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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, 

#78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri (Sangrur).






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Auditor, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Chief Auditor, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.




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

AC No. 1386 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan appellant in person.
Shri Baljinder Singh Dhariwal, Additional Chief Auditor-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The plea of the appellant is that he has received copies of the draft rules but these are not attested.  The respondent is directed to duly attest the draft rules and thereafter furnish the same.
2.

To come up on 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
        
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lokesh Dixit, #52/2,

Jorian Bhattian, Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala.




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

CC No.  3065  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Dr. Purshotam Goyal, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have already placed on record, vide Commission’s diary No. 19209 dated 26.10.2012, a copy of the information sent to the complainant.  The plea of the respondent is that the complainant is fully satisfied with the information furnished to him.  Since the complainant is absent, to afford him one opportunity to file his written reply/objections, if any, the case is adjourned to 22.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 

                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Sharan Dass, #2849,

Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.





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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Patiala.

FAA-Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.  1163 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Ram Saran Dass appellant in person.



Dr. Purshotam Goyal, PIO on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



I have heard both the parties.  The issue for consideration is whether in the inquiry any annexures were submitted by the witnesses at the time their statements were recorded.  The respondent has allowed inspection of the entire file on this subject and copies of the documents as they exist on the file have been furnished.  The plea of the respondent is that there are no annexures available on record in the relevant file.
2.

The second question relates to a representation dated 19.9.2011 which was sent by the information-seeker. The plea of the respondent is that this letter dated 19.9.2011 was received in the office after the conclusion and finalization of the inquiry report.  Hence, no action has been taken on this representation

3.

The record as available on the files of the respondent-department has been furnished.  The respondent has also explained the position regarding the application dated 19.9.2011.  Hence, I close the appeal case.

                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bansi Lal Sharma, Kailash Niwas,

Professor Colony, Dhangu Road, Behind Hotel Venice,

Pathankot.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division, Shahpur Kandi Township.

FAA-Superintending Engineer, RSD,

(Admn. & Disposal Circle, Shahpur Kandi Township.
      --

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

AC No.  1416  of  2012

Present:- 
Shri Bansi Lal Sharma complainant in person.

Shri Chander Kant, Assistant Engineer for the respondent.

ORDER
The respondent submits that they had asked, in writing, the information-seeker to deposit the requisite fee as cost towards the documents, which has not been done.  The plea of the complainant on the other hand is that he is not being offered correct information as per his RTI request.

2.

I have heard the parties and perused the record.  It appears that the appellant is asking for copies of the agreements executed by the respondent with the tenants of the buildings leased out by the respondent to third parties includes institutions like State Bank of India, Post Office, Treasury Office and buildings rented out to private individuals.  Since the agreements between the respondent and third parties pertain to the information of the third parties, it would be appropriate that the respondent should proceed as per the provisions of Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Notice should be given to the concerned third parties, take their plea on record and thereafter pass order in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  With this direction, the appeal case is relegated to the PIO for further action at his end.  Entire procedure will be completed within two months.

( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner









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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Jasbir Singh, Village Bholapur,

Jhabewal, P/O Ramgarh, District Ludhiana.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Health and Family Welfare,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3082 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jagjit Singh, Senior Assistant o/o the Principal Secretary, Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The plea of the respondent is that the information being sought pertains to two writ petitions, which do not relate to the respondent-department.  In any case, it is pleaded that the information is in the custody of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh, where the writ petitions/reply may have been filed.  The plea is that the information-seeker should get this information from the PIO/Punjab and Haryana High Court.

2.

Since the complainant is absent without intimation, one adjournment is allowed to enable him to file rejoinder/reply.

3.

To come up on 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pritam Singh s/o Shri Rattan Singh,

Village Budho Barket, P.O. Shangla,

Tehsil Dasuya Distt. Hoshiarpur.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Engineer, Department of Irrigation, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA- the Chief Engineer, Department of Irrigation, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.  1425  of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of appellant.



Shri Balwinder Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The notice issued to the appellant has been returned undelivered by the postal authorities. The address given on the notice is the same as mentioned by the appellant on his appeal petition.

2.

The respondent states that they have already furnished the information and place on record vide No.15156 dated 2.11.2012 with  copies of the information furnished to the appellant.

