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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh Kang, Engineer, 

Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Morinda, District Rupnagar.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kharar.

FAA-District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali.

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

AC No. 904  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Sucha Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

Order



The respondent states that the information on two issues as detailed in the order of this Commission has been brought by him for delivering to the appellant, who, however, is absent today without any intimation.

2.

The respondent is directed to send this information to the appellant under registered cover on the given address of the appellant.  With this direction, the case is closed.  The appellant may, however,  also confirm in writing in due course that he has received the information.










(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, Hoshiarpur-146001 (Punjab).


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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.
     




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

AC No. 964  of 2011

Present:-
Dr. Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the Directorate of Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh even though on the last date of hearing on 14.11.2011 while adjourning the case in the absence of the PIO, he was called upon to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed.  In addition, a compensation of Rs.500/- was directed to be paid by the respondent-public authority. A copy of this order dated 14.11.2011 sent to the respondent-PIO has not been returned by the postal authority and therefore, it is presumed that it was duly received by the respondent-PIO.  Non furnishing of the information and no response to the order dated 14.11.2011 amounts to is willful denial of the information within the meaning of Section 20 of the Act ibid by the PIO.  The appellant, however, has not been able to furnish the name of the PIO.  Therefore, a copy of the order shall be endorsed to the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh by name. with the direction to furnish the name of the PIO and also to comply with the order dated 14.11.2011.

2.

To come up on 9.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

CC

The Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh by name.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, Hoshiarpur-146001 (Punjab).


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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.



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

AC No. 965  of 2011

Subject:-
Dr. Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education.  Issue fresh endorsement of the order to the PIO, with the direction to file his reply before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for hearing on 9.2.2012.

2.

To come up on 9.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

CC

The Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, Hoshiarpur-146001 (Punjab).



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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o DAV College Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur.

FAA- DAV College Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur.


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

AC No. 966  of 2011

Subject:-
Dr. Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO o/o DAV College Hoshiarpur.

2.

The appellant submits that notice should be issued to the Chairman, DAV College Managing Committee, Arya Samaj Road, Hoshiarpur. The case is accordingly adjourned to 9.2.2012 with the direction that fresh notice be issued to the PIO and President-cum-First Appellate Authority, DAV College Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur.  The respondent may file rejoinder to the direction given by the Commission on 14.11.2011.

3.

To come up on 9.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

CC

The Chairman,

DAV College Managing Committee, 

Arya Samaj Road, Hoshiarpur.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, Hoshiarpur-146001 (Punjab).



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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o DAV College, Hoshiarpur.

FAA- DAV College, Hoshiarpur.





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

AC No. 967  of 2011

Subject:-
Dr. Bhupinder Singh appellant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On 3.11.2011 none had appeared on behalf of the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.  Therefore, the PIO was called upon to show cause why he should not be proceeded against under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  He was further directed to ensure that the information sought by the complainant should be furnished to him in accordance with the provisions of Act ibid.

2.

However, none has appeared today, As  a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to 9.2.2012.  It is made clear that if the PIO fails to file any reply, exparte decision will be taken.

3.

To come up on 9.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Munish Kumar Seth s/o Shri Sudesh Kumar,

Near Main Post Office, Dhuri, District Sangrur.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot-151203.






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

CC No. 1860 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Munish Kumar Seth complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the PIO/Baba Farid University of Health Science, 
Faridkot.

2.

The information-seeker submits a written petition raising fresh issues to the effect that Christian Medical College, Ludhiana is receiving monitory benefits from the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana in its legal capacity as a charitable trust.  It has further been pleaded that the Governing Body of the Christian Medical College includes the Director Research and Medical, Govt of Punjab, Chandigarh,  Director Health Services, Government of Punjab, Director General of Health Services, Government of India, Nursing Advisor, Government of India as members.  It is pleaded by the complainant that even if Christian Medical College is held to be a private trust, the composition of the Governing Body is such that Government organizations exercise control over it. In any case Government bodies can access the information through their respective officials on the Governing Body under Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The plea of the complainant is that this would make the Christian Medical College a public authority.

2.

It is further pleaded by the complainant that CMC receives grant- in-aid from the National Commission under the Minorities Act, 2004.  The College is exempted from payment of certain taxes.  It draws financial benefits as a minority and charitable institution.  Therefore it would be covered under Section 2(h) and 2 (f) of the Act ibid.

2.

