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

Sh. Anil Kashyap,

President,

Cricketers Welfare Association,

395, Industrial Area,

Ludhiana.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The President,

PCA, SAS Nagar, Sector – 63,

Mohali.






…… Respondent





CC – 1969 of  2007





        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, on behalf of the Complaiant.


Sh. Anil Ksheterpal, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 13.05.2008, it was directed that both parties will come prepared on the next date of hearing on the issue of status of the Respondent in terms of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act.  Written arguments were to be submitted, if so, desired.  Also the complainant was to forward a copy of the submission dated 4.3.2008 to the Respondent.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerged  that  a copy of the complainant’s submission dated 4.3.2008 had been sent to the Respondent.  Also :-
(a)  The Respondent highlights orally various aspects brought out in his written submissions and emphasises the following  with respect to PCA, Mohali :-
(i)  Interpretation of Section 2(h) of the RTI which pertains to the definition of ‘public authority’.
(ii)  Financial aspects.
(iii) Control.
(iv) Affiliation of PCA with BCCI. 
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(v)  He submits a copy of the judgement “Zee  Telefilms Ltd. and another Vs Union of India and others Writ Petition (C) No. 541 of 2004 with SLP (C) No. 20186 of 2004, decided on February 2, 2005” and a copy of interpretation of Section 2(h) (3 pages).
(b)  In response, the complainant highlights the following :- 
(i)  Affiliation with BCCI.
(ii) Financial assistance.

(iii)  Control.
(iv) Interpretation of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act.  The complainant submits a copy of the judgement  in the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh “CWP No. 453 of 2008, Principal, M.D.Sanatan Dharam Girls College, Ambala City and another Vs State Information Commissioner, Haryana and another,” decided on 14.1.2008.
(v)  He submits a copy of Punjabi University letter No. 903/RTI Cell dated 8.5.2008.
3.

On a mutual consent an opportunity has been given to  both the parties to submit their written arguments by 30.6.2008 to the Commission with a copy to each other.  Copies of documents at Para 2(a)(v) and 2(b)(vi) and (v) above are handed/taken over.
4.

To come up on 22.7.2008 at 2.00 PM wherein both the parties will come prepared to argue on the issue of status of the Respondent in terms of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act.
5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. H.C.Arora,

H. No. 2299, Sector 44 – C,

Chandigarh.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar.

Northern Indian Institute of Fashion Technology,

B-68, Industrial Area,

Phase – VII, Mohali (Pb.)





…… Respondent





CC – 524 of  2008




        ORDER

Present:
Sh. H.C.Arora, Complainant in person.
Sh. Gaurav Deep Goyal, on behalf of Sh. Vikas Chatrath, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 13.5.2008, the Respondent was directed to submit a copy of the Memorandum of Association and Byelaws on the next date of hearing.  The Respondent was to clarify the aspect of indirect funding, if any, to NIIFT.  Also it was to be confirmed if land for the premises of NIIFT had been allotted by the Government on subsidized rates/lease.  A photo copy of relevant document was to be submitted.  Inter-se relation between NIFT and NIIFT was to be clarified while justifying the status.  
2.

During today’s proceedings, the representative of the Respondent states that the advocate on behalf of the Respondent is not present due to an unforeseen contingency.  He requests for an adjournment. The complainant, however, submits various documents (28 pages) that he has obtained from the Directorate of Industries and Commerce, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh, under the RTI Act.  He states that these documents generally provide a response to the queries raised in Para 2 of Order dated 13.5.2008.  He also submits a photo copy of news item appearing in Times of Chandigarh dated 24.5.2008.  These documents are taken on record.  A copy each of the same is handed over to the representative of the Respondent.
3.

The case is adjourned to 10.7.2008 at 2.00 PM for consideration of the question whether NIIFT is a public authority under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Makhan Singh Chauhan,

Power House Road,

Gali No. 10/1, Bathinda (Pb.).




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Executive Engineer,

Operation Division,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Jalalabad (West), Distt. Ferozepur.




…… Respondent





CC – 387 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Gokul Chand, UDC, O/o Sr. XEN, Operation Div., PSEB, Jalalabad, on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 6.5.2008, with the mutual consent, it was directed that the complainant will visit the office of the Respondent on 14.5.2008 at 1100 hours to inspect documents and collect the requisite information.  The complainant was also directed to submit observations, if any.
2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that the complainant visited his office on 14.5.2008 and after inspection collected the requisite documents.  He hands  over  copies of the documents handed over and a receipt signed by the complainant.  This document is taken on record.  The complainant is neither present nor has he submitted any observations.
3.

It appears that the complainant is satisfied with the information provided.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Er. Ranjit Singh,

Old Cantt Road,

Octroi No. 7,

Faridkot (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

D.S.Division,

Zira, Distt. Ferozepur.




