STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

S/o Sh. Jaithu Ram,

R/o B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Prem Sabha High School,

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2767 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Sham Lal Singla, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent is absent. Complainant states that no information has been supplied to him. Respondent is directed to provide information sought for by the Complainant within 10 days from the receipt of this order. Respondent is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. Copy of the order be sent to the District Education Officer (S) to direct the Principal to supply the information before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 19.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
CC:-
District Education Officer (S), Sangrur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasmail Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

C/o Asstt. Engineer,

Sub Division, PSEB,

Badurkha.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Secondary),

SCO: 95-97

Sector 17D, Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

   AC No.443 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Jatinderpal Singh, Junior Assistant, O/o DPI (S) on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the dealing assistant is busy in the Hon’ble High Court in a contempt case. He has requested for another date.
3.
Adjourned to 19.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. H.K.Chugh Prop.,

Om Parkash & Co., Clock Tower,

Ludhiana-141008.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (SE), Pb,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.2066 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



(ii) Smt. Shashi Kiran, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
On the last hearing, Complainant was advised to go through the information and point out the deficiencies, if any, but Respondent states that no deficiencies have been pointed out by the Complainant. It is presumed that he is satisfied. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli,

85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. SSP,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.680 of 2008


Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Santosh Kumar, Head Constable on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 As directed during the last hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit for the delay in providing the information. Respondent has submitted that after filing a request for information, the Complainant has visited their office number of times. He was asked to identify the documents so required by him. He had examined the demanded proceedings but was not satisfied as he was looking for some documents which he could use. Respondent has further submitted that as the Complainant did not identify the documents, even after inspection of the files which has resulted in delay. As such, there is no deliberate/intentional delay in supplying the information to the Complainant and prays that proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI 2005 may be dropped. 

3.
I am satisfied with the reply of the Respondent, proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI Act is dropped. The complete information had been supplied as admitted by the Complainant in the last hearing. No further action is required. 

4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.   

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Yugesh Sood,

Sood Enterprises, 

Opp. S.B.I, Dera Baba Nanak Road,

Batala, Distt-Gurdaspur.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director Agriculture (Pb.)

SCO 85-88, Sector 34A,

Chandigarh

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2220 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Mehar Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the sought for information by the Complainant has already been supplied. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lachman Singh Chatha,

S/o Sh. Samsher Singh,

VPO-Chatta Nanhera,

Tehsil-Sunam, DIstt-Sangrur
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer -

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Pb,

Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2054of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Rajinder Pal, Deputy Registrar on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Copy of the same has taken on record. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Puran Chand Arora,

Advocate,

# 23, Upkar Nagar,

Factory Area, Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Director Internal Audit Organization,

Deptt. of Finance Pb., Sector 22,

Chandigarh 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2776  of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Puran Chand Arora, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. S.K.Jindal, PIO, the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent has brought sought for information. The same has been delivered to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, within one week to the Respondent.
3.
Adjourned to 19.03.09 (12.00 noon) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Radhey Sham Jain,

S/o Dess Raj, E.O. Wali Gali,

Maur Mandi, Distt. Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Principal,

Govt. Senior Secondary,

Ram Nagar,

Distt. Bathinda

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2773 of 2008

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to both the parties.

2.
Adjourned to 19.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh.  Tarun Bansal,

Sec-A Gali No. 10,

Ram Nagar, Sunam,

Sangrur

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. District Education Officer (S),

Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2765 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Tarun Bansal, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that no information has been provided to him so far. Respondent is directed to supply the information to the Complainant within 10 days from receipt of this order.

3.
Adjourned to 19.03.09 (12.00 noon) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
Note:- 
After the hearing, Respondent appeared and states that he has brought the sought for information for delivering it to the Complainant. He is directed to send the same by post to the Complainant immediately.


Sd/-

(Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

17-D, Camp Garden Colony,

Near Faridkot Club,

Faridkot – 151 203 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Distt. Education Officer (Secondary,

Faridkot 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2760 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Darshanpal Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant vide his letter dated 20.01.2009, has informed the Commission that he has received the information and is satisfied. No further action is required.  

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Narender Kumar,

Gali No. 2, Aggarwal Colony,

Jalalabad (W), Distt-Ferozepur.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Jalalabad.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 708 of 2008

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER


In the judgment pronounced on 07.01.2009, Respondent was directed to refund the excess fee charged from the Complainant within 15 days. Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. It is presumed that Complainant is satisfied. He may have received the refund. No further action is required. 

2.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kalia R.D.,

Service  Matters Consultant,

Chamber No. 7, 2nd Floor,

SCO 137-138, Above Corporation Bank,

Sector 8-C, Madya Marg, Chandigarh   

………….. Appellant 

V/s 

Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI(SE), Pb.,

Chandigarh

…………….Respondent 

AC No. 366 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Manjit Singh, Registrar on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Appellant has informed the Commission that he has received the sought for information and is satisfied. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 06th Feb, 2009
