STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Santosh Kumari,

# 2650, Ward No.12,

Opp Dusshera Ground,

Kharar, Distt- SAS Nagar.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal, 

Arya Kanjya Vidyalya,

Kharar. Distt-SAS Nagar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal, 

Arya Kanjya Vidyalya,

Kharar. Distt-SAS Nagar.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 691  of 2011

Present:            (i) Smt. Santosh Kumari, the Appellant

 (ii) Smt. Kamlesh Sharma, Head Misitress and Sh. Jagdish Chand, Manager on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that she filed an application for information on 28.10.2010, but still no information has been provided to him.  Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the Appellant, before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.        Adjourned to 20.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-



                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Baljeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Shingara Singh

r/o Mohalla Guru Nanak Nagar,

# 262, Distt. Hoshiarpur – 146 001

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police

SBS Nagar

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2270 of 2011

Present:          (i) Sh. Baljit Singh, the Complainant
                       (ii) Sh. Sukhpal Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. Copy of the same is taken on record.  Since, the information stands supplied. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mandeep Singh Chauhan

S/o Sh. Baldev Singh

R/o VPO Goslan

Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana - 141401

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Rural Development and Panchayats, Pb,

Chandigarh. 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 696 of 2011

Present:           (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
                        (ii) Sh. Harbilas, Suptd. Grade-1 on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been supplied to the Appellant, vide their letter dated 04.07.2011, whereas, on not receiving the information, Appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 18.07.2011.  Copy of the appeal to the Commission is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission,  with the directions that the sought for information be provided to the Appellant, before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  Appellant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  Last opportunity is given to him to appear before the Commission and state his case.
3.       Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-



                                                  (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Prem Lata Gupta

W/o Rakesh Kumar

8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur,

Ludhiana – 141 101

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Guru Hargobind Sr. Secondary School,

Sidwan Khurd

Distt. Ludhiana – 142 024

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2261 of 2011

Present:                   (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                               (ii) Sh. S.K.Sandhir, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has sent a fax message that due to some urgent work, she can not attend today’s hearing and next date be given to her to state her case.  Sh. S.K.Sandhir, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as their school is not covered under the RTI Act and no grant has been received by the school from the Govt.  Respondent is directed to file their written reply in this regard on the next date of hearing.   Complainant should also file her reply to prove that school is a public authority, as per RTI Act 2005.
3.         Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-



                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

S/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

Khalia, H.No. Near Tanki No.3,

M.K.Road, Khanna.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 938 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. G.S. Walia, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Sh. G.S. Walia appeared on behalf of the Respondent and has sought another date. Respondent is directed to provide copies of the list of buildings not compoundable as sent to the director during 2007-08 before the next date of hearing. 
3.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00 AM) Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

C/o Kamboj Hospital,

Gidderbaha, Near Gaushala,

Muktsar Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Giddarbaha

2.
Public Information Officer


O/o Tehsildar, Giddarbaha

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 162 of 2011

Present:
(i) Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has not received the sought for information so far and the information relates to the Patwari – Jaskaran Singh and Naib Tehsildar-Sh. Gurmail Singh. SDM-cum-PIO is directed to direct Patwari and Naib Tehsildar to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
3.
In the hearing dated 03.06.2011, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit. Today, Sh. Balwinder Singh, Jr. Assistant has filed the reply on behalf of the SDM-cum-PIO, Giddarbaha in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record. 
4.        Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

H.No. 173, Krishna Nagar,

Gali Murabe Wali,

Tarn Taran Road,

Near DS Public School,

Amritsar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar (Punjab)

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2768 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. S.S. Bhatia, APIO-cum-MTP on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. S.S. Bhatia, APIO-cum-MTP appeared on behalf of the Respondent states that as ordered by the Commission the penalty amount imposed on Sh. Harjinder Singh, BI has been deposited in the Govt. Treasury, Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, no further action is required. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

 Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagdish Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh

R/o Korewala Kalan

Moga

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1077 of 2011

Present: 
(i) Sh. Impinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 


ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but Respondent has failed to file an affidavit. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent  to file an affidavit. He should ensure that complete information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 will be initiated.