Considering the plea of the complainant, I find that it is a fit case to issue a notice to the Principal, Christian Medical College and Hospital, Ludhiana to file his reply/rejoinder as to why the Christian Medical College, Ludhiana should not be treated as a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Act ibid.










(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

CC

The Principal, Christian Medical College and Hospital, 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127/MCH,

Gali Gobindgarh, Hoshiarpur-146001.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.






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

CC No. 2888 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Bhupinder Singh complainant in person. 


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



On 3.11.2011 none had appeared on behalf of the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.  Therefore, the PIO was called upon to show cause why he should not be proceeded against under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  He was further directed to ensure that the information sought by the complainant should be furnished to him in accordance with the provisions of Act ibid.

2.

However, none has appeared today.  As a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to 9.2.2012.  It is made clear that if the PIO fails to file any reply,  exparte decision will be taken.

3.

To come up on 9.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Parvinder Pal Singh Bawa, #4681,

Sector 70, SAS Nagar, Mohali.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab State Cooperative Bank Ltd., SCO No.175-187, 

Sector 34, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Punjab State Cooperative Bank Ltd., SCO No.175-187, 
Sector 34, Chandigarh.





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

AC No. 914 of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Parvinder Pal Singh Bawa appellant in person.



Shri Raj Kumar, Manager on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that LPA No.1022 of 2011 is still pending before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and is now listed for hearing on 31.1.2012.  The Hon’ble High Court, in the meantime, has also restrained the State Information Commission, Punjab from imposing any penalty.

2.

The case is adjourned to 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 











              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Shashi Bala w/o Shri Pardeep Kumar Gupta,

Human Rights Safety Council, 100, Industrial Area-A,

Ludhiana.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Ludhiana Aggarwal Cooperative Societies Ltd.,

Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.





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

CC No.2933 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Deepak Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The counsel for the respondent submits that it is not a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005 as it is a private cooperative society.  

2.

None has appeared on behalf of the complainant.  

3.

To come up for arguments on 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Kiran Patel w/o Shri Amar Nath,

Pati Bahoudipur, VPO Virk (Via Phagwara),

Tehsil Phillaur, District Jalandhar-144632.



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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Lovely Professional University, Jalandhar.

FAA- The Vice Chancellor, Lovely Professional University, Jalandhar.
      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 938  of 2011

Present:-
Mr. Amarnath on behalf of the appellant.



Shri G.S. Jagpal, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Parties’ request for an adjournment. It is allowed as a last opportunity making it clear that no further time will be allowed.

2.

To come up on 2.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjodh Singh s/o Shri Raj Kumar,

r/o Sloh, Tehsil and District Una, 

Himachal Pradesh-177209.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Forest Officer, Hoshiarpur

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Forest Officer, Rupnagar.


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

AC No. 630 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Ranjodh Singh appellant in person.

Shri Harjinder Singh, Deputy DFO, Hoshiarpur alongwith Mrs. Parkash Kaur, Superintendent  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that he has received the information after the department completed the service-book.  He further states that he does not want to pursue the present appeal.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sital Singh Tiwana, #1828-C,

Randhawa Road, Kharar-140301.



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





                    Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University (Colleges Section)

Patiala.







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

CC No. 2240 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The University has sent a written reply vide letter No.442 alongwith enclosures of the information.

2.

The counsel for the respondent-University submits that the entire information stands furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant.  He, therefore, pleads that the complaint case should be closed as no cause of action has been left.

3.

Accepting the plea of the respondent, I order closure of the case.










(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Jaskaran Singh Sidhu, W. No.16, 

Mohalla Rdharka, Mansa-151505.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.




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

CC No. 2112 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the complainant.  

2.

The respondent places on record letter No.4338 dated 21.11.2011 and states that the entire information has been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant.  Accordingly, I order the closure of the case.









              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpiar Singh Bhatti, #372,

Anand Nagar-A, Tripuri Town, Patiala.



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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Health Services and Family Welfare, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.





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

CC No.  2487 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Gurpiar Singh complainant in person.

Dr. Purshotam Goyal, PIO/Civil Surgeon, Patiala, Dr. V.K. Khullar, PIO/Civil Surgeon, Mansa, Shri Rajinder Kumar, Junior Assistant & Shri Balbir Singh, Senior Assistant/ DH &FW, Punjab, Chandigarh. and Shri Rakesh Kumar, Computer Operator/Civil Surgeon, Bhatinda, on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



PIO/Chief Medical Officer, Bhatinda gave letters Nos.15/3/1/2012 and RTI/2011-13 both dated 3.1.2012 alongwith copies of some other documents to the complainant.  
2.

