STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sub. Jai Karan Singh (Retd.),

Vill. & PO Samundra, Teh. Garhshankar,

District Hoshiarpur..

...Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Garhshankar.

....Respondent

CC No 1011/12 

Present:
Sub.
Jai Karan Singh (Retd.)-complainant.

Shri Abhay Chander, BDPO, Garhshankar and

Shri Gulshan Ram, Panchayat Secretary-PIO on   

behalf ofthe respondent.
ORDER
The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has been supplied to him. The complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied with the same. The case, is therefore, disposed of and closed. 

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Dr. Pardeep Dutta s/o Sh. P.K.Dutta, 
r/o A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi-110048.

...Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 
o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Mini Secretariat, Punjab Police, 
Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority, 
o/o Inspector General of Police, Zonal-1, Patiala.

....Respondent

AC No 312/12
Present:
Dr.
Pardeep
Dutta,
appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The appellant states that the information as per order dated

29.5.2012 has not been provided to him. The respondent is not present nor any intimation regarding his absence has been received. This case was earlier decided by the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab on September 13,2011 in AC-691 of 2010. As stated by the appellant, the orders of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab passed on September 13,2011 have not been complied with. The case is, therefore, referred to the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab through Registry for further consideration and appropriate orders.

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Ajit Ram s/o Shri Dulli Ram,

Vill. Dhada Khurd, PO Dhada Kalan,

Teh. Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur. 
...Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Garhshankar.

2. First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Hoshiarpur.

....Respondent

AC No 570/12
Present:
None
on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Abhay Chander, BDPO, Garhshankar and

Shri Gulshan Ram, Panchayat Secretary-PIO on behalf of

the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent submits that copies of all the utilization certificates demanded by the appellant have been supplied to him. As per directions given on 29.5.2012, the respondent states that he has again checked the record of the office and all the copies of the utilization certificates have been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present to-day nor any intimation has been received regarding his absence. In view of this, the case is disposed of and closed.

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh.Ram Murti, Conductor No. 178, 
c/o Sandhu Colony, Jalandhar Road, 
Near Tanki Pani Wali.Chowk Mehta, 
Distt. Amritsar.

...Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Director, State Transport,Punjab,Chandigarh.

2. First Appellagte Authority,

o/o Director,

State Transport.Punjab, Chandigarh.

...Respondent

AC No.556/12
Present:
Shri
Ram
Murti,
appellant.

Shri Ravinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Gurmajor Singh Jr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent submits that the information demanded by the

appellant has already been supplied to him. However, clarification regarding the delay has also been given by the respondent vide letter No. 9973/Supdt.Estt.3(6) dated 20.6.2012. The appellant is satisfied with the information provided to him. Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Kartikay Kaushal,

House No. 4227/1, Sirhandi Gate,

Patiala.

...Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Municipal Corporation,



Patiala.

...Respondent

CC No. 965/12

Present:     Shri
Kartikay
Kaushal,
complainant.

                  Shri Jaspal Singh Superintendent and Shri Ravdeep Singh, 
                  Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

The respondent submits that the information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him. Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh.Love Kumar S/o Sh.Megh Raj,

H.No.125, Model Town, Samrala Road,Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.

...Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

0/0 Executive Officer, Municipal Council,Khanna, 
Distt. Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority
 o/o Deputy Direcgtor,

Local Government, Ludhiana.

... Respondent

ACNo.532/12

Present:
Shri
Love Kumar, appellant.

Shri Vikas Uppal, Superintendent, M.C Khanna on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent submits that the information demanded by 
the appellant has already been supplied to him. The appellant is satisfied with the information provided to him. Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sub (Retd.) S.P.Tuli,

59, Kewal Vihar, PO Model Town,

Jalandhar-144003.

...Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o President, Kewal Vihar Cooperative Housing

Maintenance Society Ltd., Model Town,

Jalandhar.

... Respondent

CC No. 923/12
Present:
Sub.(Retd.) S.P.Tuli,complainant.

Col. Santokh Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

                              The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him. Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Amarbir Burdia s/o Sh. Bant Singh,

· & PO Sehjrha, Teh. & District 
Barnala (Punjab)-148001.

...Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.

2. First Appellate Authority,
 o/o Inspector General of Police-I,

Patiala.

....Respondent

AC No 319/12
Present:     Shri
Amarbir
Burdia, complainant.

                   ASI Bahadur Singh, P.S. Mehal Kalan, District Barnala on 
                   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent submits that the information has been supplied to the appellant on 15.6.2012. The appellant states that the information is still not complete as point no. 1, 4, 5 & 7 has not been covered. Further, the information relating to point no. 8, 9 and 10 has not been attested by the PIO. The respondent is directed to supply the complete information and remove all the discrepancies as mentioned above, within 10 days time.

2.
To
come up on 22.8.2012.

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, 

5-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Luhiana.                                                                    ...Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer, o/o District Transport  Officer, 

Patiala.

2.First Appellate Authority o/o Distt. Transport Officer,

Patiala.
... Respondent

AC No. 553/12
                  Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, appellant.

    None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The appellant states that no information has been supplied 
to him till date. The respondent is not present. However, a letter has been received from him regarding his absence due to auction of fancy registration numbers in his office. The respondent is directed to supply the information as demanded by the appellant through registered post within 10 days time. The respondent is also directed to explain the reasons for delay in supplying the information.

2.
To
come
up
on
22.8.2012.

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Arora Ram s/o Sh. Ghaniaya Ram,

· & PO Parjian Kalan, Via Mahitpur,

Teh. Shahkot, Distt. Jalandhar.

...Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.

...Respondent

CC No 919/12
Present:
Shri Arora Ram, complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The complainant states that the information has not been supplied to him till date. The respondent is not present nor any intimation regarding his absence has been received. The respondent is, therefore, directed to:-

a) supply the information to the complainant within 10    

       days time.

b) explain the reasons for absence from the hearing on 26.6.2012; and
c) explain reasons for delay in supplying the information.
2.                              To come up on 22.8.2012
Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Diljit Singh,

345-G, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012 (Punjab).

...Complainant

•Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Chief General Manager (Estate),

Punjab Small Industries & Export Corp. Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

...Respondent

CC No. 962/12
Present:
None
on
behalf
of
the
complainant.

Shri Amrik Singh, S.O. RTI-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The complainant is not present to-day nor any intimation regarding his absence has been received. However, the complainant has sent a letter dated 15.6.2012 received on 21.6.2012 stating that he has been supplied the information sought by him. Therefore the case is disposed of and closed.

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Nirmal Singh, 57 Kewal Vihar,

PO Model Town,

Jalandhar-144003.

...Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o President, Kewal Vihar Cooperative Housing

Maintenance Society Ltd., Model Town,

Jalandhar.

... Respondent

CC No.922/12
Present:
Nirmal
Singh,
complainant.

Col. Santokh Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

The complainant states that he has not received the information as demanded by him under the RTI Act, 2005. The respondent is directed to supply the information, free of cost, through registered post to the complainant within 15 days time.

2.

To
come
up
on
22.8.2012

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh.Amar Nath Bansal, Advocate,

H.No.20, Dhaliwal Colony, Near Jagdish Ashram,

Patiala.

...Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, o/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

...Respondent

CC No. 978/12
Present:           Shri 
Amar
 Nath
 Bansal,
Complainant.

                     Shri Varinder Pal, Draftsman on behalf of the respondent..

ORDER

The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has been supplied to him vide letter No. 253 BLD dated 
18.6.2012 which was handed over to him at the time of hearing. The complainant states that the information supplied to him is not complete. The complainant has given in writing the discrepancies in the information supplied to him at the time of hearing. The respondent is directed to supply complete information to the complainant after removing all the discrepancies within 15 days time. The PIO is directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing to explain reasons for delay in supplying the information.

2.
To
come
up
on
22.8.2012.

Dated: 26.6.2012



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)





    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh.Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

H.No.397.2nd Floor,Sector-9,

Panchkula.(Haryana).

...Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 
o/o Managing Director,

Swami Vivekanand Institute of Engineering & Tech.,

Swami Vivekanand Group of Industries,

Chandigarh-Patiala Highway, Sector-8, Ramgarh, Banur.(Punjab).

... Respondent

CC No.989/12
Present:
Sh.Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,Complainant.

Mr. Vikash Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent requests for an adjournment. The complainant has no objection to the adjournment.

2.
To
come
up
on
22.8.2012.

Dated :26.6.2012 


(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Surinder Mahajan s/o Sh. Ram Lal Mahajan,

Lane No. 2, Rampura, Near SDM Court,

Pathankot-145001.








      




   




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Principal, ITC, Mehar Chand

Technical Institute,

Jalandhar.


                                                   …Respondent

 CC No960/12 

Present:-
Shri Surinder Mahajan, complainant.



Shri Jasminder Singh, PIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



At the time of previous hearing on 14.5.2012 of this case, the complainant has desired to inspect the record on mutually agreed date i.e.

18.5.2012 in the office of the respondent. The complainant has not visited the

office of the respondent on 18.5.2012 for inspection of the record due to some personal reasons. The complainant  is now not interested in the inspection of the

record. The respondent has submitted in writing that all the information demanded by the complainant stands supplied  to the complainant. As the 

complainant is not interested in inspection of the record, the case is disposed of

and closed. 

Dated :26.6.2012 





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                     

        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER















Present:














