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:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Baljit Singh alongwith Shri Varinder Singh both Senior Assistants on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



Consequent upon the superannuation, Ld. State Information Commissioner-Shri P.P.S. Gill has demitted the office. Therefore, the present case is heard by Single Bench.

2.

The respondent submits that a cheque in favour of Shri Sham Lal Singla drawn on State of Bikaner and Jaipur bearing No.027414 dated 28.6.2012 for an amount of Rs.2000/- is ready and they want to deliver this in person to the information-seeker, who, however, is absent today and has sent a request for clubbing with another case CC-1062/2012.

3.

The respondent is directed to send the crossed cheque by registered post on the given address of the information-seeker and confirm the same before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 3.7.2012.
4.

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

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Kumar Sharma,

#20-A, St. No.4, Dashmesh Nagar-A,

Tripuri, Patiala-147004.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.

FAA- the Punjabi University, Patiala.




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

AC No. 795 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sanjeev Kumar Sharma appellant in person.



Shri Mohinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.
OREDER



Vide an application dated 6.2.2012, the appellant had sought information pertaining to Library Security deposit taken from the students and how the money not refunded to the students is utilized.  The University has given a reply vide its letter No.1576 dated 4.4.2012.

2.

I have heard the parties and perused the reply, which is point-wise.  The main grouse of the information-seeker is that University has stated that the rules pertaining to utilization of forfeited security are silent.  Further grouse of the appellant is that unrefunded security is taken into saving account of the university and no rules have been framed regarding its utilization.

2.

The issue raised is administrative in nature and need to be agitated before the appropriate administrative or judicial forum.  The University has furnished point-wise reply to all the queries of the information seeker.  So far as this Commission is concerned, no further action is to be taken.  Hence, the case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Nirmla Kumari wd/o Shri Ved Parkash Verma,

#148, Anand Nagar-A, Tripuri Patiala.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o The District Treasury Officer, Patiala.



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

CC No. 1544 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The information-seeker has sought details of pension etc. vide her RTI application dated 6.2.2012 to the District Treasury Officer, Patiala.  The District Treasury Officer in turn has forwarded the request for information to the State Bank of Patiala, Tripuri Saidan Branch, Patiala requesting the bank that information in respect of Mrs. Nirmal Kumari’s PPO No.198123/Punjab may be furnished to the information-seeker.

2.

It would be appropriate to issue notice to the PIO/State Bank of Patiala, Tripuri Saidan Branch, Patiala so that issue may be sorted out between the Treasury Officer and the Bank Authorities.

3.

To come up on 9.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




Punjab
CC

PIO/State Bank of Patiala, Tripuri Saidan Branch, Patiala
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajnish Kumar, #19274, St. No.6,

Bibi Wala Road, Bhatinda-151001





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the DAV College, Bhatinda.

FAA-DAV College Bhatinda.





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

AC No. 796 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Rajneesh Kumar appellant in person.



Shri Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate for the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent has taken two fold plea namely that Shri Rajneesh Kumar had sought information in his capacity as General Secretary of DAV College Retired Teachers Association, Bhatinda but his application was not accompanied by any resolution of the Teachers Association, which may have authorized him to seek the information.  The second plea is that he has not filed first appeal and has directly come to the Commission by way of second appeal.

2.

The appellant has placed on record a copy of the application dated 29.2.2012 sent to the first appellate authority-cum-principal by registered post requesting him to give information.

3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The information being sought by the appellant is well within the confines of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  There is no provision in the Act ibid which requires an application for information to be accompanied by a resolution of the Association.  The application has been signed by Shri Rajneesh Kumar and his full name appears on the application.  He is a citizen of India.  Therefore, he is entitled to access the information in accordance with the provisions of the Act ibid. 

4.

Without going into the question, whether first appeal was preferred or not, I deem it fit to relegate the case to the PIO with the direction that information shall be furnished in accordance with the provisions of the Act ibid within a period of one month from today.  With this direction, the case is closed making it clear that the information-seeker is free to approach the Commission in case he is not satisfied with the information to be given to him by respondent.

