STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Inderjit Singh Jaijee,

# 1501, Sector 36-D, Chandigarh. 

                                …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Higher Education, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.


                                        ….Respondent

A.C. NO.  117 of 2009

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri G.K.Singh, IAS, Additional Secretary Higher Education-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent. 



This was recorded in the earlier order dated 13.07.2009. That   Mrs.Nirmal Gupta, Deputy Director/APIO had promised to provide NOC to the Complainant within 15 days. Today at 12.00 Noon, the concerned party, namely, the Education Department was called at 2.30 PM whereas the Respondent Shri Jasbir Kaur,Superintendent is not aware of the case and only states that she has no knowledge of this particular case and submits that Govt. of Punjab does not provide NOC to the Colleges which come under the jurisdiction of the Punjabi University. The documents are presented by the Complainant which are as under:-

i) 
A letter dated 12.10.06 showing constitution of Inspection Team from DPI(Colleges), before issue NOC to the Colleges- A, 

ii) A letter from DPI( C) which gives report of the Inspection Team sent to Secretary Higher Education for taking decision in the matter- B, 

      iii)
A letter dated 31.3.08; from the PRTC that NOC is required to issue Bus-   passes to the students- C,
      

iv) A Circular from the DPI, vide Memo No.2/8-2005-Grants 2(5), dated           
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16.11.2005 in which the DPI (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh has
written to Registrars of the Universities to send districtwise lists of unaided rural Colleges-D.

     Today the Respondent has presented a letter which gives clarification about the harassment suffered by the Appellant and reasons thereof as to why the Appellant was misled to seek NOC from the Secretary Higher Education:
      “With reference to the order dated 13.7.2009 of the Commission on
the subject cited, this is to inform that in order to establish any Degree College falling under the jurisdiction of Punjabi University, NOC is not granted by the Punjab Government because any Institute/person can establish Degree College (Non-Professional) under the jurisdiction of this University and can get the affiliation from the University. University Calendar (Flag ‘A’) is relevant for the affiliation of the Colleges. The Calendar of each University controls the affiliation of the Colleges which come under the purview of that University. In order to open a new Degree College under the jurisdiction of Punjab University, Chandigarh, it is essential to obtain prior approval of the Punjab Government:-
  The application dated 6.8.2007 was received in the office of PIO,  office of the Secretary Higher Education by the Appellant to open a JSJ Degree College at Village-Gurney Kalan in District Sangrur, the concerned Assistant of the office of DPI(S) forwarded to the DPI(S) for taking further action in the matter. As a result, Inspection Team was constituted. It is possible that the dealing Assistant of the Higher Education by mistaking this College as a Professional 
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College, he forwarded the case to the DPI for inspection and further, unnecessary action continued to pile up on this application for information. On the basis of this application, Mrs. Nirmal Gupta, Deputy Director on one hearing, stated before the Commission, that NOC will be provided to the Appellant within a period of 15 days. As per record of the office, this information has been provided to the Appellant on 10th July, 2009 and again on 13th July, 2009.
Suitable disciplinary action against the dealing Senior Assistant of  the Higher Education and Deputy Director of the office of DPI has been initiated for mis-handling of the case. It is the chief duty of the office of DPI (Higher Education) to play effective role in the conduct of the institutes connected with the Higher Education and guide them with the latest rules and regulations from time to time. Though the set methodology to grant of NOC to JSJ Degree College has not put any hindrance in the affairs of the College, but the information demanded by the Chairman, JSJ Degree College, Gurney Kalan, Munak (Sangrur) was not provided in time. A serious note has been taken to deal such cases in future.”
The Additional Secretary Higher Education appeared at 2.30 PM and has given this commitment to send the letter from the Government of Punjab to PRTC and Punjab Roadways to provide Bus Passes facility to those Colleges which are affiliated with the Universities other than Punjab University, Chandigarh. The Respondent also states that in case they want further 
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clarification, they should approach to the Principal Secretary Higher Education.

These cover all points of the petition mentioned in the earlier order and I am satisfied with the answer.

 
In view of this, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 




Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt.Ranjit Kaur,

W/o Shri Sukhdev Singh,

R/o H.No.328, 3B1,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).                                                                       ….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

SAS Nagar (Mohali). 

