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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sudesh Kumar, r/o B-1/1422, Ram Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Assistant Registrar (West), Cooperative Societies,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.




 

……………....Respondent

CC-655 of 2006

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



From the perusal of the copy of the order dated 26.9.2011, passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in LPA No.1191/2011, it appears that the matter is still pending in the Hon’ble High Court.  The Hon’ble High Court has restrained the State Information Commission, Punjab from imposing any penalty. 

2.

In view of the above facts, the case is adjourned to 20.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.











                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Kashyap, President, 
Cricketers Welfare Association, 

395, Industrial Area-A, Ludhiana.




……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the President, Punjab Cricket Association,

Sector 63, Mohali (SAS Nagar).




……………....Respondent

CC No. 1969 of 2007 

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri T.S. Khaira, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Counsel for the respondent states that LPA No.1174/2011 is now listed for hearing on 24.1.2012.  Hence, the proceedings in the present case are adjourned to 20.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.


                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh, 308, Basant Vihar,

Near Petrol Pump, Opp. District Jail, Hoshiarpur.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the President Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali.

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

CC No. 1561  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri T.S. Khaira, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Counsel for the respondent submits that CWP No.12367 is now listed for hearing before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 31.1.2012.

2.

To come up on 20.2.2012 at 11.00 A.M.












                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.


                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh, 

Village Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, District Ludhiana.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, Zone-B, Ludhiana.


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

CC No.  2478  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jasbir Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This case was closed on 15.9.2011. As the complainant, who was absent on that date, approached the Commission that complete information had not been furnished to him, fresh notice was given to the parties.  The respondent has faxed  a written reply bearing No.4489 dated 12.12.2011 confirming that site plans pertaining to the building at queries No. 3, 6 and 7 of the information-seeker’s letter dated 11.5.2011 are not available in the record.  The complainant, therefore, is free to move an appropriate authority for whatever action can be taken under law for the unauthorized construction.

2.

However, there is no ground to reopen the case.









                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.


                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh, 

Village Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, District Ludhiana.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



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

CC No.  2479  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jasbir Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This case was closed on 15.9.2011 in the absence of the complainant on the plea of the respondent-PIO that the request for information was decided after observing due procedure under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Subsequently, the complainant petitioned that the case may be re=opened as it was closed exparte and on a wrong statement of the respondent that information had been furnished as per law.

2.

However, the respondent is absent today. 

3.

To come up on 12.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.










                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

DR. K.S. Gill, Advocate, 10, Rose Avenue,

Back Side Officer Colony, Ferozepur City-152002.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Colleges), 

Punjab, Chandigarh.
  




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

CC No. 431  of 2011

Present:-
Dr. K.S. Gill  complainant in person.

Shri Sunil Kumar Superintendent alongwith Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



To come up on 26.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M. for pronouncement of order.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. K.G. Soni (PEC-I),

Associate Professor (Retd., #1321, Sector 21,

Panchkula.







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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 990  of 2011

Present:-
Dr. K. G. Soni appellant in person.



Shri Suman Lata, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant had approached the Director, Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh on 27.7.2011 seeking information on five points.  Allegedly, he did not get any response from the PIO or the first Appellate Authority, Hence, he moved the State Information Commission.

2.

The respondent today submits a letter dated 16.12.2011 enclosing a copy of memo No.20/22-11-S(7) dated 2.11.2011 addressed to the present appellant vide which point-wise reply was sent to him.  The respondent further submits that the sanction pertaining to the case of Smt. Neelam Soni, Associate Professor (History) was issued by the respondent on 30.8.2011 and a copy of the same has also been provided to the present appellant.

3.

Apparently, there has been some delay on the part of PIO for which he is cautioned to be careful in future.  However, complete information stands furnished,, including a copy of the sanction letter of Leave Travel Concession. As the appellant is satisfied with the information and he does not want to pursue the matter any further, the appeal case is closed.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. K.G. Soni (PEC-I),

Associate Professor (Retd., #1321, Sector 21,

Panchkula.







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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Government College, Naya Nangal, Distt. Ropar..

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1008  of 2011

Present:-
Dr. K.G. Soni appellant in person.

