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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

#397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9, Panchkula.


……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Director (Ropar Campus)
Rayat Technology Centre of Excellence,

Chandigarh-Ropar-Jalandhar Road, VPO Rail Majra,

Balachaur, District SBS Nagar.


 

……………....Respondent

CC- 1471 of 2012,

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.



Shri Anupam Singla, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



Heard the arguments.
2.

To come up on 7.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for orders.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

#397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9, Panchkula.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director (Mohali Campus), Rayat & Bahra Bio Technology Centre of 

Excellence, Ropar Mohali  Road, 

VPO Sabhauran Tehsil Kharar ( Mohali).



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

CC No. 1642  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.



Shri Anupam Singla, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



Heard the arguments.

2.

To come up on 7.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for orders.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

#397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9, Panchkula.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Rayat & Bahra City

VPO Bohan, Tehsil & District Hoshiarpur. 



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

CC No. 1643  of 2012
Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.



Shri Anupam Singla, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



Heard the arguments.

2.

To come up on 7.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for orders.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh s/o Shri Jasbir Singh,

#18, St. No.3, Block-C, Officer Colony,

Sangrur.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Prem Sabha High School,

Sangrur.







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

CC No.  1580  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


Shri Sham Lal Singla, authorized person for the complainant, has sent a fax message that he has not received the required information and he is unable to attend the proceedings today due to ill health.  The counsel for the respondent- 
Shri Gurpreet Singh Gill, Advocate had also submitted a written request dated 17.10.2012 seeking an adjournment.  Hence, the case is adjourned to 7.11.2012 with the direction to the respondent to remove the deficiencies in the information before the next date of hearing.

2.

To come up on 7.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjinder Kumar s/o Sh. Ram Nath

c/o Manohar Lal, #375-A, New Shastri Nagar,

Near Church, Pathankot-145001.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No. 1570 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Varinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent had submitted memo No.6/260-G;F (8) dated 22.9.2012 stating that the information-seeker has been furnished complete information and that he is satisfied with the same.  A written representation given by Shri Harjinder Kumar was also submitted wherein it has been stated that he has received the information and therefore, he withdraws the complaint petition-CC-1570/2012.
2.

The respondent-PIO (Shri Baljit Singh, Superintendent) has also submitted a written statement explaining the delay in furnishing of the information.  Considering his plea and also the fact that the complainant has submitted a written request withdrawing the complaint after having received the information to his satisfaction., I close the proceedings in this case.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Pardeep Kaur, Model Town, Gali No.1,

Kotkapura Road, Shri Mukatsar Sahib-152026.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No.  1555  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Varinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The information in this case stood duly furnished and the only issue, which calls for determination pertains to the delay.  The RTI application is dated 20.3.2012.  Partial information was furnished but certified copies of the Freedom Fighters’ certificates, on the basis of which post of lecturers (Punjabi) were filled on 1.10.2006 were not provided.  This information has also been furnished subsequent to the filing of the present complaint in the Commission.
2.

The respondent-PIO (Shri Baljit Singh, Superintendent) has submitted that the delay was not intentional as is obvious from the fact that some information was furnished well within time.  The record of the Freedom Fighters’ certificates being very old, it took some time to trace out the same and the same has also been given.  The representative of the PIO, therefore, pleads that the case may be closed.
3.

Considering the facts of the case, I accept the plea of the PIO and close the case with a word of caution that PIO should be more diligent in tracing out the old documents so that statutory time limits are adhered to.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Gurjit Singh s/o Shri Jasmail Singh Sidhu,

VPO  Rai Ke Kallar, Bhatinda-151401.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Elementary), Punjab,

Punjab State Education Board’s Building,

Phase-VIII, Mohali.





