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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Jagwinder Kaur

w/o Shri Gurpreet Singh,

c/o S. Sukhdev Singh,

r/o Chahal Colony, Gali No.3,

Patiala Bye Pass, Sangrur.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o District Food Supplies and consumer Affairs Controller,

Bathinda.







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

Complaint Case No. 3994   of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Dewan Chand Sharma, DFSC alongwith Shri Pushpinder Singh, Inspector on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his memo No.11.12.2013 enclosing copies of the letters dated 10.5.2013 and 24.7.2013 written to the information-seeker wherein it is conveyed that ration card is not in the custody of the respondent-department.  A ration card is issued to the individual concerned and is in the custody of the concerned beneficiary.  Furthermore, the respondent has conveyed to the complainant that correct address of Shri Darshan Singh s/o Shri Sat Pal Singh may be furnished. Unless this address is furnished, the respondent is not able to identify the beneficiary.
2.

I have heard the respondent and considered his written reply and documents placed on record.  The present complaint filed in the Commission on 11.11.2013 is disposed of with the direction to the respondent that as and when the complainant furnishes the full address and particulars of Shri Darshan Singh s/o Shri Satpal Singh, the alleged beneficiary of the ration card, the remaining information be provided by observing relevant provisions of Right to Information Act, 2005.




( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohmad Hanif

c/o Saleem Electronics,

Allohtran Gate, Nabha-147201.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Chief Executive Officer,

Wakf Board, Punjab,

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Chief Executive Officer,

Wakf Board, Punjab,

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.





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

Appeal Case No. 2484 of 2013

Present:-
Mohd. Hanif appellant in person.


Shri Danishwar Alli, Additional Law Officer on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The respondent submits that he has given information but the appellant has pointed out material deficiencies in the information. Besides whatever document have been given to the appellant, the same are not certified.  As a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to 30.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kailash Chand

s/o Shri Bachna Ram,

V & P O Boha,

Tehsil Budhladha,



District Mansa.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary, Subordinate Services Selection Board, Punjab,

Forest Complex, Sector 68,

Ajitgarh.







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

Complaint Case No. 4001  of 2013

Present:-
None is present on behalf of the complainant.


Ms. Jaswinder Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent files a written reply vide his No.3028 dated 10.12.2013.  The plea of the respondent is that third party information of certain candidates is being sought by the complainant.  He can be allowed inspection of the record but copies of the answer-sheets cannot be furnished.
2.

I have heard the respondent and considered the record.  The present complaint filed in the Commission on 11.1.2013 is disposed of with the direction that they should issue notices to third parties as per the provisions of Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and after considering their submissions, if any, the complainant may be allowed access to the information or inspection of the record in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act.
3.

It is made clear that complainant will be free to move the Commission, if he is not satisfied with the above process to be followed by the concerned PIO.





( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prabhdeep Singh

r/o  House No.37, Police Lines,

Jalandhar.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent, Central Jail,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Inspector General of Prisons, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







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

Appeal Case No. 2521   of 2013

Present:-
Shri Prabhdeep Singh appellant in person.
Constable Arinder Singh alongwith Shri Gurvinder Singh clerk on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent requests for an adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 20.1.2014 at 12.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh s/o Shri Mohinder Singh

Near Pahli Patshahi Gurudwara Sahib,

Ward No.18, House NO.288-A,

City Sunam-148028.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Inspector,  Food and Civil Supplies Office,

Sunam.







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

Complaint Case No. 4007  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Ravinder  Singh, Inspector on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits that Indian Postal Order sent as fee towards RTI application was erroneously addressed and therefore was returned to the information-seeker to send a correctly addressed IPO. On receipt of the same, it is averred that the respondent had conveyed to the information-seeker to deposit requisite fee, which he has not done till today.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  The present complaint filed in the Commission on 11.11.2013 is disposed of with the direction to the respondent that they shall furnish the information to the complainant in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 as and when the complainant deposits the requisite fee. 
3.

The complainant will be free to move the Commission again if he is dissatisfied with the decision/conduct of the PIO in furnishing of the information to him in accordance with the above directions. 




( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Tsiring Chhoden Bhotia

w/o Shri Tenjin Neema Bhotia,

Centy Cottage, Sister Bazar, 

Lundhor Cantt, Musooree-248179.



      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.



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

Appeal Case No. 2545 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


HC Parminder Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.352/RTI dated 12.12.2013 enclosing a copy of its letter No.2593 dated 28.12.2013 vide which the information was furnished to the appellant.  The plea of the respondent is that there is no merit in the appeal as information has already been furnished.

2.

Since the appellant is absent without intimation, the case is adjourned to 20.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M. as a last opportunity to the appellant to file her objections/rejoinder, if any.

3.

On the request of the respondent, his presence on the next date of hearing is exempted.




( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh s/o Shri Mohinder Singh

Near Pahli Patshahi Gurudwara Sahib,

Ward No.18, House NO.288-A,

City Sunam-148028.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar-cum-Sub Registrar,

Sunam.







