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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Kamla w/o Shri Jagdish Lal,

123/2, Pragati Enclave, Behind DAV College,

Chandigarh Road, Hoshiarpur.




      -------------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. 823 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Surinder Mohan Bhanot on behalf of the appellant

None  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This case was closed on 24.7.2012 with the direction to the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh to confirm in writing to the appellant what had been orally stated that no letter was received from the Principal, SGGS Khalsa College, Mahilpur seeking approval of appointment to the post of Lecturer in respect of 10 individuals mentioned in her RTI request dated 26.11.2011.

2,

Subsequently, the information seeker moved an application dated 24.8.2012 stating that the respondent has not complied with the directions of the Commission dated 24.7.2012 and information has still not been furnished in writing by the PIO.  Therefore, notice was issued for 18.9.2012 when none had appeared on behalf of both the parties and the case was adjourned to 30.11.2012. Today the respondent has not appeared and notice issued to it has also not been returned undelivered by the postal authorities.
3.

The representative of the appellant submits that till now, the respondent has not confirmed in writing what he was required to do so.  This amounts to non-furnishing of the information and therefore, it is a fit case for imposition of penalty.

4.

I have heard the representative of the appellant and do hereby issue notice to the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh to show cause why penalty should not be imposed under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for nonfurnishing of the information inspite of direction given by the Commission and a word of caution issued on 24.7.2012.  Denial of information prima facie is willful.  The explanation of the PIO may be filed in writing before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.

5.

To come up on 18.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 30, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Adhyatam Parkash, #404, Sector 80,

P.O.  Sohana, SAS Nagar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,,

Department of School Education,
Punjab Civil Secretariat  Chandigarh.


The Public Information Officer,

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

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase-VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No.  1624 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Adhyatam Parkash complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of either PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of School Education, Punjab, Chandigarh or the PIO/Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh.  On the last date of hearing, the PIOs were called upon to show cause why penalty should not be imposed for non-compliance of the statutory provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 which lay down time limit for furnishing of the information.

2.

As a last opportunity, the PIOs should furnish their explanation.  Copy of this order be issued to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of School Education, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh and Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab Chandigarh by name.


3.

To come up on 17.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



November 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

CC

The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of School Education, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh (by name)

The Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab Chandigarh (by name).

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

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

Sector –9 Panchkula





     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

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

Mukatsar







   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1197 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
None on behalf of the respondent..

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent was absent without intimation.  The PIO was directed under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to produce the original record pertaining to the RTI queries dated 28.2.2012 before the Commission on 30.11.2012.  The PIO was further directed to file his explanation under Section 20 of the RTI Act.  However, the PIO has neither appeared today nor filed any reply explaining the delay in furnishing of the information.

2.

The complainant has sent a written request that due to some personal reasons he is unable to attend the proceedings today.  However, he has stated that information has still not been furnished to him.  As a last opportunity to the respondent-PIO to comply with the directions of the Commission dated 2.11.2012, the case is adjourned to 17.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



November 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harish Kumar, RZ-213-L/17,

Tughalkabad Extension, Near Tara Apartments,

New Delhi-110019.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Welfare of SCs & BCs,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Chandigarh.


FAA- the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Welfare of SCs & BCs,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Chandigarh.


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

AC No.  1165  of  2012

Present:-
Shri Harish Kumar appellant in person.



Ms. Jaspinder Kaur, Senior Assistant  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



I have heard the parties.  The respondent had furnished the information to appellant.  However, following clarifications need to be given by the respondent to complete the process of furnishing of the information:-

(1) The time period for which record of documents/forms submitted by a citizen for issuance of a scheduled caste/scheduled tribes/OBC certificates is retained by the concerned department.  Copy of the relevant instructions for destruction/weeding out of such documents be furnished to him.
(2) It relates to same information as at Sr. No.1.