Dr. Rajinder Kumar Sharma, Associate Professor in Economics alongwith 
Shri Madhu Sudan, Supdt for respondent No.1 and Shri Arvind Sharma, Senior Assistant on behalf of respondent No.1.
ORDER


The Government College at Naya Nangal, District Ropar was originally a Municipal Council run college and it was taken over by the Government in the year 1997.  The plea of the PIO of the respondent-college is that the record pertains to the year 1984 when the college was being run by the Municipal Council.  The queries of the information-seeker pertain to obtain copies of office orders directing the appellant to take extra classes/periods, a copy of time-table for extra work load and a copy of the extra remuneration bill etc.  The respondent pleads that this record is not available and inspite of best efforts by the PIO, the information could not be accessed.
2.

Let the respondent file an affidavit to the effect that the record is not available with the respondent-public authority.

3.

To come up on 23.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh s/o Shri Kartar Singh,

F-22/488, B/S/ Guru Ravidas Mandir, Main Road,

Mustafabad, Batala Road, Amritsar.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 2991 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Hardeep Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that information has still not been given by the respondent, who, however, is absent without intimation.  Since a period of 30 days has lapsed from the date the information-seeker had applied for information, it is a fit case to call upon the PIO-respondent why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed on him for non-compliance of the statutory provisions of Act ibid.  The respondent is further directed to ensure that the information is furnished in accordance with the provisions of the Act ibid before the next date of hearing.

2.

To come up on 9.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.













                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar, 617/1, Sector 41-A

Chandigarh.







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








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh.


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

AC No. 1006 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Pritpal Singh, Chief Inspector Fertilizer-cum-APIO alongwith Shri D.P. Mangla, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has placed on record an endorsement No.10-170/11/E-3 (4)/1007 dated 16.12.2011 vide which information has been delivered to Shri Ashok Kumar, the present appellant.  The respondent further states that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant was given and that is why the appellant is absent today.  The respondent pleads that there is not merit in the appeal and the same may be dismissed.
2.

Since the information stands furnished and the information-seeker has also not responded to the notice issued by the Commission, the present appeal case is closed.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. C.L. Pawar, Kothi No.599,

Phase-2, Mohali.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Mandi Board, SCO 149-152, 

Sector-17-C, Chandigarh.





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

CC No.  3001 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Mukesh Juneja, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation inspite of due and adequate notice for the date of hearing.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that the complainant had sought information on three issues basing his queries on a statement made by Shri Ajmer Singh Lakhowal, Chairman, Mandi Board, Punjab, Chandigarh.  A reply was sent to the information-seeker, after obtaining the comments of the Chairman that the news-item pertained to the statement given by Shri Ajmer Singh Lakhowal in his capacity as President of Bharti Kisan Union and not as the Chairman of the Mandi Board, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Since the Kisan Union is not a public authority within the meaning of Section 2 (h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, Shri Ajmer Singh Lakhowal was not legally bound to furnish any reply.

3.

Aggrieved, the complainant has approached the State Information Commission.  I have perused the news-item as also the reply given by the respondent to the complainant. The news item mentioned the name of Shri Ajmer Singh Lakhowal as the President, Bharti Kisan Union  and also as the Chairman of the Mandi Board.  However as Shri Lakhowal has confirmed in writing that his statement was in the capacity of the President of the Bharti Kisan Union which is not the public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005,  no complaint would lie against Punjab Mandi Board under the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4/

Accepting the plea of the respondent-Mandi Board, therefore I close the case.









                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Naresh Kundra s/o Shri Bal Krishan Kundra,

N.D-179, Bikrampura, Jalandhar.





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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the H.M.V. College, Jalandhar.

FAA-The Chairman, Local Committee, 

HMV, 83, Windsor Park,

Jalandhar.







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

AC No. 1021 of 2011

Present:-
Dr. Naresh Kundra appellant in person.

Shri Sarmukh Singh, Clerk o/o Shri Sudhir Pruthi Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply, a copy of which has been given to the appellant.

2.

The appellant submits that he is a child specialist and therefore, it is not convenient for him to come for hearing at Chandigarh.  His request is that the case be decided at the earliest.

3.

To come up on 18.1.2011 at 11.00 A.M. for arguments.  It is made clear to the respondent that no extension and further time will be allowed, beyond 18.1.2012.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satish Handa, B-43 (GF),

Ashoka Enclave, Part-II, Sector 37, Faridabad-121003.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

GGS Hospital Complex, Sadiqi Road, Fardikot.



