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

Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.






     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Dayanand Medical College& hospital, Ludhiana.

   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 298  of 2012
&
Dr. Sandeep Kumar, #1778

Sector-14, Hisar. 





     -------------Complainant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer,

o/o Dayanand Medical College & Hospital, Ludhiana.

   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1191  of 2012
Present:-
Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur on behalf of Shri Rohit Sabharwal.

Shri S.S. Saini, Advocate for the respondents alongwith Shri Inderjit Singh, Clerk o/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.
ORDER


On the last date of hearing, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana was directed to produce original record before the Commission and also confirm in writing whether the land allotted to Dayanand Medical College and Hospital, Ludhiana was given at concessional rate and if so copies of the relevant record were to be produced.  The representative of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana-Shri Inderjit Singh, Clerk  has come with the original record but is unable to assist the Commission as he is not the dealing official.  The Improvement Trust, Ludhiana has not filed any written reply.  This necessitates an adjournment with the direction to Improvement Trust, Ludhiana under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to submit its written reply alongwith duly attested copies of the relevant record clearly stating whether the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana allotted any land to Dayanand Medical College and Hospital, Ludhiana at concessional rate i.e. at the rate less than the market rate charged from other similarly placed allottees at the relevant time.  The reply of the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana alongwith attested copies of the record of the Improvement Trust shall be submitted within 10 days of this order.  A knowledgeable official of the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana shall also attend the proceedings of the Commission with original record on the next date of hearing to assist the Commission.
2.

In CC-1191/2012, a fax message has been received  on behalf of 
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta sent by one-Shri Kuldeep Kumar Khaira stating that on 9.7.2012 the Commission had directed the respondent to furnish a copy of his written arguments to both the appellant, who were, therefore,  to file their rejoinder with a copy to the respondents.  Shri Khaira has submitted that a copy of the argument of the respondent  has not been received by the complainant  and he could not file rejoinder.
3.

In response, the counsel for the respondent-Dayanand Medical College and Hospital submits that they have sent written arguments to the complainant-
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta  at his given addressed.

4.

To come up on 6.9.2012 at 1.00 P.M.
(Surinder Awasathi)


(Chander Parkash

    
(R.I. Singh)

 
     S.I.C.


 
        S.I.C



    C.I.C


   Punjab


  
     Punjab



  Punjab
Dated :21.08.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Aditi c/o Shri Ram Lubhaya,

New State Bank Colony, Race Course Road,

Amritsar.







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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer


o/o the Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA-Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Research and Medical Education, Chandigarh.    -------------Respondents.

AC No.744 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of  the appellant.



Shri Ramesh Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing on 27.7.2012 but had pointed out certain deficiencies in the information furnished to him on 19.7.2012. The respondent has today placed a written submission on record vide its No.16980 dated 14.8.2012.  It is submitted by respondent that complete information has now been given to the appellant.  The appellant is again absent today without intimation.  Since the complainant is absent, to afford her one opportunity to file her objections, if any, the case is adjourned to 30.8.2012.
2.

To come up on 30.8.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 21,, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Bimla Singla w/o Shri Satpal Singla,

#88, Hem Bagh, Kheri Gujjran Road, Near Shiv Mandir,

Patiala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 1512 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sat Pal Singla on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Issue fresh notice for 20.9.2012 to the PIO/Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh to file his written reply in response to the order of the Commission dated 27.7.2012.

2.

To come up on 20.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 21,, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



        Punjab.


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

Shri Harjinder Singh, S/o Shri Darshan Singh, 

# E-2/5, Staff Colony, SBS College of Engineering & Technology,

Ferozepur-152004






     -------------Appellant






Vs.




The Public Information Officer,

o/o Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engineering & technology , Ferozepur.

FAA- Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engineering & technology , 

Ferozepur  







   -------------Respondents.

AC No. 640  of 2012

Present 
Shri Harjinder Singh appellant in person.

Shri J.S.Ahluwalia, Advocate for the respondent. 

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 27.7.2012, only two issues remained to be answered in respect of which information was yet to be given.  The respondent has furnished information now on these two issues and an attested copy of the same was also handed over again at the time of hearing to the appellant.  With this, complete information stands furnished to the appellant, who is satisfied with the same.

2.

The respondent is cautioned to be careful in future so that time limits prescribed under the Right to Information Act, 2005 are strictly adhered to. With this direction, the case is closed. 








       ( R. I. Singh)

August 21,, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



        Punjab.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Gupta, 

#48, Sector 27-A, Chandigarh.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent Grade-1,

Cooperative Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director, Housefed Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.






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

CC No. 2037of 2012

Present:-
Shri Deepankur Sharma advocate for the complainant.



Shri Kulwant Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-1.

ORDER



The complainant had moved the State Information Commission vide CC No.1180/2012 in which HOUSEFED, Punjab was impleaded as a respondent.  This complaint case was closed with the direction to the Housefed to transfer the request for information under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Cooperation as the PIO/HOUSEFED had pleaded that the information is held by that office.  The Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab had transferred the request for information to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Cooperation who however has placed a written reply in the present CC-2037/2012 vide memo No.5129 dated 21.8.2012 stating that the information is held by the Managing Director, Housefed Punjab and the request for information therefore has again been transferred under Section 6(3) of the Act ibid.

2.

It appears that the information-seeker is being made to go from one office to the other by taking the position that the information is held by the other office.  It would, therefore, be appropriate to issue notice to the PIO/HOUSEFED, Punjab, Chandigarh, PIO/Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, 
Chandigarh and  PIO /Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Cooperation to appear together  so that the concerned public authority is made accountable.  It would also be appropriate that the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Cooperation, who is the highest authority amongst the three settles the matter at his level before the next date of hearing.
3.

To come up on 12.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









       ( R. I. Singh)

August 21,, 2012.






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          



        Punjab.


CC
The Public Information Officer/Housefed, Punjab, Chandigarh.

The Public Information Officer /Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,  Chandigarh 

The Public Information Officer /Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Cooperation, Chandigarh.