3.
Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harpreet Singh

S/o Jugraj Singh

Village Korewala Kalan

Tehsil and Distt. Moga – 152 048

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DTO,

Moga

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2267 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Impinder Singh Dhaliwal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Impinder Singh, Advocate appeared on behalf of the Complainant and states that he has filed application for inforamtion with the PIO, O/o DTO, Moga but no information has been given to him so far. It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20  will be initiated under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.
4.        Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
(Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vikramjeet Singh Bajwa,

S/o Sardar Kamaljeet Singh Bajwa,

VPO Kakrala Bhaika

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer

Kakrala Bhaika, Tehsil Saman

Distt. Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO

First Appellate Authority

O/o. District Development and Panchayat Officer
Distt. Patiala 

CC No. 2271 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Vikramjeet Singh Bajwa, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Sukhchain Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he had filed a RTI application with the PIO, O/o BDPO, Kakrala Bhaika, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala on 13.06.2011 but no information has been given to him so far.  The Complainant, therefore, filed a Complaint with the Commission on 20.07.2011 under Section 18 of the RTI Act. Respondent states that the record is not traceable, partial information as per available record is given to the Complainant today in the Commission.  SH. Sukhchain Singh Panchayat Secy., states that record for the period 1998 to year 2003 has not been handed over by the earlier Panchayat Secy.,  Respondent is directed that inquiry regarding non availability of record be conducted and action as per service rules be initiated against the erring officials, , if need be, FIR be registered.

3.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
4.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

5.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 13.06.2011 to the Complainant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Complainant –Sh. Vikramjit Singh Bajwa will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
7.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-

(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of Complaint in the Commission dated 20.07.2011;

2. Copy of RTI application dated 13.06.2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Shankar Dass
S/o Sh. Milkhi Ram

R/o Village Aiman Jattan

Tehsil Garh Shankar

Distt. Hoshiarpur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer

Tehsil Garh Shankar

Distt. Hoshiarpur

…………………………..Respondent

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO

First Appellate Authority

O/o. District Development and Panchayat Officer

Distt. Hoshiarpur 
CC No. 2274 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Jaspal Singh on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Jaspal Singh appeared on behalf of the Complainant states that he had filed a RTI application with the PIO, O/o BDPO,  Tehsil, Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur on 08.11.2010 but no information has been given to him so far.  The Complainant, therefore, filed a Complaint with the Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act. He further states that notice of hearing of the Respondent has been wrongly sent to him by the Registry section. 

3.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act. Copy of the complaint along with this order be sent to the First Appellate Authority (FAA) for further necessary action. 

4.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

5.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 11.03.2011 to the Complainant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Complainant –Sh. Shankar Dass will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005. 
7.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-

(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-

                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of Complaint in the Commission;

3. Copy of RTI application dated 08.11.2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jarnail Singh

S/o Sh. Lkchaman Singh

Village Kot Badal Khan

Tehsil Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Phillaur

Distt. Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2288 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Jarnail Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has filed application for inforamtion with the PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar but no information has been given to him so far. It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20  will be initiated under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005.

4.        Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post. 

Sd/-

(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Dharam Vir Khosla

S/o Late L. Raghu Nath Dass Khosla

C/o Dharamshala Thakar Dass

Bazar Vakilan, Distt. Hoshiarpur

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Hoshiarpur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2285 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Krishan Paul, Suptd, on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant has filed application for inforamtion on 06.06.2011 and complete inforamtion was provided to him on 25.07.2011 by the ADC-cum-PIO, Hoshiarpur. Complainant has sent a letter in which he has admitted that he has received the inforamtion but information was given to him by the ADC, Hoshiarpur not by the Respondent. Respondent states that ADC, Hoshiarpur is the Public Information Officer. Since, the sought for inforamtion stands provided, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 


(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harjit Singh

S/o Uttam Singh

Village Jalal Khera

PO Sular, Distt. Patiala 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Minister, 

Govt. of Punjab

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2282  of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Yograj Sharma, Deputy Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is absent. Respondent is advised to send the information to the Complainant by registered post. Copy of the inforamtion as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 


(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th  September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Bhagat

532, Street No. 6,

New Model House

Jalandhar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Kapurthala House, Near Opp. GPO, 

Near Jalandhar Central Co-op Bank,

Head Office, Jalandahr 

…………………………..Respondent

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO

First Appellate Authority-cum-
Joint Registrar

Cooperative Societies,

Kapurthala House, Near Opp. GPO, 

Near Jalandhar Central Co-op Bank,

Head Office, Jalandahr
CC No. 2265 of 2011

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


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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant filed a RTI application with the PIO, O/o Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar on 26.05.2011. On not receiving the inforamtion, Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act on 19.07.2011. Today, Sh. Darshan Singh, Assistant Registrar appeared on behalf of the Respondent and states that some information has already sent to the Complainant but remaining information is to be provided by the Kingra Friends Cooperative House Building Societies Ltd. Jalandhar.  But on checking on record, it has been found that registration of the society had been cancelled. 
3.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act. Copy of the complaint along with this order be sent to the First Appellate Authority (FAA) for further necessary action. 

