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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Kukkar,

Phase-1, Civil Lines, Fazilika-152123.



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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o  H.E. the Governor of Punjab, Chandigarh.


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

CC No. 3375 of 2011

ORDER


CC-3375/2011 came up for hearing on 27.2.2012 before the present DB. After hearing the parties and going through the record, it was observed that the queries of the complainant stand answered and it was ordered that CC-3375/2011 is closed.

2.

Subsequently, however, Shri Surinder M. Bhanot claiming himself to be the authorized representative of the complainant-Shri Ashwani Kumar Kukkar has moved an application received in the Commission vide diary No.4006 dated 13.3.2012.  In this petition, the complainant has commented on the decision of the DB which had  closed the case.  A review of the order dated 27.2.2012 closing the case has been sought.

3.

Before proceeding further in the matter, we consider it appropriate to hear the present complainant-Shri Ashwani Kumar Kukkar as to the powers of the Commission to review its own decision.

4.

To come upon 3.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
               (Narinderjit Singh)



             
(R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,

       
Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.




             
Punjab
May 14, 2012.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

SCO  No.84-85 Sector 17C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Aditya Angiras,

# 1605, Sector 44-B, Chandigarh






--Appellant

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala

The FAA-Punjabi University, Patiala





---Respondents

AC No.1154 of 2011

ORDER



AC-1154/2011 was listed before this Division Bench and came up for consideration on 22.2.2012, when none appeared on behalf of the appellant.  After hearing the respondent and going through the record, the appeal case was closed with the direction to the respondent-University that it shall send to the information-seeker, a copy of the relevant instructions/provisions of law,  which confer powers on the University to withhold the GPF amount lying in the account of the appellant-Dr. Aditya Angiras.  
2.

Shri Aditya Angiras has now moved an application received in the Commission vide diary No.5487 dated 9.4.2012 wherein it has been alleged that the University has not complied with the orders of the State Information Commission.  The University has not furnished a copy of the relevant instructions/provisions of law.
3.

We have considered the matter.  Failure to furnish information after specific direction from the Commission would amount to persistent denial of the information within the meaning of Section 20(2) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. The information-seeker had moved an RTI application on 25.7.2011.  The information has not been furnished inspite of direction by the Commission.  Therefore, it is a fit case to issue a notice to the PIO/Punjabi University, Patiala to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him and why disciplinary action should not be recommended against him under the provisions of Section 20(2) of the Act ibid.  Written explanation of the PIO/Punjabi University, Patiala may be sent to the Commission before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 25.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  The PIO may also appear in person on that date and avail the opportunity of personal hearing.
  (Narinderjit Singh)




            
(R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,


       
Chief Information Commissioner
                        Punjab.




             
Punjab
May 14, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harvinder Singh, #864, B-6,

Friends Colony, Nawanshahar.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.


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

CC No.  745  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 17.4.2012, the respondent had submitted that complete information stood furnished.  However, as the complainant was absent without intimation, the case was adjourned to enable him to file his objection, if any.
2.

The complainant has now sent a written reply received in the Commission vide diary No.6761 dated 2.5.2012 that he has received the information.  Therefore, the case may be closed.  

3.

In view of this written reply of the complainant, the present case is closed.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Ranjeet Kaur, D/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

C/o HB-105, Near PUDA Office, 

Housing Board Colony, 

Ferozepur City-152002.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Ferozepur.

FAA-the Circle Education Officer, 

Faridkot.






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

AC No. 897    of 2011

Present:-
None  on  behalf of the appellant.



Shri Lachhman Dass Kamboj on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



I have heard the parties.
2.

To come up on 17.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for pronouncement of order.

             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kumar, Hind Sanitary Store, 

Near Canara Bank, Malwal Road, 

Ferozepur City. 






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block Primary Education Officer, 

Ferozepur-III.






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

CC No.  2820   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Kumar complainant.



Ms. Nirmal Kanta, BPEO  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The respondent is directed to furnish a copy of instructions relating to retiral benefits pertaining to gratuity, leave encashment etc. to the complainant.
2.

The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur on 01.06.2012 at 
10.30 A.M.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Jatinder Kaur, #45, Gali No.5,

Guru Amardass Nagar, Tarntaran Road, Amritsar.

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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Shanti Devi Arya Mahilla College,

Dina Nagar, District Gurdaspur.



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

CC No.3369 of 2011

Present:-
Mrs. Jatinder Kaur complainant.



Shri Rakesh Joshi, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant states that she has received the information to her satisfaction.  However, she has asked for a clarification from the respondent regarding merger of two fixed deposits in the bank.  The respondent states that they have sought clarification from the bank and on receipt of the same, the details will be supplied to the complainant.

