STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.Sushil Salhotra







--Appellant

c/o Public Hospital,

Near Gaushala,

Amritsar Road, Kapurthala






Vs

The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Principal Hindu Kanya College,

Kapuruthala.

FAA o/o Principal Hindu Kanya College,

Kapurthala.



AC No. 1356 of 2012
Present:-  1.  Sh.Romesh Sharma Advocate for the appellant.


2. Sh. Sudesh Kumar Advocate for the Respondent.
 ORDER



Sh.Amar Vivek Advocate has submitted a written reply stating that CWP NO.20837 of 2006 titled as Managing Committee of Hindu Kanya College Vs State Information Commission Punjab is pending before the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana. It is further represented that the Hon’ble High Court vide an order dated 08.01.2007 had stayed the prosecution of the petitioner Managing Committee, Hindu Kanya College, Kapurthala. The plea of the counsel for the Respondent is that case is  still pending in the High Court, hence the present proceedings in the two cases, bearing NO.1356 of 2011 and 1163 of 2011 should be adjourned sine die.



The Counsel for the appellant on the other hand pleads that CWP No.20837 of 2006 does not relate to the present cases now under consideration before this Commission. The Writ Petition pertained to some other case in which Sh.Ramesh Kumar Gupta was the information seeker and the stay order granted in that case has no bearing on the appeal case  AC No.1356 of 2011 and AC No.1163 of 2011.  The plea of the counsel is that there is no stay order in these two appeal cases by any Court. In any case even in CWP NO.20837 of 2006 there is no stay order as regards to the furnishing of information. Therefore, the Respondent should be directed to furnish the information.



Both the cases are adjourned to 18.05.2012 for hearing at 3.30 P.M. In the meantime, since there is no stay order in these appeal cases, the Respondent College is directed to furnish information in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act 2005.







( R.I.Singh)


    





Chief Information Commissioner







Punjab.




Dated: 03.05.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Palwinder Singh, 







--Complainant

# 1389/1, Guru Teg Bahadur Housing Complex,

Sector 70, SAS Nagar (Mo9hali_160055






Vs

The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Principal Shahid Kanshi Ram College of

Physical Education,Bhangu Majra, 

Distt. SAS Nagar




CC No. 3636 of 2011
Present:-  1. Sh.Palwinder Singh complainant in person.

2. Sh. Himmat Singh, Jr. Asstt. for the Respondent PIO.
 ORDER



As a last opportunity an adjournment is allowed to remove the deficiency in the information pointed out by the complainant. The Respondent shall ensure that clarification is furnished before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 18.06.2012.







( R.I.Singh)


    





Chief Information Commissioner







Punjab.

Dated: 03.05.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.Deepika d/o Sh.Suresh Bansal,





--Appellant

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Ward No.2, St. No.2, Pattran,

Distt. Patiala.






Vs

The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Swami Vivekanand Institute

of Engineering and Technology,
Ram Nagar, near GianSagar Hospital,

Rajpura-Banur Highway,Distt.Patiala

FAA- Swami Vivekanand Institute

of Engineering and Technology,

Ram Nagar, near GianSagar Hospital,

Rajpura-Banur Highway,Distt.Patiala




AC No. 1332 of 2011
Present:-  1. Sh.Tarun Bansal on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.
 ORDER



None had appeared on behalf of the respondent on the last date of hearing on 11.04.2012. Today again none has appeared nor has any rejoinder been filed by the respondent. Hence the respondent is hereby proceeded against ex-parte. 



I have heard the appellant and considered the record. The plea of the appellant is that the respondent College is approved by All India Council for Technical Education and is a public authority.The AICTE, the University and the State Govt. have their nominee Directors on the Managing Committee / Governing Body of the Respondent College and they exercise control over the affairs of the Institute within the meaning of section 2(h) (d) (I). The plea of the appellant is that the respondent Institute is a public authority and is covered by the decision of this Commission in  CC No.702 of 2011 ( Sh.Devinder Goyal Vs PIO, Guru Gobind Singh College of Engineering & Technology, Mansa).


I accept the plea of the appellant as the facts of the present case are covered by the earlier decision of this Commission, including the one cited by the appellant.



The Respondent College is hereby directed to appoint a PIO under the RTI Act 2005 and also furnish the information to the present appellant within fifteen days of this order under intimation to the Commission.



To come up for compliance report on 19.06.2012.







( R.I.Singh)


    





Chief Information Commissioner







Punjab.

Dated: 03.05.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er.Rajinder Kumar Garg






--Complainant

Addl. S.E. PSPCL, Dhir Street,

Gali No.4, Ward NO.9,

Mansa-151505






Vs

The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Punjab Technical University

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar.



CC No. 330 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh. Rajinder Kumarg Garg complainant in person.

2. Sh. Rajinder Kumar PIO in person.
 ORDER



The Respondent has submitted a copy of letter dated 30.04.2012 sent to the information seeker conveying that the four names with Roll Nos. submitted by the complainant have not been found correct. These individuals do not exist as per record of the College concerned.


The issue involved in this case is whether these four individuals passed their Higher Secondary from the Education Board Delhi in 2011.  The Respondent requests that this clarification will also be done after obtaining report from the Colleges concerned and one month’s time may be allowed.



To come up on 25.06.2012.







( R.I.Singh)


    





Chief Information Commissioner







Punjab.
Dated: 03.05.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pardeep KumarJaswal,






--Complainant

s/o Sh. Onkar Singh, # 40, Staff Colony No.1,

Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Ludhiana-141006






Vs

The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Punjab Technical University,

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar.

.


CC No. 728 of 2012
Present:-  1. Dr.Pardeep Kumar Jaswal complainant in person.

2. Respondent PIO in person.
 ORDER



The Respondent had submitted on the previous date of hearing that information stood supplied and that there was no merit in the complaint. Since the information seeker was absent on 16.04.2012, the case was adjourned to afford him one opportunity to confirm that he has no objection if the case is closed.


Today Dr. Pardeep Kumar Jaswal, the complainant has appeared in person and stated that he is satisfied with the information furnished to him. Hence there is no cause of action in the present complaint and the same is closed.








( R.I.Singh)


    





Chief Information Commissioner







Punjab.




Dated: 03.05.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Jaspalvir Singh,134







--Appellant

Hardev Nagar, Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.






Vs

The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Sikh Missionary College,
# 1051/14, Field Ganj,Ludhiana

FAA Sikh Missionary College,

# 1051/14, Field Ganj,Ludhiana.



AC No. 374 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Jaspalvir Singh appellant in person.

2. Ms. Sarpreet Kaur Advocate for the Respondent.
 ORDER



The counsel for the Respondent submits a written reply which is taken on record. A copy of the same has been given to the appellant.


To come up for arguments on 02.07.2012 on the issue whether the respondent is a public authority within the meaning of RTI Act 2005.








( R.I.Singh)


    





Chief Information Commissioner







Punjab.




Dated: 03.05.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Gurinder Pal Monga






---Complainant
c/o Lucky Tele Links,

Balmiki Chowk, Jandiala Guru,

Tehsil and Distt. Amritsar.






Vs

The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Ramgarhia Institute of Engineering
and Technology, Satnam PUra,

Phagwara




CC No. 1127 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Kulwinder Singh for the complainant.

2. Sh. Arjan Sheoran Advocate for the respondent.
 ORDER



On the last date of hearing it was made clear to the respondent that request for information pertains to the years 2007 to 2011. It was further mentioned in the order that information is still to be furnished in respect of three years, i.e. 2007-08, 2008-09 and 2009-10. The information in respect of these three years has still not been supplied by the respondent even after adjournment of the case on a number of dates. On the last date of hearing the respondent was cautioned that RTI Act 2005 does not brook this kind of delay. A compensation of Rs.500/- was also awarded to the complainant, which has been affected by Demand Draft in favour of the complainant.


However, information is yet to be furnished for the years mentioned above. The Respondent is, therefore, directed as a last opportunity to furnish the same. Respondent is also cautioned to show cause as to why penalty should not be imposed under section 20 of the RTI Act 2005, as the delay in this case is not only unreasonable but prima facie seems to be willful. The information has not been supplied despite clear directions from the Commission. The reply of the respondent may be filed before the next date of hearing, on which date PIO may also avail opportunity of personal hearing.



To come up on 25.06.2012.







( R.I.Singh)


    





Chief Information Commissioner







Punjab.




Dated: 03.05.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ashok  Gogna,







--Appellant

# B-XXII/131,

Mohabat Nagar,

Kapurthala






Vs

The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Principal Hindu Kanya College,

Kapuruthala.

FAA o/o Principal Hindu Kanya College,

Kapurthala.



AC No. 1163 of 2011
Present:-  1. Sh.Romesh Sharma Advocate for the appellant.


2. Sh. Sudesh Kumar Advocate for the Respondent.
 ORDER



Sh.Amar Vivek Advocate has submitted a written reply stating that CWP NO.20837 of 2006 titled as Managing Committee of Hindu Kanya College Vs State Information Commission Punjab is pending before the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana. It is further represented that the Hon’ble High Court vide an order dated 08.01.2007 had stayed the prosecution of the petitioner Managing Committee, Hindu Kanya College, Kapurthala. The plea of the counsel for the Respondent is that the case is still pending in the High Court, hence the present proceedings in the two cases, bearing NO.1356 of 2011 and 1163 of 2011 should be adjourned sine die.



The Counsel for the appellant on the other hand pleads that CWP No.20837 of 2006 does not relate to the present cases now under consideration before this Commission. The Writ Petition pertained to some other case in which Sh.Ramesh Kumar Gupta was the information seeker and the stay order granted in that case has no bearing on the appeal case  AC No.1356 of 2011 and AC No.1163 of 2011.  The plea of the counsel is that there is no stay order in these two appeal cases by any Court. In any case even in CWP NO.20837 of 2006 there is no stay order as regards to the furnishing of information. Therefore, the Respondent should be directed to furnish the information.


Both the cases are adjourned to 18.05.2012 for hearing at 3.30 P.M. In the meantime, since there is no stay order in these appeal cases, the Respondent College is directed to furnish information in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act 2005.







( R.I.Singh)


    





Chief Information Commissioner







Punjab.

Dated: 03.05.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Gurvinder Singh







--Complainant

s/o Sh. Maan Singh,

r/o # 6986, Gali No.13, New Janta Nagar,

Ludhiana.






Vs
The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Punjab Technical University,

 Jalandhar.




CC No. 2424 of 2012
Present:-  1. PIO in person.

None on behalf of the complainant.
 ORDER



The PIO for the respondent University submits that Inquiry Committee was constituted by the University to trace out the relevant record and since then the information has been furnished in respect of queries at S.No.2. Information in respect of other queries had been furnished earlier.


It appears that there has been inordinate delay on the part of the respondent to furnish complete information.  The plea of the University is that the relevant file was not traceable and that the University had constituted an Inquiry Committee in the matter. After the file was traced the information was immediately furnished.  It is pleaded that there was no willful delay. Be that as it may be, the fact remains that furnishing of complete information was delayed and the PIO of the University is cautioned to be careful in future and strictly adhere to the time schedule laid down by the RTI Act 2005.  The complaint case is closed.







( R.I.Singh)


    





Chief Information Commissioner







Punjab.
Dated: 03.05.2012
