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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh , Shri Gurjeet Singh and Shri BaljitSingh

s/o Late Shri Ajmer Singh, r/o Village Gobind Pura,
District Bhatinda.

                                                           ……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Secretary, Naveen Gobindpura Cooperative Society Ltd.,

Village Gobindpura, District Bathinda.

 

……………....Respondent

CC-1120 of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Secretary Cooperative Societies, Gobindpur district Bhatinda on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



This case was reopened after the decision of the Hon’ble High Court in 
CWP No.19224 of 2006 and other connected matters decided on 9.5.2011.

2.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Secretary has appeared in response to the notice and submits that they have never received the details of the information being sought by the complainant as they have received this notice only for the first time.  A copy of the request of the information-seeker has been given to the respondent. The case is adjourned to 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 


Shri Balwinder Singh Counsel for the complainant has appeared on subsequent to the hearing.  He was informed about the next date of hearing.








     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gian Chand s/o Shri Wadhwa Ram,

r/o Japuwal, P.O. Gurdas Nangal, District. Gurdaspur.

……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o The District Manager, Central Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

Amritsar.





 

……………....Respondent

CC-376 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Kuljit Singh, Account on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



This case was reopened after the decision of the Hon’ble High Court in CWP No.19224 of 2006 and other connected matters decided on 9.5.2011.

2.

None had appeared on the last date of hearing on 8.6.2011, then on 30.6.2011 and today again none has appeared despite due and adequate notice to the parties.
3.

The respondent submits letter No.8362 dated 26.7.2011 enclosing copies of the information sought by the complainant.  He further submits that this information has also been sent to the complainant by post.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Gurbir Kaur alias Jasbir Kaur w/o Shri Gurcharan Singh,

Urban Estate, House No.993, Phase-II, Jalandhar.


……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o HOUSEFED, Punjab, Chandigarh.

 

……………....Respondent

CC-3634 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Gurcharan Singh on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Sukhdev Singh Mann, PIO alongwith Shri Surinder Mohan Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has given in writing that apart from the documents already furnished to the complainant, there are no other instructions/rules pertaining to destruction of record.  In view of this, the case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Vijay Arora, 2808 Gali Lahorian,

Katra Karan Singh, Amritsar-143006.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

Vice Chancellor, Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

 Faridkot





     

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

AC No.   429      of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Gaurav Kumar, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant has been consistently absenting himself.  He was absent on 2.6.2011, then again on 23.6.2011 without intimation and he is again absent today without intimation. Information had been furnished to him vide respondent’s letter No.15358 dated 22.6.2011.  The respondent today submits that apart from this, no other information is available with the respondent.  Absence of the appellant today and a firm averment by the respondent indicates that information has been furnished to the appellant.  Hence, the case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Varinder Dhillon,

#4123, Phase-II, Urban Estate, 

Patiala-147002.


                                                  _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, 

Department of Excise and Taxation, Chandigarh
                _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2805 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Smt. Sukhwinder Kaur, ETI alongwith Madan Gopal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



In compliance with the directions of this Commission to pay compensation to the complainant, the respondent today produces a photocopy of the receipt given by 
Mrs. Virender Kaur Dhillon, the complainant, to the effect that she has received a State Bank of Patiala’s draft for Rs.6000/- from the respondent-department.  The complainant herself is absent today without intimation.  However, in view of the photocopy of the receipt produced by the respondent, the complaint case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Ginny Ujjal Singh, NO.5910, Duplex, M.H.C.,
Manimajra, Chandigarh.   





   _______ Complainant.
Vs.
The Public Information Officer
o/o the Sub Registrar, Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.      

 _______ Respondent. 

CC No. 3188  of 2010 

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant. 

None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



The respondent has also not filed any compliance report regarding order passed on 6.6.2011. The case is adjourned to 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Deepak Kumar, 51, Housefed Colony, 

Dhabwali Road, Bathinda.






……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Sangrur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Sangrur.

FAA-The Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh.
 
……………....Respondents

AC No. 534 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Surinder Kumar, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Sangrur alongwith Shri Manpreet Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits point-wise written reply, which is taken on record.  The respondent is further directed to send a copy of this to the appellant, who is absent today.
2.

To come up on 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 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.

ORDER



The respondent submits that LPA filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has been adjourned to 24.8.2011. The case is adjourned to 9.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 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 submits that LPA filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has been adjourned to 24.8.2011.  In view of this, the case is adjourned to  9.9.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Maninder Singh s/o Shri Gurmeet Singh,

H.No.5157, Sector 38 (West), Chandigarh.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology, 
Dhabwali Road, Bhatinda.





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

CC No. 1082 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Maninder Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant had pointed out certain deficiencies in the information furnished to him and the respondent was directed to remove the same.  Today, however, none has appeared on behalf of the respondent even though he was present on the last date of hearing.

2.

Failure of the respondent to remove the deficiencies amounts to non-furnishing of the information. Issue fresh notice to the respondent calling upon to show cause why proceedings under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be drawn and penalty should not be imposed for non-furnishing of the information.  The respondent shall also explain why suitable compensation should not be awarded to the complainant, who had moved the State Information Commission, Punjab and he has still not received the information.  Reply of the respondent may be received in the Commission on each point and he may also make his personal submissions on the next date of hearing if any.  

3.

To come up on 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjeet Singh Grewal s/o Shri Surjit Singh Grewal,

74, Inderpuri, Patiala.









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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

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

CC No. 492  of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the. complainant.

Shri K P S Pasricha, PIO alongwith Shri Bhagat  Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



The respondent states that the  complainant did not turn up at Ludhiana, Nabha, Patiala, Jalandhar and Amritsar after giving dates and the concerned officers have even sent reminders to him.

2.

To come up on 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajvinder Singh s/o Shri Karnail Singh,

Gali Mata Lachh Wali, Taon Kashatri, Tarn TAran-143401.
      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Animal Husbandry Punjab, Chandigarh.    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1671 of 2011

Present:-  
None on behalf of  the complainant.

Shri K P S Pasricha, PIO alongwith Shri Bhagat Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The complainant has sent a fax message requesting for one adjournment as he is unwell.  The respondent submits that complete information has been furnished vide letter No.482 dated 12.7.2011.  The case is adjourned to 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M. for confirmation by the complainant. 







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate,

# 397, 2nd Floor, Sector 9, Panchkula.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.


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

CC No.  1718     of 2011

Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
Shri Rajinder Kumar, clerk on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant had pointed out certain deficiencies in the information furnished to him, to which the respondent today states that he had again replied vide University’s letter dated 12.7.2011.  The plea of the respondent is that these were not deficiencies but were only clarifications which have now been replied. Hence the case may be closed. The complainant is absent without any intimation.  
2.

In view of the averments of the respondent, the complaint case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Chawla, Bureau Chief, Rozana Sachh Kahun,

Flat No.1390, First Floor, Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Sports, Punjab, Chandigarh.

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

CC No. 1716   of 2011

Present:-  
Shri Ashwani Chawla, complainant in person.

Smt. Surinder Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent submits that bill pertain to expenditure in crores of rupees. It is a huge record.  The complainant agrees to inspect the record, identify the bills of which he needs copies. Thereafter, the respondent shall furnish photocopies of the same to the complainant.
2.

With these directions, the case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, 989, Sector 15-A,

Opposite Bishnoi Colony Market, 

Hisar (Haryana)






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Heritage and Tourism Promotion Board, 

Plot No.3, Sector 38-A, Chandigarh.

FA A- the Punjab Heritage and Tourism Promotion Board,

Plot No.3, Sector 38-A, Chandigarh.

     

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

AC No. 140   of 2011
Present:-
Shri S.M. Bhanot on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the appellant was absent when the counsel for the respondent had submitted that the entire information had been sent by registered post to the complainant.
2.

Today the complainant makes a written submission dated 8.7.2011 pointing out certain deficiencies in the information.  He further states that a copy of this has been sent in advance to the respondent.  The respondent is absent today.  

3.

The respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies and also file a written statement detailing out para-wise reply to the objections of the complainant.

4.

To come up on 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Tarlochan Singh (Retd.) Constable, s/o Sh. Hari Singh Jatt,

r/o Village-Tunga, Teh. & Distt.- Sangrur.                

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

                           

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 
Sangrur.   







---------Respondent 

CC No. 505 of 2011,

CC No. 508 of 2011

&

CC No. 513 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri  Jaswinder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent submits that in compliance with the order dated 13.76.2011, compensation amount of Rs.3000/- ( Rs.1000/- in each case) has been paid to 
Shri Tarlochan Singh s/o Shri Hari Singh by way of crossed cheque.  Hence, the complaint cases are closed.








     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinder Pal Monga c/o Lucky Tele Links,

Balmiki Chowk, Jandiala Guru, Tehsil and District Amritsar.


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




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Ramgarhia Institute of Engineering and Technology,

REC Complex, Satnampura, Phagwara.




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

CC No. 1127 of 2011

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

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has made a written request dated 29.7.2011 stating that till date he has not received any information though a period of five months have passed.  
2.

None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  Issue fresh notice to the respondent calling upon to show cause why proceedings under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be drawn and penalty should not be imposed for 
non-furnishing of the information.  The respondent shall also explain why suitable compensation should not be awarded to the complainant, who had moved the State Information Commission, Punjab and he has still not received the information.  Reply of the respondent may be received in the Commission on each point and he may also make his personal submissions on the next date of hearing if any.  
3.

To come up on 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpreet Singh, 15 JR, 1131,

Urban Estate-1, Jalandhar.





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh. 

……………....Respondent

CC- 525 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent, on the last date of hearing, had submitted that complete information had been furnished to the complainant, who, however, was absent on that date.  Hence, the case was adjourned to 29.7.2011 to afford one opportunity to the complainant to confirm that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  However, nothing has been heard from the complainant, despite due and adequate opportunity afforded to him.  Hence, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information and the case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagat Singh, H.No.B-3/MCH/235,
 Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Opp. Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College, 
Hoshiarpur-146001.
 





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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






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

CC No.  853 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri  Jai Inder, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 13.7.2011, the respondent had submitted that complete information had been furnished.  The complainant, however, had sent a written submission, a copy of which was handed over to the respondent.

2.

The respondent submits that an additional reply had also been furnished vide memo No.1678/10-Grants-II dated 18.7.2011.  The plea of the respondent is that the complainant is unnecessarily dragging the case and the matter may be closed. Since the complainant is absent without intimation, as a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 12.8.2011, to enable him to confirm that he is satisfied with the clarification given by the respondent.
4.

To come up on 12.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Kamla w/o Shri Jagdish Lal,

123/2, Pragati Enclave, Backside DAV College,

Chandigarh Road, Hoshiarpur.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o Shri Guru Gobind Singh Khalsa College,

Mahilpur, District Hoshiarpur.





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

CC No.  201  of 2011

Present:-
Shri S.M. Bhanot on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Ajit Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has handed over a crossed cheque in favour of Mrs. Kamla of an amount ofRs.2000/- as compensation amount to her representative Shri S.M. Bhanot.
2.

The complainant further submits that they had paid a fee of Rs.2600/-.  This needs to be accounted for against copies furnished by the respondent @ Rs.2/- per copy and refund of the balance amount.

3.

To come upon 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.
      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer, PWD (B & R), Construction Division-2,

Fazilika.