3.

Since the appellant is absent, the case is adjourned to 22.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
        
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chhatri Wala)

s/o Shri Kastoor Chand, r/o KOthi No.306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Shri Mukatsar Sahib.


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

CC No. 3087 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Dr. P.P. Gill, Additional Civil Surgeon, Mukatsar Sahib on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent submits that information has been furnished.

2.

On perusal of the queries of the complainant dated 30.8.2012, it appears that it is personal information of a third party.

3.

Since the complainant is absent, one adjournment is allowed.

4.

To come up on 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

5.

 On the request of the respondent his personal presence on that date is exempted.


                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.







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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Excise and Taxation Officer,

Information Collection Centre,

Phase-7, Mohali.

FAA-Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner

(Mobile Wing), SCO No.9-10, Sector 68, Mohali.

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

AC No. 1432 of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Amit Goyal, Excise and Taxation Inspector on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent submits that information as permissible under the Punjab VAT Act, 2005 read with the Right to Information Act, 2005 has been furnished.  However, certain information, which is exempt, has been denied.

2.

The appellant is absent today without intimation.  Let him file his rejoinder, if any.

3.

To come up on 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
        
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dharamvir, NCRAF-646-A,

Sector 4, Mundi Kharar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Social Welfare, Punjab, 

SCO Nos. 128-129, Sector 34, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 2892  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Karamjit Singh Brar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Since the complainant is absent without intimation, the case is adjourned to 4.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
        
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated
: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh, 101/6,

Arora Niwas, Mohabat Nagar, Kapurthala-144601.

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.  1346  of  2012

Present:-
Shri Narinder Singh complainant in person.



Ms. Sonia, Senior  Assistant  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In this case, the appellant is asking for personal information pertaining to reimbursement of his medical bill. His plea is that an amount of Rs.1050/- was deducted from his medical bills and he wants to know the reasons for the same.

2.

On the very face of it, this is personal information and no public interest is involved. Therefore, RTI request is not covered under Section 8(i)(j) of the Right to Information Act,2005.  The information-seeker pleads that he has a right to know reasons under Section 4(1)(d) of the Act ibid, in case any formal order was passed.  The respondent is, therefore, directed to scan its office record and verify whether the reasons of deductions have been recorded, if so the same shall be furnished to the information-seeker. If however, the grounds and reasons have not been recorded, the same shall be conveyed in writing to the present information-seeker.

3.

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


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh, General Secretary

Human Services Mission (Regd.),

r/o Plot No.40, Village Bholapur, P.O. Sahibana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana-141123.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Sector 34, Chandigarh. 





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

CC No. 2904  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Gulshan Verma, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they had furnished the information on the issues relating to the office of the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.  However, in respect of the information held by the District Offices, which are separate public authorities, the request for information has been transferred under Section 6 (3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 with the direction to the district offices to furnish reply directly to the information-seeker.  The plea of the respondent, therefore, is that the complaint case may be closed.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To afford him one opportunity to file his rejoinder/petition, if any, the case is adjourned to 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
        
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sunny Jan s/o Lagte Sh. Manmohan Jand,

r/o MIG-504, Urban Estate, Phase-I, Patiala-147002.

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Government T.B. Hospital, Patiala.

FAA-Civil Surgeon, Patiala.




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

AC No. 1348  of  2012

Present:-
Shri Sunny Jand appellant in person.

Shri Satish Parkash Sahni, Senior Assistant o/o Government T.B. Hospital, Patiala alongwith Dr. Parshotam Goyal, Assistant Civil Surgeon, Patiala on behalf of the First Appellate Authority.

ORDER



The appellant says that he wants information pertaining to Sr. No.1 and 6 of his RTI queries.  This is purely personal information of a third party and the third party has not been impleaded in this case.  The only public interest involved in the case as pleaded  by the appellant is that the third party-Ms. Santosh Kumari has married a second time during substance of the first marriage and therefore committed a criminal act and information is thus in public interest.
2.

The respondent is directed to follow the procedure under Section 8(1)(j) and Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and thereafter pass a speaking order.  With this direction, the case is relegated to the PIO and appeal proceedings are closed.  PIO will finalize the case within two months of this order.
        
