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 Seth complainant in person.

Shri Saurabh Garg, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The Counsel for the respondent submits that they do not have any powers under the Baba Farid University of Health Sciences Act to obtain the kind of information which is being sought by the complainant.  Besides it is third party information and is purely personal in nature.  It is averred that no public interest is involved.
2.

I have heard the parties.  The respondent is directed to produce a copy of Baba Farid University of Health Science Act on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 20.10.2011.

3.

To come up on 20.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M.

                                                                            
    (R.I. Singh)

   
September 14, 2011



             Chief Information Commissioner







              Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Garg, Journalist,

Punjabi Tribune, Samana (Patiala).




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Public College of Education,

Samana (Patiala)






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

CC No. 2062 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Ashwani Garg complainant in person.



Shri Munish INder Singh. Advocate alongwith Shri A.S. Bhinder, Advocate 



on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed an affidavit of Shri Ranjit Singh Tiwana, Principal of Public College of Education, Samana to the effect that Public College of Education, Samana is an unaided college and it is not receiving any grant from the State Government or University Grants Commission.  The complainant on the other hand produces computer print out of the website of the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh where in the list of Government aided colleges, the name of Public College, Samana appears at Sr. No.121.  It is further averred by the complainant that the Managing Committee of Public College Samana is virtually in the hands of the State Government as the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala is ex-officio Chairman and Sub Divisional .Magistrate, Samana is Vice –Chairman.  In addition Executive Officer of the Municipal Council, Samana, President of the Municipal Council, Samana, Chairman of Panchayat Samiti, Samana, Chairman of Market Committee, Samana, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samana and Teshildar, Samana are ex-officio members of the Governing Committee.  The University has also two representatives on the Governing Council.  The plea of the complainant is that the Govt. virtually manages and controls the affairs of the Public College, Samana which such a large number of nominees on the Governing Body.  It is further averred by the complainant that Public College of Education Samana was established and is being run by the Public College, Samana which is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Funds are provided by Public College Samana which also supervises and manages the Public College of Education, Samana.  
2.

The respondent seeks one adjournment to rebut the above averments of the complainant.  The plea of the respondent is that these Colleges are two separate legal entities and the fact that Public College, Samana is a aided College would have no impact  on Public College of Education which is a distinct and a separate entity,.

3.

To come up on 17.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M. 




                                                                            
    (R.I. Singh)

   
September 14, 2011



          

   Chief Information Commissioner









  
      Punjab 

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:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None had appeared on the last date of hearing. It was ordered that the respondent-PIO shall show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI to Information Act, 2005 for non-furnishing of the information within the statutory period.  No reply has been received from the PIO.

2.

As a last opportunity, issue a fresh notice to the Secretary Naveen Gobindpura Cooperative Society Ltd., Vill. Gobindpura, District Bhatinda with a copy to the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Bhatinda with the direction to ensure that a copy of this order is duly served on the PIO/respondent-Society.

3.

To come up on 17.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M.

                                                                            
    (R.I. Singh)

   
September 14, 2011



             Chief Information Commissioner









  
      Punjab 

CC
The Deputy Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies, Bhatinda, for Necessary Action.

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, Research and Medical Education,

SCO 87, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.




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

CC No.  2488 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Gurpiar Singh complainant in person.



Shri Dhiraj, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they received a copy of the order dated 30.8.2011 only yesterday and they need time to file their reply.

2.

To come upon 17.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M.

                                                                            
    (R.I. Singh)

   
September 14, 2011



             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.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None had appeared on the last date of hearing.  It was ordered that notice should be sent to the Director Health Services and Family Welfare, Punjab, Sector 34, Chandigarh   Issue fresh notice for 17.10.2011.

2.

To come up on 17.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M.

                                                                            
    (R.I. Singh)

   
September 14, 2011



             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.  2486 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Gurpiar Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None had appeared on the last date of hearing.  It was ordered that notice should be sent to the Director Health Services and Family Welfare, Punjab, Sector 34, Chandigarh   Issue fresh notice for 17.10.2011.
2.

To come up on 17.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M.

                                                                            
    (R.I. Singh)

   
September 14, 2011



             Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagroop Singh, House NO.337,

 Janta Nagar, Dhuri,Distt. Sangrur.




……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Manager, 

Sangrur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Sangrur. 


The Public Information Officer,

Bhanbaura Agricultural Multipurpose Cooperative Society,

Bhanbaura, District Sangrur.




……………....Respondents

CC No. 2871 of 2010 

Present:-
Shri Jagroop Singh complainant in person.

Shri Surinder Kumar Garg, Senior Manager, Sangrur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Sangrur.
ORDER



Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Secretary, the Bhanbaura Agricultural Multi Purpose Cooperative Society Ltd. had sent a request received vide diary No.15408 dated 8.9.2011 submitting that he has been deputed for election duty as a Returning Officer in the Shromani Gurudwara Parbhandhak Committee Election and he is required to attend the training and rehearsal at Malerkotla on 14.9.2011.  He has, therefore, sought an adjournment.

2.

The complainant states that he has still not received any information sought by him even though on the last date of hearing on 19.8.2011- Shri Gurdarshan Singh was present in the Commission and he was directed to supply the information within 15 days.  The plea of the complainant is that non-supply of information within 30 days inspite of direction given by the Commission amounts to willful denial of the information under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act and therefore penalty proceedings should be initiated against the PIO/Bhanbhaura Agricultural Multi Purpose Cooperative Society Ltd.
3.

It is further averred by the complainant that three documents being sought by him are also in the custody of the Sangrur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Sangrur and that the bank be directed to give copies of these document.  Representative of the bank states that the original documents are in the custody of the Society and that legal obligation under the Right to Information Act, 2005 is of the respondent-society.  However, copies of two documents which were available in the record of the bank have already been handed over to the complainant.
4.

To come up on 30.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 14, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Sharma s/o Shri Hari Ram Sharma,

#132, Shivaji Lane, Water Works Road, 

Mansa-151505.






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





                  Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o S.D. Kanya Mahavidyalaya, Mansa-151505.


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

CC No. 2242  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



 The complainant has confirmed in a letter received in the Commission vide Diary No. 15131 dated 5.9.2011 stating that he has received the information to his satisfaction but his only contention is that in the order of the Commission dated 19.8.2011, it has been mentioned that the respondent furnished the information vide letter No.215 dated 18.8.2011 whereas in fact the information was furnished vide registered letter No.SD Kanya Mahavidyalaya bearing No.132/SDCMV/11 dated 15.6.2011.  This fact is taken on record.  Since the complainant has expressed his satisfaction, the present complaint is closed.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 14, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner







                                       Punjab