(3) At Sr. No.3 of his queries, the information seeker is asking for a copy of the rules/instructions regarding preparing of duplicate record in case the same is destroyed in natural calamities, before its weeding out as per the instructions of the government.

2.

The respondent shall clarify these issues in writing to the appellant.

3.

To come up on 18.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.










           
( R.I. Singh)



November 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nirmala Devi, 75, 

Garden Colony, Jalandhar.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Health Officer, Jalandhar.

FAA-Civil Surgeon, Jalandhar.



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

AC No.  1175  of  2012

Present:-
Shri Madan Singh on behalf of the appellant



None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent had conveyed vide its No./6942 dated 20.9.2012 that 
Dr. Jasbir Singh, District Health Officer-cum-Designated Officer, Jalandhar lead a Food Sample Team on 13.9.2012 and inspected the shop premises.  The team also took a sample of chicken, which was sent to the State Food Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Thus, the information sought by the appellant regarding her RTI application dated 27.1.2012 stands furnished to her.

2.

Her plea is that there was delay in furnishing of the information and outcome of the test conducted by the State Food Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh is still not known.

3.

I have considered his plea.  The respondent-PIO is cautioned to strictly adhere to the time schedule laid down in the RTI ACT.  To complete the process of information, it would also be desirable that the respondent furnishes a copy of the report, which may have been furnished by now by the State Food Laboratory, Punjab, Chandigarh.  With this direction, the case is closed.








           
( R.I. Singh)



November 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Manohar Lal Bhanot, HL 394,

Jamalpur Colony, Focal Point, Ludhiana-141010.

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Ayurveda, Punjab, SCO 823-824,

Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Ayurveda, Punjab, SCO 823-824,

Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.




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

AC No.  1181 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Manohar Lal Bhanot appellant in person.



Shri Jatin Sharma, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 2.11.2012, the appellant was absent without intimation, whereas the respondent had stated that the information had been furnished to the satisfaction of the information-seeker and the case was adjourned to enable the appellant to confirm his satisfaction.

2.

Today Shri Manohar Lal Bhanot has appeared, who confirms that he has received the information but alleges that he had also requested for inspection of the relevant record, for which the respondent was to convey date and time, which has not been done so far.  The respondent is, therefore, directed to allow inspection of the relevant files/record including noting portion on 5.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. in the office of the Directorate of Ayurveda, SCO No.823-824, Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.  With this direction, the case is closed.








           
( R.I. Singh)



November 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdial Singh, T-2/351,

Ranjit Sagar Dam Colony, Shahpur andi,

Tehsil and Distt. Pathankot-145029.



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

Vs.





The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Engineer (Canals),

Irrigation Department, Punjab, 

Hydle Building, Sector 18, 

Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.
FAA- the Chief Engineer (Canals),

Irrigation Department, Punjab, 
Hydel Building, Sector 18, 

Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.



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

AC No. 1182 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Gurdial Singh appellant in person.



None  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



Notices issued to the respondent has been returned undelivered.  Consequently, it seems there is non-compliance of the order  of the Commission dated 2.11.2012.

2.

The appellant submits that correct address of the respondent is that Chief Engineer (Canals), Irrigation Department, Hydel Building, Sector 18, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.  Notice, therefore, may be issued on this address.
3.

To come up on 17.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



November 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gian Singh, #60/2-6,

Anand Nagar-B, Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Joint Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Welfare of SCs and BCs.,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 2492 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Gian Singh complainant in person.

Ms. Jaspinder Kaur, Senior Assistant  on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



The parties request for one adjournment. 

2.

To come up on 15.1.2013 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



November 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Sood, #1761,

Sector 39-B, Chandigarh.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.


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

CC No. 1617 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Ashwani Kumar Sood complainant in person.



Mrs. Geetika Sood, PIO-cum-Legal Officer on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


The complainant had moved a RTI application on 11.2.2012 to the PIO/Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar seeking information pertaining to Staff Welfare Fund deducted over a period of 13 years by Institute of Engineering and Technology, Bhaddal,  P.O. Mianpur, District Ropar (IET Bhaddal) and details of Gratuity of Ms. Neeru Singla, Assistant Professor (EC) as it was alleged that gratuity was not paid to the present complainant whereas it had been paid to staff employed  subsequently like Ms. Neeru Singla.  The plea of the complainant was that though I.ET Bhaddal itself is not a public authority but it is affiliated to Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar which under its statute has the requisite powers to requisition information from the affiliated institutions.  It was averred that because of the statutory authority/powers vested in the Punjab Technical University, the information could be accessed under second part of the definition of ‘information’ under Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

The case had come up for the first time for hearing on 24.7.2012.  During the course of hearing, partial information was furnished.  It was,however, withheld for the period pertaining to 1.1.2012 to 11.2.2012.  The case was closed with the direction that this remaining information will also be furnished after obtaining the same from IET Bhaddal by the University in exercise of the relevant authority under the Punjab Technical University Act.

3.

The complainant, however, subsequently moved the Commission that remaining information has not been furnished by the institute despite repeated reminders by the University.

4.

I have heard the parties today.  The plea taken by the representative of the PIO/PTU is that they have written as many as 12 letters to the IET Bhaddal but inspite of written letters and repeated telephonic reminders, IET Bhaddal has failed to furnish the information.  This is a situation of helplessness being expressed by the representative of the University.
5.

The present complaint is under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, which empowers the Commission to inquire into any complaint for denial of information which otherwise is accessible under the provisions of the RTI Act.  Since the University has failed to get the information under its relevant statute, this Commission, however, is not helpless to permit a continuous drift of the present proceedings over a period of almost 10 months.  Therefore, in exercise of powers conferred under Section 18(3) of the RTI Act, I hereby summon Dr. R. Jaha, Director General, IET Bhaddal  to produce the relevant documents and original record pertaining to the queries of the information.  The Director General is also called upon to give evidence for non-furnishing of the information.

6.

To come up on 3.1.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
\








           
( R.I. Singh)



November 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

CC

Dr. R. Jaha, Director General, Institute of Engineering and Technology, Bhaddal,  P.O. Mianpur, District Ropar

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjit Singh Rai, Village Satowali,

P.O. Adampur, District Jalandhar.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Social Security Officer,

Jalandhar.







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

CC No. 2409 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Inderjit Singh Rai complainant in person

Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The complainant submits that he had pointed out specific deficiencies in the information furnished to him.  Even till today a copy of the Inquiry Report regarding misappropriation of pension amounts has not been furnished to him. The complainant pleads that there is a public interest involved in the disclosure of information as certain social security pension schemes run by state for old and other peoples etc. have been misappropriated.

2.

The representative of the respondent is unable to explain why this information which was specifically asked at Sr. No.6 of the RTI queries dated 16.6.2012 has been withheld.  Therefore, I deem it fit to issue a notice to Shri Satish, District Social Security Officer, Jalandhar to show cause under Section 20 of the RTI Act why penalty should not be imposed on him for non-furnishing of the complete information within the statutory period.  His explanation in writing may be submitted to the Commission before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of person hearing.
3.

To come up on 14.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



November 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

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

Dr. Rajni Verma,

R.O. #1288, Urban Estate, Phase-1,

Jalandhar.






 -------------Complainant.




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1475 of 2012
Present:-
Ms. Rajni Verma complainant in person.



Shri Ashok Kumar Misra, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The complainant confirms that she has received the information and she has also inspected the record of the respondent-University.  Her grouse, however, is that information was delayed and she had to approach the Commission to access the same.  The case was adjourned on number of dates, which resulted in harassment.

2.

The respondent-PIO is hereby called upon to explain in writing, why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for delay beyond the statutory period. The explanation of the PIO may be submitted in writing before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.

3.

To come up on 17.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



November 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