      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjit Singh s/o Late Shri Hardev Singh,

Village Lakhnour, P.O. Sohana, Distt. Mohali.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Economic and Statistical Organisation, Punjab, Chandigarh.

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

CC No.  1506  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Ranjit Singh complainant in person.



Shir Jagdeep Singh, Joint Director on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that a Vigilance Inquiry is being conducted in the matter as there are serious allegations of embezzlement of General Provident Fund and other public money.

2.

The respondent submits that they have not received the original RTI application, which however is difficult to believe as the request for information was sent by speed post through the Department of Posts and Telegraph.  However, a fresh copy of the RTI request has now been furnished to the respondent-department, who are directed to deal with the same keeping in view the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
3.

To come up o n 18.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Bimla Singla w/o Shri Satpal Singla,

#88, Hem Bagh, Kheri Gujjran Road, Near Shiv Mandir,

Patiala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 1512 of 2012

Present:-
Shri K.K. Bhainiwala Advocate for the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



It appears that inadvertently notice was issued to the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh whereas the matter pertains to the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.  Therefore, issue fresh notice impleading Director Public Instruction (Colleges) as a respondent.

2.

To come up on 27.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Rajni w/o Shri Vijay Gupta, 

#3012, Street No.10/4, Chet Singh, Radha Soami Road,

Gill Road, Ludhiana-141003.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.



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

CC No. 1514   of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent-University has placed on record a photocopy of letter dated 19.6.2012 alongwith a copy of the letter dated 1.6.2012 sent by the Assistant Registrar to the information-seeker.  A copy of the letter dated 29.5.2012 sent by RIMT School of Management studies has also been sent to the information-seeker.

2.

The plea of the respondent-PIO is that complete information stands furnished and there is no merit in the present complaint case.

3.

Since the information has been furnished, I accept the plea of the respondent-PIO and close the case.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 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 Shri Harbilas,

#3391, Sector 15-D, Chandigarh-160015.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.





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

CC No. 1528  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Kumar complainant in person.


Shri Mohinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant vide an application dated 18.4.2012 addressed to the PIO of the University has sought information raising 37 queries.  The information undoubtedly is voluminous.  The University, therefore, took the plea that it will disproportionately divert the resources of the University to collect, collate and tabulate the information. Relying on the instructions of Department of Personnel issued vide memo No.13/303/2010-IAS (9)358 dated 24.9.2010, information was denied.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record. Undoubtedly, the information is not only voluminous which may require collection, tabulation of documents, but many of the points raised by the information-seeker are by way of questions as to why and whether.  The definition of information under Section 2(f) the Right to Information Act, 2005 does not require a PIO to answer questions as to why, how, when, whether etc.  Only information, which exists in material form held by or under the custody of the PIO is to be given.

3.

However, information may be available with the University in respect of some of the points raised by the complainant. Therefore, it would be appropriate to relegate the case to the PIO with the direction  to apply mind on each query and pass specific order on each of the 37 issues raised by the complainant.  With these directions, the present case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri P.K. Rattan, #133, Ward No.4,

Morinda-140101.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Vidhan Sabha, Chandigarh.



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

CC No.  1531 of 2012

Present:-
Shri P.K.Rattan complainant in person.


Shri Chhotu Sharma, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent-PIO has sent a written request that due to on-going Budget Session of Punjab Vidhan Sabha, which will last up to 29.6.2012, the PIO is busy. Therefore, he is unable to attend the proceedings of the Commission.  He has requested for two weeks time.

2.

In view of the above situation, the case is adjourned to 24.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohit Sharma, B-16/17, Ghalori Gate,

Mai Ji Ki Sarain, Patiala-147001.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.




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

CC No. 1537  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Mohinder Singh advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent submits that this very information had earlier been sought on number of occasions and the University had furnished the same to the information-seeker.  The information sought vide an application dated 12.4.2012 was furnished vide University’s letter No.2165 dated 15.5.2012.  A copy of this letter has been placed on record.  The plea of the University is that there is no merit in the present case and it should be rejected.

2.

