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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mohinder Singh, Bhasin Niwas, 

Ward No.11, Mal Mandi Road, Loipur,

 Anandpur Sahib-140118.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No.  1590 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Mohinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Ashok Kumar, Senior Assistant  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant had moved an application on 2.1.2012 to the PIO/Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh raising in all 8 queries.  The respondent has furnished a reply pertaining to queries at Sr. No. 6 & 8.  However , the stand of the respondent pertaining to the other queries of the information-seeker is that these have been raised in the form of questions and do not fall within the definition of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The complainant is free to restructure his queries by seeking copies of the record/documents of any material information within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the Act ibid.

2.

After hearing the parties, the present case is closed with the direction that the complainant is free to again move the PIO after restructuring his queries within the ambit of Section 2 (F) of the Act ibid.









 
      ( R. I. Singh)

September  7, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



       
           Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh r/o Plot No.40,

Village Bholapur, P.O. Sahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, 

Department of School Education, Chandigarh.

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

CC No. 1669 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Smt. Gurpreet Kaur, Nodal Officer o/o the DPI (E), Punjab Chandigarh alongwith Shri Subhash Chawla, Superintendent, Ms. Nisha Rani, Senior Assistant, Grant-II Branch both DPI (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh, Shri Ashish Jaitly, Asstt. Manager o/o the DGSE and, Shri Kuldip Chand, Senior Assistant  o/o the Principal Secretary Education.

ORDER



RTI request was addressed to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education, who had transferred the same to the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh.  Mrs. Gurpeet Kaur has appeared today on behalf of the DPI (E), Punjab, Chandigarh and submitted a written reply stating that only query at Sr. No.6 of the RTI application dated 30.4.2012 pertains to DPI (E).  Even this query is in the form of question and does not fall within the definition of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, the respondents pleads that the complaint deserves to be closed.

2.

The complainant is absent without any intimation.  DPI (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to file their reply in writing about the remaining queries of the information-seeker.

3.

To come up on 3.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 








           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdish Rai s/o Shri Gurcharan Rai,

Mohalla AAran Gali, Rahon, District SBS Nagar.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Elementary), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.







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

CC No.  1685 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jagidhs Rai complainant in person.

Shri Sudesh Rani, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent has submitted a written reply stating that the relevant documents/record is not traceable inspite of best efforts.  Let the respondent submit an affidavit on record regarding non-availability of the record.

2.

To come up on 3.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdish Singh Dhillon,

Kothi No.2642, Phase VII, Ajit Garh (Mohali)


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.





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

CC No. 1688 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jagdish Singh Dhillon complainant in person.



Shri Baldev Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has filed a written reply vide its memo No.1688 dated 31.8.2012 pleading that the information asked for by the complainant is spread over different branches of the Directorate of Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh.  It does not exist in the form in which, it has been sought.  It is further averred that under the Right to Information Act, 2005, the data as it exists is to be provided and is not to be collected.
2.

The complainant, who has been given a copy of the reply of the respondent may file his rejoinder, if any.

3.

To come up on 21.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Kulwant Kaur, #397, Sajida Colony, 

Malerkotla.-148023.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No. 1680 of 2012

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



Shri Sandeep Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits that they have written a letter to the District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur as the record is held in part by that office.

2.

Considering that District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur, holds a part of the record, PIO of that office is also impleaded as a party.  The PIO/Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh and PIO/District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur shall furnish the information pertaining to their respective offices.

3.

To come up on 3.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
           








( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

CC

PIO/District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Bansal s/o Sh. Shiv ji Ram Bansal,

#34, Gali No.2, Shakti Nagar, Bhatinda.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No.  1661 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits a written reply vide its letter dated 7.9.2012 enclosing a copy of the letter sent to the information-seeker.  The respondent has conveyed that voluntary retirement of  Smt. Satya, Social Studies Mistress was approved vide Director Public Instruction (SE)’s order No.14/28-II-Estt-II dated 19.6.2012.  A copy of retirement order shall also be sent to the information-seeker on his given postal address by registered post.  With this direction, the case is closed.








           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar, Advocate r/o Near Old Sabzi Mandi,

Banga Road, Phagwara, District Kapurthala.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No. 1615 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Varinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant Shri Kuldip Kumar has sent a written petition received in the Commission vide diary No.14962 dated 30.8.2012 stating that he has received the information and is satisfied with the same.  The respondent also confirms that information was furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant.  Hence, the case is closed.








           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjinder Kumar s/o Sh. Ram Nath

c/o Manohar Lal, #375-A, New Shastri Nagar,

Near Church, Pathankot-145001.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No. 1570 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Harjinder Kumar complainant in person.



None on behalf of the complainant.

ORDER


Shri Harjinder Kuar, complainant has appeared. However, none has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The respondent was also absent on the last date of hearing on 8.8.2012.  The complainant submits that so far certified copies of the certificate on the basis of which post of Math Teacher were filled have not been provided to him.  He had requested for this information vide an RTI application dated 20.3.2012 and about six months time has elapsed.  This amounts to willful denial of information within the meaning of Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

The respondent-PIO is hereby called upon to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for denial of information without any reasonable cause.  His written reply may reach the Commission before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 3.10.2012.  He may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that date.

3.

To come up on 3.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Pardeep Kaur, Model Town, Gali No.1,

Kotkapura Road, Shri Mukatsar Sahib-152026.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No.  1555  of 2012

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



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Shri Gursewak Singh has appeared on behalf of the complainant.  However, none has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The respondent was also absent on the last date of hearing on 8.8.2012.  The complainant submits that so far certified copies of the Freedom Fighters Certificates on the basis of which post of Lecturers (Punjabi) were filled on 1.10.2006 have not been provided to him.  He had requested for this information vide an RTI application dated 20.3.2012 and about six months time has elapsed.  This amounts to willful denial of information within the meaning of Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

The respondent-PIO is hereby called upon to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for denial of information without any reasonable cause.  His written reply may reach the Commission before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 3.10.2012.  He may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that date.

3.

To come up on 3.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Gurjit Singh s/o Shri Jasmail Singh Sidhu,

VPO  Rai Ke Kallar, Bhatinda-151401.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Elementary), Punjab,

Punjab State Education Board’s Building,

Phase-VIII, Mohali.





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

CC No. 1497 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Senior Assistant alongwith Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Nodal Officer  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 5.1.2012 had raised four queries to the PIO/Director Public Instruction (E), Punjab, Chandigarh.  The respondent submits that a reply was sent on all the four issues vide DPI (E)’s letter dated 31.8.2012

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To give him one opportunity to file his reply/rejoinder, if any, the case is adjourned to 3.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar Gupta, Anand Vihar, Saili Road,

Pathankot-145001.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase-VIII, Mohali.





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

AC No.  857   of  2012

Present:-
Dr. Kuldip Kumar Gupta appellant in person.



Shri Yogeshwar Rana, Junior Assistant  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


A direction was given by the Commission on 23.7.2012 to the respondent that action taken by the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh on the decision of the Educational Tribunal will be conveyed to the information-seeker.  The plea of the respondent was that no action had been taken on the decision of the Educational Tribunal.  
2.

Today, again the respondent confirms that so far no action has been taken.  However, copies of the relevant file noting and a copy of written reply filed by the respondent has been given to the information-seeker.  There is no ground to reopen the case.  Hence, the file is consigned to the record.









           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 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.



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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 849 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Kuldip Gupta on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Yogeshwar Rana, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


A direction was given by the Commission on 23.7.2012 to the respondent that action taken by the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh on the decision of the Educational Tribunal will be conveyed to the information-seeker.  The plea of the respondent was that no action had been taken on the decision of the Educational Tribunal.  
2.

Today, again the respondent confirms that so far no action has been taken.  However, copies of the relevant file noting and a copy of written reply filed by the respondent has been given to the information-seeker.  There is no ground to reopen the case.  Hence, the file is consigned to the record.








           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri D.C.Gupta, General Secretary,

Suchna Adhikar Manch (Regd.), #778,

Urban Estates, Phase-1, Patiala-147002.


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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Cultural Affairs, Arch.

& Museums, Punjab, Plot No.3, 38/A,

Chandigarh.



FAA- the Director Cultural Affairs, Arch.

& Museums, Punjab, Plot No.3, 38/A,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 1071 of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Ms. Indu Narula, Coordinator alongwith Ms. Gurjeet Singh, RTI Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written reply received vide Commission’s diary No.15491 dated 5.9.2012.  It is averred by the respondent that the information pertaining to Sr. No.1, 2, 3, 4 and 9 of the RTI queries dated 17.3.2012 relate to the respondent-department and it has been given to the appellant.  However, the information pertaining to queries at Sr. No.5, 6, 7 and 8 pertains to the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala and Patiala Development Authority, Patiala.  Since the queries pertain to more than one public authority, these have not been transferred under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The information-seeker was informed to approach the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala and Patiala Development Authority for seeking information on the balance queries.

2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  The notice served on him has not been returned by the postal authority undelivered and therefore, it is presumed that it was duly served on him.

3.

I have heard the respondent and also perused the written reply.  I accept the plea of the respondent with the direction that the appellant is free to approach the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala and Patiala Development Authority for the balance information.  Hence, the case is closed.







           

( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Health Supervisor,

#361/2, Sector 41-A, Chandigarh.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Mohali.




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

CC No. 2207 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Bhupinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Devinder Singh, PA/Civil Surgeon Mohali on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had moved an RTI application dated 29.6.2012 seeking copies of the statements of witnesses recorded in the inquiry alongwith a copy of the CD containing some recorded conversation.  The respondent has furnished copies of the statements recorded during the inquiry.  However, so-far as CD is concerned, the plea of the respondent is that the same has been sent to the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh and at present it is in the custody of that public authority.  The complainant, therefore, is free to approach the PIO/Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  So far as copies of the statements made before the Inquiry Committee are concerned, these have been furnished to the information-seeker.  As regards, his request for a copy of CD, the respondent is directed to transfer the request under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh who shall thereafter process the request as per provisions of the Act.   With this direction, the case is closed.