….Respondent

CC NO.511 of  2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Smt. Ranjit Kaur, Complainant in person. 

                      Shri Jaspal Mittal, PCS, ADC (G)-cum-PIO on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant states that she has not been provided information regarding points (c) and (i) by the SDM Mohali who was supposed to give this information.

  
 
 During the course of hearing, information has been provided to the Complainant on points ( c) and (i) and I am satisfied with the information supplied to her. Letter is presented from the PIO-cum-ADC(G) SAS Nagar stating that the application was transferred within time to the above said offices vide Memo No.89-90/RTE(C) dated 30.1.2009 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 with a copy to the applicant to make further correspondence with those offices. This fact has also been duly admitted by the applicant in para-4 of her appeal filed before this Hon’ble Commission. ADC (G) further stated that despite transfer of the application, they have facilitated information. Therefore, I do not see any
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ground for compensation to the Complainant.


The case is hereby closed and disposed of.




  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 













         Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr. S.P.Shori (Ex-Army)

Advocate

Civil Courts, Khanna. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instruction (S),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1864 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Smt. Pankaj Sharma Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Shri Jaspal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent. 

 The Complainant has asked for adjournment due to the medical problem. The hearing is held as the respondent is present.
During the course of hearing, I have gone through the merits of the case and I am of the opinion that all information has been provided to the Complainant as per his original application dated 26.6.2008. The Respondent has brought information for delivering to the Complainant.

As the Complainant is not present today, it is directed that the information should be sent to the Complainant by registered post.
 
 
The case is hereby closed and disposed of.





  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 














Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Jasbir Singh,

R/o Plot No. 39, New Abadi,

Near Telephone Exchange,

Vill. Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO: Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.




     …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Kapurthala.


                                                              ….Respondent

C.C. NO.605 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
 None on behalf of Complainant and Respondent. 


This case was last heard on 8.6.2009 and adjourned to 10.8.2009. On both the dates of hearing, none appeared from the both the sides. However, a notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for imposition of penalty was also issued, vide order dated 8.6.2009. No reply of this notice has been received till date and neither any intimation about the supply of information has been conveyed by the Respondent. The Respondent sent a fax message in which he sought an adjournment due to his illness. In view of this situation, an opportunity is given to the Respondent to supply the information to the Complainant.

 
The Respondent is also directed to file his reply, if any, for causing delay in supply of information. He is directed to ensure that the information called by the Complainant is supplied to him within 15 days.  In case of absence of either party on the next date of hearing, the matter will be decided ex-parte.


 
The case is adjourned to 16.09.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.


 






Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri Mehnga Ram,

Ex-Panch, S/o Shri Mansa Ram,

VPO: Bholbaha, Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur.
                           …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.



        ….Respondent

C.C. NO.603 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
 None present on behalf of the Complainant. 

 Shri Rakesh Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 

In the earlier order dated 8.6.2009, the Complainant was directed to visit the office of SDM on 16.6.2009 at 11.00 AM for getting the rest of the information since part information has already been provided to him. He visited the office of the Respondent on that day and the letter was sent to him to come to his office again on 7.8.2009, but the letter was not received by his family and information has been sent to him under registered cover. He has not raised any objection nor he is present today. He might be satisfied with his earlier visit to the office of SDM. 
  
  
Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.



  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 








        Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
After the hearing in the case was over, Shri Mehanga Ram,
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Complainant came present in the Court. He stated that the rest of the information has not been received by him. The Respondent is directed again to provide him the rest of the information within 15 days. 


To come up on 16.09.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






 
Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri Harkirat Singh,

53/1010, Navroop Nagar,

Batala, District: Gurdaspur.


                            …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.




                                        ….Respondent

CC-609 of 2009 & CC-465 of 2009
ORDER 

Present: -  
Shri Harkirat Singh, Complainant in person.
None on behalf of the Respondent.
  
In the earlier order dated 8.6.2009, Shri Paramjit Singh, Patwari has stated that information has been sent to the Complainant on 29.5.2009, but the Complainant states that no information has been provided to him till date. He further states that CC-465/2008 and the present CC-609/2009 may be clubbed because the information is the same in both the cases. It is directed that both the cases be clubbed and information be provided to the Complainant by the next date of hearing.