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

CC No. 2973 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gaurav Kumar, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation, inspite of due and adequate notice.

2.

The respondent submits that the complainant had raised three queries and reply in respect of query at Sr. No.1 was given to the effect that such record is not maintained by the University.  Since the reply to the queries at Sr. No.2 and 3 of his RTI request dated 19.8.2011 depended on the reply to the query at Sr. No.1, no further information was given.

3.

To give an opportunity to the complainant to file his reply/rejoinder to the stand of the University, the case is adjourned to 23.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri B.S. Rooprai, #HB-80, 

Phase-I, Mohali-160055.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical Education and Industrial Training Board, Chandigarh.

FAA-Punjab Technical Education and Industrial Training Board,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 999   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Sandeep Bajaj, Deputy Director on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant has sent a written application received vide Commission’s diary No. 21581 dated 16.12.2011 stating that the respondent has furnished him the information, which he is studying.  He has further pleaded that due to urgent domestic affairs, he is unable to attend the Court Proceedings today and the case may be adjourned.
2.

To come up on 30.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.


                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh s/o S. Dilbag Singh,

Village Hussainpur, Tehsil, Ropar, Distt. Ropar.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University,

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar.



    


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

CC No. 2958 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation though due and adequate notice of the date of hearing was given to him.
2.

The respondent submits that even in earlier case bearing No.CC-1966/2011, the present complainant-Shri Gurdeep Singh was given the information and the case was closed on 21.7.2011.  In the present case also, the information was furnished to the complainant by the University on 30.9.2011 in response to his RTI query dated 16.8.2011 A copy of the reply sent to the information-seeker has been placed on record by the respondent. 

3.

Considering the facts of this case and silence of the complainant, inspite of due and adequate notice, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the complaint case.









                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Param Singh s/o Shri Sukhdev Singh, 

Baba Parmanand Basti, Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University,

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar.

    


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

CC No. 2963 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the complainant has come directly to the Commission without exhausting the remedy of First Appeal and on this ground alone the present case deserves to be remanded to the First Appellate Authority.

2.

On merits, the respondent submits that the information was furnished to the complainant and nothing has been heard from him.  The plea of the respondent, therefore, is that there is no merit in the present complaint case and the same should be dismissed.
3.

The complainant is silent despite due and adequate notice. He has also not approached the First Appellate Authority.  Given the above facts, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the complaint case.

4.

However, it is made clear that in case the complainant is not satisfied with the information furnished to him by the respondent, he is free to approach the First Appellate Authority.









                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbinder Singh, Advocate s/o Shri Gurmeet Singh,

VPO Sadarpura, Tehsil Jagraon, District Ludhiana.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.




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

CC No.  3104 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Gurbinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Mohinder Singh Sethi, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In response to the queries of the complainant dated 23.8.2011, replies were given by the respondent-University on 15.9.2011 and 17.10.2011.  The complainant however approached the State Information Commissioner, Punjab since there were some deficiencies in the information.
2.

I have heard both the parties and discussed the alleged deficiencies and the information furnished by the respondent-University.

3.

The counsel for the respondent is directed to clarify the information furnished at Sr.No.2, 3 and 4 of the queries dated 23.8.2011 in the original application for information.

4.

To come up on 30.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gaurav Sharma s/o Shri Krishan Gopal, # 53, Chhotti Gali,

Near Wine Shop, GT Road, Tehsil Baba Bakala,

District Amritsar.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary, Technical Education and Industrial Training Board,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3108  of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present.

2.

To come up on 30.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M.









                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri L.D. Saini, 12, ShaktiNagar,

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana-141001.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3115 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Arjan Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide memo No.14/29-09(s)(2) dated 19.12.2011 enclosing a copy of the reply alongwith its enclosures sent to the information-seeker.  The respondent also places on record a photocopy of the order relating to leave encashment passed by the Director, Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh on 12.12.2011.  The plea of the respondent is that there is no merit in the complaint case as the complete information has been furnished to the information-seeker who, however is absent today without intimation.  To file his rejoinder, if any, the case is adjourned to 30.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avtar Singh s/o Shri Ram Singh,

Guru Nanak Nagar, Ward No.01, Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur.
      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, Guru Harkishan Girls College, Fallewal Khurd,

District Sangrur.