So far as the Chief Medical Officer, Patiala is concerned, the information-seeker is working in this office at present.  The plea of the PIO is that most of the information has been given. Clarification, if any, can be obtained by the information-seeker for which Shri Purshotam Goyal/PIO undertakes to do the needful.

3.

The complainant  had also forwarded a letter dated 24.10.2011 to the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh summarizing various issues which are pending with the different Chief Medical Officer’s offices in the State.  The Directorate will coordinate with the concerned Chief Medical Officers and ensure that the concerned public authorities furnish this information to the complainant within a period of one month.  With this direction, the case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amanveer Singh,c/o M/s S.S. Sadana,

Opp. Baba Deep Singh Colony,

I/s Chattiwind Gate, Amritsar-143001.



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





              Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Technical University, 

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar.




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

CC No.  2548 of 2011

Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Shri  Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


The respondent produces a copy of a receipt given by Shri Amanveer Singh on 17.10.2011 stating that he has received photocopies of answer-sheets.  The respondent, therefore, pleads that the case may be closed.  He further clarifies that delay in this case was due to non-payment of requisite fee to obtain copies by the information-seeker.  As soon as he deposited the requisite fee as required under the Rules, the information was provided.

2.

The complainant is absent without any intimation.  Considering the plea of the respondent and taking note of the photocopy of receipt given by the complainant, I order the closure of the present case.








              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S.P. Verma, #143, N.M.S. Colony,

Patiala-147004.







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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.

FAA-Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala.



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

AC No.  781  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


The respondent places on record letter No.4898 dated 26.12.2011 stating that the information has been furnished to Shri S.P. Verma-the present appellant vide letter No.3843 dated 17.10.2011 free of cost.  
2.

None is present on behalf of the appellant. 

3.

In view of the written submission of the respondent that information has been furnished free of cost, the complaint case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

House No.397, Sector 9, Panchkula.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, 

Guru Gobind Singh College of Engineering and Technology,

Mansal-Sardulgarh Road, Talwandi Sabo, (Bhatinda).

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

CC No.  702     of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri B.S.Thind,  Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had furnished the information but the complainant had pleaded that there are deficiencies in the information.  Therefore, the complainant was asked to specify the discrepancies and the case was adjourned to 5.12.2011.

2.

The complainant today, however, has sent a written request that he is unable to attend the Court due to illness.  However, he has not filed any petition specifying the alleged discrepancies in the information, which had been supplied to him.  As a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 13.1.2012 at 3.30 P.M.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

H.No.397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9, Panchkula.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/othe Managing Director, 

Adesh Institute of Medical Science and Research,

Barnala Highway, Bathinda (Punjab).



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

CC No. 1312  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Dharam Chand, Clerk o/o Shri Sukhdeep Singh Brar, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 31.12.2011, the complainant had sought one adjournment to peruse the reply given by the respondent.  The complainant however today has again requested for an adjournment due to ill health.  Adjournment is allowed as a last opportunity.

2.

To come up on 13.1.2012 at 3.30 P.M.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Advocate, 

Chamber No.339, 3rd Floor, Lawyers’ Chambers,

New Judicial Court Complex, Ludhiana.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Revenue Officer, Ludhiana.



   -------------Respondent.
CC No. 2491 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Harminder Singh Sandhu, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a fax message received vide diary No.162 dated 4.1.2012 that  he has still not received the information.

2.

The respondent, however, places on record, a letter No.4/Reader/RTI dated 3.1.2012, which is addressed to Shri Jaswinder Singh with an endorsement to the Commission.  As per this letter, a copy of Intkal No.926 of village Birmi has been sent to the complainant on 3.1.2012, which obviously he would have not received today.

3.

Let the complainant confirm that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  The respondent, however, is exempted from further appearance in this case and if required a fresh notice will be issued.

4.

To come up on 22.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, 

Advocate, H.No.397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9,

Panchkula.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Gian Sagar College, Chandigarh-Patiala Road,

Banur, District SAS Nagar.





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

CC No. 57 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


None is present. The complainant today, however, has sent a request that he is unable to attend the Court due to illness.  As a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 13.1.2012 at 3.30 P.M.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Balwinder Kaur, W/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

VPO Daulatpur Neewan,

Tehsil and Distt. Moga-142048.






