STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amrit Pal Singh s/o Shri Manjeet Singh,

VPO Phul Khurd, Tehsil & Distt. Roopnagar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal, Govt. College, Roop Nagar.
________________ Respondent

CC No. 3058 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the parties. Case stands adjourned to 28.12.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jaswinder Singh s/o Shri Niranjan Singh,

VPO Kallah, Tehsil Khadoor Sahib, 
District Tarantaran.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Managing Committee, 
Khalsa College Governing Council, Amritsar.     ________________ Respondent

CC No. 3056  of 2009
Present:-
Shri Jaswinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Clerk on behalf of Khalsa College Governing Council and Shri S.C. Nagpal, Advocate.

ORDER



Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent-department requested for a further date so that their Advocate, Shri Nagpal who is going abroad could come back and makes statement in this regard.  

2.

On the request of Shri Sanjeev Kumar, case stands adjourned to 8.1.2010. 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rahul Sharma, H.No.
3923, Sector 22-D,

Near Shastri Market, Chandigarh (U.T.)


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  Chitkara University, Dainik Bhaskar Building,

Sector 25, Chandigarh.


           ________________ Respondent

CC No.3010  of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Deepak Bhardwaj, Deputy Registrar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Deepak Bhardwaj appearing on behalf of the respondent-department stated that Chitkara University has been set-up in Himachal Pradesh and  has a corporate office in Chandigarh.  It is absolutely a private body and does not receive any grant from any Government or the University Grant Commission. He further stated that even though this University does not fall under the jurisdiction of RTI Act, the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him.  Being private bodies, both the Chitkara University and its corporate office at Chandigarh do not come under the jurisdiction of this Commission. However, the cooperative attitude of the university authorities in supplying the necessary information to the complainant is appreciated.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly. 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri J.S. Paul, Lt. Col. (Retd.), 11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Pollution Control Board, Regional Office, 14,

Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar, Jalandhar.

 ________________ Respondent

CC No. 3062 of 2009

Present:-
Lt. Col. Dilbagh Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri A.K. Sharma, Sub-Divisional Officer-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



 Lt. Col. Dilbagh Singh appeared on behalf of the complainant but without any authority from the complainant.  It was made clear to him that without an authority letter from the complainant, the submission made by him cannot be taken on record though he can hear the proceedings as a representative of the complainant and an ordinary citizen.
2.

Shri A.K. Sharma, APIO has produced a copy of letter dated 12.10.2009 written to Lt. Col. J.S. Paul-complainant.  Perusal of this letter indicates that instead of providing the information, the Punjab Pollution Control Board, Jalandhar has tried to shift the responsibility on others.  Under the Right to Information Act, 2005, once a department accepts the request of complainant/appellant, it has to collect the information from the concerned quarters and provide to him under section 5(iv) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  In view of this, the information asked for by the complainant should be collected and supplied to him within four weeks from today.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 8.1.2010.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri J.S. Paul, Lt. Col. (Retd.), 11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Pollution Control Board, Regional Office, 14,

Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar, Jalandhar.
      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 3047 of 2009

Present:-
Lt. Col. Dilbagh Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri A.K. Sharma, Sub-Divisional Officer-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Lt. Col. Dilbagh Singh appeared on behalf of the complainant but without any authority from the complainant.  It was made clear to him that without an authority letter from the complainant, the submission made by him cannot be taken on record though he can hear the proceedings as a representative of the complainant and an ordinary citizen.

2.

Shri A.K. Sharma, APIO stated that for providing the asked for information, atleast 130 files have to be gone though. Original request was made by the complainant on 21.4.2009 and more than 7 months have passed by now.   Had a single file been perused in two days, the information could have been prepared by now.  The plea of APIO that he is short of staff is not an acceptable, ground. Thus, the asked for information must be provided within four weeks from today.
3.

Case stands adjourned to 8.1.2010.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Piara Lal, c/o MPC Chilling Centre,

Vill. Ghallu, Tehsil Fazilika, Distt. Ferozepur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the General Manager, The Ferozepur Distt. Milk Producers Union,

Mallwal Road, Ferozepur.


           ________________ Respondent

CC No.  2099       of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Balwinder Singh, clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Balwinder Singh, clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent-department stated that asked for information has been provided to the complainant. Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Parkash Kaur w/o Sh. Balwinder Singh, 

r/o Upperli Lamini, Near Jhanj Ghar, 
Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Branch Manager, Gramin Vikas Bank, Khanpur,

Tehsil Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.
          ________________ Respondent

CC No.   2095      of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER

Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri P.C. Jain, Aggarwal Street No.1, 

Near Ranbir Club, Sangrur.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh.
__________ Respondent

CC No.   2256      of 2009
Present:-
Shri P.C. Jain complainant in person.

