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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh , Shri Gurjeet Singh 

and Shri BaljitSingh s/o Late Shri Ajmer Singh,

 r/o Village Gobind Pura,

District Bhatinda.

                                                           ……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Secretary, Naveen Gobindpura Cooperative Society Ltd.,

Village Gobindpura, District Bathinda.

 

……………....Respondent

CC-1120 of 2008

Present:-
Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Secretary-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Balwinder Singh, Secretary-cum-PIO/Naveen Gobindpura Coop. Society Ltd., Village Gobindgpura, District Bhatinda has appeared today and pleaded that the information was provided to the complainant and that there was never any intention to delay or deny the information.  He has produced photocopies of two letters written by the Society to the complainant seeking copies of FIR, Postmortem Report and Death Certificate of Sardar Ajmer Singh, who was a member of the respondent-cooperative society.  The plea of the PIO is that once these documents are received, the society will move the Oriental Insurance Company Ltd. for payment of the insurance amount to the deceased.
2,

The parties request that the case may be adjourned to enable them to complete the formalities regarding insurance claim.

3.

To come up on 16.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.


                                                                        
    (R.I. Singh)

   
December 12, 2011



                Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjeet Singh Grewal 
s/o Shri Surjit Singh Grewal,

74, Inderpuri, Patiala.





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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


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

CC No. 492  of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri KPS Pasricha, Joint Director-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER:



The complainant is absent without intimation.  The complainant was also absent without intimation on the last date of hearing on 15.11.2011 when the case was adjourned to 12.12.2011 to enable him to file his rejoinder, if any.  
2.

The respondent pleads that the complaint case may be dismissed, as there is no merit in the same.  The plea of the respondent is that the complainant despite number of opportunities granted to him in accordance with the direction of this Commission has not approached the subordinate office at Ludhiana, Nabha, Jalandhar, Patiala and Amritsar.  
3.

As a last opportunity to the complainant, the case is adjourned to 23.12.2011.  It is made clear that in case he does not file any rejoinder before the next date of hearing, exparte decision will be taken.

4.

To come up on 23.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

December 12, 2011



                      Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Damanjit Singh , S/o Sh. Atma Singh,

Deputy. Chief Engineer/APDRP, A-1 Shakti Vihar, 

PSPCL, Patiala.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Secretary, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Patiala.

FAA- Deputy Secretary,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Patiala.


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

AC No. 919   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jaswinder Pal, PIO/Superintending Engineer (Technical) on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant is absent without intimation.

2.

The respondent submits that deficiencies in the information pointed out in the order dated 3.11.2011 have since been removed.  Complete information was furnished vide memo No.14071/RTI dated 9.12.2011. The respondent-PIO shows me the original letter on which the appellant has given the receipt dated 9.12.2011.

3.

The respondent pleads that there is no merit in the appeal case and the same may be closed.

4.

Considering the facts of the case, I accept the plea of the respondent-PIO and close the appeal case.









              (R.I. Singh)

December 12, 2011.



        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. P. Sharma, House No.614,

Phase-1, Mohali.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Finance,  Chandigarh.


FAA- The Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance,  Chandigarh.


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

AC No.   898   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The appellant is absent though he has sent a fax message, which is taken on record vide diary No.21108 dated 12.12.2011.
2.

The representative of the Finance Department had stated on the last date of hearing that all State Government offices i.e. Deputy Commissioner, Mohali, Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, Department of Education, Department of Technical Education and Industrial Training and also the Department of Finance, Government of Punjab have confirmed that no grant was given to the Computer College at Banur. Since the appellant was unable to prove that the respondent-college is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the Commission had directed him on 21.10.2011 to file his rejoinder, if any, to the stand taken by the PIO/Department of Finance, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh.

3.

The appellant, however, has merely sent a fax message stating that as per some news item the foundation stone of the said college was laid by the then Revenue Minister in the year 1999.  The name of newspaper or the date on which the said news item appeared, has not been mentioned by the appellant. Even otherwise laying of a foundation stone by a Minister of a private college will not make it a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The appellant has to plead and prove that the respondent-college is a public authority.  In fact, the appellant has not even given the address or the name of the principal or the college itself in his appeal plaint.  The department of Finance, Government of Punjab is not the relevant respondent public authority in the present case.  
4.

 As a last opportunity to the appellant, the case is adjourned to 23.12.2011 to file his rejoinder with evidence, if any, to prove that the Computer College, Banur is a public authority under the Act ibid. It is made clear that no further opportunity will be given.

5.

To come up on 23.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

December 12, 2011.



         Chief Information Commissioner






                                               Punjab
