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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulwinder Singh s/o Shri Kulwant Singh,

Village Amargarh, P.O. & Distt. Malerkotla-148023.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

SCO 87, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 1499 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Kulwinder Singh complainant in person.




Shri Mahadev Parshad, clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has removed the deficiencies in the information furnished to the complainant except for copies of the experience certificates attached by the candidates with their applications for the job of Social Workers and Psychiatric Social Workers.  The respondent has explained the delay in terms of third party information. When a candidate submits documents pertaining to his educational qualification or experience to seek a job in a Government Department, such documents/certificates are of a public interest and disclosure of such information is for a public cause.  Such disclosure would ensure transparency in appointment to public offices.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to furnish attested copies of the experience certificates submitted by the candidates for the above-mentioned two posts.  This shall be done within 15 days from today.  With this direction, the case is closed. 









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 26.07.2012




Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Chander Bali,

B-15, 356/11, New Arya Nagar,

Hoshiarpur-146001.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No.  503     of 2012

Present:-
Shri Yogesh Chander Bali complainant in person.



Mrs. Pavanjeet Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have made an earnest effort but the relevant record, which is nearly 24 years old, could not be traced.  In the absence of record, the respondent pleaded that it is difficult to verify the authenticity of the letters sent to Agra University or the reply received from Assistant Registrar of that University.

2.

Issue involved in this case is whether Shri Yogesh Chander Bali was awarded an M.Phil degree by Agra University.  This fact can best be confirmed by the Agra University, which as per the version of the complainant had awarded the degree.  The Agra University is in the State of Uttar Pradesh and not within the territorial jurisdiction of this Commission.

3.

The complainant agrees that he will directly approach the Agra University for confirmation of the fact that he was awarded M.Phil Degree.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 26.07.2012




Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.





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

S/o Amar Nath, Friends Colony, Street-A, 

Dhangu Road, Sunder Nagar, Pathankot


     -------------Complainant.





Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Public Instruction (College), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







  -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1015     of 2012
Present:-
Shri Ravi Bhushan Verma complainant in person.

Shri Arvind Sharma alongwith Mrs. Pooja Gupta both Senior Assistants on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The present information-seeker had sought details of grant of A.C.P. benefit after 14 years of service to his wife-Mrs. Ravi Kanta, Commerce Instructor in Government College, Gurdaspur.  Her case was sent by the Principal, Government College, Gurdaspur vide his letter No.16789 dated 14.12.2010.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that this being a third party information, they had written to the Mrs. Ravi Kanta, who has not responded till date.  Prima facie, no public interest is involved in the disclosure of this personal information. The complainant submits that his wife Mrs. Ravi Kanta had replied to the PIO stating that she has no objection, as a third party, if information is disclosed.  The complainant has gone to the office of the respondent today for accessing this information. The respondent agrees that they shall furnish the information to the present complainant.  With this commitment, the present case is closed.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 26.07.2012




Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.





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

Shri Y.C. Bali, B-15, 356/11, New Arya Nagar,

Hoshiarpur, -146001.




     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal, DAV College, 

Hoshiarpur.






   -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1039    of 2012
Present:-
Shri Yogesh Chander Bali complainant in person.



Shri Raj Kumar Bhalla, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



It is a very sorry state of affairs that Head of Chemistry Department has to move an application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 to seek information pertaining to Stock Register and Daily Consumption Register of his own laboratory and stores.  What kind of coordination exists in this institution between the administrative set up and educational departments would be anybody’s guess. 
2.

Coming to the facts of the case, the complainant has clarified that Shri Om Parkash Sharma , SLA (Store-keeper) had died in January, 2012.  Stock Registers and Daily Consumption Registers were requisitioned by the Administrative Wing of the College.  The Head of Chemistry Department only wants to know, whether these Stock Registers and Daily Consumption Register are in the custody of Administrative Wing and if so he has requested for a certified copy of the letter by which the Stock Registers and Daily Consumption Registers were requisitioned.

3.