4.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

5.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 26.05.2011 to the Complainant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Complainant –Sh. Ashwani Kumar Bhagat will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005. 
7.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th September, 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of Complaint in the Commission dated 19.07.2011;

2.       Copy of RTI application dated 26.05.2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sandeep Sharma

28, Sat Nagar,

Near Chanden Nagar, 

Jalandhar City,

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2255 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Sandeep Sharma, the complainant 


(ii) Sh. Pars Ram, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has not received the information. Another copy of information has been given to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. We have carefully considered the objections of the Complainant i.e. “information be provided within 48 hours” that is without substance. Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balbir Singh

Senior B.O. (retd)

Anand Nagar, Gali No. 3

Kotkapura

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Manager

Markfed, Faridkot – 151 203

Public Information Officer

O/o the Punjab State Co-op Supply and 

Marketing Federation Ltd.,

“Markfed House” 4, Sector 35B,

Chandigarh - 160022

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2264 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Sukhpal Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.           Respondent states that the sought for information has already been supplied to the Complainant vide their letter dated 19.07.2011.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Another copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.
3.            In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surinder Kumar

S/o Nath Ram

R/o Gali No. 6, Sarpanch Colony

Koliaewal, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DTO, 

Sh. Mukatsar Sahib

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2290 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Neeraj Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Respondent has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Copy of the same is taken on record. Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  Respondent is directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post under intimation to the Commission.  Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alonwith the order.
3.            In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jaswant Singh

# 2525/B, Sector 47-C,

Chandigarh - 160047

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing Director

Punjab Financial Corporation 

SCO 95-98, Sector 17B,

Bank Square, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2204  of 2011

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


(ii) Mrs. Sharda Aggarwal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.           Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant has also informed the Commission vide his letter dated 23.08.2011, that he has received the requisite information by hand from the Corporation and has requested for withdrawal of his complaint.  
3.            In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-

                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Joginder Singh

# 3358/ First Floor

Sector 27d, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent of Police

Sub Divisional, Phagwara

Distt. Kapurthala 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2263 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Joginder Singh, the complainant 


(ii) Sh. Ramandeep Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.           Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 09.04.2011 to the PIO O/o SSP, Kapurthala.  PIO O/o S.S.P, Kapurthala has transferred his application for information to the PIO O/o S.P, Phagwara under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act for providing the sought for information but still complete information has not been provided to him.  Sh. Ramandeep Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of the PIO O/o SP, Phagwara states that the sought for information has been provided to him except item No. 1 and 2.  Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Complainant relating to item No. 1 and 2 within fifteen days under intimation to the Commission. 
3.            In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-

                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kulwant Rai Jindal

S/o Sh. Babu Ram

R/o # B-1846, Ward No. 4,

Gali No. 4, Ram Nagar Sunam,

Tehsil Sunam, Distt. Sangrur

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Manager

PADB Lehragaga

Distt. Sangrur 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director,
Cooperative Societies,

Sangrur.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 692 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Kulwant Rai Jindal, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Ram Pal Singh, Manager on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Respondent states that the information as available in the record has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.     



Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Paramjit Singh

S/o Sh. D.S. Mall,

458, Near Gurudwara Singh Sabha,

Mithapur, Jalandhar 

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner of Police

Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority

Director General of Punjab

Sector-9, Punjab Police Headquarters

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 690 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Surjit Singh ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Respondent states that Appellant filed an application for information on 09.05.2011, by registered post to the PIO O/o Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar.  He further states that department has requested the Appellant vide their letter dated 12.08.2011, to deposit Rs. 20/- for the sought for information and Rs. 30/- for the postal charges as fixed by the Govt. but Appellant has failed to deposit the amount, so the information could not be supplied to him.   Respondent is directed that as he has sought fee after the delay of one month, so information be provided to the Appellant, free of cost.  Appellant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent to collect the information, or he should deposit postal charges in case information is required by post.  Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Appellant whenever he visit his office or deposit the postal charges.  
3.            In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

`

(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Joginder Singh,

S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

R/o Gali No.6, Subhash Nagar,

Phagwara.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent of Police,

Sub Division, Phagwara.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1383 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Ramandeep Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.             In the last hearing dated 02.08.2011, a show cause was issued to the PIO for not providing the information.  Sh. Ramandeep Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of the Respondent has submitted an affidavit in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record.  The show cause is, hereby, dropped.  Respondent further states that complete information has been provided to the Complainant, he has submitted  copy of the acknowledgment given by the Complainant having received the information.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  
3.            In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-




(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-

                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. H.C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o Sh. Late Sunder Dass,

State President, RTI Activists Federation Punjab,

H. No. 2299. Sector 44C,

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare (Pb.),

Sector 34-A, Plot No. 5,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Chandigarh-160023

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3795 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

(ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk, Sh. Satish Kumar, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Kesar Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-




(Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 9th September, 2011