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





 

Vs. 

The Public Information Officer
o/o  the Director Agriculture Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.


FAA-the Director Agriculture Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.




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

AC No.  812    of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Prtipal Singh, Chief Inspector (Fertilizer) alongwith Shri D.P. Mangla,



Senior Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record memo No.1080 dated 30.12.2011 alongwith its enclosures.

2.

The respondent further states that an Inquiry was conducted by the Joint Director (Admn.) –Shri Tarsem Singh.

3.

A copy of memo No.1080 dated 30.12.2011 alongwith its enclosures shall be furnished to the appellant who is absent today.  This information shall be sent by registered post on the given address of the appellant within 15 days of this order.  With this direction, the case is closed.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajmer Singh, S/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

R/o Village & PO Kalyan, Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Managing Director, 

Punjab State Cooperative Agriculture Development Bank Ltd.,

SCO 53-54, Sector-17-B, Chandigarh.



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

CC No.  2637   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Kaka Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Varinder Singh, Assistant General Manager on behalf of the respondent-department alongwith Shri B.S. Sehra, Advocate.
ORDER



The respondent-P.A.D.B. Malerkotla submits a written statement, a copy of which has been handed over to the complainant.

2.

During the hearing, the counsel for the respondent-bank states that in this case an inquiry was conducted by Internal Vigilance Wing on the directions of SADB, Punjab, Chandigarh and certain employees of the bank were found guilty.  Keeping in view the plea of the present information-seeker that he never received any loan amount and that this amount was probably misappropriated by the concerned employees of the bank, a copy of the inquiry report of the Internal Vigilance is handed over to the complainant in my presence.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.
       (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajiv Lohatbaddi Advocate s/o Late Sh. Baru Ram,

r/o House No.-72-B Professor Colony, 

PO Punjabi University,

Opposite Punjabi University, Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Pakhowal, Tehsil & District-Ludhiana.



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

CC No. 2121  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Rajiv Lohat Baddi complainant in person.

Shri Surinderjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent-department alongwith Shri Arvind Singh on behalf of Sarpanch, Panchayat. Hargobind Nagar Colony,
ORDER


The respondent-Shri Surinderjit Singh Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Hargobind Colony has passed on additional information to the complainant.  He also submits a copy of letter No.2654 dated 28.11.2011 written by the Block Development and Panchayat Officer to the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana seeking a copy of Punjab Government order regarding creation of new panchayat of Hargobind Nagar Colony by division of village Chhappar.  The plea of the respondent is that this record is only available at Government level.  Therefore, the respondent has requested the DDPO through BDPO to pass on this information directly to the complainant.
2.

Shri Surinderjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary has also brought on record a copy of letter No.2654 dated 28.11.2011 regarding a DDR filed by Shri Sushil Kumar, Member Panchayat regarding missing record.  The plea of the Secretary Panchayat is that only Sarpanch can explain why he handed over the record toShri Sushil Kumar, Member Panchayat and under what circumstances this record was lost.

3.

The case is adjourned to 21.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Verma, R/o House No. 1256,

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.





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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer
o/o Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

FAA-Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.


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

AC No.  821  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Suresh Mahajan, Joint Registrar (Protocol) –cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record, a copy of letter addressed to Shri Sanjeev Verma on 17.11.2011 in compliance with the directions of this Commission’s order dated 18.10.2011.  The respondent submits that with this, complete record as available with the public authority has been furnished to the appellant.  Therefore, the present case should be closed.

2.

The appellant is absent without any intimation.  Since directions of this Commission dated 18.10.2011 have been complied with, no further cause of action is left.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.









(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Kumar Gupta, Gupta Home,

Near Post Office, Bassi Pathana-140412.

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





                    Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University (Colleges Section)

Patiala.






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

CC No. 2238 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record letter No.4425 dated 28.11.2011 alongwith its enclosures.  It is further stated by the counsel that the information stands furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant, who, however, is absent today without intimation.  Accepting the plea of the respondent, I close the case.










(R.I. Singh)
Dated: 04.01.2012.





Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Jaskarn Singh, Ward No. 16, 

Mohalla Radhika, Mansa-151505 (Punjab).


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala.


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

CC No.  2431  of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the complainant.  

2.

The respondent places on record letter No.4334 dated 21.11.2011 enclosing a copy of the letter dated 8332 dated 14.10.2011.  It is however submitted by the respondent that the entire information has been furnished. Therefore he seeks closures of the case.  Accepting the plea of the respondent, I order the closure of the case.









