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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Puran Singh s/o Shri Talrok Singh,

Patti Badda, VPO Kamoka Kalan, 
Tehsil Jagraon, Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

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






---------Respondent.

CC No.  1374     of 2011

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

ORDER



Issue fresh notice to the parties.

2.

To come up on 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

  








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tribhawan Kumar, #3125,

Sector 37-D, Chandigarh.





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Manager, Moga Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., 

Moga (HO).







……………....Respondent

CC-1062 of 2007

Present:-  
Shri Tribhawan Kumar complainant in person.

      
Shri N.S. Vashishat, Advocate on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



Parties request for an adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.











              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tribhawan Kumar, #3125,

Sector 37-D, Chandigarh.





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Manager, Ludhiana Central Cooperative Bank Ltd.,
 Ludhiana (HO).






……………....Respondent

CC-1433 of 2007

Present:-  
Shri Tribhawan Kumar complainant in person.

      
Shri N.S. Vashishat, Advocate on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been furnished to the complainant following the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.19224/2006 and other connected writ petitions decided on 9.5.2011.

2.

The complainant also confirms that he has received the information and he is satisfied with the same.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.





        Chief Information Commissioner

   








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwant Singh Grewal,

H.No.469, Sector 37-A,   Chandigarh-160036.


……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager, Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Ludhiana.
……………....Respondent

CC-1532 of 2008

Present:-  
Shri Sukhwant Singh Grewal complainant in person.

      
Shri Ashwani Prashar, Advocate on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a short written reply.  The plea taken by the respondent is that some Cooperative Societies have challenged the judgment of Single Bench in CWP 19224/2006 and other related writ petitions decided on 9.5.2011.  On a specific query, the counsel for the respondent states that the present respondent has not moved the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court to challenge the above mentioned judgment of the Single Bench.  

2.

I have heard the counsel for the respondent.  Since the order of the Hon’ble High Court in CWP No.19224/2006 and related writ petitions decided on 9.5.2011 is very clear and it is in-force as on this date,  I direct the respondent to furnish the information to the complainant within 10 days.
3.

To come up on 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Joga Singh s/o Shri Anoop Singh,

R/o Village Shianpari, Tehsil Zira, District Ferozepur.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commandant, 75 Bn., Punjab Armed Police,

Jalandhar Cantt.






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

CC No. 1229  of 2011

Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
HC Daljit Singh on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent had taken plea that Punjab Government has exempted Punjab Armed Police from the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005, in exercise of powers under Section 24 of the Act.  The complainant, however, contested this fact and sought time to adduce evidence to the contrary.  Two opportunities were given to the complainant, but no evidence was adduced.  Today the complainant is absent without intimation.

2.

In view of the notification issued by the State Government and failure of the complainant to rebut the stand of the respondent, it is held that this Commission has no jurisdiction over the Punjab Armed personnel and the present complaint is not maintainable against the respondent.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.





  Chief Information Commissioner

  








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. M.R. Dubey, Advocate, 121-K, 
Lane No.-6, Majithia Enclave,

Near 24 No. Phatak, Patiala.



             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab Nurses Registration Council (PNRC), 

S.C.O. No.109, Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.


------------Respondent





CC No. 2584   of 2010

Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
Mrs. Kanta, PIO-Registrar on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent today without intimation. The respondent has confirmed in writing vide endst. No. PNRC/2011/3155 dated 1.7.2011 that as per office record there is no other record relating to TA Bills/Tour Programmes etc. than the one already furnished to the information-seeker.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh s/o Shri  Kasham, r/o Valmik Road,

Bharat Nagar, Ferozepur.





……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the District Markfed Officer, Ferozepur.

FAA-the District Markfed Officer, Ferozepur.
 
……………....Respondents

AC No. 131 of 2010

Present:-  
None on behalf of the appellant..

      
Shri Ashwani Prashar, Advocate on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



None was present on behalf of the appellant on the last date of hearing. Today again the appellant is absent without any intimation.

2.

The counsel for the respondent submits that the present appeal case No.131/2010 was not involved in the CWP No.19224/2006 and other connected writ petitions decided by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 9.5.2011.  The present respondent had filed a separate writ petition bearing No. 5572/ 2010 in which an order was passed by the Hon’ble Justice K. Kannan on 29.3.2010 directing the information seeker to deposit Rs.28,000/- with the petitioner and obtain the information sought by him.  This case was admitted on 21.3.2011 in the Hon’ble High Court. 

3.

I have perused the copy of the order produced by the respondent.  Since the Hon’ble High Court has allowed furnishing of the information on payment of the requisite fee and the appellant has so far not availed of this, there is no ground to keep this appeal case pending.  Hence, it is closed.  Appellant is free to move the State Information Commission after the final decision by the Hon’ble High Court.









              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.





        Chief Information Commissioner

   








    Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Singh 
s/o Sh. Sulakhan Singh,

Vill. Khahira Kalan, Tehsil Batala, 
Distt. Gurdaspur-143602.




……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Gurdaspur Central Coop. Bank, 

Branch Fatehgarh Churian, 

Distt. Gurdaspur. 





……………....Respondent

CC No. 812 of 2009. 

Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



This case, which had been adjourned sine die, was re-opened following the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.19224 of 2006 and other connected writ petitions on 9.5.2011.
2.

However, despite notice issued by the State Information Commission, Punjab, none has appeared.  The complainant has not responded on two consecutive dates of hearing.  Hence, the case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Kumar Ranwa, 
President  Village Social Welfare Society,

Karandi, Mansa.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 
Bathinda. 







……………....Respondent

CC No. 494 of 2010 

Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
Shri Vishal Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



This case, which had been adjourned sine die was re-opened following the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.19224 of 2006 and other connected writ petitions on 9.5.2011.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent, however, produces letter No.2810 dated 25.6.2011, on the body of which Shri Ram Kumar Ranwa-the present complainant, has given a receipt acknowledging that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  Hence, the case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hakam Singh Brar (Retd.)

r/o 2-G, BRS Nagar, Ludhiana.




……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

c/o Manager, Land Mortgage Bank Ltd., Muktsar.

……………....Respondent

CC No. 623 of 2010 

Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing on 14.6.2011 and he has again absented himself today without any intimation.  As a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M. It is made clear that if nothing is heard from the complainant before that date, it will be presumed that he does not want to pursue the matter any further.









              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jarnail Singh s/o Shri Kartar Singh,

r/o Kot Bhauan Wala, Tehsil and Distt. Moga.


……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary,

Moga 2 B/R Cooperative House Building Society Ltd.,

 Moga.






 
…………....Respondent

CC No. 641 of 2010 

Present:-  
Shri  Rajesh Bhateja on behalf of the complainant.

      
None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



Notice issued to the respondent has been returned with the remarks by the postal authority “Not known. Return”.
2.

Issue fresh notice to the respondent for 5.8.2011.

3.

To come up on 5.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.











              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Nirmala Devi w/o Rai Singh,

Darsopur, Tehsil Pathankot, Distt.Gurdaspur.


……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Gurdaspur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., 
Taragarh Branch, 

Tehsil Pathankot  Distt. Gurdaspur.


 
…………....Respondent

CC No. 1488 of 2010 

Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



This case had been adjourned sine-die and it was reopened following the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.19224 and other connected writ petitions.  

2.

Notice was issued to the parties.  None had appeared on the last date of hearing on 14.6.2011 and nothing has been heard from the complainant even today. It appears that the complaint is not interested to pursue the matter. Hence, the complaint case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   








     Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Mohinder Kaur w/o Jit Singh, r/o #25, Gali No.1,

Gopal Nagar, Majitha Road, Amritsar.



……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the District Manager, Housefed, Amritsar.

 
……………....Respondent

CC No. 1868 of 2010 
Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER




This case, which had been adjourned sine die, was re-opened following the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.19224 of 2006 and other connected writ petitions on 9.5.2011.

2.

However, despite notice issued by the State Information Commission, Punjab, none has appeared.  The complainant has not responded on two consecutive dates of hearing.  Hence, the case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Mukesh Mahajan, 314, Adarsh Colony,

Saili Road, Pathankot-145001.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, 
SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.

FAA-The Principal, 
SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.


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

AC No. 340 of 2011

Present:-  
Dr. Mukesh Mahajan appellant in person.

      
Shri Kamal Kishore, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent has furnished the information in compliance with the directions of this Commission holding that the respondent is a  public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Vinod Kumar Mahajan, 
Krishna Nagar, Gali No.2,

Near Gurudwara Bhadroya, 
Pathankot-145001.


 


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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, 
SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.

FAA-The Principal, 
SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot. 

   --------Respondents.

AC No. 341 of 2011

Present:-  
Dr. Vinod Mahajan appellant in person.

      
Shri Kamal Kishore, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent has furnished the information in compliance with the directions of this Commission holding that the respondent is a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Rajinder Gupta, 
Suraksha Colony, Saili Road,

Pathankot-145001.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, 
SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.

FAA-The Principal, 
SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.


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

AC No. 343 of 2011

Present:-  
Dr. Mukesh Mahajan appellant in person.

      
Shri Kamal Kishore, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


The respondent has confirmed in writing to the appellant that apart from the information already furnished to him, there is no other information pertaining to FDRs for the period 2009 and  2010 as on 10.12.2010.  Similarly, there is no other information pertaining to fines collected from the students except what has already been given to the information-seeker.

2.

The appellant seeks one adjournment to rebut this stands of the respondent.  Time is allowed.

3.

To come up on 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   








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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravi Ranjan Parsad, 63, 
Defence Colony, Chhatwal,

PO Jandwal,  Pathankot-145001.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, 
SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.

FAA-The Principal, 
SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, Pathankot.



--------Respondents.

AC No. 344 of 2011
Present:-  
Shri Ravi Ranjan Parshad appellant in person.

      
Shri Kamal Kishore, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


The respondent has confirmed in writing to the appellant that apart from the information already furnished to him, there is no other information on record.
 2.

The appellant seeks one adjournment to rebut this stands of the respondent.  Time is allowed.

3.

To come up on 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravi Ranjan Parsad, 
63 Defence Colony, Chhatwal,

PO Jandwal, Pathankot-145001.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, 
SRPA Adarsh Bhartiya College, 
Pathankot.







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

CC No. 1021  of 2011

Present:-  
Shri Ravi Ranjan Parshad complainant in person.

      
Shri Kamal Kishor, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent has reiterated the position that Environmental Studies was not shown in the Time-Table of the College as having been allotted to the complainant-Shri Ravi Ranjan Parshad.
2.

The complainant, however, contests this and pleads that this is an incorrect information. It is averred that in the time-table sent to the DPI (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh and to the University by the College Authorities, Environmental Studies has been shown as allotted to Shri Ravi Ranjan Parshad. 
3.

 On the request of the complainant, the case is adjourned to 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M. to enable the complainant to adduce evidence to prove his contention.








              (R.I. Singh)

July 15, 2011.




        Chief Information Commissioner

   Punjab

