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

Shri Y.S. Rana,

16, Link Nagar, Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary Athletics, Punjab,

368, JP Nagar, Jalandhar.

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

CC No. 75 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Y.S. Rana complainant in person.



Shri  Kanwaljit Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent, on the last date of hearing had taken the plea that the Secretary Athletics Association, Punjab is a registered Society and does not receive any grant from the Government.  

2.

The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing.  Today, however, he has appeared and stated that the Secretary, Athletics Punjab receives fund from the Government.  The complainant has also placed on record his written submissions.  Let him adduce evidence on the point that the respondent is a public authority. He requests for one adjournment to prove this issue, which is allowed. The case is adjourned to 18.3.2011.

2.

To come up on 18.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M.






      



    
(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011





Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab

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

Shri Y.S. Rana,

16, Link Nagar, Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar.


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





Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o the  President, Kho-Kho (Punjab)

c/o District Sports Officer, Patiala (Pb.)


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

CC No.  74  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Y.S. Rana complainant in person.


Shri Upkar Singh, Kho-Kho Coach on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent, on the last date of hearing had taken the plea that Kho-Kho Association, Punjab is a registered Society and does not receive any grant from the Government.  
2.

The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing.  Today, however, he has appeared and stated that Kho-Kho Association receives fund from the Government.  The complainant has also placed on record his written submissions.  However, let him adduce evidence on the point that the respondent is a public authority. He requests for one adjournment to prove this issue. The case is adjourned to 18.3.2011.
2.

To come up on 18.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M.






      



    
(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011.





Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S.K. Khosla,  Kothi No.2870,

Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Engineer (Drainage),

Irrigation Works, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA-Chief Engineer (Drainage),

Irrigation Works, Punjab, Chandigarh.



    _______ Respondents

AC No.915 of 2010

Present:-
Shri  S.K. Khosla appellant in person.

Shri Harjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has given his explanation vide No.1031-32/5 Floods dated 28.2.2011, a copy of which has been given to the appellant, who wants time to file his rejoinder/replication.
2.

To come up on 21.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr. Pardeep Dutta s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,

r/o A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi-110048.




_______ Complainant

Vs.

The PIO/Inspector General of Police (Hqrs),

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh-160017.


 
       
           ______ Respondents

CC No.2554 of 2010

Present:-
Dr. Pardeep Dutta complainant in person.



Inspector Balbir Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



This case has been reopened on the request of the complainant, who alleges that the information furnished to him is deficient in respect of reply given to his queries at Sr.No.2 and 5 of the application dated 29.6.2010.  For the sake of clarity both these queries are reproduced below:-
“2.
Name and designation and office address and office tel. Nos. of all officers who have seen the complaint till now.

5.
Names of officers, designation, office address who is responsible for attending to the type of complaint referred to above.”
2.

Further the complainant says that the matter has been delayed by the office of the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh inordinately and therefore, action should be taken under Section 19(8)(b) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

Let the respondent file a written response to this with a copy to the complainant.

4.

To come up on 25.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




          Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Savita d/o Shri Raj Kumar

Village Mohan Ke Uatadu, Tehsil Jalalabad,

District Ferozepur-152022.






      -------------Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Education Officer (E), Ferozepur.

FAA-Circle Education Officer, Faridkot.




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

AC No.  9  of 2011
Present:-
Ms. Savita appellant in person.

Shri Devi Parshad, APIO/District Education Officer, Ferozepur alongwith Shri Ashok Chawla, APIO/Circle Education Officer, Faridkot on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent is unable to adequately address the queries.  Let Shri Subhash Khunger/PIO appear in person and file a written reply in response to the present appeal.

2.

Issue notice to the District Education Officer, Ferozepur, who is the first appellate authority.

3.

To come up on 21.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Baldev Krishan, H.No.1117,

Ward No.4, Dutt Road, Moga-142001.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.

FAA- The Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.   



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

AC No. 6  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
H.C. Jaspal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information-seeker was duly informed vide letter No.705/RTI-1 dated 23.8.2010 to deposit the required fee.  Subsequent to his compliance, the information was duly furnished.

2.

Since the information-seeker is absent without intimation, the case is adjourned to 18.3.2011 to enable him to confirm that he has received the information to his satisfaction.

3.

To come up on 18.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M. The respondent is exempted from appearance on that date.









(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, President,

Voice of Indian Community Empowerment,

Opp. Tehsil Office, Lehra Gaga-148031.



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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Baba Hira Singh Bhattal Institute of Engineering and Technology,

Sunam Road, Sangrur.






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

CC No.  359  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla complainant in person.

Shri Devinder Kumar Sethi, Assistant Professor-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has asked for information by way of photocopies of appointment of clerks, teachers, lecturers, class-IV employees, their eligibility certificates, educational certificates, copies of all publications/papers, balance-sheets of the institute, photocopies of funds received by the college, copies of log-books of all vehicles etc. etc.

2.

This is very voluminous information.  The issue was resolved as the parties have agreed that the complainant will visit the office of the respondent-institute on 15.3.2011.  The relevant record may be inspected by him and thereafter copies of the record identified by him may be provided to him after observing due procedure as laid down under the Right to Information Law including under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

To come upon 6.4.2011 at 10.30 A.M.  