FAA-the Superintending Engineer, P.W.D. ( B & R), Ferozepur. 
      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 124 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had submitted that even additional information had been furnished to the appellant who, however, was absent on that date.  The case was, therefore, adjourned to 29.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M. to enable the complainant to confirm that he is satisfied with the information given to him.  However, he has not responded inspite of due and adequate opportunity afforded to him.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh Randhawa, B-44, Udian Wali Gali No.1,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintending Engineer, Galiara Project, Amritsar.
    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  458     of 2011

&

CC No.  459     of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



These cases were taken up through Video Conference when the complainant was absent on 14.7.2011. Hence, these cases were adjourned to 29.7.2011.  The respondent had submitted that the entire information had been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant.  Today, the complainant is again absent without any intimation.  In view of continuous absence of the complainant and averments made by the respondent that information had been furnished, these complaint cases are closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab 

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:-  
Shri Sukhdev Singh on behalf of the complainant. 

      
None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The PIO/Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh had not appeared on 2.6.2011, 24.6.2011, 15.7.2011 and is again absent today without any intimation though due and adequate notice of the date of hearing was given on each occasion.

2.

The complainant states that he has still not received information.  In view of this, it is a fit case for imposition of penalty and award of compensation. Issue notice to the PIO/Director Public Instructions (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh as to why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed for non-furnishing of the information within the statutory period of 30 days.  The respondent shall also show cause why compensation should not be awarded to the complainant, who had to visit Chandigarh on different dates causing him inconvenience and travel expenditure.  The case is adjourned to 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M., before which the respondent shall file his submissions failing which exparte decision will be taken on the next date of hearing.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 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:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



This case was reopened after the decision of the Hon’ble High Court in 
CWP No.19224 of 2006 and other connected matters decided on 9.5.2011.

2.

Notice was issued to the parties for 8.6.2011, when none appeared on behalf of the respondent.  On the next date of hearing on 15.7.2011, the counsel for the respondent appeared but sought an adjournment, which was allowed.   Today again none has appeared on behalf of the respondent.

3

From the above, it appears that inspite of the fact that Civil Writ Petition filed by the respondent had since been dismissed, the respondent has not furnished the information to the complainant.  It is a fit case to issue notice to the respondent to explain why penalty should not be imposed under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 apart from award of compensation to the complainant.  The respondent may file his written submissions and also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 25.8.2011.

4.

To come up on 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.









     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 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:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

      
None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the parties.  The case is adjourned to 25.8.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 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.

      
Shri Akbar Ali, Accountant on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



This case was reopened after the decision of the Hon’ble High Court in CWP No.19224 of 2006 and other connected matters decided on 9.5.2011.

2.

The complainant was absent on 14.6.2011, then again on 15.7.2011 and he is again absent today without intimation.  The respondent confirms that the information was furnished to the complainant vide No.169/PADB dated 13.7.2011.  A copy of the information supplied to the complainant has also been placed on record.  Continuous absence of the complainant inspite of due and adequate opportunity and the averments of the respondent that information has been furnished only implies that complainant does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 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.  Rajinder Gupta appellant in person.

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

ORDER



Complete information had been furnished by the respondent who stated that the information pertaining to fine collected from the students is what had been already been given to the information-seeker.  The appellant had sought one adjournment to rebut the stand of the respondent.  Today, however, the complaint submits that they do not have any evidence to rebut the same.

2.

Since the information as available with the respondent has been furnished, the appeal case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 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 information had been furnished earlier by the respondent but the case was adjourned on the request of the complainant.  He today confirms that the case may be closed.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 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:-  
Dr.  Rajinder Gupta appellant in person.

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

ORDER



The complainant submits that the case may be closed.  Accordingly, it is closed, since the information has been furnished.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Kumar, 338 BR, Incharge-Security,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar (Rural)

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Inspector General of Police (Hqrs) Punjab,

Chandigarh.

PIO-Deputy Inspector General of Police, Border Range,

Amritsar.







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

CC No. 1459    of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant had stated that he had received the information but had referred to certain deficiencies pertaining to Sr. No.3 of his queries dated 30.3.2011.  Direction was given to the respondent to remove the same.  It appears that the same has been done as today none is present nor any adverse comment has been received in the Commission from the complainant.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

July 29, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner







         
                                 Punjab
