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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri O.P. Kharbanda

r/o #143, Boomika, 913/4,

Tagore Nagar-A, Ludhiana-141001.



      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Arya College, Maharishi Dayanand Marg,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority- 

Principal Arya College, Maharishi Dayanand Marg,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.





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

Appeal Case No. 2053  of 2013

Present:-
Shri O.P.Kharbanda complainant.



Shri Parveen Mayer, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The queries of the information-seeker dated 3.5.2013 relate to payment of Contributory Provident Fund (CPF), interest on gratuity and interest on leave encashment.  This is a matter between the employer and employee and the facts of the case are squarely covered by the authority of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Shri Girish Ramchandra Deshpande vs. Central Information Commissioner and others in SLP (Civil) No.27734 of 2012 decided on 3.10.2012.  The Right to Information Act, 2005 is not meant to settle service matters between the employers and employees. Nevertheless, the respondent in this case has furnished copies of all the correspondence made by them with the office of the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh on the issue of CPF, interest on gratuity and interest on leave encashment.  The respondent has also allowed the inspection of the relevant record.  I, therefore, do not find any merit in the appeal which was filed in the Commissionon20.9.2013 and close the same.
( R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Kumar Sharma, 

S/o Shri Ajmer Lal, Member RTI Activist Foundation Punjab, 

Ward No 2, VPO Ghagga, Tehsil Pattran , 

Dist Patiala-147102 M 9872484327



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police 

Patiala-147101






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

Complaint Case No.3561 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Varinder Kumar Sharma complainant in person.

HC Parveen Kumar alongwith ASI Manjit Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information furnished to him and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the complaint filed in the Commission on 3.10.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chaman Lal Goyal , Advocate, 

# 2123, Sector-27, Chandigarh. 




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt, of  Punjab, 

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, 

(Jails Branch) 8th Floor, Punjab civil Secretariat 

Chandigarh. 

First Appellant Authority, 

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt, of  Punjab, 

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, 

(Jails Branch) 8th Floor, Punjab civil Secretariat 

Chandigarh. 







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

Appeal Case No. 1981 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Ms. Veena Kumari, Superintendent alongwith Shri Harpal Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written explanation vide their No.1/304/2-13-1J/138311/1 dated 18.12.2013 explaining delay in furnishing of the information.  The respondent further pleads that the delay was not willful or intentional but occurred due to procedural reasons.
2.

The appellant had confirmed on the last date of hearing on 29.11.2013 that he has received the information though he had pointed out the delay.
3,

I have heard the respondent and gone through the record.  Given the circumstances of the present case, I do not deem it fit to impose any penalty on the PIO and close the present case filed in the Commission on 9.9.2013 with a word of caution that the statutory time limit provided under the Right to Information Act, 2005 should be strictly adhered to in all future cases.  

( R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Singla,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony ,

Sangrur.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Station House Officer ,

Dhuri , Sangrur.





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

Complaint Case No. 3336 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sham Lal Singla complainant in person.



ASI Major Singh on behlaf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Sham Lal Singla, the present complainant, has appeared in person and submitted that he has received the information to his satisfaction and he does not want to pursue the case which was filed in the Commission on 11.9.2013.  Hence, the case is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Naka No.7, Shri Darbar Sahib,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.






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

Complaint Case No. 3829 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaskaran Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has placed on record its written submissions vide their No.1231 dated 17.12.2013.
2.

The plea of the complainant, however, is that PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Sri Mukatsar Sahib had not answered his query at Sr. No.6 of his application dated 17.9.2013.  This query is reproduced below:-

“jVQK ftu pukn ekoiK bJh fe; fe; ezw s/ fezBk fezBk youk j'fJnk, t/otk ;fjs df;nk ikt/.  T[jBK EktK dk Bkw ns/ gsk th df;nk ikt/.”
3.

The PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Sri Mukatsar Sahib is, therefore, directed to respond to this query of the present complainant.
4.

To come up on 27.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, 

Kothi No.3402, Sector 71,

Ajitgarh.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

(Ludhiana Rural), Jagraon-142026.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

(Ludhiana Rural), Jagraon-142026.


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

Appeal Case No. 2285  of 2013

Present:-
Shri H.S. Hundal appellant in person.



ASI Rajinder Singh, P.S., Dakha on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Parties request for an adjournment, which is allowed.
2.

To come up on 27.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rinku Mahajan S/0 Shri Pal Masih

VPO-Kala  Afgala, Tehsil- Batala, Dist-Gurdaspur

Pin-143513
.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab State Power Corporation

Ltd, Verka, Dist- Amritsar.





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

Complaint Case No. 2786 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



None on behlaf of the respondent. 

ORDER



In this case, notice was issued to the parties and one Shri Vijay Kumar, Sub Divisional Officer (East), PSPCL (East) had appeared on behalf of the respondent on 26.8.2013.  The plea taken by the respondent was that information-seeker had sought third party information of his brother namely Shri Saleem Masih who has objected to giving of his personal details.  The plea of the respondent was that no public cause or issue or interest has been pleaded or brought on the record by the complainant.  Hence, the information was denied. Subsequently on 22.10.2013, the complainant was apprised of the stand of the respondent.  However, when the case was adjourned to 31.10.2013, 20.11.2013, 29.11.2013 and then to 19.12.2013, the complainant neither appeared nor brought on record what public interest or cause would be served by disclosure of personal information of a third party.  Enough opportunities have been given to the complainant.  On the last date of hearing, it was specifically mentioned that it would be the last opportunity.  In view of this, I close the present complaint case, which was filed in the Commission on 25.7.2013.
( R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




   Punjab
