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 Inderjit Singh, Draftsman on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In response to query at Sr. No.1, the respondent submits that the deficiencies have been removed. The lay out plans/maps of 29 shops have been furnished to the information-seeker.  The respondent has further clarified that out of these 29 approved maps for shops, only 3 shops have been constructed.  These shops have now been assigned numbers i.e. 39, 40 and 41.  Consequently, other shops which have been constructed are without formal approval of the Municipal Corporation.
2.

As regards the lay out plans/maps in respect of hospital, school and nursing home buildings, the respondent states that they have scanned the municipal record from the year 1982 to-date and  no approved construction plans/maps in respect of these three buildings exist in the municipal record.  Therefore, the presumption is that these buildings were constructed without formal approval of the maps of these building by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
3.

The respondent further states that so far no action has been initiated against those who have constructed these buildings without the approval of plans/maps.

4.

With the above information, the complainant is fully satisfied and hence, the case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 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 Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.


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

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his letter dated 2.7.2012.  The plea taken by the respondent is that so far the appellant has not furnished a copy of letter vide which he had sought information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 by attaching copy of the postal order.
2.

The plea of the appellant, on the other hand, is that he had sent an application bearing No.6/2011 dated 18.7.2011 alongwith a postal order NO.89 E 436362 by registered post.  The respondent may make a fresh effort to trace the letter.  In the meantime, the respondent was also provided a photocopy of RTI application so that if the old letter is not traced, the respondent may furnish the information in accordance with the provisions of the Act on the basis of fresh copy of RTI application.

3.

To come up on 3.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 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:-
Dr. Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.



Shri Sham Sunder Sharma, Associate Professor on behalf of respondent.
ORDER



The appellant vide his reference No.11/2011 dated 6.9.2011 addressed to the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh had sought information regarding calculation sheet of arrears of pay and allowance payable to Dr. Bhupinder Singh ex-principal of the respondent-college.  The information-seeker had further sought a copy of the rules vide which he is not entitled to arrears of pay and allowances and EPF.

2.

The PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh transferred the request under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005
to the PIO/DAV College of Education, who in turn has sent a reply vide his No.11069-71 dated 2.7.2012 to the DPI Colleges, Punjab, Chandigarh, a copy of this has been given to the appellant during the course of hearing today.  A perusal of the reply given by the college shows that appointment of Dr. Bhupinder Singh was disapproved by the DPI (Colleges) and therefore, as per the version of the college no claim of salary was admitted by Pre-Audit Cell. The management paid the whole amount from its own resources.  It is further stated that a suite filed by Dr.Bhupinder Singh was dismissed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  Thereafter, an SLP was also not admitted by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. Consequently,  Dr. Bhupinder Singh left the job.
3.

Only issue now left is that Dr. Bhupinder Singh is claiming arrears in respect of salary due to revision of pay scales for the period.  The stand of the respondent is that they do not have any copy of Education Code of Punjab, which is available at a price in the open market.

4.

Orally, the representative of PIO further states that since the appointment of Dr. Bhupinder Singh was never admitted by the Pre-Audit Cell, therefore, the appointment is deemed as not approved by the Government.  The regular scale of pay as also revised pay scale would apply only to the posts and appointments approved by the Government.  Since Dr. Bhupinder Singh’s appointment was not approved by the Government in the very first instance, question of payment of arrears at revised pay scales of the Government would not arise.
5.

I have heard both the parties and gone through the record.  It is a matter of fact that  Dr. Bhupinder Singh did move the college-authority seeking arrears and enquiring as to what action, if any, was taken on his request and whether any record of file notings exists or not.  Respondent may confirm this in writing to the information-seeker.  Copies of whatever office record, including file notings  or any order which may have been passed by the college on the representation of Dr. Bhupinder Singh shall be supplied to the information-seeker.
6.

The respondent shall also send information pertaining to EPF amount of Dr. Bupinder Singh.
7.

To come up on 3.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 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 Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.



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

ORDER



The respondent had furnished information as to action taken on a petition submitted by the information-seeker. The appellant has been informed that in respect of paras Nos.1 to 6, the respondent-DPI has asked the Principal, DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur to take action and send report.  Information pertaining to paras Nos. 7 to 10 of the application has been answered by the respondent himself.
2.

The information-seeker, however, submits a fresh application bearing No.18/2012 dated 3.7.2012 stating that para wise information in respect of paras 1 to 6 is still awaited.
3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record. The respondent has already conveyed to the information-seeker that in respect of paras No.1 to 6, they have forwarded the case to the Principal, DAV College of Education, who however has not furnished any report till today.
4.

The representative of DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur who has come to the Commission in connection with some other case, however, submits that they have sent a reply vide DAV College of Education’s No.11069-71 dated 2.7.2012 to the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.  The respondent-DPI is directed to furnish a copy of this letter to the information-seeker.  The respondent-DPI(Colleges) has also submitted a written reply vide its letter dated 2.7.2012 which is taken on record.

5.

