011 addressed to the PIO/Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar had sought a copy of a report of  inquiry conducted by Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar in an alleged C.E.T. Scam during the tenure of Dr. Manohar Singh Saini who was on deputation to the University from Sant Longowal Institute of Engineering and Technology, Longowal.  Copies of the appointment letter and relieving order of Dr. Manohar Singh Saini, which were also asked by the appellant, were given to him but the copy of the Inquiry Report has been denied on the ground that it is personal information of a third party.  It is  exempt under Section 8(1)(g) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record. Admittedly, an inquiry was conducted into the alleged malpractice in the conduct of C.E.T. examination.  Such an inquiry would be of public interest for the simple reason that the University is a public body conducting competitive examinations.  Such issues can never be treated as personal or private affairs of a third party.  Provisions of Section 8(i)(j) are not attracted as the information being sought is not personal or private information, but an inquiry report which is a public document.  Hence, the respondent is directed to provide a copy of the Inquiry report to the appellant.

3.

To come up on 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rahul Pathak, 210-E, Shaheed Bhagat Saingh Nagar,

Pathankot Road, Ludhiana-141013.




      -------------Appellant..





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.

FAA- Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 1369  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the Appellant.


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

ORDER



The information-seeker applied to the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh on 25.8.2011 seeking details of grant-in-aid given to SDP College for Women, Ludhiana in respect of arrears of teaching staff.  The respondent sent him a reply vide memo No.16/23-11-Grant-2 (5) dated 6/9.1.2012 indicating that grant is as under:-

	1H
	n?;HvhHghH ekbi, bfXnkDk
	6,53,671/-
	p?Ae okjh nkB bkJhB
	u"Eh fswkjh ftsh ;kb 2010-11

	2.
	n?;HvhHghH ekbi, bfXnkDk
	46,53,789/-
	p?Ae vokcN Bzpo 030024 fwsh 12H04H2011 okjhA
	shih fswkjh ftsh ;kb 2010-11

	3.
	n?;HvhHghH ekbi, bfXnkDk
	11,32,125/-
	;oeko B{z gZso Bzpo 3$143F10 roKN 2(5) fwsh 2H1H12 okjhA wz÷{oh ikoh eoB bJh gZso ikoh ehsk
	1H1H96 s'A 28H2H00 dk pekfJnk


2.

Since the information stands furnished to the appellant, who is absent without intimation,  the present case is closed.











                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Pal Singh,

D-15, Marg 13, Saket, New Delhi.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Hon’ble Punajb and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh,

FAA- Hon’ble Punajb and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh

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

AC No. 1401 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Suresh Mahajan, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant is absent.  The respondent submits that suo-motto disclosure under Section 4(1)(b) is under process and the exercise is likely to be completed within six weeks. As regards, the query at point No.1, the respondent submits that the subject matter pertains to district courts in the States of Punjab, Haryana and Union Territory of Chandigarh.  The district courts are separate and independent public authorities under the Right to Information Act, 2005 and the appellant is required to approach the concerned public authority, which holds and controls the information within the meaning of Section 2(j) of the Act ibid. The appellant may file his reply/rejoinder before the next date of hearing.

2.

To come up on 12.3.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. K.G. Soni (PEC-I),

Associate Professor (Retd., #1321, Sector 21,

Panchkula.







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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Government College, Naya Nangal, Distt. Ropar..

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

AC No. 1008 of 2011

Present:-
Dr. K.G. Soni appellant in person.

Dr. Rajinder Kumar Sharma, Associate Professor in Economics on behalf of respondent No.1  alongwith and Shri Jasbir Singh, Deputy Director on behalf of respondent No.2.
ORDER


The respondent places on record memo No.53 dated 2.1.2012 enclosing duly sworn affidavit of Mrs. Neelam Dogra, Drawing and Disbursing Officer (DDO) of Government College, Naya Nangal.  It has been stated in the affidavit that the information sought by the appellant pertains to the year 1984, when the college was being run by the Municipal Council, Nangal (Council).  This particular record is not available with the present respondent.

2.

During the course of hearing, the respondent has further explained that record pertaining to extra remuneration is not available as at that time the college was being run by Council.  Withholding partial gratuity amount was also done by the then management of the college run by the Council.  
3.

In view of the affidavit of DDO and considering that the record pertaining to the year 1984 when the College was being run by the Council is not traceable,  I accept the plea of the respondent-PIO and close the case.








                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Niranjan Singh, #5372-LIG,

Urban Estate, Phase-2, Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3582 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the information-seeker had confirmed that he has received the information and he had sought clarification regarding point at Sr. No.4 of his application dated 16.9.2011.  Today, however, none has appeared.  As a last opportunity to the parties, the case is adjourned to 31.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









                   (R.I. Singh)

January 23, 2012.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

         Punjab