              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwant Singh Grewal,

H.No.469, Sector 37-A, Chandigarh-160036.


……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager, Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., 
Ludhiana.







……………....Respondent

CC-1532 of 2008

Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
Shri Harchand Singh, Assistant Manager on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent submits that the LPA is now listed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 31.1.2012. The case is adjourned to  22.2.2011 at 11.00 A.M.









              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Singh s/o Late Shri Raghunath Dass,

Bazar Vakilan, Distt. Hoshiarpur-146001.


……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Chairman, Golden Forest (India) Ltd.,

Main Building, Village Jharmarivan, Lalru,

Chandigarh Ambala N.H.32,

Tehsil Dera Bassi, District Patiala-140501.

The Principal Chief Conservator of Forest, Punajb,

Forest Complex, Sector 68, 

Mohali.






……………....Respondents

CC-2375 of 201

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab, Mohali.

ORDER



In the present case, the complainant had moved an application on 24.1.2011 under the Right to Information Act, 2005 seeking information from the Chairman appointed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the case of Golden Forests India Ltd.  Since the information was not furnished to the complainant, he moved the State Information Commission, Punjab under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Notice was issued to the Principal Chief Conservator of Forest as also to the Chairman of the Committee, GFIL.  Forest Department, Punjab vide its letter No.RTI/111/11/18370 dated 29.11.2011 has submitted that the information relates to a private body and the information does not relate to the Department of Forests.  Similarly, the Chairman of the Committee, GFIL/Hon’ble Chief Justice (Retd.) Shri R.N. Aggarwal of Delhi High Court has filed a written reply stating that the Committee-GFIL is not a public authority within the meaning of expression of Public Authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the Act ibid.  The Committee has been appointed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India with the limited purpose to9 take over the possession of the property of GFIL and thereafter to sell these properties and submit a report to the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. 

2.

The GFIL is a private body and not a Public Authority within the meaning of Section 2 (h) of the Act ibid.  The Committee-GFIL is also not a Public Authority as it has not been established or constituted by any law or notification or order issued by the appropriate Government.  It  is also not funded or controlled by any Government.

3.

In view of the above, the present case would not be maintainable against the respondent under the Act ibid.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.










(R.I. Singh)

Dated: 04.01.2012.






Chief Information Commissioner,










   Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rattan Kumar Mattu, Gobind Bagh,

Near Sachar Model School,

PO Punjabi University, Rajpura Road, 

Distt. Patiala-147002.





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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

FAA-Punjabi University, Patiala.




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

AC No.  835   of 2011

Present :-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing on 18.10.2011 when counsel/respondent had submitted that the information had been furnished vide University’s letter No.3452 dated 22.9.2011.  To give an opportunity to the appellant to file his rejoinder, if any, the case was adjourned to 4.1.2012.  Now the appellant has sent a letter No.548/2011 dated 30.11.2011 that he has received the information from the PIO. The University has also placed on record letter No.4407 dated 23.11.2011 confirming that the information was given to the satisfaction of the appellant.  The respondent, therefore, pleads that the case should be closed.  Accepting the plea of the respondent, I order the closure of the case.









              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Electronics Traders Welfare Society (Regd.),

Office- Sunny Electronics, Phagwara Gate,

Jalandhar City-144001.






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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer
o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

FAA-Director Local Government of Punjab, 

Chandigarh.


   




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

AC No.  920   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Ajay Singla on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Mandeep Singh, Builoding  Inspector on behalf of the respondent No.1.

ORDER:



The respondent submits that on an average more than 100 site plans/maps are approved by the Corporation in a month and in the absence of the month or the year in which the site plan of the property in the present case was approved, it is diffulct to trace out the recofrd.  The respondent, therefore, pleaded that the appellant may be directed to furnish either the sanction number or atleast approximate date on which the site plan was approved.

2.

I have heard the parties.  There is merit in the plea of the respondent.  The information-seeker should specify the relevant details, which are required to identify the required site plan.

3.

The parties, however, have agreed for inspection of the relevant register in which the number of each site plan is maintained date-wise.  The appellant after inspection may identify the concerned site plan and convey it to the respondent, who shall, thereafter furnish the certified copies of the same.  With these directions, the appeal case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

January 4, 2012.




        Chief Information Commissioner

                                                                                                             Punjab