2.

The respondent is directed to endorse a copy of letter written to the bank and also send a copy of the clarification by bank as and when it is received, to the complainant. With this direction, the complaint case is closed.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Kumar, Clerk, 

c/o Sutlej Cooperative House Building Society Ltd.,

Friends Colony, Chandigarh Road, Vill. Ramgarh, Ludhiana.
      -------------Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the President, Sutlej Cooperative House Building Society Ltd.,

Friends Colony, Chandigarh Road, Vill. Ramgarh, Ludhiana.

FAA-  the President, Sutlej Cooperative House Building Society Ltd.,

Friends Colony, Chandigarh Road, Vill. Ramgarh, Ludhiana. 
     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1407 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Prabhjot Singh, Advocate for appellant



Shri Balraj Kumar, Manager on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



I have heard the parties.
2.

To come up on 16.5.2012 at 10.30 A.M. for orders.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Kumar Singla #62-A,

Sector 30-B, Chandigarh.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.


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

CC No.  16   of 2012

Present:-
Shri Rajinder Kumar Singla complainant in person at Chandigarh.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent submits that he has furnished a reply on all the ten points.  However, the complainant submits that there are deficiencies pertaining to Sr. No.3 and 5 of his queries dated 11.11.2011.  At Sr. No.3, he has asked for the criteria adopted by the University for short-listing of candidates.  Information has been given in respect of Assistant Professor but the complainant alleges that no information has been furnished to him regarding Associate professor and Professor.  The plea of the complainant is that this deficiency is yet to be removed by the University.
2.

As regards Sr. No.5 of his queries, the complainant submits that information in respect of only three candidates has been given.  However, there were nine candidates and information pertaining to six candidates giving their API scores as finalized by the Evaluation/Screening/Scrutinizing Committee is yet to be given.  Lastly, the complainant submits that the copies of the information furnished to him do not indicate the date on which the documents were attested.
3.

The respondent may file his written rejoinder to the objections raised by the complainant.

4.

To come up on 29.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing at Chandigarh 

             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh, Assistant Professor,

Department of Human & Family Relations,

Govt. Home Science College, Sector 10, Chandigarh.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.


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

CC No. 47  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Narinder Singh complainant in person at Chandigarh
Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Narinder Singh, complainant submits that he has received complete information to his satisfaction and that the matter may be closed.
2.

The respondent-University, however, should strictly adhere to the time schedule provided in the Right to Information Act, 2005 while furnishing the information in future.  With this direction, the case is closed.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulbhushan Agnihotri, #B-1,

SBS College of Engineering & Technology Complex, Ferozepur.
 -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

SBS College of Engineering & Technology, Ferozepur.  



FAA- SBS College of Engineering & Technology, Ferozepur.   -------------Respondents.

AC No. 25  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Kulbhushan Agnihotri appellant in person.

Shri Agya Pal Singh, Registrar  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant-Shri Kulbhushan Agnihotri submits that he has inspected the record and he has also obtained the copies of the documents, he needed.  His grievance is two folds that:-

The information was given after a lot of delay and secondly that the respondent has not made suo-moto disclosure as required under Section 4 of the Right to Information Act.  

2.

The plea of the respondent on the other hand is that they had demanded fee for the documents asked for by the appellant.  Since there was delay on the part of the appellant to deposit the fee, it resulted in some delay in furnishing of the information.
3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Information has been furnished to the appellant to his satisfaction.  However, there is merit in the plea of the appellant that the respondent is required under law to comply with the provisions of Section 4 of the Act ibid.  All the information must be displayed on the website of the college in accordance with the requirement of the Right to Information Law.  The respondent, therefore, is directed in exercise of powers conferred on me under Section 19 (8) of the Act to take steps as per the provisions ofSection 4 and publish or display all information as provided in that section.  It will be done without further delay and in any case within one month of this order.  With this direction, the case is closed.

             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



           

     Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjay Sehgal, SCO 88,

New Rajinder Nagar Market,

Tehsil Road, Jalandhar-144001.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

FAA-Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.



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

AC No.  1050   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Harwant Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had submitted that information had been sent by registered post to the information-seeker.  Since the information-seeker was absent on 17.4.2012, the case was adjourned to 14.5.2012 to give him one opportunity to file objections, if any.  However, he is again absent today without any intimation.  Hence, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Amarjit kaur, #1031/11, 

DMW Railway Colony,

Patiala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Akal Academy, 119-D,

Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.



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

CC No. 846   of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The case is adjourned for hearing to 01.06.2012 making it clear that if the parties fail to appear or file any statement, the case may be closed.
2.

