STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gurdeep Singh,

# 17-D, Cap Garden Colony,

Faridkot.


                    
 
                                    ………Appellant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Baba Farid University of

Health Sciences, Faridkot.

(ii) FAA             -do-
                                                                        ………...Respondent

AC No.963/2012

ORDER

Present: 
Sh.Gurdeep Singh, appellant in person.

   
None on behalf of the respondent

This case was last heard on 8.11.2012.

2.

I have gone through the information supplied to the appellant. All information stands supplied to him.
3.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Kuldip Kaur,D/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh

Back Side Gurdwara Bhai Jagata Ji,

Gali No. 1, House No., 164, Ward

No. 10, Malout, District: Muktasar.  

                                                                                           ………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Punjab,

At 4th Floor, Punjab School Education Board Complex,

Ajitgarh (Mohali). 

                                                                                           …………..Respondent

CC No.125 of 2012

ORDER
Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant.

    
None for the respondent.


A telephonic message has been received from the complainant stating that she is suffering from typhoid and is unable to attend the court today. 

2.

None has appeared on behalf of the respondent also. On the last date of hearing, one opportunity was provided to the PIO (Mrs.Neelam Bhagat) to supply specific information at point Nos.4 & 5 to the complainant.

3.

As none is present on behalf of the parties, one more opportunity is granted to the PIO to supply the remaining information and receipt of compensation by the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which disciplinary proceedings will be initiated against the PIO under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
4. 

The case is adjourned to 06.02.2013 at 2.00 PM for strict compliance of the Commission orders.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase-7,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).              
 
                                           …………Appellant
Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o GMADA, 
PUDA Bhawan, Sector: 62, 
S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).
(ii) FAA        -do-  
                                                                       ………...Respondent

AC-882/2012

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Harminder Singh, Appellant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent. 



In this case, the custodian of information is GMADA, but due to mistake of the Registry Branch, the notice of hearing/order was sent to PUDA, SAS Nagar (Mohali). No doubt, PUDA had transferred the case, in question, to the GMADA vide No.g[vk-skbw/b-;-2-fwHBzL10$2012, dated 21.11.2012 for necessary action, with a copy to the Commission for record.
2.

None appeared on behalf of the respondent (O/o GMADA) despite the direction from the office of PUDA, Mohali. In the interest of justice, one more opportunity is granted to the PIO/GMADA to supply the information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.
3. 

The case is adjourned to 06.02.2013 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties and to the PIO-cum-Estate Officer, GMADA, SAS Nagar (Mohali) for necessary action.









       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

Copy:

PIO-cum-Estate Officer, GMADA, SAS Nagar (Mohali).

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr.Deepak P Bhagwat,

# 2786, First Floor, 

Sector: 37-D, Chandigarh.               
 
                          ……………Complainant

Versus 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Amar Shaheed Baba Ajit

Singh/Jujhar Singh Memorial College

Of Pharmacy Bela,

District: Roopnagar-140111                                                                   ………...Respondent

CC No.2060/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Dr.Deepak P Bhagwat,Complainant in person


    
Sh.Rajnesh Madhok, Legal Advisor on behalf of the respondent



Heard arguments on behalf of both the parties.

2.

Complainant argued :


(i) 
That Amar Shaheed Baba Ajit Singh Jujhar Singh Memorial 



(ASBASJSM) College of Pharmacy, Bela, Distt. Roopnagar is under 

strict regulatory norms of many Government bodies and not purely a 

private entity;


(ii) 
That the College receives funds from Government bodies; and


(iii)
Orders released by PTU, Jalandhar were not obeyed by this college 

regarding my complaint.

3.

Apart from above, complainant also submitted that all courses, viz., B.Pharm., M.Pharm. and Ph.D. courses are affiliated to Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar:


a)
The college receives GPAT scholarship for students admitted to 


M.Pharma course by AICTE (Rs.8000/-p.m. to all GPAT qualified 


candidates).

b)
The college received a research grant of Rs.16.56 lakhs for a 
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       Department of Science and Technology (DST), Govt. of India project to


Dr.M.N.Noolvi (Principal Investigator) in 2008.


c)
Teaching faculty of this college receives international travel grant for 

attending conferences abroad by AICTE, DST, ICMR, PTU etc.


d)
The college receives funding for organizing Faculty development 


programs, seminars, workshops, and conferences through PTU and 

other Govt. bodies.

e) The college is regulated by the guidelines and enforcement of the governing guidelines laid down by Govt. of India (Directorate of Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh), AICTE, PCI and PTU, Jalandhar.



Therefore, it is mandatory for any Pharmacy College (Un-aided/ Aided/ Govt/University to strictly abide by their norms for faculty requirement, salary, EPF, leaves, infrastructure, facilities, transportation and so forth.

4.