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Manju Dubey, AMO, 

Government Ayurvedic Dispensary, Tepla (Patiala).

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Ayurvedic, Punjab,

SCO 823-824, Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 2966  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Jatin Sharma, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a photocopy of its letter dated 25.10.2012 addressed to the complainant vide which the information consisting of 34 pages is said to have been furnished to the information-seeker, who however is absent without intimation.

2.

To give one opportunity to the complainant to confirm that she is satisfied with the information, the case is adjourned to 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
3.

On the request of the respondent, he is exempted from appearance on 29.11.2012.


                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Akhilesh Kumar Rai,

#1154, T-1, Sector 1, Talwara Township,

Tehsil Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144216.



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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Irrigation Department, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Registrar, Irrigation Department, Punjab, Chandigarh.
     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1361 of  2012

Present:-
Sh. Akhilesh Kumar Rai appellant in person.


Shri Balwinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that in response to appellant’s RTI request dated 16.6.2012, replies were sent on 6.12.2012 and then on 8.8.2012.  Further information has also been furnished vide No.15153 dated 2.11.2012 addressed to the information-seeker by the Chief Engineer (Canal), Irrigation Department and the respondent also places a written reply which is taken on record.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through their respective cases.  The plea of the respondent is that most of the information has been sought in the form of questions and therefore does not come within the definition of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. The complainant has devised two formats in which he has asked for the information which would involve virtually recreation of the information.  Therefore, the request for voluminous information needs to be restructured by the information-seeker to bring it within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the Act ibid.  The appellant is free to move the PIO afresh by restructuring his queries as per the provisions of the Act ibid.  With this direction, the appeal case is closed.
        
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Kumar s/o Shri Sai Dass,

35, New Pawan Nagar, Gali No.13, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Tourism Development Corporation Ltd.,

SCO 183-185, Sector 8-C, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 2974 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Ramesh Kumar complainant in person.


Shri Kulbir Singh Sekhon, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Kulbir Singh Sekhon, Advocate submits Vakalat Nama on behalf of the respondent-public authority and requests for one adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 7.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
        
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Akhilesh Kumar Rai,

#1154, T-1, Sector 1, Talwara Township,

Tehsil Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144216.



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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer, Phagwara Water Drainage,

Jalandhar Division.

FAA- the Superintending Engineer, Jalandhar Water Drainage,

Jalandhar Division. 






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

AC No. 1362 of  2012
Present:-
Sh. Akhilesh Kumar Rai appellant in person.



Shri Balwinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that in response to appellant’s RTI request dated 16.6.2012, replies were sent on 8.8.2012 and 22.10.2012.  
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through their respective cases.  The plea of the respondent is that most of the information has been sought in the form of raising questions and therefore does not come within the definition of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. The complainant has devised two formats in which he has asked for the information which would involve virtually recreation of the information.  Therefore, the request for voluminous information needs to be restructured by the information-seeker to bring it within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the Act ibid.  The appellant is free to move the PIO afresh by restructuring his queries as per the provisions of the Act ibid.  With this direction, the appeal case is closed.
        
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mehar Singh, #2064, Sector 68,

Ajitgarh.







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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Welfare Officer, Roop Nagar,

FAA-Director Social Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.




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

AC No.  1363 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Mehar Singh appellant in person.

Shri Karamjit Singh Brar, Superintendent o/o the Director Social Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh alongwith Shri Manjit Singh Bajwa, District Social Security Officer, Ropar.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been furnished to the appellant vide No.956 dated 1.11.2012.

2.

The plea of the appellant on the other hand is that information relates to production of wrong certificate on the basis of which plot was obtained from the Government by ineligible person.  A public interest is involved and therefore, he may be furnished a copy of the inquiry conducted in the matter.

3.

To come up on 10.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
        
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 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 Managing Director,

Radha Soami Satsang Beas Society,

Dera Baba Jaimal Singh, Beas,

District Amritsar.






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

CC No. 1973 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gurvinder Singh Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant places on record, an unattested copy of notification dated 14.12.2011 issued by the Department of Excise and Taxation, Chandigarh under Sections 11 & 3-A of Punjab Tax on Entry of Goods into Local Areas Act, 2000.  The complainant has also moved an application under Section 18(3)(b) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and further raised certain interrogatories for discovery and inspection of documents.

