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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

General Secretary, 

National Consumer Awareness Group,

10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati, 

Industrial Area-B,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana-3.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’,

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.



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

CC No. 3797 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Balbir Aggarwal appellant in person

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO of the respondent-public authority has sent a written submission informing that CWP No.20112/2012 filed by the respondent before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court challenging the order of the Commission imposing penalty is now listed for hearing on 6.9.2012.  Hence, the proceedings in the present complaint case are adjourned to 4.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Post Box No.731,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Zone-A, Ludhiana.






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

CC No. 2260 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Balbir Aggarwal complainant in person.

Shri Suraj Kapur, Inspector alongwith Shri Varinder Kumar, Junior Assistant, House Tax Branch on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complaint submits that information pertaining to Sr. No.3 and 5 of his queries has been received.  Similarly, information pertaining to Sr. No.1 has been partially furnished as the copies of the approved maps with lay out plan have not been given.  Lastly, it is stated that the information pertaining to whether the concerned hospital was granted a license and whether that license is valid and was renewed and if so copies of the renewal order have not been provided.
2.

The representative of the respondent-authorities states that they are officials of the House Tax Branch and therefore are not aware of issues mentioned in paragraph above.  Their plea is that concerned officials of the Building Branch/ATP-1 will make good the deficiencies in the information. The representative of the respondent public authority further submits that Mr. Kamlesh Bansal is PIO.  Accordingly Shri Bansal is directed to ensure that the deficiencies pertaining to query at Sr. No.1 and 6 of the RTI application dated 31.5.2011 are removed, after observing the procedure laid down under the Right to Information Act 2005.
3.

To come up on 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon (Retd.),

192-C, Rajguru Nagar, Ludhiana.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Ludhiana-6.







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

CC No. 635 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



An e-mail has been received vide diary No.7204 dated 8.5.2012 from 
Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon stating that since the information has been provided, the case may please be closed.  In view of this e-mail and absence of parties today, I close the complaint case.

(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, Hoshiarpur-146001 (Punjab).


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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.
     




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

AC No. 964  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Jatinder Puri, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the respondent undertakes to furnish a fresh copy of the information, which he claims had already been sent to the complainant.

2.

To come up on 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, Hoshiarpur-146001 (Punjab).


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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.


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

AC No. 965  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply vide its memo No.1428 dated 8.5.2012 placing on record copies of the information sought by the appellant. These have also been furnished to the appellant.  Hence, there is no further cause of action in this case.  The appeal case is closed.

 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127,

MCH, Gali Gobindgarh, P.O. Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur-146001.






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

Vs.

1. The Public Information Officer

o/o DAV College of Education,

Hoshiarpur

2. The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 1168   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Sham Sunder, Associate Professor on behalf of respondent No.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the PIO/DAV College for Education, Hoshiarpur was impleaded as a party and notice was issued for appearance.  Accordingly, the respondent–PIO of the DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur has made an appearance today.   After hearing the parties, it transpires that the request for information was transferred by the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh to the PIO/DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur. A fresh copy of the original request for information dated 6.9.2011, in which four issues have been raised, was again given to the PIO/DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur.  The respondent-PIO is allowed time to file his reply and the case is adjourned to 3.7.2012.

2.

To come up on 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127,

MCH, Gali Gobindgarh, P.O. Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur-146001.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Higher Education , Chandigarh.  
   
 -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3292   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Surinder Singh Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent .

ORDER



The representative of respondent requests for one adjournment, which is allowed as a last opportunity.

2.

To come up on 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. BhupinderSingh, #B-1/127/MCH, Gali Gobindgarh,

PO Bahadurpur, District Hoshiarpur-146001.


      -------------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. 18 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Jatinder Puri, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER



The representative of the respondent  hands over copies of the requested documents to the representative of the appellant, who seeks an adjournment to peruse the same and file his objection, if any.  The respondent was called upon to show cause   why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act should not be imposed for delay beyond 30 days.  No explanation of the PIO has come forward.  As a last opportunity, the PIO may file his written reply before the next date of hearing and also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that date.

 2.

To come up on 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1//127 MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, P.O. Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur-146001.
     -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Mini Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Mini Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 162 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Surinder Singh Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



The representative of respondents  requests for one adjournment, which is allowed as a last opportunity.

2.

To come up on 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, P.O. Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur-146001.


-------------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. 303    of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh appellant in person.



Shri Jatinder Puri, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent

.ORDER



On the last date of hearing, Mrs. Krishna Kanta Mankotia, PIO had appeared in person and stated that the request of the appellant for information was transferred under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the Principal, DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur.  Today a written reply vide diary No.4921 dated 28.5.2012 has been filed stating that the request for information of
 Dr. Bhupinder Singh bearing his No.17/2011 dated 7.10.2011 was addressed to the Hon’ble Education Minister-Shri S.S. Sekhwan.  Therefore, no penalty be imposed on the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh on the plea that the  information would exist  in the office of the Education Minister.  The plea taken on the last date of hearing and now filed in writing is contradictory.  Smt. Krishna Kanta Mankotia, therefore, is directed to file a clarification as to which of the two stands is correct.  She may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing and explain the delay on the next date of hearing.  It is made clear that if no explanation comes from the PIO or if she fails to avail the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, no further adjournment will be allowed and exparte decision on the facts and merits of the case will be taken.

2.

The information-seeker on the other hand draws attention to memo No.14/108/2011-e Edu.1/4313 dated 28.11.2011 vide which his request was transferred by the Department of Higher Education Branch- to the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.

3.

To come up on 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbinder Singh (Advocate),

VPO Sadarpura, Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142033.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.


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

CC No. 612  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Balbir Kaur, Senior Assistant  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a letter dated 29.5.2012 alongwith some enclosures furnished to the complainant, who, however, is absent without intimation.
2.

It transpires that the information furnished is not complete in respect of all the 21 colleges.  The plea of the respondent is that they have sought information from the concerned private colleges and the same is yet to be received.  Hence, the case is adjourned to 23.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Jagat Singh, I.P.S.,House No B-3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk, Opposite Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur-146001






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala







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

CC No.   902    of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh complainant in person.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant was called upon on the last date of hearing to file his written objection, if any, to the written reply of the respondent.  The complainant requests for one more opportunity to file the same.  Hence, the case is adjourned to 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 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.

Shri Ashok Logarhii, APIO alongwith Shri Jai Inder, Senior Assistant o/o the DPI (Colleges) and Shri Bimal Mehar, PA/Principal on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Information pertaining to action taken on the representation dated 13.5.2011 pertaining to Hindu College, Amritsar has been furnished to the appellant.  However, the information as to action taken regarding Shahzadanand College for Women is yet to be provided.  The respondent seeks one adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 19.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Prof.Harnek Singh, House No. 127,

Phase –II Urban Estate, Patiala. 



     

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

FAA- o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.







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

AC No.   491     of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent had submitted on the last date of hearing that information on all the five issues had been duly addressed.  The appellant was absent on that date and therefore, the case was adjourned to 29.5.2012 to enable him to file his objection, if any,.  He, however, is again absent today without intimation.

2.

Since the information has been furnished and the appellant has not filed any objection inspite of an opportunity given to him, the appeal case is closed.
 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagat Singh, I.P.S,House No.–B-3 /MCH/235,

Near bahadurpur Chowk , Opposite Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College, 

Hoshiarpur. 







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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Guru Nanak Dev university, Amritsar.

FAA- o/o Guru Nanak Dev university, Amritsar 

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

AC No.  496 of 2012

Present:-
Shri  Jagat Singh appellant in person.



Shri Mohinder Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent had received request for information on 23.12.2011 and vide letter dated 18.1.2012, they had sought fee of Rs.1468/- towards the cost of the documents.  This request for payment of the fee should have been made within 10 days from the receipt of the request. Since this request was not made within time, the respondent is required to furnish the information free of cost.  

2.

It transpires that information-seeker has asked voluminous information on 21 issues and the respondent has pleaded that some of the information is not available with them as it pertains to colleges.  The Right to Information is to be read by co-relating provisions of Section 3, 2(f) and 2(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  A public authority is duty bound to supply information held by or under its control and not if the information is not held by it. Therefore, the respondent is directed to furnish the information, keeping in view the provisions of the Act ibid.

3.

To come up on 27.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 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:-
Shri Arvind Advocate on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Munish Gultai, Advocate on behalf of the respondent No.1 and Shri Harpreet Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent No.2.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing, the respondent No.2 was asked to give a report as to whether Dev Samaj College for Women, Ferozepur is receiving grant-in-aid from the State Government.  The respondent No.2 has confirmed vide his memo No.20/14-122 Grant-1 dated 15.3.2012 that Dev Samaj College for Women, Ferozepur is covered under the 95% grant-in-aid scheme of the State Government.  The information-seeker has also placed on record a print out of the website of the college, wherein it has been stated that it receives grant in aid of Rs.1.00 crore.  It appears that the college is also receiving financial aid from the University Grants Commission.  In these circumstances, the respondent-college is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2 (h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The respondent is therefore directed to address the queries of the information-seeker keeping in view the provisions of the Act  and furnish information according to the Act ibid.  

3.

The representative of the respondent No.2 is exempted from further appearance.
4.

To come upon 26.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Kumar Singla #62-A,

Sector 30-B, Chandigarh.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.


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

CC No.  16   of 2012

Present:-
Shri Rajinder Kumar Singla complainant in person at Chandigarh.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Complete information has been supplied by the respondent and the complainant is satisfied with the same.  However, complainant’s grouse is that there has been inordinate delay in furnishing of the information.  The PIO, therefore, is hereby called upon to show cause and explain the circumstances in which delay in this case occurred and why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should be not imposed.

2.

To come up on 27.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baljit Singh Saini, #2735, Gali Nihal Singh No.1,

Karori Chowk, Amritsar.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.

FAA-Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.



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

AC No.  453 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Baljit Singh Saini, appellant.


Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant had moved an RTI application dated 25.3.2011 addressed to the PIO/Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar raising 17 issues most of which are in the nature of questions, as to, why, what, how, whether and which.  These queries of the information-seeker do not come within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, which defines information as any material in any form including records, documents etc.

2.

The second relevant issue is that the appellant is seeking his own information. What public interest, if any, is involved has not been shown. He is involved in civil litigation with the university on service matters. Nevertheless, the University responded to the information-seeker and some of the queries where material documents were required to be given have been furnished.  

3,

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The request of the information-seeker to give him copies of the office-noting, where a decision was taken after obtaining the legal opinion to file a LPA has been denied by the University on the ground that  it involves fiduciary relationship. Beside the matter is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and disclosure of the office-noting at this stage,  where reasons of filing LPA have been discussed, will prejudice the case of the University.  The legal opinion rendered by counsel is certainly a fiduciary relationship and such information is exempt under Section 8(1)(e) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 which states that the information available to a person in his fiduciary relationship, unless the larger public interest so warrants, is exempt.  The information sought by the present appellant obviously does not entail any public interest.  Hence, the request is declined.

4,

The information-seeker has also sought details of his retiral benefits, date of payments made through cheques and deposits in his pension account.  This is also a personal information. Since the appellant is serving as a public servant, he has been denied these benefits which even as a good employer, the University should have provided irrespective of his entitlement under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to furnish copies of the record pertaining to pension benefit, with dates of payment made by the University.

5.

The respondent shall also give him a copy of his joining report and a copy of order promoting him from Junior Assistant to Sr. Assistant.

5.

As regards, query at Sr. No.5, a copy of any order which may have been passed by the competent authority and copy of the objection which may have been raised by the responder order be supplied.

6.

To come up on 22.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 
 (R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baljit Singh Saini, #2735/19,

Gali Nihal Singh No.1, Karori Chowk,

Amritsar.







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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.

FAA- Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.
      -------------Respondents.

AC No.  454 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Baljit Singh Saini, appellant.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Baljit Singh Saini, the appellant in this case has also filed AC-454/2012 against the PIO/Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar seeking same information on 17 issues which are subject matter of AC No.453/2012.  As the cause of action and the facts in both the appeals are same, AC-454/2012 is closed with the consent of the parties as the issues raised in these cases will be determined and decided in AC-453/2012.  Two appeals on the same matter and the cause of action would not lie.  Hence, AC-454/2012 is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   
       


         Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukhtiar Singh c/o Prof. Parminder Singh,

Behind Modi Mill, Near Pir Banna Band,

Sunam-148028.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.

FAA-Punjabi University, Patiala.



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

AC No. 277 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent had submitted on the last date of hearing that information on all the thirteen issues had been duly addressed.  The appellant was absent on that date and therefore, the case was adjourned to 29.5.2012 to enable him to file his objection, if any,.  He, however, is again absent today without intimation.

2.

Since the information has been furnished and the appellant has not filed any objection inspite of any an opportunity given to him, the appeal case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, # B-1/127/MCH, 

Gali Gobindgarh, P.O Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur-146001
     -------------Appellant





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o DAV College,

Hoshiarpur.

FAA/- o/o DAV College, Hoshiarpur.



     -------------Respondents.

AC No.   583      of 2012
Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In response to the notice issued to the PIO/DAV College, Hoshiapur, a written reply dated 28.5.2012 has been submitted that the subject matter of information does not relate to DAV College, Hoshiarpur.

2.

From the perusal of the queries of the information-seeker dated 21.11.2011, it transpires that he had asked for a copy of the note-sheet vide which his letter dated 4.11.2011 was put up to the DAV College Management Committee, Hoshiarpur by the  Principal.  He had asked to give details of EPF amount etc.  The information may be held by the Managing Committee or also by DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur.  Therefore, the present respondent-DAV College, Hoshiarpur is not exempted from appearance.  Notice be issued to the DAV College Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur.  Both the Principal as well as the Managing Committee shall file their respective replies. 

3.

To come up on 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mandeep Singh, S/o Sh. Gurjant Singh, R-95 ,

Phase-8-B, Industrial Area, Mohali.








     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal, MR Govt. College, Fazilka



   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1064      of 2012
Present:-
Shri Mandeep Singh complainant in person.

Dr. Gurnam Singh, Associate Professor alongwith Shri Darshan Singh, Principal on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The information sought by the complainant pertains to a third party and is of a personal nature.  The complainant has not shown what public interest, if any, is involved in the disclosure of the information.

2.

It also transpires that the respondent has given partial information to the complainant without following the procedure under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The case, therefore, is relegated to the PIO for fresh decision after observing due procedure under Section 11 of the Act ibid.  Information may be allowed, if the PIO comes to the conclusion that third party personal information relates to a public interest or cause.  The PIO shall pass a speaking order.  With this direction, the case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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








     

Shri. Rajneesh Kumar, D-38, Professor Colony, 

Opposite Punjabi University, Patiala.




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










Vs. 



The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.
FAA/- o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.



    -------------Respondents.

AC No.   586      of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a written application stating that he has received the information.  The University has also placed on record vide its letter No.2332 dated 24.5.2012 the copies of the information furnished to the appellant.  Hence, the appeal case is closed. 

(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr. Avinash kumar, Mitwa Street, Water works road

Mansa-151505







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





Vs. 





The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

FAA/- o/o Punjabi University, Patiala



     -------------Respondents.