Shri Pritpal Singh, APIO alongwith Shri D.P.Mangla, Superintendent and Shri Gurdip Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri P.C. Jain - complainant stated that he has already received a copy of order of the Hon’ble High Court dated 18.2.1980 at his own level.  As regards information at Sr. No.2 about the order issued by the respondent-department dated 14.5.1980, a copy of that order has been handed over to him fixing the seniority of Mrs. Rupinder Kaur, Steno-typist and Shri Jaswant Singh clerk.  Shri D.P. Mangla, Superintendent has explained that Shri Jaswant Singh is from the cadre of clerks whereas Smt. Rupinder Kaur is from the Steno-typists cadre and that their seniority has been decided separately.  Their seniority cannot be said to be inter-se seniority   Stand taken by the respondent-department is correct.
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri KaramjitSingh s/o Shri Umrao Singh,

r/o Village & P.O. Chomo, Tehsil and Distt. Jalandhar________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chomo Khurdpur M.P. Cooperative Service Society Ltd., 

Chomo, District Jalandhar.


          ________________ Respondent

CC No.  1569       of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hussan Lal s/o Shri Dharam Chand,

Vill. Moga, P.O. Bhogpur Sirwal, Distt. Jalandhar.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Bhogpur Cooperative Sugar Mill, Bhogpur,

District Jalandhar.



           ________________ Respondent

CC No.  2395 of 2009

Present:

Shri Hussan Lal complainant in person.

Shri Rahul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Rahall Sharma, Advocate stated that  4  Civil Writ Petitions have been filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and the case is posted on 7.1.2010 for further action.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Raj Kumar Gupta, Retd. Clerk,

Main Bazar, Talwandi Sabo, Distt. Bhatinda.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (SE), Bhatinda._______________ Respondent

CC No. 2351  2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Surinder Singh Officiating Principal Govt. Senior Secondary School, Talwandi Sabo, District Bhatinda on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Surinder Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent-department stated that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant by Speed-post which has also been admitted by the complainant vide his letter dated 8.10.2009.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ram Sharan Dass, #2849, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, 
Chandigarh.                      



________________ Respondent

CC No.  2315  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-

department.

ORDER



Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant who appeared on behalf of the respondent-department stated that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  Nothing contrary has been heard on behalf of the complainant.  

2.

 Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Anil Sandhir s/o Sh. S.P. Sandhir, 

#2994, HIG Phase-I, Dugri, Ludhiana.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (SE), Ludhiana.
___________ Respondent

CC No.  2314  of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Ms. Varsha Shukla, Dy. Distt. Education Officer-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Ms. Varsha Shukla, PIO stated that the asked for information has been prepared and will be supplied to the complainant in a day or so she has been directed to send the same to the complainant forthwith by Registered post.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurpreet Singh, Advocate, Chamber No.79,

Lawyers Chamber, New Court Complex, Distt. Courts, 

Mansa-151505.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (Elementary), Mansa.  _________ Respondent

CC No.  2308       of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Inderpal Jindal, District Inspection Coordinator on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Inderpal Jindal appearing on behalf of the respondent-department stated that the complainant was asked by the department to deposit the necessary amount but he has not done so till today.

2.

In view of the above, it seems that complainant is not interested in getting the information.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Mohinder Singh Padda, V.P.O. Dehriwal,

Via Tanda, District Hoshiarpur-144203. 


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Women and Child Development Department, Punjab,

SCO 102-103, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

AC No.   582  of 2009

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

Shri Raman Kumar, Sharma, Superintedent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Raman Kumar appearing for the respondent-department stated that they had written a letter dated 16.11.2009 to the complainant with a copy to the Commission that the information has been sent in two installments.  However, the same has not been received either by the complainant or by the Commission till date. No copy of the same has also been produced before the Commission for its perusal.  Shri Sharma is directed to send a reply to the request of the complainant forthwith and   also bring a copy of the same on the next date of hearing.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 8.1.2010.


(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surinder Singh, H. No.12, Sector 4, 

Gur Gian Vihar, Near Jawaddi Kalan, P.O. BAsant Avenue,

Near Dugri Urban Estate, Phase-II, Ludhiana-1410132._________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (S), Ludhiana.
  _______________ Respondent

AC No. 571 of 2009
Present:-
Shri Surinder Singh appellant in person.