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

Complaint Case No. 4008  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


None is present.
2.

The case is adjourned to 8.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasvir Singh

s/o Shri Hans Raj

r/o VPO Rollu Majra via Latheri,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

District Ropar.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

Govt. Industrial Training Institute (Boys),

Behind PRTC Workshop, 

Model Town, Patiala.




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

Complaint Case No.  4009 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Arjinder Pal Singh, Fitter-Instructor on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits its written reply vide his No.6819 dated 11.12.2013 answering all the 12 queries of the information-seeker point-wise.  Furthermore, it is pleaded that complainant was called upon to collect copies of the record by paying fee, which he has not paid so-far.  Hence, copies of the documents have not been furnished to him.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  I have perused the record and heard the respondent.  The present complaint filed in the Commission on 11.11.2013 is disposed of with the direction to the respondent that as and when the complainant deposits the requisite fee towards the cost of documents, the respondent shall supply requisite documents in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
3.

It is made clear that the information-seeker will be free to again move the State Information Commission, if he is not satisfied with the decision of the PIO as directed above.





( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasvir Singh

s/o Shri Hans Raj

r/o VPO Rollu Majra via Latheri,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

District Ropar.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

Govt. Industrial Training Institute (Boys),

Chhintanwala Road, Nabha (Patiala).



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

Complaint Case No.  4010 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Kamaldeep Singh, Turner Instructor on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have never received any RTI request from the present complainant.  It is further submitted that they became aware of the case only after receiving notice from the State Information Commission alongwith documents sent by the State Information Commission.  
2.

It appears that the complainant had given incomplete address of the respondent.  There are more than one Industrial Training Institutes in Nabha and it is possible that the request for information may have gone to some other Industrial Training Institute. It is further averred that on receipt of notice from the State Information Commission alongwith a copy of the queries of the information-seeker, the respondent has promptly proceeded and demanded requisite fee from the information-seeker towards the cost of the documents.  The respondent undertakes to furnish the information as and when the complainant deposits the requisite fee.
3.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  I have heard the respondent and perused the record.  The present complaint filed in the Commission on 11.11.2013 is disposed of with the direction that as and when the complainant furnishes the requisite fee towards the cost of documents, information shall be furnished to the complainant in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  It is made clear that the complainant will have the right to move the State Information Commission again in case he is not satisfied with the decision of the PIO in furnishing of the information in accordance with the directions given above.




( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rupinder Kaur,

#440, Virk Farm House,

Opp. Red Cross Hospital,

Khuda Alisher Road, Chandigarh.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Sunam,
District Sangrur.






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

Complaint Case No. 4034  of 2013

&

Shri Rupinder Kaur,

#440, Virk Farm House,

Opp. Red Cross Hospital,

Khuda Alisher Road, Chandigarh.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sunam.







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

Complaint Case No. 4036  of 2013

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


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has filed two complaints one bearing No.4034/2013 and the second bearing No.4036/2013 both against the PIO/Sub Divisional Magistrate, Sangrur seeking the same information relating to certified copy of Scheduled Caste Certificate of self (Rupinder Kaur d/o Shri Harjit Singh s/o Shri Gurmail Singh village Chhajli, Tehsil Sunam, District Sangrur).  Two complaints on the same issue between the same parties are not maintainable.  Hence, the complaint case No.4036/2013, which was filed in the Commission on 13.11.2013 is disposed of with the direction that the case file be consigned to record.
2.

As regards, the second complaint being No.CC-4034/2013, the representative of the complainant submits that their request was transferred to Tehsildarn Sunam who in turn sent a reply vide letter No.674 dated 5.11.2013.  The Tehsildar instead of furnishing the information sought documents from the information-seeker herself.  A photocopy of this letter has been placed on record. 
3.

The plea of the information-seeker is that she has still not received the requisite document and that Tehsildar, Sunam may be proceeded against.

4.

PIO/Tehsildar, Sunam be impleaded as respondent in place on PIO/Sub Divisional Magistrate, Sunam.  PIO/Tehsildar, Sunam shall file his written reply in the present case before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 15.1.2014.

5.

To come up on 15.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.  




( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balvir Singh

s/o Shri Natha Singh

r/o Nangla, Tehsil Lehra,  Via Chhaji,

District Sangrur-148030.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.







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

Complaint Case No. 4026 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Balvir Singh complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The complainant submits that he has still not received the information.  Issue fresh notice to the respondent for 27.1.2014.

2.

To come up on 27.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kavinder Kapur

s/o Shri Narinder Nath Kapur,

48, Raj Nagar, Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar-144021.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, DAV Institute of Engineering

and Technology, Kabir Nagar,

Jalandhar.







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

Complaint Case No. 4038  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Kavinder Kapur complainant in person.


Shri Arvind Chauhan, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent is represented by Shri Arvind Chauhan, Advocate and orally pleads that respondent-institute is not a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Let the respondent file a written reply with a copy to the complainant.
2.

To come up on 16.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



December 12, 2013.




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