(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Nisheeth Khanna,

#1211, Sector 42-B, Chandigarh-160036.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

FAA-Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.



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

AC No. 115  of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Rajinder Kumar, clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In response to the query dated 29.3.2010, the respondent had sent a reply vide No. PTU/PIO/21388 dated 30.11.2010 and thereafter, a clarification was given vide No. PTU/PIO/22220 dated 14.12.2010.  Today, the respondent has placed on record a photocopy of letter No.PTU/DR/PIO/11 dated 28.2.2011 addressed to the information-seeker.
2.

From the perusal of the above communications, it appears that the respondent has been answering the queries of the information-seeker, who, however, is absent without intimation.  To give her one opportunity to confirm that she is satisfied with the information furnished to her, the case is adjourned to 18.3.2011.
3.

To come up on 18.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M.  The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on that date.









(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sohan Singh r/o VPO Dadu Majra,

Near Ex.Bhag Singh Sarpanch, U.T. Chandigarh-160014.

      -------------Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Auditor, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Chief Auditor, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh.
     -------------Respondents.

AC No.  121  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Sohan Singh appellant in person.

Shri Baljit Singh, Additional Chief Auditor-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has placed on record an endorsement No.79/RTI/S-9/2011/1842 dated 28.2.2011 addressed to Shri Sohan Singh, appellant.  The respondent has further pleaded that in response to the request dated 21.9.2010 for information a reply was, in fact, given on 20.10.2010.

2.

During the course of hearing, the appellant expresses his satisfaction with the information furnished to him.  The respondent-department had sent a reply within 30 days and it has further clarified the position during the course of hearing of the present case. The appellant is fully satisfied.  Accordingly, the appeal case is closed. 









(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarlochan Singh, HL-168, Jamalpur Colony,

Ludhiana-141010.







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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

FAA- the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

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

AC No.  122     of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Tarlochan Singh appellant in person.

Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO (Hqrs.) on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.5786 dated 28.2.2011.  During the hearing, it transpires that the information-seeker had submitted two applications both of dated 3.4.2010 to the PIO/Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  The above letter No.5786 dated 28.2.2011 of the respondent pertains to the second application of the information-seeker dated 3.4.2010 whereas in the present Appeal Case, it is his first application, which is under consideration.

2.

A copy of the application dated 3.4.2010, which is the subject matter of the appeal case was given to the respondent, who may now file his reply/rejoinder.

3.

To come up on 21.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M. 









(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrik Singh, #26/100, J-Block,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana.






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




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o Sutlej Club, Rakhbagh, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana-141001.







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

CC No.  368    of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent club.  The complainant has sent a written submission seeking adjournment.  Issue fresh notice to the parties for 24.3.2011.

2.

To come up on 24.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Major Singh s/o Shri Narain Singh,

Village Banwala, P/o Dutal, Tehsil Patran,

District Patiala.









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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Cooperation, Chandigarh.

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

CC No.  365     of 2011

Present:-
Shri Major Singh complainant in person.

Shri Gurmeet Singh, Senior Assistant  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the query of the information-seeker dated 20.11.2010 was duly responded to conveying him that his service-book is under reconstruction.
2.

During the hearing, a fresh response was given by the respondent stating that the employee had served at number of places. His service book in respect of his posting at Jalandhar had since been reconstructed but the period of his service at Patiala, Nabha and Samana is yet to be updated.  The respondent further states that it will take one month to complete this exercise.

3.

On a specific query whether any case has been filed or inquiry is being conducted regarding who lost the service book, the respondent states that an inquiry is being conducted by the Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies,  Patiala.  This inquiry should be completed at an early date and responsibility fixed.  

4.

Since the queries of the complainant have been answered, the present complaint case is closed.









(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. K.S.Gill, #10, Rose AVenua,

Backside Officers Colony, Ferozepur 152002.



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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.








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

CC No. 363      of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Mrs.  Geeta Sanghar, PIO   on behalf of the Principal, S.D. College for Women, Sultanpur Lodhi, District Kapurthala.
ORDER



In this case, it appears that notice was issued to the PIO/Principal, S.D. College for Women, Sultanpur Lodhi, District Kapurthala who has submitted that a reply was sent to the information-seeker vide letter No.SDC/17869/11 dated 21.2.2011 conveying that the request for information does not relate to the college, but to the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.   The PIO/SD College for Women submits that they have no objection if the information–seeker wants to inspect the record of the college.  However, the complainant wants to inspect the record of the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  Issue fresh notice to the parties i.e. complainant and PIO/Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh for 21.3.2011.

3.

To come up on 21.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M.










(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J.S. Sandhu, H.No.22486, St. NO.12,

Bhegu Road, Bathinda.





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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o  The Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

FAA- Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.



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

AC No. 120  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk  on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



The respondent who has appeared in another case bearing No.AC-115/2011 states that he had not received any notice in respect of the present case.  The appellant is absent without intimation.  A copy of the appeal filed in the present case alongwith its enclosure had been given to the respondent with the direction to file his rejoinder.

2.

To come up on 18.3.2011 at 10.30 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

March 1, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