To come up on 1.6.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana on 01.06.2012 at 10.30 A.M.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sandeep Kumar, #136/B-12,

Shahpur Road, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Arya College, Ludhiana.


    -------------Respondent.
CC No. 986  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Parveen Mayor, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation. 
2.

 The respondent submits that complete information has been furnished to the complainant, who is satisfied with the information.  He has read out a receipt given by Shri Sandeep Kumar, the present complainant, in which he has acknowledged the fact that the information has been received by him.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamaljeet Lal Batta s/o Shri Amrit Lal Batta,

c/o Pharma Homeo Store, 

Opp. SBI, Ferozepur Cantt (Pb.)




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District and Sessions Judge, Ferozepur.



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

CC No.  832   of 2012
Present:-
Shri Kamaljeet Lal Batta complainant.


Shri Ramesh Kumar, Superintendent-cum-PIO.

ORDER



The information-seeker vide an application dated 23.2.2012 addressed to the PIO/District and Session Judge, Ferozepur had asked as to the action taken on his two complaints, one against Shri Karamjit Singh and the second against Shri Ramesh Kumar, Superintendent. The plea of the respondent is that the requisite information was supplied vide office letter No.11/RTI dated 1/12,3.2012.  The letter was to be served through Civil Judge (Sr. Division) Ferozepur who reported vide his letter No.873 /COC dated 28.3.2012 that Process Server has given a report that the information-seeker refused to receive the information.
2.

A perusal of the reply given vide No.11/RTI dated 1.3.2012/12/3/2012 issued by the PIO/Superintendent o/o District and Sessions Judge, Ferozepur shows that the complaint dated 15.2.2012 filed by Shri Kamaljit Lal Batta has been filed by the District and Sessions Judge, Ferozepur as no action was called for on the said complaint.  A copy of this letter has today been furnished to the information-seeker, who had allegedly declined to receive the same on earlier occasions.  The information stands furnished. Hence, there is no cause of action left in the complaint and the same is closed.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri SukhwinderSingh, C-2107, 

Ranjeet Avenue,

Amritsar.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Managing Director,

Vishavkarma Welfare Trust (Regd.),

6-7, Gokal Ka Bagh, 100 Road, Amritsar.



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

CC No. 837  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sukhwinder Singh complainant.



Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The plea of the respondent is that complainant never submitted any request under the Right to Information Act, 2005 accompanied by the requisite fee to the PIO/respondent trust and that he has directly come to the State Information Commission.
2.

The plea of the complainant is that he had sent his request accompanied by IPO twice to the PIO, who, however did not receive the same.  From perusal of the record, it appears that one of the Indian Postal Order drawn in favour of Managing Trustee, Vishvakarma Welfare Trust (Regd.), Amritsar has been sent to the Commission with a photocopy of the envelop on which appears an observation “undelivered and returned”.

3.

The complainant has asked for the photocopies of the accounts.  His request will be dealt with by the respondent-trust in accordance with the provisions of the Act ibid.  In case any information is to be denied on ground of any exemption under the Act ibid, the PIO shall pass a speaking order.  The respondent will dispose of the case within 15 days of this order.  Thereafter, if the complainant has any grievance, he is free to approach the First Appellate Authority or the Commission under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005..  With this observation, the case is closed.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baljit Singh Saini, #2735, Gali Nihal Singh No.1,

Karori Chowk, Amritsar.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.

FAA-Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.



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

AC No.  453 of 2012

&

Shri Baljit Singh Saini, #2735/19,

Gali Nihal Singh No.1, Karori Chowk,

Amritsar.







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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.

FAA- Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.


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

AC No.  454 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Baljit Singh Saini, appellant.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The parties submitted that AC-453/2012 and AC-454/2012 are between the same parties and same information has been asked for in both the appeal cases.  The parties, therefore, request that one of these appeal cases may be closed.  Accordingly, AC-454/2012 is closed and the file is consigned to the record.

2.

As regard, AC-453/2012, the respondent-PIO/Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar submits that the information was supplied on different dates and some clarifications were also given.  Today at the time of hearing, copies of some more documents have been furnished to the appellant.

2.

The plea of the appellant, however, is that there are deficiencies in the information and the reply is evasive.  The appellant may file his point-wise written objection before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 29.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M. at Chandigarh 
 (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.  Ravinder Thakur d/o Shri Sabia Thakur,

1077, Ahata Ala Bakash, Opp. PNB, GT Road,

Putlighar, Amritsar-143001.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.



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

CC No.  905 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Ravinder Thakur complainant.


