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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Harherpreet Kaur, 5 RB, Duni Chand Road,

Amritsar.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Research and Medical Education,

SCO 87, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.

FAA-the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Research and Medical Education,

Chandigarh.



   


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

AC No.  369 of 2012

ORDER



The present appellant Dr. Harharpreet Kaur had moved an application dated 24.11.2011 to the PIO/Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, Chandigarh seeking copies of Annual Performance Appraisal Reports (APARs) for the year 2010-11 in respect of three of her colleagues Dr. Tejinder Sikri, Dr. Jasbir Singh and Dr. Jaswant Singh.  Her request, however, was disallowed by the PIO on the ground that it pertains to third party information and the concerned doctors, who were called upon to file their submissions under section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, have objected to disclosure of information.  The third parties had represented that the information is personal and confidential and should not be disclosed.  Aggrieved, she preferred an appeal to the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Medical Education and Research, Chandigarh. It seems that the First Appellate Authority slept over the same and has not responded to the information-seeker till date.  After lapse of the statutory period, she moved the State Information Commission by way of second appeal.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The plea of 
Dr. Harharpreet Kaur is that there is litigation regarding seniority and promotion to the post of Professor in the Medical College and the Hon’ble High Court is seized of the matter. A public interest is involved in disclosure of the APARs. Filling a public post of Professor in medical  college would depend upon the APARs of the eligible candidates.  Her plea, therefore, is that she should be allowed access to the APARs of her colleagues in public interest.  

3.

Notice was issued to the respondent-PIO and erroneously also to Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab as First Appellate Authority.  In fact, the First Appellate Authority is the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Medical Education and Research.  Notice, it seems, has also not been issued to Dr. Tejinder Sikri, Dr. Jasbir Singh and Dr. Jaswant Singh, who were third parties under Section 11 of the Act ibid. Therefore, before reaching any conclusion, it would be appropriate to give opportunity to the three concerned doctors, who were third parties. Notice should be issued to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Medical Education and Research, Chandigarh and to all the three parties.

4.

The First Appellate Authority is based at Chandigarh and therefore may appear in Video Conference Room at Chandigarh or at Amritsar whatever suits the First Appellate Authority.

5.

On the last date of hearing through Video Conference Facility, the appellant had mentioned decision of the Hon’ble Kerala High Court dated 17.2.2012.  She has now sent an e-mail.  Perusal of the facts show that the authorities relied upon by her are Centre of Earth Science Studies vs. Dr. Mrs. Anson Sebastian. and another in WA No. 2781 of 2009 decided by the Hon’ble Kerala High Court and Smt. Salam (O) Th. Lilabati Devi vs. State Public Information Officer o/o the Director Economic and Statistics Department, Government of Manipur and the First Appellate Authority/The Principal Secretary, Department of Economics and Statistics in Complaint case No.31(b)/2011 by Manipur Information Commission, Imphal.

6.

The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar on 26.06.2012 at 10.30 A.M.
               





             (R.I. Singh)

April 17, 2012.   


                Chief Information Commissioner
                      







   Punjab

CC for notice of hearing to:-

1. Dr. Tajinder Sikri, Associate Professor, Department of Medicine, Government Medical College, Amritsar. 

2. Dr. Jasbir Singh,  Assistant Professor, Department of Medicine, Government Medical College, Amritsar.

3. Dr. Jaswant Singh,  Assistant Professor, Department of Medicine, Government Medical College, Amritsar.

They may send their written submissions, if any, before 26.6.2012 and may also appear in person or through a duly authorized representation on 26.6.2012. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Dogra, 

Dogra Hardware Store, Shahpur Chowk,

Pathankot-145001.






      -------------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.  539 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Prem Kumar Dogra appellant in person.



Shri Sher Singh Dhull, APIO on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant vide his RTI request dated 21.2.2011 had sought information pertaining to action taken on letter No. L.15012/7/2011-Jus dated 18.01.2012 from Jaisalmer House dated 18.1.2011.  The letter was received by the Registrar General, Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

2.

The respondent-PIO sent a reply vide his letter No.355 dated 25.3.2011 informing the information-seeker that his complaint dated 27.12.2011 has been sent to the District and Sessions Judge,  Gurdaspur for comments in the matter.
3.

The plea of the present-respondent is that the information as asked for was furnished to the appellant vide Hon’ble High Court’s letter dated 25.3.2011 and as such the query of the information-seeker stood duly answered and, therefore, there is no merit in the appeal case.  It is further averred that the appeal is time-barred and it has been filed after a gap of more than one year.  

4.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  RTI query dated 21.1.2011 stood duly answered by the Hon’ble High Court’s letter dated 25.3.2011.  Therefore, there is no merit in the present appeal. If the information-seeker wants to know the present status as to what action, if any, was taken by the Hon’ble High Court after receipt of the Comments of the District and Sessions Judge, Gurdaspur, he may approach the PIO afresh as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The issue, however, cannot be re-opened or agitated through an appeal for the reasons that his query was answered by furnishing him the information as available with the respondent on that date.  The appeal case is closed.










( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.





Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gagan Deep Jaura, house No. 31600, 

StreetNo.04, Paras Ram Nagar, Bathinda.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Registrar Punjabi University,

Patiala







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

CC No.  929     of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Dr. B.M. Singh, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the requested information was furnished to the complainant vide letter No.165 dated 10.4.2012.  The plea of the respondent is that the complainant is satisfied with the information and for this reason, he has neither appeared today nor filed any written submission.

2.

Considering the reply of the respondent and the fact that the queries of the complainant have been answered, the case is closed. 









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.

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

Shri Anil Bhatia, 1523, Sector-13,

Hisar-125005









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o DPI (colleges) Punjab,

Chandigarh 

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

CC No.  930     of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER



The respondent submits that the queries of the information-seeker dated 22.12.2011 were duly responded vide letter dated 25.1.2012, a copy of which has been placed on record.  Subsequently, point-wise reply was sent to the information-seeker, a copy of which has been endorsed to the Commission and has been placed on record vide diary No.8278 dated 23.5.2012.

2.

The information-seeker is absent without intimation.  To afford him one opportunity, the case is adjourned to 11.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  The information-seeker may file his written rejoinder, if any, with a copy to the respondent before the next date of hearing.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamal Kapoor, S/oSh. Ram Nath Kapoor,

House No. 9/591, Gali Srapha Wali, Tarn Taran. 









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal, S. Gurdip Singh Sewa Devi S.D. College, 

Sarhali Road, Tarn Taran.





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

CC No.  932     of 2012

Present:-
Shri Kamal Kapoor complainant in person.



Shri S.S. Bedi, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits written reply, a copy of which has been handed over to the complainant.  The plea of the respondent is that they are unaided private institute and therefore, is not a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The plea of the appellant, on the other hand, is that the respondent-college has received financial assistance from the State by way of grants.  He seeks one adjournment to place on record details of the same.
2.

To come up on 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karnail Singh, Vatenary Inspector, 

Civil Animal Dispensary, Barring, District Jalandhar 









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

Chandigarh

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

CC No.  936  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Karnail Singh complainant in person.


Shri J.S. Pasricha, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The limited issue on which the respondent still needs to furnish the information is whether the Deputy Director at District Level was the power to review an Annual Confidential Report of Veterinary Inspector, which has initiated by the Veterinary Officer of that particular hospital, where the inspector is posted.

2.

To come up on 12.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinderjit  Singh Jaspal, Lecturer,

762, 3B-1, Mohali-160059









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh

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

CC No.   944  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Surinderjit Singh Jaspal complainant in person.

Mrs. Raman Kalia and Mrs. Maninder Kaur, Senior Assistants on behalfof the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent submits that copies of the speaking order being asked for by the present complainant was dispatched to him on 4.4.2012 in response to his RTI request dated 22.2.2012.  A copy of the same has again been handed over to him during the proceedings of the case.  Hence, there is no merit in the complaint case and the same is closed.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Garg, S/o Sh. Dhani Ram, 

House No. 66, Street No. 4, Shankar Nagaragar, 

Fatehgarh Road, Hoshiarpur-146001  









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh

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

CC No.  949    of 2012

Present:-
Shri Raj Kuma Garg complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the respondent. 

2.

Issue fresh notice for 25.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pooran Singh, # 3450/15, Gali No.6/7,

Main Mehta Road, Maqbulpur, Amritsar.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


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

CC No. 958  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Pooran Singh complainant in person.


Shri J.S. Pasricha, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The parties agree to sit together to sort out the issue pertaining to voluminous information sought by the complainant.  Hence the case is adjourned to 12.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sucha Singh, #186, Ward No.2,

Morinda Road, Kurali (Ajitgarh).



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Agriculture Officer, 

Hoshiarpur.






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

CC No. 959  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sadhu Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written reply enclosing copies of the information sought by the present complainant.  It is further submitted by the respondent that this information was, in fact, dispatched by registered post earlier also.

2.

The complainant is satisfied with the information.  Hence, the case is closed.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Shelly Jetly, #19-6,

Heera Nagar, Patiala-147001.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.


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

CC No. 980 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a fax message received in the Commission vide diary No.8307 dated 24.5.2012 stating that she has received the information to her satisfaction.  Hence, the case is closed.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Mukesh Arora, r/o 23,

Uphar Nagar, Factory Area, Patiala.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.



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

AC No. 552  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Mukesh Arora appellant in person.



Shri Grumeet Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant has sought information on 11 issues vide RTI application dated 2.1.2011 pertaining to a third party namely Shri S.P. Jindal.  The respondent after observing procedure under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 furnished the information to the appellant, who, however, was not satisfied with the detailed reply given by the Finance Department’s letter dated 18.4.2012.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The position has been clarified by the respondent that apart from the Government employees Conduct Rules, 1966, there are no other Rules of Business under which approval or denial of approval is ordered by the competent authority for publication of a book by an employee.  Similarly, the respondent has clarified that no written agreement between Shri S.P. Jindal and his publisher is held by or under the control of the public authority.  In any case, Shri S.P. Jindal in his written reply to the public authority has stated that no written agreement was executed and he has oral understanding with the publisher.  The information-seeker is satisfied with this clarification/explanation.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parvej Khan s/o Shri Rasheed Khan,

r/o #168-B/28, New Kranti Nagar, Gali NO.6,

8 –Marla, Panipat.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o  Swami Parmanand College of Engineering & Technology,

Village Jahlan Kalan, Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. Ajitgarh.

FAA- Swami Parmanand College of Engineering & Technology,

Village Jahlan Kalan, Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. Ajitgarh.
    -------------Respondent.

AC No.  561 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Dr. K.D. Sharma, Principal on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that a detailed reply, as per the record available, was sent to the information-seeker by registered post vide respondent-institute’s No.1062 dated 1.11.2011.  The respondent has also filed a written reply received vide diary No.7820 dated 16.5.2012 alongwith copies of the information furnished to the information-seeker.
2.

The plea of the respondent is that there is no merit in this case as complete information, as per the record available with the respondent-institute stands furnished to the information-seeker who, however is absent without intimation.  As a last opportunity to the information-seeker, the case is adjourned to 12.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  He may file his written objection, if any, before the next date of hearing with a copy to the respondent.  However, the respondent is exempted from appearance on 12.6.2012.










( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri P.K. Gupta, Chief Reporter,

Punjab Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o  Punjab Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh.

FAA- Punjab Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh.


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

AC No.  507 of 2012

Present:-
Shri P.K.Gupta appellant in person.

Shri Surinder Pal Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a copy of its letter No.18/PIO/2011/7788 dated 18.5.2012 alongwith detailed written reply, which is taken on record.  A copy of the same has been given to the appellant.  The appellant has also submitted his rejoinder, which is taken on record. A copy of the same has also been given to the respondent.

2.

The information pertaining to Sr. No.1 and 3 of the queries of the information-seeker dated 21.12.2012 has been given.  The only issue left pertains to query No.2, which reads, “ôqh t/d gqekô B{z ;eZso, gzikp ftXkB ;Gk dk o?r{bo ;eZso gdFT[Bs eoB d/ j[ewK dh B'fNzr dh ekgh." The plea of the respondent is that it is a “privilege” information and has been withheld from the disclosure.  Parties request for one adjournment to argue their respective stand.

3.

To come up on 5.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. K.S. Gill, 10, Rose Avenue,

Backside Officers Colony, Ferozepur City-152002.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh. 







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

CC No. 308 of 2012

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



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

ORDER



The respondent has given point-wise reply to all the seven issues raised by the information-seeker.  The only grouse of the appellant is that he has not been given, a copy of the order in Civil Writ Petition.14864/2010 decided by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  He has asked for this information at Sr. No. 1 (a) of his RTI request dated 22.11.2011.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  It transpires that Civil Writ Petition No.14864/2010 was filed in the Hon’ble High Court by the present information-seeker himself.  As per his version, it was subsequently withdrawn by him and the Hon’ble High Court dismissed it as withdrawn.

3.

Under Section 2(f) read with Section 2(j) of the Right to Information a PIO is legally bound to supply the information which is held by him or under his control.  In the present case, the Civil Writ Petition was filed by the information-seeker himself and custody over its record is his own or with the Hon’ble High Court.  The writ as per the information-seeker’s version was dismissed as withdrawn.  The present respondent-PIO is not the custodian of the record of the Civil Writ Petition and hence is not bound to give copies of the same.

4.

As the information on the rest of the six issues stands furnished, I do not find any merit and close the complaint case.










( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri 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 appellant in person.

Shri  Sukhwinder Singh, Senior Assistant o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent-Dr. Jaspal Singh Randhawa, Principal-cum-PIO/Layallpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar has placed on record an affidavit stating that “As the record is voluminous and pertains to last 30 years of nearly 400 staff members, therefore, instead of depositing the record in the PF Commissioners Office, the same for convenience sake of the department and to facilitate the inquiry proceedings has been handed over to the Inspectors/Staff from the PF Commissioners office and kept in a separate earmarked room under lock and key in the college premises itself, wherein the Inspectors/staff from PF Commissioner office are regularly, almost on daily basis, conducting the inquiry/inspection at the college premises till date.  The letter of the PF Commissioner’s with regard to calling the record and holding inquiry on day to day basis at the premises of the college is being attached as Annexure R-2.  In view of the ongoing inquiry, as per the fair understanding of the deponent and his legal counsel, the sanctity of the inquiry proceedings shall stand vitiated in case the college authorities can inter meddle with the record during sustenance of the inquiry.  As per the guidelines of inquiry team the college authorities are not allowed to disturb or take out any record without prior permission of the PF Commissioners office.”
2.

From the above averments, it appears that the relevant record has been handed over to inspector/staff of the Provident Fund Commissioner and kept in a earmarked room under lock and key in the college premises itself, where it is stated that the staff of the Employees Provident Fund Commissions almost on daily basis to conducts inquiry and inspection
3.

On the other hand, a perusal of the letter No.SRO/Jal/RTI/159/2220 dated 1.5.2012 addressed to the information-seeker-Dr. Malkit Singh Grover shows that, it has been stated that no document has been submitted by the establishment in respect of any employee under Section 7-A of the Employees Provident Fund and MP Act, 1952 though an inquiry is under process to determine the provident fund dues for the period from 1/1980 onward.

4.

From the affidavit of the Principal-cum-PIO, an impression has been given that the record is in the custody of the Provident Fund Commissioner. Therefore, it is deemed appropriate to seek clarifications:-

(i)
The Principal-cum-PIO shall clarify whether the college staff has access to this record or whether the access has been barred by the Provident Fund Commissioner.

(ii)
Notice be also given to the Regional Employees Provident Fund Commissioner, 171, Greenn Park, Sahota Complex, Jalandhar to file a written reply as to whether in the enquiry under Section 7-A pertaining to Layallpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar, the record of the provident fund has been taken in custody of the Employees Funds Commissioner or whether the said record was locked in a room at college premises under the directionof the provident fund authorities and if so whether access of the college authorities to the record was barred or not.

5.
To come up on 2.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
6.

A copy of this order shall also be placed on the case file of AC-31 of 2012.










( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



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

Present:-
Smt. Surjit Kaur Grover appellant in person.



Shri Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent-Dr. Jaspal Singh Randhawa, Principal-cum-PIO/Layallpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar has placed on record an affidavit stating that “As the record is voluminous and pertains to last 30 years of nearly 400 staff members, therefore, instead of depositing the record in the PF Commissioners Office, the same for convenience sake of the department and to facilitate the inquiry proceedings has been handed over to the Inspectors/Staff from the PF Commissioners office and kept in a separate earmarked room under lock and key in the college premises itself, wherein the Inspectors/staff from PF Commissioner office are regularly, almost on daily basis, conducting the inquiry/inspection at the college premises till date.  The letter of the PF Commissioner’s with regard to calling the record and holding inquiry on day to day basis at the premises of the college is being attached as Annexure R-2.  In view of the ongoing inquiry, as per the fair understanding of the deponent and his legal counsel, the sanctity of the inquiry proceedings shall stand vitiated in case the college authorities can inter meddle with the record during sustenance of the inquiry.  As per the guidelines of inquiry team the college authorities are not allowed to disturb or take out any record without prior permission of the PF Commissioners office.”
2.