Ms. Varsha Shukla, Deputy District Education Officer (S), Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complete information including full file of rationalization has been provided to the complainant who can go through the same and report about any deficiency found therein.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 15.1.2010.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Umesh Kumar Gupta, Coordinator, 

Communications Bachpan Bachao Andolan, L-6,

Kalkaji, New Delhi-110019.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Assistant Labour Commission, Jalandhar.
___________ Respondent

AC No. 570  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Inderjit Singh, Assistant Labour Commissioner, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In pursuance of the order dated 16.10.2009 of this commission, the asked for information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 3.11.2009. Nothing contrary has been heard on behalf of the complainant. 

2
 
Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bhupinder Singh s/o Sh. Sulakhan Singh,

Village Khahira Kalan, 

Tehsil Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur-143602.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Gurdaspur Central Cooperative Bank, 
Fatehgarh Churian (Gurdaspur)  



__________ Respondent

CC No. 812 of 2009

Present:
Shri Joginder Singh on behalf of the complainant but without any authority letter.
Shri N.S. Vashishat Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department alongwith Shri Rakesh Kumar, Senior Assistant o/o the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Gurdaspur.
ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Shalu Dewan d/o Late Shri Ok Parkash Dewan,

H.No.10, Ward No.20, Pandian Street, 
Near Kumal Cinema, Malerkotla.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Principal S.S. Jain Girls High School, Malerkotla. _________ Respondent

CC No.   1694      of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Kuldeep Singh, District Education Officer (SE), Sangrur alongwith Shri Ajaib Singh, Dealing Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Kuldeep Singh who appeared in person stated that he personally visited the school and old building was demolished and in place of that a new building was erected.
2.

Nothing more can be done and case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hussan Lal s/o Shri Dharam Chand,

Village Moga, P.O. Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the General Manager, The Bhogpur Sugar Mills, 

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar.



____________ Respondent

CC No.  1641 of 2009

Present:

Shri Hussan Lal complainant in person.

Shri Rahul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Rahul Sharma, Advocate stated that four Civil Writ Petitions have been filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and case is posted on 7.1.2010 for further action.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hussan Lal peon-cum-Token Boy,

o/o the Bhogpur Cooperative Sugar Mill Ltd., Bhogpur,

District Jalandhar.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the General Manager, Bhogpur Cooperative Sugar Mills Ltd.,

Bhogpur (Jalandhar).


           ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1183 of 2009

Present:

Shri Hussan Lal complainant in person.

Shri Rahul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Rahul Sharma, Advocate stated that four Civil Writ Petitions have been filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and case is posted on 7.1.2010 for further action.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hussan Lal s/o Shri Dharam Chand,

Village Moga, P.O. Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the General Manager, The Bhogpur Sugar Mills, 

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar.



____________ Respondent

CC No.  1770       of 2009

Present:

Shri Hussan Lal complainant in person.

Shri Rahul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Rahul Sharma, Advocate stated that four Civil Writ Petitions have been filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and case is posted on 7.1.2010 for further action.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010
 (R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amit Sharma s/o Sh. S.K. Sharma,

Advocate, #6/75, Ram Vihar, Green Model Town, Jalandhar City.   _______ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Registrar, Pharmacy Council, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, 

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.


                 ________________ Respondent

AC No. 161  of 2009

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Saurabh Garg, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Shri Saurabh Garg, Advocate states that vide his letter dated 13.8.2009 the Registrar, Pharmacy Council has clarified the position.  In view of this, nothing further can be done in the case.

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Om Kesh s/o Shri Kaka Ram, Vill. & P.O. Manakpur,

Tehsil Nangal, District Roopnagar-140125.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food & Supply Controller, 

Nangal. 


                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.   805    of 2009
Present:-
Shri Om Kesh complainant in person.

Shri Daljit Singh Bhatia, District Food and Supply Controller, Ropar, Shri M.L. Nagpal, District Food and Supply Officer, Ropar and Ranbir Singh, Inspector-cum-Incharge on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Daljit Singh Bhatia states that no notice from the Commission was received by his office.  He further clarified that in Nangal there is no DFSC office but an office of AFSO is there where the post of AFSO is lying vacant.  He also states that he has not got copy of the complaint and that the information sought by the complainant relates to third party.  It is directed that proper procedure for supplying the information should be followed by giving a notice to the third party and as to whether the asked for information is to be supplied or not, a decision be taken by passing a speaking order.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 15.1.2010.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 27.11.2009