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

CC No. 1497 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent had stated on 7.9.2012 that a due response has been given to the information-seeker vide DPI (E)’s letter dated 31.8.2012.  Since the complainant was absent on 7.9.2012, the case was adjourned to 3.10.2012 to enable the complainant to file his reply/objection, if any.  However, the complainant was absent on 3.10.2012 and is again absent today without intimation.  He has not filed any written reply/objection.  Therefore, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri B.N.Gupta, Senior Press Reporter,

Kapurthala  & Shri K.G. Gandhi, Advocate, Kapurthala.
      -------------Appellants

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Kapurthala.

FAA- Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.





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

AC No. 1069 of  2012

Present-
Shri Ramesh Kumar, Advoer on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The counsel for the complainant-Shri Ramesh Sharma submits that information has not been given so far.

3.
As a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 21.11.2012 at 3.30 P.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Binder Kumar, #4281,

Prem Nagar, Raikot (Ludhiana)-141109.



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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

FAA-Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1132 of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Suraj Kumar, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has placed on record its reply vide diary No.17336 dated 27.9.2012.  The respondent has further stated that the information-seeker who was absent on the last date of hearing and is again absent today, is fully satisfied with the information furnished to him. In view of the continuous absence of the information-seeker and the position conveyed by the respondent, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.
      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Joginder Pal Singh,

#3130/2, Sector 41-D, Chandigarh.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 2758  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 19.10.2012, the respondent had placed on record a written reply stating that complete information had duly been furnished to the complainant by a registered letter.  Since the complainant was absent on 19.10.2012, the case was adjourned to 31.10.2012 to give him one opportunity to file his written reply/objection, if any.  The complainant, however, has not availed of this opportunity and is absent today without any intimation. 
2.

In view of the fact that information stands furnished, I close the case.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Joginder Pal Singh, Pension Welfare Association,

#3130/2, Sector 41-D, Chandigarh.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

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

CC No.  2808   of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Mandeep Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 19.10.2012, the respondent had submitted a photocopy of its letter dated 18.9.2012 vide which the information was furnished to the complainant, who, however, had requested for leave of absence for that date.  The case was adjourned to 31.10.2012 to enable the complainant to file his reply/objection, if any to the stand of the respondent.  However, the complainant is again absent today without intimation.  He has not filed any written reply or raised any objection.  Hence, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.
      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Himat Singh s/o Shri Kashmira Singh,

VPO Pasour, Tehsil Bassi Pathana,

District Fatehgarh Sahib (Pb.)





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Health and Family Welfare, Mini Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No.  2422  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Himat Singh complainant in person

Ms. Kamlesh Kumari Senior Assistant for the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the PIO/Director ESI, Punjab, Chandigarh submits a photocopy of its letter No.ESI-P-1/PB-12/3907 dated 26.10.2012 addressed by the Director to the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh (Health-5 Branch) wherein the concerned branch was informed that this case is listed before the Commission on 31.10.2012.  Since the record has been transferred by the Director ESI, Punjab, Chandigarh to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, information know has to be furnished by the Principal Secretary Health-5-Branch.
2.

The representative of the PIO/Director ESI, Punjab, Chandigarh further states that the record was sent vide DHS (SB)/Investigation/687 dated 12.3.2012 and she further states that it was received in Health-5-Branch vide diary No.504 dated 15.3.2012.

3.

However, none has appeared on behalf of the PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare (Health 5 Branch) even though it is obvious that the concerned Superintendent was duly intimated by the office of the Director ESI, Punjab, Chandigarh.  It is, therefore, a fit case, where a notice should be served to the PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Punjab to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 should not be imposed on him for non-adherence of the statutory time period for furnishing of the information.  The explanation of the PIO may be submitted in writing before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.  In the meantime, the PIO shall also ensure that permissible information in accordance with the provisions of the Act ibid is furnished without further delay.
4.

To come up on 20.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaspal Khokhar s/o Shri Hem Raj,

W. No.9, Near Dhall School, Ludhiana Road,

City Mansa-151505.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Health & Family Welfare, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

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

CC No.  1918  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 19.10.2012, the complainant had sent a fax message stating that there are deficiencies in the information pertaining to three categories namely, pharmacists, clerical staff and laboratory technicians.  The respondent on the other hand stated that the deficiencies have been removed and complete information stood furnished.  To reconcile the conflicting stand of the two parties, the case was adjourned to 31.10.2012 making it clear that no further extension will be allowed. The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sent any written objection. The respondent on the other hand states that reply in respect of three above mentioned categories was sent to the information-seeker vide respondent’s No.RTI(1)7/2771 dated 8.10.2012 by registered post.  A copy of this letter has also been placed on record of the case file vide Commission’s diary No.18149 dated 10.10.2012.

2.

In view of the above, I accept the stand of the respondent and close the case.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar (Bittu) s/o Shri Tek Chand,

r/o Sanjay Nagar, Gali No.6, #840, Faridkot.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

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

CC No.2338 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant



Shri Inder Pal Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the PIO/Civil Surgeon, Faridkot places on record a written reply alongwith its enclosures vide that office’s No.RTI/12/13750 dated 26.10.2012.  The plea of the representative of the PIO is that information has been sent by registered post, which has not been returned undelivered by the postal authorities.  It is, therefore, pleaded that there is no weight in the complaint and the same should be closed.  More so, the complainant is absent without intimation and has not filed any reply or raised any objection.

2.

Accepting the plea of the respondent and in view of its written reply referred to above, I close the case.
      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh Member Gram Panchayat,

Kadiana, P.O. & Block Adampur, District Jalandhar.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Social Security Officer,

Jalandhar.






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

CC No. 2095  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent had placed a copy of letter No.1252 dated 25.9.2012 alongwith a written acknowledgement from Shri Balwinder Singh, an authorized representative of the complainant-Shri Suridner Singh that he has received the information and the complaint case may be closed.  The case, however, was adjourned to 4.10.2012 and then on 31.10.2012.  Today, however, none has appeared or filed any objection on behalf of the complainant.  Since, the information has already been furnished, I close the case.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dhanna Ram s/o Shri Attar Singh, Sangroli Printing Press,

Khanauri Mandi, Tehsil Moonak, District Sangrur.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer,

Water Drainage Division, Patiala.




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

CC No.  1927  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On 3.9.2012, the respondent had submitted that complete information stood furnished to the information-seeker, who, however, was absent on that date.  Hence, the case was adjourned to enable the complainant to confirm if he is satisfied with the information furnished to him.  However, the complainant was again absent on 4.10.2012 and is also absent today without intimation.  He has not filed any written reply or raised any objection.  Hence, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parkash Singh s/o Shri Piara Singh,

B-XX-1626, St. No.1, New Prem Nagar,

Civl Homes, Ludhiana-141001.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Financial Commissioner to Government of Punjab,

Department of Excise and Taxation, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Financial Commissioner to Government of Punjab,

Department of Excise and Taxation, Punjab, Chandigarh.
     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 971  of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



Shri Parkash Singh, the information-seeker, has sent a written reply received in the State Information Commission vide diary No.17945 dated 8.10.2012 confirming that he has received the required information.  In view of this, no further action is required to be taken and the case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satbinder Singh, 1136, St. No.3,

New Guru Nanak Nagar, 33 Feet Road,

Mundian Kalan, Ludhiana.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 

Patiala Division, Patiala.

FAA-Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 

Patiala Division,Patiala.




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

AC No.  985 of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Mrs. Ravi Inder Kalra, Excise and Taxation Officer, Patiala for the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent had furnished information on 16.8.2012 clearly bringing on record that the remand case by the Joint Director (Enforcement) vide order dated 28.5.2012 has not been listed again for further action by the subordinate authorities.  Appellant was absent on 16.8.2012, then again on 17.9.2012 and then on 4.10.2012.  He is again absent today and has not filed any objection.  Therefore, it is presumed that he is fully satisfied with the information furnished by the respondent and hence the case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamaljit Bhatti c/o A to Z Learning Centre,

Moga Road, Shahkot, District Jalandhar.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o District Social Security Officer, Jalandhar.