I have heard the parties and gone through the documents.  The PIO-Smt. Krishan Kanta Mankotia, however, has not submitted her explanation regarding delay in this case.  She was called upon vide order dated 7.5.2012 to explain the delay why penalty should not be imposed on her.  Before any decision is taken regarding imposition of penalty, as a last opportunity to PIO, the case is adjourned to 25.6.2012.  She may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that date.  It is made clear that if no explanation is received or the PIO fails to avail the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date, exparte order on the basis of record may be passed by the Commission.

6.

To come up on 25.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 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 Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.

Mrs. Krishan Kant Monkotia, PIO alongwith Shri Jatinder Puri, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent

ORDER



In compliance with the directions dated 29.5.2012, a reply has been filed by Smt. Krishan Kant Mankotia, PIO-cum-Additional Director.  I have perused the case and accept the explanation.  I close the case, with a word of caution to the PIO to be careful and strictly adhere to the time schedule provided by the Right to Information Act, 2005.

(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 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 confirms that he has received the information and he has no objection to closure of the case.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 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 of Education,

Hoshiarpur.

FAA/- o/o DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur.

     -------------Respondents.

AC No.   583      of 2012
Present:-
Shri Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



It appears that the subject matter of the present case relates to the PIO/DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur.  The PIO/DAV College, Hoshiarpur, who was issued notice by the Commission has sent a reply under the signatures of the APIO that the matter does not relate to DAV College, Hoshiarpur.
2.

The representative of DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur is present in connection with some other case has been apprised of the facts of the case.  He shall deal with the request for information in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and send a suitable reply to the information-seeker within 10 days from today.

3.

To come up on 3.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 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 University had submitted a reply on the last date of hearing on 29.5.2012.  The appellant was absent. The University was directed to place on record a point-wise reply to the seven issues raised by the information-seeker.

2.

The University has now sent a written reply, with a copy to the information-seeker, vide its letter dated 27.6.2012 giving point wise reply/information to all the seven queries of the appellant.  Silence of appellant on the last date of hearing on 29.5.2012 and again today only implies that he does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the appeal case is closed. 

(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

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

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









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

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

Sarhali Road, Tarn Taran.





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

CC No.  932     of 2012

Present:-
Shri Kamal Kapoor complainant in person.



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

ORDER



The complainant submits a list of grants received by the respondent- institute with photocopies of the sanction letters.  The respondent admits that they have received grant-in-aid from Member of Parliament Local Area Development (MPLAD) fund for construction of buildings and also from a Minister of Punjab Government.
2.

I have heard the parties.  To come up for pronouncement of order on 6.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 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 Bupinder Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO nor any written reply has been received. On the last date of hearing, Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant had appeared on behalf of the PIO and sought one adjournment, which was allowed as a last opportunity.  In view of the position explained above, notice is hereby given under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him for willful denial of the information to the complainant.

2.

The respondent-PIO is further directed to produce original record pertaining to the queries of the complainant on the next date of hearing.
3.

To come up on 3.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 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 Bupinder Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO nor any written reply has been received. On the last date of hearing, Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant had appeared on behalf of the PIO and sought one adjournment, which was allowed as a last opportunity.  In view of the position explained above, notice is hereby given under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him for willful denial of the information to the complainant.

2.

The respondent-PIO is further directed to produce original record pertaining to the queries of the complainant on the next date of hearing.

3.

To come up on 3.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

Shri H.S.Walia, Kothi No.-212,

Sector-11-A,Chandigarh





     -------------Appellant





Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Markfed, Punjab, Sector-35, Chandigarh

FAA-  Markfed, Punjab, Sector-35, Chandigarh


     -------------Respondents.

AC No.   616      of 2012
Present:-
Shri H.S. Walia appellant in person.



Shri V.B.Rajan, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has given further information pertaining to queries at Sr. Nos. 4 and 5 of RTI application dated 26.9.2011.  A copy of the information furnished to the appellant has also been placed on record of the case file vide MARKFED’s letter No.4076 dated 2.7.2012.
2.

The information-seeker, however, has raised the issue that copies of any subsequent policy/instructions issued after Circular No. MONT/96/612 dated 28.8.1995 have not been given to him.  The respondent has clarified that no subsequent policy/instructions were issued after the circular dated 28.8.1995.  However, certain decisions were taken on the executive side in the meeting of the Managing Director with the Managers.  Copies of these meetings containing the decisions taken have been supplied to the appellant.  

3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record. The respondent is directed to confirm in writing to the information-seeker that subsequent to the circular dated 28.8.1995, no other policy circular was issued. With these directions, the present case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Singla s/o Shri Jaitu Ram,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony, Sangrur.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.







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

AC No.570 of 2008.

Present:-
Shri Vikas Duggal, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Baljit Singh on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


The respondent is ready with the cheque of compensation amount of Rs.2000/- drawn in favour of Shri Sham Lal Singla, who however himself is absent.  
Shri Vikas Duggal, Advocate has appeared on his behalf but has not filed any Power of Attorney.  In the absence of proper authorization from the appellant, it would not be appropriate to hand over the compensation cheque to Shri Vikash Duggal.  The respondent is, therefore, directed to dispatch the crossed cheque of compensation amount of Rs.2000/- to the appellant on his known address through registered post.  With this direction, the case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

July 3, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








   Punjab
