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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ralia Ram, 36 –B, Kangra Colony, 

Near Partap School, Amritsar. 




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of  Medical Education and Research, 

Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.

FAA- o/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of  Medical Education and Research, 

Mini Sectt., Chandigarh. 




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

AC No.   486      of 2012

Present:-
Shri Saurav Khurana advocate on behalf of the appellant.


Dr. R.K. Gupta, Nodal Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that copies of the proceedings of the Departmental Promotion Committee (DPC) dated 23.9.2011 and 31.10.2011 were furnished to the information-seeker by the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Medical Education and Research, Chandigarh.  Copies of agenda-notes of the meeting of DPC have now been furnished to the representative of the appellant.  The representative of the appellant requests that he may be allowed one adjournment to peruse the information given by the respondent. Therefore, one adjournment is allowed.
2.

To come up on 30.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh, S/o Jasbir Singh, 

C-18, GaliNo. 3, Officers Colony, Sangrur 


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

Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Vice Chancellor, Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot







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

CC No.  858     of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Nirmal Singh, Data Entry Operator on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply and further states that the RTI request dated 16.2.2012 was received in the University on 21.2.2012 and reply with information was sent to the complainant vide University’s letter No.10-BFUHS (RTI)-31/12) 5427 dated 15.3.2012.  The complainant is absent without intimation.  His absence implies that he is satisfied with the information furnished to him by the University.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. D.S.Rana, House No.809, 

Sector -7, Panchkula -134109




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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh

FAA- o/o Markfed, Punjab, Sector-35-B,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.   487      of 2012

Present:-
Shri D.S. Rana appellant in person.



Shri Rjesh Kumar, Programmer, ERP Section on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellants submits that he has received the information except for copy of what he calls “White Paper On Wheat Storage”.  As per his version, a White Paper was presented to the Board of Directors of Markfed between the period 2002 to 2004.  
2.

The respondent shall confirm, if such a white paper was presented to the Board of Directors and the information-seeker be furnished a copy of the same. With this direction, the appeal case is closed.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Prof.Harnek Singh, House No. 127,

Phase –II Urban Estate, Patiala. 



     

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.

FAA- o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.







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

AC No.   491     of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-University.

ORDER



The University has sent a reply to the information-seeker vide its letter No.1218 dated 19.03.2012, a copy of which has been placed on record of the case by the University, received in the Commission vide diary No.7128 dated 7.5.2012.

2.

The information-seeker is absent without intimation.  He may file his objection, if any, to the reply given by the University before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 29.5.2012 at 3.30 P.M.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Manmohan Sood, House No. 97-C,

Rattan Nagar, Tripuri, Patiala-147001 




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


Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala

FAA- o/o Punjabi University,

Patiala








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

AC No.   506      of 2012

Present:-
Shri Manmohan Sood appellant in person.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-University.

ORDER



The respondent has furnished the information vide letter No.1675 dated 12.4.2012.  The appellant, however, has pointed out deficiencies in the information pertaining to Sr. Nos. 2, 4 and 5.  
2.

Point No.2 of the queries of the information-seeker pertains to marks awarded to the successful candidates.  In case separate marks have been awarded for experience the details be given.  As regards query at Sr. No. 4, copy of waiting list if prepared by the University shall be provided to the appellant. Regarding point at Sr. No.5, the information-seeker has raised certain questions, which may not be strictly within the definition of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However, the information-seeker has pointed out non-disclosure of the names of the selected candidates on the website of the University.  Section 4 of the Act ibid provides suo-moto disclosure by public authorities and the University, as a public authority, is bound to follow the transparency standards.
3.

The respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies.

4.

The appellant has also alleged delay in furnishing of the information for which the respondent-PIO may file his explanation before the next date of hearing and may appear in person if he wants to avail an opportunity of personal hearing on that date as to why penalty under Section 20 of the Act ibid  should not be imposed for the delay beyond 30 days in providing the information.

5.

To come up on 23.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  





          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jagat Singh, I.P.S,House No.–B-3 /MCH/235,

Near bahadurpur Chowk , Opposite Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College, 

Hoshiarpur. 