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

CC No. 2157 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing on 4.10.2012 and is again absent today without intimation.  The plea of the respondent on the last date of hearing was that complete information had been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant.  The complainant has not filed any objection or written reply inspite of the adjournment of the case.  Therefore, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.

      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Raj Sharma

c/o Sukhdayal Ayurvedic Store, VPO Naushehra,

O/s Byepass majitha Road, Amritsar143001.


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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Manager, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur.

FAA- District Manager, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur.

      -------------Respondents.
AC No.  859  of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The limited issue, which calls for determination, in this case is whether an organisation, an institution, or an association can make a RTI request under 
Section 6 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 seeking information.  PUNSUP Retired Employees Welfare Association through its General Secretary had moved a RTI request to the District Manager, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur seeking information on issues mentioned therein.  The application dated 27.3.2012 was signed by the General Secretary of the Association without disclosing his name or personal identity.  The request was declined on the ground that General Secretary of the Association is not a citizen within the meaning of Section 3 or a person within the meaning of Section 6 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Subsequently, the Association has moved the Commission with a prayer to allow the application for amendment of second appeal by adding the name of Shri Sukhdev Raj Sharma, General Secretary as an information-seeker.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The Right to Information Act, 2005 confers right to access information from public authorities on a citizen of India.  A citizen can only be a living human being.  Section 6 uses expression ‘person’. A harmonious interpretation of Section 3 and Section 6 would imply that an information-seeker can only be a living person who is a citizen of India and not an institution or an organisation or an association.
3.

Thus, the very application under the Right to Information Act, 2005, which has given rise to the present cause of action, was not moved by a legally permissible person i.e. a citizen. It was in its very origin, bad in law.  Such an application by an association was not maintainable before the PIO and would not be legally maintainable at an appellate stage.  Since the application was non-maintainable in the very first instance, it cannot be amended by inclusion of another name at the second appellate stage.  
4.

Reliance of the appellant on para 9 of the office order of the Commission pertaining to “Registration abetment or return of appeal/complaint” is erroneous. This para only permits amendment or withdrawal of 2nd appeal during the course of its hearing and not an amendment of an application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 under Section 6 addressed to the PIO.  Para 9 of the office order pertains to proceedings under Section 18 and Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and the office order of the Commission  cannot be legally relied upon to correct error in an application to PIO under Section 6 of Act ibid.  The various authorities relied upon by the appellant are not relevant and germane to the facts of the present case.  In any case, proceedings of the CPC are not applicable to an appeal under Section 19 of the Act ibid.  Hence, the present appeal is rejected.
5.

The course of action that remains open to the appellant is to move a fresh application to the PIO under Section 6 by affixing signatures of a citizen of India.  The PIO then shall be bound to entertain it in accordance with the provisions of the Act ibid.
      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Bhupinder Singh, #B-1/127,

MCH, Gali Gobindgarh, P.O. Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur-146001.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh.  
 
  
 -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3292   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Anita Sharma, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



I have considered the detailed reply given by the Special Secretary-cum-PIO vide memo No.14/108/2011-3-Edn-1/3038 dated 13.9.2012 and the written petition of Dr. Bhupinder Singh received vide diary No.17168 dated 26.9.2012.
2.

It appears from the written reply of the PIO that office-notings consisting of pages 10 to 30 have been furnished to the information-seeker.  It further appears that delay in this case occurred because the information-seeker had approached the PIO/Chief Minister who in turn transferred it to the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education, who in turn has now referred the matter to the Principal, DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur.  The information as held by the PIO/Principal Secretary Education stands duly furnished and there is nothing more that is required to be done by the respondent-PIO.  I, therefore, accept the explanation of PIO and close the case.

3.

Appropriately, the information-seeker should now, if he so chooses, take up the matter with the PIO/DAV College of Education, Hoshiarpur where the issue has been referred to by the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education regarding information-seeker’s letter No.16/2011 dated 2.10.2011.
      ( R.I. Singh)

October 31, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