To come up on 16.09.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.

After the hearing in the case was over, Shri Paramjit Singh, Patwari
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came present and requested for one more hearing so that the Complainant can visit the office of Deputy Commissioner on any working day to get the information demanded by him. 

To come up on 16.09.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for compliance.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)
Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Tejinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

R/o Plot No.40, Vill.Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

PO: Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana- 141123.




                            …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate(W),

Ludhiana.


                                                              ….Respondent

C.C. NO.608 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of Complainant.

Dr. K.S.Randhawa, Tehsildar-cum-APIO and Shri Rajan Sharma, Clerk, O/o SDM, on behalf of the Respondent.

  
Dr. K.S.Randhawa, Tehsildar-cum-APIO has submitted a letter dated 10.8.2009 through Respondent stating that his Naib Tehsildar was on long leave for the last 15 days. In the early hours of today, he got a severe toothache in the upper last molar and he has taken a protection pain killer and under sedation and he shall visit Dental Surgeon at 10.15 AM today as he had fixed an appointment with Doctor.

 A letter has also been presented by the Respondent in which the information has been provided to the Complainant by the PIO, office of the SDM, Ludhiana (W) on 19.11.2008. The Complainant has written on this letter that information has been received by him and he is satisfied.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 














Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Ranjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sarwan Singh,

R/o Vill. Khera, P.O. Jamsher,

Teh. & Distt. Jalandhar. 

..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (Sec.),

Jalandhar.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2726 of 2008

ORDER
Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Mrs. Kamaljit Kaur,W/o Shri Jasbir Singh(Third Party).

Shri Hem Raj, Supdt./APIO on behalf of the Respondent.  



Shri Hem Raj, Supdt-cum-APIO states that information has been provided to the Complainant by registered post on 6.8.2009. 



Mrs. Kamaljit Kaur, W/o of Shri Jasbir Singh about whom the information has been demanded by the Complainant, is present to argue the case, but she is informed that in the last hearing, following was recorded in the order dated 8.7.2009 :-

“That Shri Ranjit Singh, Complainant has presented a letter which states that the said information does not fall under section 8(j) of the Act. The public interest is involved in the said information as by changing date of birth from 1.4.1953 to 1.4.1955 the said teacher can get the benefits of two years of extra service by wrong full manner which is against the public interest.
I am of the view that Shri Ranjit Singh’s plea of information regarding third party is in public interest, is correct.”
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On the basis of the merit of the case, this information was provided to the Complainant. 

The Complainant is not present today, and nor has he pointed out any discrepancy on the information supplied to him. 

Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 














Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Rakesh Kumar,

S/o Shri Mohan Lal,

Gali No. 16, Ward No.5,

Shastri Marg, One way Road, Mansa. 
                                      …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.(Regd)
                             ….Respondent

C.C. NO.663 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Dr.K.K.Jindal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant. 

Dr.Shashi,PIO-cum-DHS and Shri Parshotam Lal,Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent. 

 
 
Incomplete information has been provided to the Complainant, though it is again sent by registered post on 12.5.2009 and 12.6.2009 respectively. The Respondent is confused about giving the replies to the 11 (Eleven) points. According to the Complainant, only Point No.6 has been provided to him. This shows a clear defiance of the provisions of the RTI Act and disrespect to the orders of the Commission. Therefore, PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs.25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he
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does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.
It is directed that information should be provided to the Complainant within 15 days under intimation to the Commission.

 
To come up on 16.09.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri Sumit Goyal, Advocate,

S/o Shri Surinder Kumar,

Chamber No.43-44,

District Courts, Moga.                                                                          …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga.


                   ….Respondent

A.C. NO.185 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Shri Sumit Goyal, Appellant in person. 

Shri Gurjit Singh, Tehsildar-cum-APIO, on behalf of Respondent. 

In the earlier order dated 8.6.2009, one more opportunity was granted to the Appellant to point out any deficiency on the information supplied to him.

The appellant states and has given in writing that the information supplied on 8.6.2009 was incomplete and the information handed over today in the Court, is also incomplete and insufficient. He prays that the appropriate action may be taken against the PIO-Respondent and the correct information which has been demanded, may be supplied to him. The respondent is directed to supply the complete information within 15 days.
The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.09.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009.