2.

The respondent on the other hand requests for an adjournment to file its written reply on the issues raised regarding Section 18 (3)(b) of the Act ibid.

3.

To come up on 23.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.



         
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

Shri  Pardeep Kumar Jaswal, Q.No.40, Staff Colony-1, 

Guru Nanak Dev College, Gill Road, Ludhiana


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




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Guru Nanak Dev College, Gill Road, Ludhiana

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

CC No. 1538 of 2012,
Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal, Q. No.40,

Staff Colony-1, Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana.

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

CC No. 1711 of 2012,

Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal, Q. No.40,

Staff Colony-1, Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana.

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

CC No. 1712 of 2012,

Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal, Q. No.40,

Staff Colony-1, Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana.

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

CC No. 1713 of 2012,

&

Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal, Q. No.40,

Staff Colony-1, Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana.

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

CC No. 1714 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal complainant in person.



Shri Surinder Pal Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In all these cases, the complainant-Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal submits that the respondent-PIO/Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana has either not furnished the information or given incorrect and incomplete information.  It is further pleaded by the complainant that PIO has often abstained from the proceedings of the cases, even though notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 has been issued to 
Shri J.S.Miglani-advocate-cum-PIO to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him.  He has failed to file any written explanation or justify the delay.  The plea of the complainant is that penalty under Section 20 of the Act ibid should be imposed on Shri Miglani.
2.

The complainant further requests that the Principal, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Gill Road, Ludhiana should be summoned alongwith relevant record under Section 18 of the Act ibid.  Shri Surinder Pal Sharma, Advocate who has not produced any authorization to appear in these cases from the PIO or from the respondent-public authority seeks that further adjournment may be allowed.

3.

I have considered the facts of these cases and find that there is no alternative but to issue summon to Shri M.S. Saini, Principal-cum-Director under Section 18(3) of the Act ibid to appear in person and produce the relevant original record before the Commission.

4.

The PIO is also given one more opportunity to file his explanation and also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 29.11.2012.  It is made clear that if no explanation of the PIO comes forward before that date, he may be proceeded against exparte under Section 20 of the Act ibid for imposition of penalty.

5.

To come up on 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.





         
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

CC
Shri M.S. Saini, Principal-cum-Director, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Gill Road, Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Lt. Col. (Retd.) S. D.S. Dhillon, 192-C,

Rajguru Nagar, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Nanakana Sahib Educational Trust,

Gill Park, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Ludhiana-6.







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

CC No. 2670  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Pardeep Jaiswal on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Surinder Pal Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Pardeep Kumar Jaiswal, who has produced an authorization from 
Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon to appear in this case, orally submits that information as ordered on 19.10.2012 has still not been furnished.  The respondent has to supply a copy of the minutes of the meeting of the Governing Body of STEP, which has not been done.
2.

The respondent-PIO is absent. However, Shri Surinder Pal Sharma, Advocate who has appeared without any authority letter from the PIO/Respondent-public authority, requests for one adjournment.

3.

Non-furnishing of the information even when it was specifically directed by the Commission to be given amounts to willful denial of the information under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Therefore, it is a fit case to issue notice to Shri J.S. Miglani, PIO under Section 20 to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him. His written reply/explanation may reach the Commission before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 29.11.2012, when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.

4.

To come up on 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.



         
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwinder Singh s/o Shri Bhag Singh,

r/o Baghle Wala, P.O. Fatehgarh Panjtur, 

District Ferozepur.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Health and Family Welfare Department,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 2682  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sukhwinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Rahul Jain, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The plea of the complainant is that unattested information has been furnished.  The respondent is directed to verify the documents, which have been supplied to the complainant.

2.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.



         
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bachittar Singh s/o Dr. Deep Singh,

#18, Gali No.7, Sant Vihar, Khanpur,

Pathankot-145001.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Sector 34, Chandigarh.





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

CC No.  2346  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

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

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, none was present and the case was adjourned as a last opportunity to the parties.  The complainant is again absent without intimation.  The representative of the respondent orally submits that information has already been furnished.  Hence, the case is closed.

                                         
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 5, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner










Punjab.