Shri Mohinder Singh Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Point-wise direction to the respondent is given as below:-

Sr. No.1 of the queries:-



The University shall allow inspection of answer-sheets of the candidate in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

Sr. No.2 of the queries:-



Name of the paper checkers (examiners) shall not be disclosed.  However, the designation and qualifications of the staff, which checked the answer-sheets may be conveyed to the complainant.

Sr. No.3 of the queries:-



Criteria of marking answer-sheets, if notified by the University, shall also be conveyed to the complainant.

Sr. No.4 of the queries:-



Information pertaining to Sr. No.4 has already been explained by the respondent and no further reply need to be given.
Sr. No.5 of the queries:-



Request for re-evaluation of the answer-sheet is to be considered by the University in accordance with its own rules and regulations.  If the policy of the University permits re-evaluation of answer-sheets, the same may be undertaken after obtaining the orders of the competent authority and on payment of such fee as required under the University rules and regulations.

2.

To come up on 1.6.2012 at 1030 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar on 01.06.2012 at 10.30 A.M.
             (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



        

        Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri N.S. Sidhu, Village Khernian,

PO Muskabad, Via Samrala, District Ludhiana-14114.
 

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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana-141006.

FAA- Director, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana-141006.




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

AC No.1354 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Harpreet Singh on behalf of the appellant.



None for the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had furnished the information and the case was adjourned to enable the complainant to peruse the information.  Today the appellant submits that the information is deficient in respect of his queries at Sr. No. 3.3, 3.4, 3.8, 3.11 & 3.12.  The respondent however is absent today.  Let the respondent file his rejoinder to the objections raised by the appellant.  Information on the issues mentioned above will be dealt with by the PIO in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2004.

2.

This case will be heard on 01.06.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



 (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri C.L. Pawar r/o Kothi No.599,

Phase-II, Mohali.








Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Financial Commissioner to Government of Punjab,

Department of Revenue, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Financial Commissioner to Government of Punjab,

Department of Revenue, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 1084 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Gurmej Singh, Superintendent, Directorate of Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had undertaken to collect the information from District Offices and thereafter furnish to the complainant.  The respondent submits that information pertaining to nine districts only is yet to be received.  However, information pertaining to other district has already been furnished.  The appellant has sent a fax message stating that he is unable to attend the proceedings and the respondent may be allowed extension in time.   Accordingly,  the case is adjourned to 8.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M..
 (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri D.S. Pannu, 26,

Medical Enclave, Circular Road,

Amritsar-143001.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Honorary Secretary, Khalsa College Charitable Society,

Khalsa College, Amritsar.





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

CC No.  507   of 2012

Present:-
Shri D.S. Pannu complainant in person.



Shri A.P.S. Sandhu, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant-Shri D.S. Pannu submits a written rejoinder, a copy of which has been furnished to the counsel for the respondent.  A written reply on behalf of the Principal, Khalsa College, Amritsar has also been filed by the counsel for the respondent, which is taken on record and a copy of the same has also been furnished to the information-seeker.

2.

To come up on 30.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
 (R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Kumar, 511, Link Road,

Near SBI Bank, Backside Dera Satkartar,

Jalandhar-144032






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

FAA- the Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






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

AC No. 328 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

None  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant is absent without intimation.  The respondent has sent a fax message that he is unwell and therefore is unable to attend the proceedings of the Commission today.

2.

To come up on 28.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukhtiar Singh c/o Prof. Parminder Singh,

Behind Modi Mill, Near Pir Banna Band,

Sunam-148028.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.

FAA-Punjabi University, Patiala.



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

AC No. 277 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent-University submits its letter No.2053 dated 9.5.2012 giving point-wise reply to 13 issues raised by the information-seeker. It is stated that copies of the documents consisting of 363 pages have been given to the information-seeker.  Let the appellant file his objection, if any, to the reply given by the University.

2.

To come up on 29.5.2012 at 3.00 P.M.

(R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
                      








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar, 617/1, 

Sector 41-A, Chandigarh.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Agriculture Punjab, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Agriculture Punjab, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.  438 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Ashok Kumar appellant in person.



Shri D.P. Mangla, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply vide memo No.445 dated 11.5.2012, a copy of which has been given to the appellant.

2.

The appellant had sent a letter dated 13.4.2012 to the Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh and now he wants to know under the Right to Information Act, 2005 as to the action taken on that application.  He has sought copies of the office noting and office correspondence with regard to his application dated 13.4.2011.
3.

The respondent has conveyed to him that the matter is still under process and as and when action is taken on it, the appellant will be informed.  The appellant is satisfied with the reply.  Hence the appeal case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)

May 14, 2012.   



                Chief Information Commissioner
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