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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Guru Nanak Dev university, Amritsar.

FAA- o/o Guru Nanak Dev university, Amritsar 

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

AC No.  496 of 2012
Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent-University.

ORDER



To come up on 29.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 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, APIO, Department of Local Government on behalf of the respondent No: 1 and 2.

ORDER


The respondent submits that the appellant had sent certain written objections/request for clarifications which was received in the office of the respondent only on 7.5.2012. Therefore, the respondent was not able to prepare his response and requests for  an adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 18.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  .




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Harsimran Singh, 

VPO Daun, District Mohali-140301.




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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

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

SCO 87, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.

FAA-the Director, Research & Medical Education, Punjab,

SCO 87, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.




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

AC No.  231  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Ms. Gurinder Kaur, Nodal Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.27 dated 9.5.2012-seeking exemption from personal appearance of Dr. A.S.Thind, Director Research and Medical Education.  The respondent further submits that the information stands furnished to the appellant by registered post, who has not filed any objection.  Therefore, it is pleaded that the present case may be closed. 
2.

Absence of the appellant and non-submission of any objection only implies that he is satisfied with the information.  Hence, the case is closed.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Chand, #DF-335, Ram Nagar,

Pathankot-145001.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.

FAA- the Principal, SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.-------------Respondents.

AC No. 290 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Prem Chand appellant in person


Shri Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER




I have heard the parties on the limited issue whether the respondent is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

To come up on 17.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravi Ranjan Parsad, 63,

Defence Colony, Chatwal,

Pathankot-145001.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.

FAA- the Principal, SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.  -------------Respondents.

AC No. 294 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Ravi Ranjan Parshad appellant in person.



Shri Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate for the respondent-college.

ORDER


The respondent submits that they have submitted complete information.  2.

The appellant submits that he  is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  Hence, the present appeal case is closed.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  .




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anoop Singh, #228-A, Ward NO.14,

Gali No.2, Basant Colony,

Pathankot-145001.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.

FAA- the Principal, SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.  -------------Respondents.

AC No. 295 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Prem Chand on behalf of the appellant. 



Shri Sameer Sachdeva, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER




I have heard the parties on the limited issue whether the respondent is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

To come up on 17.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Sharma, Advocate, Cabin No.105,

SCO-1940195, Sector 5, Panchkula.



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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Dev Samaj College for Women, Ferozepur.

FAA-Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh. -------------Respondents.

AC No. 276  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Arvind Advocate on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The counsel for the appellant submits a written reply as to the status of the respondent as a public authority. The respondent is absent today without intimation.  
2.

No reply has been received from the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh as to whether any grant-in-aid is being given to Dev Samaj College for Women, Ferozepur  by the Government of the Punjab.  A copy of this order shall once again be sent for his report before 29.5.2012.
3.

The case is adjourned to 29.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



Punjab
CC
The Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh for report.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nand Kishore s/o Shri Hans Raj,

r/o SCF No.101, New Grain Market, Sangrur.

      -------------Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Manager, 

Punjab Agro Food Grain Corporation Ltd., Sangrur.

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

CC No. 3206 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Nand Kishore complainant in person.



Ms. Santosh Sharma, Executive II on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 17.4.2012, the respondent was directed to give clarifications on two issues pertaining to Sr. No.2 and 4 of the queries of the information-seeker.  The respondent, however, has not filed any reply. It is therefore, a fit case to award a compensation of Rs.500/- to the complainant.

2.

As regards query at Sr. No. 2, it is once again clarified that the respondent shall furnish copies of the receipts for the year 2009-10, which may have been given by rice-shellers in respect of old and new Bardana issued to them for storage of paddy. Similarly as regards query at Sr. No.4, the respondent shall confirm whether there are any instructions regarding time period within which the milling incharge of the respondent-Punjab Agro Food Corporation shall furnish the receipts given by the millers regarding total storage of paddy in their mills.
3.

To come up on 17.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







       ( R.I. Singh)

May 09, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



Punjab