From the above averments, it appears that the relevant record has been handed over to inspector/staff of the Provident Fund Commissioner and kept in a earmarked room under lock and key in the college premises itself, where it is stated that the staff of the Employees Provident Fund Commissions almost on daily basis to conducts inquiry and inspection
3.

On the other hand, a perusal of the letter No.SRO/Jal/RTI/159/2220 dated 1.5.2012 addressed to the information-seeker-Dr. Malkit Singh Grover shows that, it has been stated that no document has been submitted by the establishment in respect of any employee under Section 7-A of the Employees Provident Fund and MP Act, 1952 though an inquiry is under process to determine the provident fund dues for the period from 1/1980 onward.
4.

From the affidavit of the Principal-cum-PIO, an impression has been given that the record is in the custody of the Provident Fund Commissioner. Therefore, it is deemed appropriate to seek clarifications:-
(i)
The Principal-cum-PIO shall clarify whether the college staff has access to this record or whether the access has been barred by the Provident Fund Commissioner.

(ii)
Notice be also given to the Regional Employees Provident Fund Commissioner, 171, Greenn Park, Sahota Complex, Jalandhar to file a written reply as to whether in the enquiry under Section 7-A pertaining to Layallpur Khalsa College, Jalandhar, the record of the provident fund has been taken in custody of the Employees Funds Commissioner or whether the said record was locked in a room at college premises under the directionof the provident fund authorities and if so whether access of the college authorities to the record was barred or not.
5.
To come up on 2.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
6.

A copy of this order shall also be placed on the case file of AC-31 of 2012.










( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parvej khan, S/o Sh. Rasheed khan,r/o House. No. 168-B/28, 

New Kranti Nagar, Gali No.6, 8 Marla, Panipat.


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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar 

FAA- o/o Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar
      -------------Respondents.

AC No.    450     of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a copy of its letter No.130 dated 21.5.2012 addressed to the information-seeker vide which the information pertaining to Result-cum-Detailed Marks Card was sent to him.  A copy of the Result-cum-Detailed Marks Card has already been placed on the record of the case file.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that complete information stands furnished and the information-seeker is satisfied with the same. For this reason he has not turned up today or sent any written petition.  The respondent pleads that the present case may be closed.

3.

Accepting the plea of the respondent, the proceedings of the appeal case are closed.

.










( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.Sushil Salhotra








c/o Public Hospital,

Near Gaushala,

Amritsar Road, Kapurthala






--Appellant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,






o/o Principal Hindu Kanya College,

Kapuruthala.

FAA o/o Principal Hindu Kanya College,

Kapurthala.








 ---Respondent




AC No. 1356 of 2012

Present:-  
None on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Sudesh Kumar proxy counsel for Mr. Amar Vivek, Advocate for the Respondent.

 ORDER



Counsel for the respondent submits a copy of order passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.9660/2012 staying the operation of the impugned order dated 3.5.2012.  The counsel orally submits that the writ petition is listed for pleading for 29.5.2012.

2.

To come up on 31.5.2012 at 3.30 A.M.









( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok  Gogna,








# B-XXII/131,

Mohabat Nagar,

Kapurthala







--Appellant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,






o/o Principal Hindu Kanya College,

Kapuruthala.

FAA o/o Principal Hindu Kanya College,

Kapurthala.







 ---Respondent




AC No. 1163 of 2011

Present:-  
None on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Sudesh Kumar proxy counsel for Mr. Amar Vivek, Advocate for the Respondent.

 ORDER



Counsel for the respondent submits a copy of order passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.9660/2012 staying the operation of the impugned order dated 3.5.2012.  The counsel orally submits that the writ petition is listed for pleading for 29.5.2012.

2.

To come up on 31.5.2012 at 3.30 A.M.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Kumar, 511, Link Road,

Near SBI Bank, Backside Dera Satkartar,

Jalandhar-144032






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

FAA- the Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






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

AC No. 328 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Rajinder Kumar, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

Order:-



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent today without intimation.  The respondent has placed on record, a copy of the letter vide which answer-key sought by the information-seeker was furnished to him.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that the information asked by the appellant stands duly furnished to his satisfaction and that for this reason, the appellant  is abstaining himself from the hearings of the case.  The respondent requests that the proceedings in this case may be closed as there is no merit in the appeal case.
3.

Since the information stands furnished and the appellant has abstained from the proceedings of the case without filing any objection, the present appeal case is closed.








( R.I.Singh)


Dated: May 28,2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









Punjab.