…… Respondent





CC – 626 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
Er. Ranjit Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Jagtar Singh Multani, Sr. XEN, PSEB, D.S.Div., Zira.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 06.05.2008, it was directed that :-
(a) Information as had been requisitioned, be provided at the earliest but not later than 20.5.2008;

(b) The PIO will be personally present with a copy of information supplied to the complainant on the next date of hearing.

(c) The PIO Respondent will submit an affidavit showing reasons of his absence from the proceedings held on 06.05.2008.
2.

During today’s proceedings, wherein the PIO is personally present, he states that the information as demanded by the complainant has been sent to him by post vide Memo. No.5057 dated 14.5.2008.   Subsequently, a copy of the same was sent to him by hand on 29.5.2008.  The Respondent hands over a copy of the receipt given by the complainant.  The documents are taken on record.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed.
4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

423, Model Town

Phase II, Bathinda (Pb.).




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Superintending Engineer,

(Distribution Circle),

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Bathinda (Pb.).





…… Respondent





CC – 638 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Mohinder Singh, AEE (Civil), TLSC Div., Bathinda.

1. 

On the last date of hearing, on 6.5.2008, on the mutual consent, it was directed that the complainant will visit the office of the Respondent on 9.5.2008 at 1100 hours to deposit the fee and collect the information.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that the complainant visited the office of the Respondent on 9.5.2008 and collected the requisite information.  The Respondent hands over a photo copy of the receipt given by the Complainant to the Respondent which is taken on record.  The complainant has neither submitted any observations nor is he personally present during proceedings today.   It appears that he is satisfied with the information supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Arjan Lal Arora,

128/4, Sunder Nagar,

Near Shiv Mandir,

Patiala (Pb.).






…… Appellant




          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary, Services – II,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala (Pb.).






…… Respondent





AC - 123 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO-cum-Information and Public Relations Officer, PSEB, H.O., Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 06.05.2008, it was directed that the complainant must justify the public interest that would be served if the requisitioned information is given to him.  In the absence of justification, the case cannot be progressed further.  Accordingly, an opportunity was given to the complainant.

2.

The complainant vide his letter dated 22.5.2008 has attempted to explain the public interest that would be served in case information is given to him.

3.

The Respondent present seeks time to go over the contents of the letter and provide his response.

4.

To come up on 15.07.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tanks,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Superintending Engineer,,

Pb. Water Supply and Sewerage Circle,

Amritsar (Pb.).





…… Respondent





AC - 119 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Satish Kumar, Superintendent, O/o XEN, Pb. Water Supply and Sewerage Division, Gurdaspur.

1.

The appellant is not present.  A telephonic message has been received from him that he has met with an accident while he was on his way to attend the proceedings and therefore will not be able to attend the proceedings.

2.

During today’s proceedings, the Respondent states that information has been sent to the appellant vide Memo. No. 3179 – 80 dated 29.5.2008.  There is no observation so far from the appellant.  Since the appellant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to submit his observations to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission by 30.6.2008.  
3.

Adjourned to 29.7.2008 at 2.00 PM.
4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tanks,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Divisional Soil Conservation Officer,

Gurdaspur (Pb.).





…… Respondent





AC - 120 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Prem Nath, Sr. Assistant – cum – APIO, O/o Divisional Soil Conservation Officer, Gurdaspur.

1.

The appellant is not present.  A telephonic message has been received from him that he has met with an accident while he was on his way to attend the proceedings and therefore will not be able to attend the proceedings.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerged that the Respondent has not received Form ‘A’ for seeking information.  It is observed that this is the second consecutive occasion where the appellant is not present.  He is given one more opportunity to progress his case. 

3.

To come up on 29.7.2008 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tanks,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Panchayati Raj,

Gurdaspur.






…… Respondent





AC - 121 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Nirmal Chand, SDO, Panchayati Raj, Pathankot and Sh. Vijay Kumar, Sr. Assistant, XEN, Panchayati Raj, Gurdaspur.

1.

The appellant is not present.  A telephonic message has been received from him that he has met with an accident while he was on his way to attend the proceedings and therefore will not be able to attend the proceedings.

2.

During today’s proceedings, it emerges that this is the second consecutive occasion when the appellant is not present.  The Respondent states that he has received no request for information from the appellant.

3.

Since the appellant is not present, he is given one more  opportunity to progress his case.  

4.

Adjourned to 29.07.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tanks,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot (Pb.).





…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Controller (F & A).

Amritsar Improvement Trust,

Amritsar (Pb.).





…… Respondent





AC - 122 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant and the Respondent.

1.

The appellant is not present.  A telephonic message has been received from him that he has met with an accident while he was on his way to attend the proceedings and therefore will not be able to attend the proceedings.

2.

This is the second consecutive occasion when the appellant is not present.  

3.

The appellant, however, is given another opportunity to present his case. 
4.

Adjourned to 29.07.2008 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.06.2008.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner

