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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Ajinder Kaur Sodhi, 

# 66, Vidya Nagar,

Opposite Punjabi University, Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Education, Chandigarh.



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

CC No.  2322  of 2011

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

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



I have perused the RTI query dated 10.6.2011 vide which the information was sought by the present complainant from the PIO/Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Higher Education.  The query of the information-seeker is “How much time your good-self will take for its execution of the order passed by the Hon’ble Education Tribunal Chandigarh”.

2.

The nature of the query does not fall within the definition of information under Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The plea of the complainant is that the Education Tribunal, Chandigarh has passed an order dated 16.3.2011 in the case of Mrs. Ajinder Kaur Sodhi vs. Baba Dhall Education Society of India.  She is seeking compliance of these orders by the Higher Education Department.  This matter does not come within the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However considering the plea of the complainant that the department is sitting over the orders of the Education Tribunal Chandigarh, a copy of this order be endorsed to the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Higher Education by name to draw her attention for an appropriate action.

3.

With these directions, the case is closed.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                    Punjab
CC

The Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Higher Education,

Chandigarh. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdial Singh, S/o Raghubir Singh, 

House No. 148, Gali No. 5, 

New Sukhchain Nagar, 

Gurudwara Road, Tehsil Phagwara, 

Distt. Kapurthala.


      



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer, Garhshankar, 

District Hoshiarpur.






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

CC No.  2318  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jagdev Singh, Deputy District Forest Officer, Garhsankar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



The respondent submits letter No.3969 dated 8.9.2011 enclosing a photocopy of letter No.3200 dated 4.8.2011 vide which the information had been sent to the complainant on all the seven queries.

2.

In view of the above, the complaint case is closed.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harcharan Singh, #2809, Phase 7,
Mohali (SAS Nagar).

      




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director, Punjab State Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

SCo 175-187, Sector 34, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 1821 of 2011
&

CC No. 1822 of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri  Raj Kumar, Manager on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent informs that LPA filed by them in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh is still pending and it is listed now for 26.9.2011. In view of this, the case is adjourned to 15.11.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                                                 Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Amandeep Kaur d/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

H.No.1094, Phase-2, Urban Estate, Patiala.


_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No.3222 of 2010

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

Shri Vinod Kumar, Superintendent alongwith Shri Jaswinder Singh, Senior Assistant both from o/o the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev), Patiala and Shri Om Parkash, Steno/Tehsildar, Rajpura on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



The respondent submits that the information furnished by Sub Divisional Magistrate, Patran is not complete and has been returned by the complainant with the request to remove the deficiency. Information is yet to be supplied by Panchayat Samiti, Rajpura, Gram Panchayat, Patiala Sub Division.

2.

The case is adjourned to 15.11.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mahesh Kumar, #8, Gali No.5, 
Ferozepur Cantt. Punjab.





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





 

……………....Respondent

CC No. 1874 of 2010 

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri  Raj Kumar, Manager, on behalf of the respondent-department alongwith Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant o/o the Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh.
ORDER



The respondent informs that LPA filed by them in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh is still pending and it is listed now for 26.9.2011. In view of this, the case is adjourned to 15.11.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harcharan Singh, 338, Phase-6,

Mohali.






                      ……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o The General Manager, Punjab State Cooperative Bank,

SCO-175-187, Sector-34, Chandigarh.

 

……………....Respondent

CC- 583 of 2006

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri  Raj Kumar, Manager on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent informs that LPA filed by them in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh is still pending and it is listed now for 26.9.2011. In view of this, the case is adjourned to 15.11.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Saini, H.No.50/30-A, 

Ram Gali, N.M. Bagh, Ludhiana.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of School Education, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of School Education, Chandigarh.



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

AC No.  433  of 2011
&
AC No.  435  of 2011

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini appellant in person.



Mr. Balbir Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 8.8.2011, the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Education, Chandigarh was directed to sort out inter-se issues between the various branches of the Education Department and file an affidavit in support of the stand of the department that no “office noting” pertaining to “MASTERS” exists on record. Mrs. Jeet Kaur, Superintendent, Education-6 Branch who had appeared on 8.8.2011 had stated that they are only a Coordination Branch but the actual custodian of the record is Education-2 Branch.  
Shri Balbir Singh, Senior Assistant representing Education-2 Branch today states that a reply has been sent to the appellant vide memo No.6552 dated 29.8.2011.

2.

However, no affidavit has been filed by the PIO.  Considering this fact and the delay caused in the case due to failure of the respondent, an interim compensation of Rs.1000/- is awarded in favour of the appellant, to be paid by the Department of Education by a crossed cheque before the next date of hearing.  The case is adjourned to 18.10.2011 at 
10.30 A.M.  The respondent shall also file an affidavit, as already ordered on earlier dates.  

3.

The information-seeker also requests that he may be given a hearing by the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Education, for which he may approach the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Education.








        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Singh, Ward No.6, H.No.1889, 
SBS Nagar, Opp. I.T.I., Moga. 






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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Agriculture Officer, Moga.


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

CC No. 1231   of 2011
Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Sushil Kumar, Superintendent alongwith Balbir Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER:



The respondent places on record letter No.3051 dated 8.9.2011, enclosing a written request from the present complainant Shri Baldev Singh, that he has received the information and he does not want to pursue the matter any further. The complainant, however, is absent.

2.

Considering the plea of the respondent and written application of Shri Baldev Singh, I order closure of this case.








        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, VPO Bhatian Bet,

Ludhiana-141008.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

 

……………....Respondent

CC- 323 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Er. Gurcharan Singh, Executive Engineer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Er. Gurcharan Singh, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar appearing on behalf of the PIO-respondent places on record a written submission to the effect that an inquiry is being conducted to fix responsibility for missing record and it is likely to take some time before the inquiry officer gives his finding.  He, therefore, pleads that the case may be adjourned.
2.

The case is adjourned to 15.11.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S.Khaira, #762,

Sector 60, Mohali.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

SCO 66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.



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

CC No. 1872 of 2011

Present:-
Shri H.S. Khaira complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The complainant submits that they have still not received any reply from the respondent-Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.

2/

I have perused the six queries of the complainant.  Most of these are questions asked regarding verification of service record of retired principals of Government colleges. The respondent is directed to deal with the request of the complainant, keeping in view the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
3.

As a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to 20.10.2011 at 10.30 A.M.  A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh to ensure appropriate action 







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                                                 Punjab 
CC

The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Higher Education, Chandigarh 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Singh Bhatti,

National Human Rights Council, #919,

Phase-IV, Sector 59, SAS Nagar (Mohali)-160059.

     _______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Provisioning), 

Punjab, Chandigarh-160017.




    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2477 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:



None has appeared today.
2.

To come up on 15.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M. for pronouncement of order.








        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Singh

s/o Shri Tarsem Chand, 

r/o0 VPO Nangal Kalan,

Tehsil and District Mansa.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager,

 Punjab Agricultural Development Bank,

Mansa







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

CC No.  701 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri K.K. Bhainiwala, advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This case was closed on 14.6.2011 with the direction that the respondent shall provide a clarification to the complainant regarding query at Sr. No.5 of his RTI application.  However, the complainant petitioned the Commission that the respondent has not complied with thedirections of the Commission and has failed to give any clarification. Therefore, a fresh notice was issued to the parties.  On 29.8.2011, the respondent submitted that the clarification alongwith additional documents have been furnished to the complainant.  The complainant, however, was absent on 29.8.2011 without intimation.  Hence, the case was adjourned to 9.9.2011 to give him one opportunity to file his objection, if any. However, nothing has been heard from the complainant.  He is again absent today without intimation.

2.

The respondent pleads that they have given all the information and the clarification and that nothing more is to be done at their end.  I accept the plea of the respondent and close the proceedings.







        
             (R.I. Singh)

September 9, 2011.




         Chief Information Commissioner






                  Punjab