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

CC No. 3124 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Avtar Singh  complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the respondent-PIO.  The complainant states that though he had applied for information on 26.8.2011, the PIO has not sent him any reply so-far.  A period of more than 30 days have lapsed. Therefore, the complainant pleads that a penalty may be imposed on the PIO) under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

As a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to 9.1.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  The PIO shall also explain on that date why information has not been furnished so-far.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Daya Bhan Yadav, Peon,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engg. & Technology, 

Ferozepur-152004.






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




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punajb,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3061 of 2011
Present:-
Shri Daya Bhan Yadav complainant in person.

Shri BalwinderSingh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Baldev Singh, Senior Assistant and Shrio Ramesh Sharma, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant alleges deficiencies in the information furnished to him.

2.

I have heard both the parties.  The respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies within one week.

3.

To come up on 30.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.


                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. B. M. Singh (Adv.,) #651, Sector 40-A,

Chandigar.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Higher Education, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3064  of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Gurpal Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In  response to RTI request dated 13.8.2011, a reply was sent by the respondent denying the information on 3.10.2011 on the ground that the information sought by the complainant is not covered under Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

The respondent reiterates its stand by submitting a written reply vide memo No.2446 dated 8.12.2011. The complainant, however, is absent without intimation.  As  a last opportunity to the complainant to file his reply/rejoinder to the stand taken by the respondent, the case is adjourned to 30.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M.








                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner







  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri D.C. Gupta, #778, Urban Estate,

Phase-1, Patiala-147002.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 3070 of 2011
Present:-
Shri D.C. Gupta complainant in person.



Shri Dilbagh Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The present complainant had approached the PIO/Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, Chandigarh on 7.9.2011 seeking information on seven points, which was denied on the ground that the request for information is on the pad of Suchna Adhikaar Manch (Regd.) and the applicant is the General Secretary of the said organisation.  Ground taken by the respondent is that under Section 3 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the right to information is conferred on a citizen who has to be a living human-being.  Since the request for information was from an institution, the application for information was not valid under law.  This very plea has been reiterated by the respondent by quoting  the instructions issued by the Ministry of Personal, P.G. and Pension, Government of India dated 25.4.2008.

2.

I have perused the original application for information dated 25.7.2011 addressed to the PIO on the official pad of Suchna Adhikar Manch (Regd.)  it is correct that the application is on the pad of an institution and has been signed by its General Secretary-Shri D.C. Gupta.  However, the name of Shri D.C.Gupta and his signatures on the application are legible. It is not contested that Shri D.C.Gupta is a citizen of India.  Therefore, even though the application is on the official paid of an institution, it would be a valid application as applicant has disclosed his name and it is duly signed by him.
3.

  Given the facts, the present complaint case is relegated to the PIO to furnish the information on merits of the queries as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 within 30 days of this order.  With this direction, the case is closed.







                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner
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Shri M.K.Mangla, Deputy Controller (F & A)
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Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Treasury and Accounts, Punjab,

 Sector 17, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Finance, Chandigarh.


    

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

AC No. 1110  of 2011

Present:-
Shri M.K. Mangla appellant in person.



Shri Gurmeet Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant had sought information from the PIO/Director Treasury and Accounts, Punjab, Chandigarh on 12.8.2011 and reply was given to him on 9.9.2011 addressing his four queries.  As he was not satisfied with the reply, he has now come before the State Information Commission.
2.

I have heard the parties and perused the record.  The nature of queries of the information-seeker is such that no such record is usually maintained in the office i.e. as to which officer actually signs a letter to be issued by the Department.  If a particular letter has been  signed by a senior officer, there would not be record as to why the senior officer signed the dispatched letter. 
3.

The letter in the present case was signed by the Director, Treasury and Accounts, Punjab, Chandigarh. It  can be seen from the relevant file noting, if any reasons are recorded on the note-sheet as to why the Director himself signed the letter and not an officer junior to him.. If no such reason has been recorded on file, as in the present case, the respondent-department is not required to give any further reasons.  Therefore, I do not find any merit in the appeal case and close the case.









                   (R.I. Singh)

December 19, 2011.



                        Chief Information Commissioner
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