The stand of the respondent is two folds.  First that the period to which these registers relate has not been specified in the RTI request.  This, however, has been subsequently clarified by the complainant that these registers pertain to the year 2008 onwards.  The second plea of the respondent is that the queries of the information-seeker dated 15.3.2012 do not come within the ambit of definition of information under Section 2(f) of the Act ibid.  This plea, however, has no merit because the complainant has specifically sought certified copy of the letter by which above mentioned registers were requisitioned by the Administrative Wing.

4.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record. The respondent-PIO is directed to confirm in writing to the complainant whether the above mentioned registers for the period from 2008 till date were requisitioned by the Principal/Administration subsequent to the death of the Store-keeper. If so, copy of the requisition letter shall be furnished to the information-seeker.  If, however, no letter was written and the registers were requisitioned orally, this fact shall also be confirmed by the respondent in writing to the information-seeker within 15 days of this order.  With these directions, the case is closed.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 26.07.2012




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:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


None has appeared.  

2.

The case is adjourned to 22.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 26.07.2012




Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.C.Verma,# A-76, 

Ranjeet Avenue,

Amritsar.







      -------------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.  406  of 2012

Present:-
Shri R.C. Verma appellant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 19.6.2012, the PIO was directed to remove the deficiencies in respect of the information pertaining to Hindu College, Amritsar and furnish information pertaining to Shahzadnand College for Women, Amritsar.  Since there had been inordinate delay in furnishing of the information sought by the present appellant  on 8.10.2011, the PIO was further directed to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him for unreasonable delay and also denial of the information which prima facie appears to be willful.  The Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh was also directed to produce a copy of the order appointing Shri Ashok Logarhi as PIO.
2,

Today, however, none has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  No reply has been filed either by Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh or by the PIO Shri Ashok Logarhi.  The PIO has also failed to avail the opportunity to be heard personally under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

As a last opportunity to Shri Ashok Logarhi to explain the delay, the proceedings are adjourned to 3.8.2012.  If no written submissions are received from the PIO or if he fails to avail the opportunity of personal hearing on 3.8.2012, an exparte view will be taken on the facts and merits of the case regarding imposition of penalty under Section 20 of the Act ibid.

4.

The respondent has failed to furnish information despite directions given on the last date of hearing and has not even turned up for hearing of the case, resulting in another adjournment. It would force the appellant to again travel to Chandigarh from Amritsar incurring loss of time and expenditure.  It is deemed fit to award compensation of Rs.1000/- under Section 19(8) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  This amount shall be paid by the respondent-public authority by way of a crossed cheque in favour of the appellant before the next date of hearing.

5.

To come up on 3.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 26.07.2012




Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.





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:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Vikas Goyal, Advocate for the respondent. 


ORDER



The respondent submits a written application placing on record, the constitution of its Governing Body alongwith photocopy of the Approval Process Hand Book of the All India Council for Technical Education.  From perusal of this document, it appears that the respondent-trust shall nominate six members including Chairman and Member Secretary.  Out of remaining five members, four are nominees of All India Council for Technical Education, Director Technical Education and Industrial Training, nominee of affiliating university and one industrialist to be nominated by the State Government.  Photocopy of Approval Process Hand Book of AICTE indicates that Swami Vivekanand Institute of Engineering and Technology has been shown to be an unaided private institute.
2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  The respondent is directed to furnish a copy of its written reply alongwith its enclosures to the appellant, who may file his rejoinder, if any, before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 22.8.2012.
3.

To come upon 22.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 26.07.2012




Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.





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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Surjit Kaur Grover,

r/o #15, Master Tara Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.


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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Layalpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar.

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

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 30 of 2012

&

Dr. Malkit Singh Grover,

r/o #15, Master Tara Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.


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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Layalpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar.

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

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 31 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Malkit Singh Grover. 



Shri Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits that they have given information to Dr. Surjit Kaur Grover and Dr. Malkit Singh Grover vide their letters No.689 and No. 690 dated 17.7.2012 respectively.  However, the information-seekers in both these cases have filed a rejoinder pointing out deficiencies/discrepancies. Copies of the written submissions of the information-seekers have been furnished to the respondent with the direction to remove the deficiencies/discrepancies and file pointwise rejoinder on these issues.
2.

To come up on 3.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: 26.07.2012




Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.