I have heard the respondent and perused the written application of Shri Mohit Sharma, complainant who has himself placed on record a photocopy of the PIO’s letter dated 15.5.2012.  The plea of the information-seeker is that information furnished to him in respect of point at 2 and 3 is denial of information.  A perusal of these queries and the reply given by the University to these shows that the University has confirmed that Sanskrit is not being taught in B.Ed. Colleges affiliated to Punjabi University, Patiala.  If Sanskrit subject is not being taught, the question of eligibility criteria for admission of candidates with Sanskrit as a subject, would not arise.  Similarly, the question of prescribing syllabus for Sanskrit during one year B.Ed. course would not arise.

3.

I do not find any deficiency in the reply given by the University. Hence, close the complaint case. 
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anurag Gupta, 103-E,

Kamla Nagar, Delhi-110007.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o HOUSEFED, Chandigarh.




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

CC No. 1505  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Mahesh Sharma on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ashwani Prashar, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written submission pleading that the issue whether HOUSEFED is a public authority or not is pending before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and in some of the LPAs stay against the operation of the order of Single Bench has also been granted on 31.1.2012.  The counsel requests that case may be adjourned sine die.

2.

I have heard the parties.  The case is adjourned sine die with the direction that any of the parties may move the Commission for fixing a date for hearing of the case after the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has disposed of the matter. 
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulwinder Singh s/o Shri Kulwant Singh,

Village Amargarh, P.O. & Distt. Malerkotla-148023.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,

SCO 87, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 1499 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Kulwinder Singh complainant in person.




Shri Mahadev Parshad, clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Only partial information was furnished by the respondent vide its letter No.11550 dated 15.5.2012.  The deficiencies in the information have been explained to the respondent, who shall remove the same before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 26.7.2012.
2.

To come up on 26.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kumar, Hind Sanitary Store, 

Near Canara Bank, Malwal Road, 

Ferozepur City. 






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block Primary Education Officer, 

Ferozepur-III.






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

CC No.  2820   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Kumar clerk complainant in person.
Smt. Nirmal Kanta and Smt. Darshan Kaur, both BPEOs on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The only issue which remained to be addressed pertained to Government instructions regarding leave encashment. The plea of the respondent is that relevant extract from Civil Services Rules duly attested was sent on the given address of the complainant by registered post, which he refused to receive.  This letter was today delivered in my presence to the complainant, who however is still not satisfied with the copy of the CSR extract dealing with leave encashment.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that whatever record pertaining to Government instructions was available with them has been furnished and no other record pertaining to Government instructions is available with the respondent public authority.
3.

Instructions pertaining to pensionery benefits including leave encashment are issued by the Finance Department, which is the appropriate public authority to access this information.  In case the complainant is still not satisfied with the copies of the instructions, given to him today, he is free to approach the PIO/Finance Department to obtain copies of the instructions issued by that public authority on the subject.  With this direction, the present case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 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 in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing certain deficiencies in the information were pointed out.  The University has sent a written reply received vide diary No.10084 dated 20.6.2012 with a copy to the information-seeker enclosing copies of the record removing the deficiencies.

2.

The appellant points out that the deficiencies pertaining to his query at Sr. No.5 of his RTI application dated 25.3.2011 have not been removed.  Vide this query he had sought copies of the order passed by the competent authority and objections raised by Local Resident Government Auditor.  The University is directed to file its written rejoinder in respect of query at Sr. No.5 of the appellant before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 7.8.2012.

3.

The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility on 7.8.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

#5-C, Urban Estate, Phase-1,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Chandigarh.
 





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

AC No. 572 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura appellant in person.


Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has furnished the remaining information.  With this all the queries of the appellant stand duly answered.

2.

The appellant has raised the issue of delay in this case. It has taken little over one year to furnish complete information.  The plea of the respondent is that the information had to be collected from the field staff. It may be partially true but the fact remains that the original record ought to have been maintained by the respondent public authority.  Repeated adjournments in this case, forcing the appellant to travel to Chandigarh, incurring loss of time and expenditure deserves to be suitably compensated by the respondent, who caused the delay.  Consequently, I award a compensation of Rs.2000/-. in exercise of powers conferred under Section 19(8)(d) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. This amount shall be paid by the respondent public authority to the appellant by way of a crossed cheque within a period of 20 days from today.  With this direction, the appeal case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal, Kundan Bhawan,

126,odel Gram, Ludhiana.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive officer,

the Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

PUDA Complex, Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.