In support of his averments, complainant placed a number of documents and submissions before the Commission and alleged that the said College comes under the domain of ‘public authority’ under section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and the College is under obligation to provide the information.
5.

On the other hand, Shri Rajnish Madhok, Legal Advisor on behalf of the respondent stated that whatever the complainant has submitted, he will like to take a copy of submissions/ documents adduced or produced by him before the Commission. Commission has directed the complainant to give a copy of all documents to him Respondent sought one adjournment to file rejoinder to the effect that respondent is no public authority.
6.

The case is adjourned to 06.02.2013 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings.  
7.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mob:94556-47658

Shri Kewal Singh,

S/o Shri Sajan Singh,

R/o Hedo Baet, PO:Chhorian,

Tehsil: Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.       
 
                                   …………Appellant

Versus 
Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) BDPO Machhiwara,
(ii) FAA-cum-DDPO Ludhiana.

                                
        ………...Respondent

AC-874/2012

ORDER

Present: 
Shri Varinder Chhibar, Advocate on behalf of the complainant in person.
`
    
Shri Gurcharan Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.



Counsel on behalf of the appellant stated that information has been delayed by about 4 months. Respondent should be issued a show cause notice to the respondent for delaying the information and they have violated the provisions of the RTI Act.
2.

I have gone through the application and considered the submissions made by the respondent. The delay caused is not mala fide and there is a procedural delay only. The complainant filed the RTI application on 4.4.2012 to the PIO O/o the BDPO Machhiwara and the respondent has to transfer the application to the concerned Sarpanch, i.e. custodian of the information and the first information/reply was given by the PIO on 3.5.2012 by registered post and the remaining information regarding NAREGA was provided to the complainant today in the Court. Thus, information stands supplied to him. No cause of action is left to proceed further in this case. 
3.

The case is hereby closed and disposed of.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

TATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs.Seema Rani,

W/o Shri Mukesh Kada,

R/o Market of Punjab Radio &

Watch Companies & Railway Road,

Sirhind, Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

                              …………Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (SE) Punjab, Department of Education,

Punjab School Education Board Bld., Mohali.
   

          …..…..Respondent
CC No.546 of 2012

ORDER

Present: 
Mrs.Seema Rani, complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.



None was present on behalf of the respondent on three consecutive dates of hearing, i.e. 13.09.2012, 5.11.2012, and today. 
2.

Complainant stated that she has already received information at points No.1 and 2 except points 3 and 4. On perusal of record, it transpires that regarding remaining information, the respondent office has replied that the same can be obtained from the concerned District Education Officer vide Memo No.24/24-Estt.2 (4), dated 11.7.2012. So far as the compensation is concerned, respondent is directed to pay the compensation amount to the complainant and copy of receipt thereof be sent to the Commission for record.

3.

With the above observation, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

TATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mob:98154-75345

Sh.Jaspal Singh Brar,

S/o Shri Surjit Singh Brar,

# 12, Street No.3, Ward No.2,

Prem Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.


                    
 
                                  ………Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University, Patiala.                                                            ………...Respondent
CC No.2172 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.



First, Notice was wrongly issued to the respondent by the Registry Branch and another notice was sent to the respondent (alongwith RTI application) on 19.11.2012 by registered post.  
2.

Complainant is absent without intimation. After hearing the counsel for the respondent and perusing the documents on record, it transpires that respondent has sent reply to the complainant stating that the information sought by the complainant is voluminous in nature and is not specific. As such, it is not obligatory on the part of the respondent to provide such information to him.
3.

I have gone through the RTI application. Complainant had sought information regarding all the advertisements for all posts in each and every department of University without any specification; I find no reason to disagree with the PIO. Accordingly, complainant may file a separate application to the respondent by specifying the information which he wanted to seek under the provisions of the RTI Act.
Cont…p/2
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3. 

Therefore, the complaint case is hereby closed and disposed of with the above observation.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sujinder  Singh, 

Assistant Professor (Pol Science),

Govt. Mahindra College, Patiala.
       
 
                                 ………Complainant
Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Higher

Education, Punjab,Mini Sectt.

Sector:9, Chandigarh.

                                                        ………...Respondent

CC No.2315/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant.

   
Mrs Harminder Kaur, Sr.Asstt. on behalf of the respondent



In compliance of the earlier order dated 22.11.2012, information has been sent to the complainant by speed post vide Memo No.14/72/12-2Edu.1/ dated 17.12.2012 and a copy of the same has been placed on file for Commission record. No cause of action is left to proceed further in the matter.
2. 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mob:98723-80582

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

S/o Shri Dalbara,

R/o Vill: Barna Kheri,

PO: Kurhali, Distt. Patiala.             
 
                       ……………Complainant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o SDO Panchayati Raj,

Nabha, District: Patiala.


                                       ………...Respondent

CC No.2069/2012

ORDER
Present: 
None for the complainant


    
Shri Vinod Kumar, Junior Assistant for the respondent



Respondent present stated that enquiry has not been completed yet by the enquiry officer (BDPO Sanour) and the information to this effect has been provided to the complainant vide Memo No.103, dated 2.7.2012. The respondent assured the Commission that the status of the enquiry will be supplied to him as and when the enquiry is completed in due course.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation. The case is hereby closed and disposed of with the above direction.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










        Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Mandeep Kumar,

S/o Shri Bishan Dass,

# 128, Mohalla Rahimpur,

District: Hoshiarpur.              

                                          …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (SE), Punjab, Department of Education,

Punjab School Education Board Complex, Mohali. 
                 …………..Respondent

CC No.359 of 2011

ORDER

Present: 
Shri Bishan Dass (Father) on behalf of the Complainant.


    
None for the respondent.


In compliance of the last order dated 5.11.2012, information has been provided to the complainant Shri Mandip Kumar by the Nodal PIO vide Memo No.NPIO/2012/359, dated 27.8.2012.

2. 

The information stands supplied to the complainant and he is satisfied with the same.

3. 

In view of the above,the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr.Bhupinder Singh,

# B-1/127/MCH, Gali Gobindgarh,

PO: Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur.                                            
     …………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o President, D.A.V. College,

Managing Committee,

Hoshiarpur.



                                                  ………...Respondent

CC No.2274 of 2012

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.



Dr.S.S.Sharma, APIO-cum-Associate Professor on behalf of the 


respondent.



Respondent present submitted that the similar information about the A/c No.4724000046 of Indian Bank has already been supplied to the complainant vide office letter No.17/CMC/2011dated 21.9.2011 in AC No.967 of 2011, in the court of  Hon’ble CIC on 9.2.2012. He further submitted that the said grant received from the DPI (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh, has been returned to the Department and the case has been cleared by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.3804 of 2009.
2.

In view of the above, information stands supplied. Complainant is absent without intimation. Hence, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










        Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Ranjit Singh,

S/o Shri Bikkar Singh,

Vill: Isra, PO: Amargarh,

Tehsil: Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur..
                    
 
                            ………Appellant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) BDPO Malerkotla-I,

(ii) FAA-cum-DDPO Sangrur.            
                                            ………...Respondent

AC-875/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.

    
Shri Baghel Singh, Vil. Dev. Organizer (Panchayat Secretary) for the 

respondent



Respondent appeared and submitted that information has been sent to the appellant by registered post and a copy of the same has been placed on Commission record. Respondent also produced original record before the Commission for perusal. Proof of registry with a copy of covering letter has also been placed on file for record.

2.

The appellant is not present today in the court. He had due and adequate notice of hearing through orders dated 8.11.2012, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same. 

3. 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                 State Information Commissioner

              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Charanjit Singh Gill,

# 11-Rose Avenue near

Officer Colony, Ferozepur

City- 152002.
                   
 
                                                    ………Complainant

Versus  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Cooperative

Societies, Punjab,

Sector:17-B, Chandigarh.                                                               ………...Respondent

CC No.1870/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant.

    
Shri Narinder Sareen, Superintendent, and Shri Davinder Singh, Senior 

Assistant for the respondent.
 

In compliance of the earlier order dated 8.11.2012, respondent has supplied the remaining information to the complainant on 24.12.2012 by registered post and a photocopy of the same has been placed on Commission record. Respondent also stated that he contacted complainant on phone and in reply he stated that he has received information is satisfied with the same.
2.

However, fax message has been received from the complainant today vide which he has stated that due to illness he is not able  to attend the hearing but he has not raised any issue regarding information supplied to him. 
There seems to be no reason to keep this case pending.

3.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                 State Information Commissioner

                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Ashok Kumar, S/o

Shri Mela Ram,

# 3416/12, Inside 

Hathi Gate, Amritsar.                                                                    …..….. …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o DEO (S) Amritsar. 





  …………….Respondent

CC No.1437/2012 

ORDER

Present: 
Sh.Ashok Kumar, Complainant in person


  
None on behalf of the respondent.


This case was last heard through video-conference on 2.8.2012 in which respondent was directed to provide legible copy of the information within two weeks. Accordingly, with this observation, the case was dispose of with the condition that if the complainant was not provided legible copy of the information within the prescribed time, he will have the liberty to approach the Commission for re-opening the case.
2.

Complainant approached the Commission again on 18.10.2012 with the complaint accompanying an IPO of Rs.10/-. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was served to the parties on 7.11.2012 by registered post.
3.

None on behalf of the respondent has appeared in the court today. Respondent is directed to supply the legible copy of the information to the complainant within a week. In case the PIO does not comply with the orders of the Commission, it will tantamount to denial of information, action will be taken under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.
4.

The case is adjourned to 21.01.2013 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                        (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 27.12.2012                                                 State Information Commissioner