        State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr.K.K.Jindal, M.Com.LLB,

S/o Shri T.R.Jindal,

Chamber No.20, New Court Complex,

Distt. Courts, Mansa-151505.


                            …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.


                   ….Respondent

C.C. NO.721 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
Dr. K.K.Jindal , Complainant in person. 

Shri Ravinder Kumar, Naib Tehsildar and Shri Gurmeet Singh,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent. 

Arguments heard on behalf of both the parties.

The Judgment is reserved.

  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Gurmeet Singh,

S/o Shri Sadhu Singh,

Anand Bhawan, Kothi Near T-4/186,

Complaint Cell, R.S.Dum Colony, 

Shahpur Kandi Township,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.                                              …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur.   (Regd.)

        ….Respondent
C.C. NO.510  of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Amar Nath, Naib Tehsildar-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent. 

Information has not been provided to the Complainant since the Respondent is not aware of the original application of the Complainant dated 1.12.2008. A copy of the application is given to the Respondent and he is directed to provide all the information within 15 days and file compliance report to the Commission. If the information is not provided within 15 days, I will be constrained to take action under Section 20 of RTI Act for imposition of penalty.
 
To come up on 16.09.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





         (Mrs.Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009



      State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Kulvinder Singh Saini,

H.No.HL-216, Phase-I,

SAS Nagar, Mohali-160055.

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

S.K.R. College of 

Physical Education Bhago Majra,

Kharar, District-Mohali. 
  (Regd.)
                                        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 1927 of 2008

ORDER



This case was heard on 8.7.2009 and judgment was reserved when Shri Kulwinder Singh, Complainant and Dr. Bhupinder Singh, Principal along with Shri Jagjit Singh, Clerk were present.



The Complainant submitted his application dated 19.4.2008 along with a Postal Order of Rs.10/-. He demanded information on 4 (Four) points. The Respondent wrote to the Complainant that a Book titled as ‘Book of Message’ cannot be copied out without the permission of the Publisher of the Book as per the Copy Right Act. The Respondent demanded Rs.500/- for supply of  information about  Point Numbers 2, 3 and 4.



The Complainant sent a Draft of Rs.500/- vide his registered letter dated 19.5.2008. On receiving no reply, from the Respondent, he approached
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the State Information Commission, Punjab, vide his complaint dated 8.8.2008, received in the Commission on 22.8.2008. This complaint was heard on 16.2.2009 and the Respondent was directed to provide information within 15 days and again on 4.5.2009, 3.6.2009 and 8.7.2009. The information, in question, was supplied to the Complainant on 3.6.2009, but the Complainant demanded that penalty be imposed on the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the Respondent.The Respondent has submitted his reply vide his letter No.3811,  dated 8.7.2009 in which he has  failed to justify the delay in supply of complete information demanded by the Complainant and also directed by the Commission.   

 
 As per section 7 of the RTI Act, 2005, request for information is to be disposed of within a period of 30 days. In this case, the Respondent has failed to supply the information within the stipulated period. The information demanded by the Complainant vide his application dated 19.4.2008 was finally disposed of on 3.6.2009. Thus, I do not find that the explanation given by the Respondent/PIO for causing delay in supply of information is justified. 


In these circumstances, I am left with no option, but to impose a penalty @ Rs.250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs.25,000/- for causing delay in supply of information as per RTI Act, 2005. In this case, the Complainant has deposited an amount of Rs.500/- on 19.5.2008 and the information was supplied on 3.6.2009. Thus, a penalty of Rs.25,000/-  is imposed upon 
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Dr.Bhupinder Singh, Principal-cum-PIO, Shaheed Kanshi Ram College of Physical Education, Bhagoo Majra (Kharar) be deposited in Government Treasury under the following Head :-


“0070- Other Administrative Services


      60- Other Services


    800- Other Receipts


      86- Fee under the RTI Act, 2005.”

and a copy of the same be sent to the Commission.



Pronounced in the open Court today.



Copies be sent to both the parties and to the Principal, SKR College lof Physical Education Bhagoo Majra, Kharar, Distt. Mohali.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 10.08.2009.



        State Information Commissioner