AC No.  599       of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply vide letter No.2309 dated 24.5.2012 enclosing a copy of University’s letter No.4043 dated 2.11.2011 addressed to the information-seeker.  A perusal of this reply shows that University has adopted a non-committal approach. It has neither furnished the information, nor denied that the information does not exist.  The University is directed to place on record a straightforward reply on all the seven issues raised by the appellant.

2.

To come up on 3.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jagdish Singh Gandhi, General Secretary, C-2128, 

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.





     -------------Appellant





Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Research & medical Education,

Punjab, Chandigarh 

FAA/- o/o Director Research & medical Education,

Punjab, Chandigarh 





.     -------------Respondents.

AC No.     608   of 2012
Present:-
Shri Jagdish Singh Gandhi appellant in person.



Ms. Amrit Pal Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The information-seeker had moved his RTI application dated 17.11.2011 raising two questions to PIO/Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The PIO replied on 1.12.2011 stating that the questions of the information-seeker do not fall within the ambit of information as defined in Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Hence, the information was denied. 

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The queries of the information seeker are certainly in the form of questions. He does not seek any material information as defined in Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The plea of the appellant is that a  XRAY unit is running in violation of safety and health norms.  Therefore it concerns public interest.  He wants to know whether the health authorities have accorded approval to the operation of the XRAY unit and whether the hospital conforms to the Government instructions and norms.

3.

This subject matter, in any case, is not handled by the present respondent.  It falls within the jurisdiction of Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The appellant, therefore, may move a fresh request under the RTI Act to the Director Health and Family Welfare, restructuring his queries within the frame work of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005.  With these observations, the present appeal case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Rajesh Kumar, s/o Parkash Chand, Villge. Dhira,

P.O Pathankot-145001




     
------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary, Marketing Committee, Pathankot 

   -------------Respondent.

CC No.    1117   of 2012

Present;-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Bishan Dass, Mandi Supervisor on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant, who however is absent today without intimation.  The case is adjourned to 27.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  to give an opportunity to the complainant to file his objection, if any, with a copy to the respondent. The respondent is exempted from appearance on the next date of hearing.

(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

Dr. Harsimran Singh, VPO- Daun, 

District Mohali-140301













    


     -------------Appellant






Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Directorate of Research &  Medical Education, Punjab,

SCO-87, Sector-40-C, Chandigarh

FAA/- o/o Directorate of Research &  Medical Education, Punjab,

SCO-87, Sector-40-C, Chandigarh

     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 600    of 2012

Present:-
Dr.Harsimran Singh appellant in person.

Shri Ramesh Kumar Superintendent alongwith Shri Dhiraj, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written petition bearing No.12138 dated 22/28.5.2012 alongwith copies of the documents of the information furnished to the information-seeker. The appellant is satisfied, after inspection of the original record.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh, Assistant Professor,

Department of Human Department and Family Relation,

Govt. Home Science College, Sector 10, Chandigarh.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






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

CC No. 177  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Narinder Singh complainant in person.





None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On 21.5.2012, when the case came up for hearing, the complainant informed that the directions of the Commission to allow inspection of the record have not been complied with by the respondent.  He travelled all the way to Amritsar incurring loss of time and expenditure for inspection of the original record but was denied access to the same inspite of the directions of the Commission.

2.

The PIO was called upon on 21.5.2012 to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed for non-adherence to the statutory period of 30 days.  No written explanation of the PIO has come forward.  The PIO has also not availed the opportunity of personal hearing today.  As a last opportunity Dr. Inderjit Singh, Registrar-cum-PIO, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar is hereby called upon to show cause why information was not provided to the present complainant within a period of 30 days as required by law.  Access was not allowed even after the directions of the Commission, therefore, it amounts to repeated willful denial of information. Show cause notice, therefore, is also issued as to why disciplinary proceedings under Section 20 (2) of the Right to Information Act should not be recommended against the PIO.  
3.

The respondent has brought the original record today and inspection was allowed to the complainant who is now fully satisfied with his access to the information.
4.

To come up on 27.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

May 29, 2012.   




                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