 



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

CC No.  1925  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Ravinder Kumar Sharma, APIO alongwith Shri Shiv Kumar Gupta, Retired Accounts Officer and Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate for the PIO.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  Shri Shiv Kumar Gupta submits a written explanation which is taken on record.

2.

I have heard the respondent.  To come up on 4.7.2012 for pronouncement of the order.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J.S. Rai, 54-D, Delight Colony,

Patiala-147001






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  Punjab State Seeds Corporation,

SCO 835-36, Sector 22-A,

Chandigarh.

FAA- Punjab State Seeds Corporation,

SCO 835-36, Sector 22-A,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.  527       of 2012

Present:-
Shri J.S. Rai complainant in person.



Shri R.K. Saxena, Manager Personnel-cum-PIO.

ORDER



In response to the notice issued to the respondent, he has submitted a written reply vide its No.774-75 dated 26.6.2012 enclosing copies of the information.  He has also furnished information to the appellant, who however pleads that the order passed by the Chairman, PUNSEED has not been complied with by the Corporation.

2.

What action, if any, was to be taken on the order of the Chairman is an administrative matter. Information has been given. The information-seeker should now agitate this issue before an appropriate administrative forum as to why the order passed by Chairman was not implemented by MD, PUNSEED. Since the information has been provided, the case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

Shri Jarnail Singh, S/o Lal Singh, 

V.P.O. Changal, Tehsil and District Sangrur

     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer, 

o/o Principal Akal Degreee College,

Mastuana, District Sangrur




   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1001 of 2012

Present:
Shri Jarnail Singh complainant in person.



Shri Surinder Pal Singh Sidqi, Senior clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have sent the information by post to the complainant, who however denies that he received any response from the respondent.
2.

On the last date of hearing, the PIO-cum-Principal, Shri Onkar Singh was called upon to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed for willful denial of the information.  The information-seeker had moved an RTI application dated 30.8.2011 and nearly 8 months have since passed without furnishing any information.  As a last opportunity to the PIO-cum-Principal-Shri Onkar Singh to show cause and explain the delay, the case is adjourned to 18.7.l2012.

3.

Since the information has not been given inspite of couple of opportunities by the Commission, the respondent-public authority is further called upon to show cause why a suitable compensation should also not be awarded to the complainant for the loss and determents suffered by him.

4.

To come up on 18.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajnish Kumar, #19274, St. No.6,

Bibi Wala Road, Bhatinda-151001





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the DAV College, Bhatinda.

FAA-DAV College Bhatinda.





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

AC No. 797 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Rajneesh Kumar appellant in person.



Shri Rajndeep Singh Cheema, Advocate for the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent has taken two fold plea namely that Shri Rajneesh Kumar had sought information in his capacity as General Secretary of DAV College Retired Teachers Association, Bhatinda but his application was not accompanied by any resolution of the Teachers Association, which may have authorized him to seek the information.  The second plea is that he has not filed first appeal and has directly come to the Commission by way of second appeal.

2.

The appellant has placed on record a copy of the application dated 29.2.2012 sent to the first appellate authority-cum-principal by registered post requesting him to give information.

3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The information being sought by the appellant is well within the confines of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  There is no provision in the Act ibid which requires an application for information to be accompanied by a resolution of the Association.  The application has been signed by Shri Rajneesh Kumar and his full name appears on the application.  He is a citizen of India.  Therefore, he is entitled to access the information in accordance with the provisions of the Act ibid. 

4.

Without going into the question, whether first appeal was preferred or not, I deem it fit to relegate the case to the PIO with the direction that information shall be furnished in accordance with the provisions of the Act ibid within a period of one month from today.  With this direction, the case is closed making it clear that the information-seeker is free to approach the Commission in case he is not satisfied with the information to be given to him by respondent.
      ( R.I. Singh)

June 29, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          




Punjab