           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Raj Rani w/o Dr. Harminder Singh,

Kothi No.2, Civil Hospital, Residential Complex,

SBS Nagar.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.



FAA- the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.  
    -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1079 of  2012

Present:-
Dr. Raj Rani appellant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The plea of the appellant is that she had moved an RTI application dated 26.3.2012 addressed to the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare.  She had inquired if any Committee had been constituted to conduct an inquiry and to furnish a copy of the inquiry report.

2.

The plea of the appellant is that the PIO and the First Appellate Authority have failed to furnish the requisite information

3.

None is present on behalf of the respondent PIO and the First Appellate Authority.  Issue fresh notice for 1.11.2012.

4.

To come; up on 1.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
        


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh s/o Shri Surjit Singh,

Village Goslan, P.O. Sihon Majra, Distt. Ropar.

 

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 2227 of 2012

&
Shri Gurcharan Singh s/o Shri Surjit Singh,

Village Goslan, P.O. Sihon Majra, Distt. Ropar.

 

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Roopnagar.




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

CC No. 2228 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Gurcahran Singh complainant in person.
Shri Karnail Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar alongwith s. Priya, Senior Assistant o/o the Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh.

ORDER



The present complainant has filed two identical complaints with the same wording one against Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh and the second against Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar.  Two complaints on the same issue cannot lie against two different public authorities more so when both of them are not the custodians of the relevant record within the meaning of Section 2(J) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Therefore, complaint No.2227/2012 against the Registrar Cooperative Societies is closed.
2.

As regards CC-2228/2012, the representative of the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar submits that the information pertains to Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Ropar.  The office of the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar had asked the concerned bank to furnish the information, who, however, has sent a written reply vide letter No.3345 dated 3345 dated 19.7.2012 to the address of the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar that the issue whether the bank is a public authority or not is under challenge before a Division Bench of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court which was pleased to stay the operation of the earlier orders passed by the State Information Commission declaring Cooperative Societies as public authorities.  Ropar Central Cooperative Bank Ltd has declined to give this information at this stage.
3.

The plea of the complainant, however, is that some record is available with the office of the Deputy Registrar/Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar and they in any case are free to give copies of that record as no stay has been granted against these offices.  Both these offices are government offices and fall within the ambit of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

Prima facie there seem to be a merit in the arguments of the complainant.  He has impleaded the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar as a respondent and if the record exists in the office of the Deputy Registrar, he is to supply at his level.  Notice, therefore, be issued to the PIO/Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar.

5.

To come up on  3.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



September 7, 2012.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC


The Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ropar.

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

Shri  Pardeep Kumar Jaswal, Q.No.40, Staff Colony-1, 

Guru Nanak Dev College, Gill Road, Ludhiana


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




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Guru Nanak Dev College, Gill Road, Ludhiana

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

CC No. 1538 of 2012
Present:-
Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent and there is no intimation or request for adjournment.  This case had earlier come up for hearing on two occasions but the plea of the complainant is that so-far the respondent has failed to remove the deficiencies in the information furnished to him.  This naturally amounts to willful denial of the information.  Hence, show cause notice is issued to the respondent –PIO to explain the delay as to why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed for non-adherence to the statutory time limit under  the Act ibid.  The written explanation of the PIO may be submitted before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 5.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  He may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that date.








 
      ( R. I. Singh)

September 7, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          



       
           Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal, Q. No.40,

Staff Colony-1, Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana.

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

CC No. 1711 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri J.S. Miglani, Advocate-cum-PIO/respondent has sent a fax message that he is unwell and therefore, has requested for an adjournment.  The case is adjourned as a last opportunity.

2.

To come up on 5.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








 
      ( R. I. Singh)

September 7, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal, Q. No.40,

Staff Colony-1, Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana.

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

CC No. 1712 of 2012,

Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal, Q. No.40,

Staff Colony-1, Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana.

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

CC No. 1713 of 2012,
&
Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal, Q. No.40,

Staff Colony-1, Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana.

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

CC No. 1714 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent was also absent on the last date of hearing.  The complainant submits that the inforamtion has not been furnished to him so far and this amounts to willful denial of information within the meaning of Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Considering that the statutory period of 30 days is over, I deem it fit to issue a show cause notice to the PIO-Shri J.S.Miglani, Advocate-cum-PIO as to why penalty under Section 20 of the Act ibid should not be imposed on him for non-compliance with the statutory provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  His written reply may be submitted before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 5.10.2012.  He may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that day.

2.

To come up on 5.10.2012 at 11.00  A.M.







 
      ( R. I. Singh)

September 7, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  



          



       
           Punjab

