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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjeet, B-IX-286-287, Chauri Sarak,

Nikka Mall Saraf Chowk, Ludhiana-141008.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.



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

CC No.  551  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Sham Lal, Superintendent  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent places on record letter No.11730-32 dated 30.5.2011 alongwith its enclosures which are taken on record.  A copy of the letter alongwith its enclosures should also be sent to the complainant through registered post, who has sent a written request stating that he is unable to attend the proceedings of the case today.  
2.

Let the complainant confirm if he is satisfied with the information now furnished to him.

3.

To come up on 22.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011




            Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nachhattar Singh s/o Shri Gurmail Singh,

r/o 76-D, Ranjit Nagar, Patiala-147002








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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer
o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

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

CC No.  845  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Nachhattar Singh complainant in person.



Shri Ranjit Singh, OSD (Admn.)  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Parties seek an adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on  18.7.2011 at 12.30 P.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nachhattar Singh s/o Shri Gurmail Singh,

R/o 76-D, Ranjit Nagar, Patiala-147002.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No.  859   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Nachhattar Singh complainant in person.



Shri Ranjit Singh, OSD (Admn.)  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Parties seek an adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on  18.7.2011 at 12.30 P.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011.




       Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Singh s/o Shri Charanjit Singh,

Patran Road, Dirba, District Sangrur. 



      -------------Complainant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o  M/s Rohan and Rajdeep Tallways Limited,

Village Chupki,  Samana, District Patiala.



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

CC No.  1114     of 2011

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

Shri S.K. Bhalla, Toll Manager on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent-M/s Rohan and Rajdeep Tollways Limited places on record written submissions, a copy of which has been handed over to the complainant.  The plea of the respondent is that they it is a private company managing the toll on behalf of the Government and is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Nevertheless in the interest of transparency, information sought by the complainant has been duly furnished to him.  The respondent, therefore, pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

The complainant admits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and he does not want to pursue the matter any further. In view of this, we need not to go into the question whether the respondent is a public authority within  the meaning Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The respondent has voluntarily given the information and therefore, the case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011.




                 Chief Information Commissioner







  


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh s/o Shri Harbans Singh,

Village Jalal Khera, P.O. Sular, District Patiala.


      -------------Complainant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Rohan and Rajdeep Tallways Limited,

Samana, District Patiala.





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

CC No. 1115 of 2011

Present:-
Shri  Jasbir Singh complainant in person.
Shri S.K. Bhalla, Toll Manager on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent-M/s Rohan and Rajdeep Tollways Limited places on record written submissions, a copy of which has been handed over to the complainant.  The plea of the respondent is that it is a private company managing the toll on behalf of the Government and is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Nevertheless in the interest of transparency, information sought by the complainant has been furnished to him.  The respondent, therefore, pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

The complainant admits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and he does not want to pursue the matter any further. In view of this, we need not to go into the question whether the respondent is a public authority within the meaning Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The respondent has voluntarily given the information and therefore, the case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011.




                   Chief Information Commissioner

    





    Punjab 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarseem Singh Khatkar, r/o Village- Panjeta,

PO- Bhunerheri, District- Patiala.



             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer, District-Patiala.----------Respondent





CC No.  320  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Tarsem Singh Khatkar complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

Order



The respondent has not appeared inspite of due and adequate notice.  Therefore, it is ordered to proceed against Shri Daljit Singh Virk, PIO-cum-District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala exparte.
2.

I have heard the complainant.  His submission is that he had sought information on three issues under the Right to Information Act, 2005 vide an application dated 30.11.2010 addressed to the PIO/District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala.  The complainant, further, submits that information has not been furnished to him till date and that a period of nearly six months has passed.
3.

I have considered the record and the plea of the complainant. This case came up for hearing after notice to the parties on 11.2.2011, then on 29.3.2011 and thereafter on 28.4.2011.  The PIO-cum-District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala has neither appeared nor furnished the information. The inescapable conclusion, therefore, is that there is willful denial of information within the meaning of Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Shri Daljit Singh Virk, PIO-cum-DDPO is, therefore, hereby called upon to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Act ibid should not be imposed on him and further why compensation should not be awarded to the information-seeker who has been chasing the PIO-cum-DDPO for six months after filing the case and bearing the cost and wasting the time.  The PIO is further directed to file written reply/explanation within ten days from this notice, failing which it will be presumed that he has nothing to say.  He may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 22.6.2011. A copy of this order be sent to the Deputy  Commissioner, Patiala.
4.

To come up on 22.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011.






Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
CC:
The Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

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

Shri Pavan Malik s/o Shri G.L. Malik, 

r/o #101/7, Royal Estate, New Flyover,

Zirakpura (Mohali)





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

FAA- Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.  60 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Pavan Malik appellant in person.

Shri Ranjit Singh. OSD (Admn.) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information, as agreed to between the parties before the Commission on 28.4.2011, stood furnished to the information-seeker vide No.555/APIO/HC dated 19.5.2011. The case, however, is adjourned on the request of the parties.
2.

To come up on 18.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011.




     Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab

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

Shri Pavan Malik s/o Shri G.L. Malik, 

r/o #101/7, Royal Estate, New Flyover,

Zirakpura (Mohali)





      -------------Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

FAA- Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.  61 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Pavan Malik appellant in person.

Shri Ranjit Singh. OSD (Admn.) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information, as agreed to between the parties before the Commission on 28.4.2011, stood furnished to the information-seeker vide No.555/APIO/HC dated 19.5.2011. The case, however, is adjourned on the request of the parties.
2.

To come up on 18.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011.




     Chief Information Commissioner










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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjit Singh,Civil Judge (Retd.)

r/o 835/2, Chandigarh Road, Khanna, Distt.Ludhiana.

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

FAA the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.
     -------------Respondents.

AC No.  144  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Ranjit Singh, OSD (Admn.) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant is absent without intimation.  The respondent is directed to furnish the copies of the office-notings as per the request of the information-seeker.

2.

To come up on 18.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011.




     Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sham Lal Thukral (Retd. SMO),

A-5/11, Haji Rattan Chowk, Civil Lines, Bathinda.



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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director, HOUSEFED, Punjab, Chandigarh.

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

CC No. 1255  of 2011
Present:-  
Dr. Sham Lal Thukral complainant in person. 

Shri S.S. Mann, PIO on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and he does not want to pursue the matter any further.
2.

The delay in this case occurred as the respondent had moved the Punjab and Haryana High Court against the applicability of the Right to Information Act, 2005 qua the respondent.  Since the Hon’ble High Court decided the cases against the present respondent, they have immediately furnished the information. Hence, the case is closed. 





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011





  Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naveen Garg, Advocate s/o Shri Tirloki Nath Garg,

Chamber No.584, Yadwindra Complex, District Courts, Patiala.

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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

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

CC No.  1239     of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Ranjeet Singh, OSD (Admn.) on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 23.5.2011, the complainant was absent without intimation and the respondent had submitted that the information had duly been furnished to the information-seeker.  The respondent had averred that there was no violation of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and that the complaint was not maintainable.

2.

Since the complainant was absent without intimation, the case was adjourned to 31.5.2011 to enable him to file his rejoinder or to confirm his satisfaction with the information furnished to him.  However, he has not availed of this opportunity and has again absented without any intimation.  In view of the above, the case is closed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 31, 2011





  Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab
