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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

434, Deep Avenue,

Tarn Taran, Punjab.
 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 
Tarn Taran.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 354 of 2011
Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, SI on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.      The Complainant is not present. The Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information.

3.

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


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th March.  2011

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

Sh. Sameer Sachdeva,

C/o Jastej Singh (advocate),

H.No.1150, Sector-44-B,

Chandigarh.
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General,

School Education,

Punjab. Mohali.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 121 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Krishan Kumar on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Rajesh Thakral, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant has authorized, Sh. Krishan Kumar to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant has received the same and is satisfied. 
3.         In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th March,  2011

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

Smt. Ashadevi,

W/o Late Sh. Harchand,

# 261/2, Sector-44/A,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Tarn Taran,

Public Information Officer,

O/o A.D.G.P, Pb,

Sector-9,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 252 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Vijay Kumar on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, SI on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that enquiry report is to be collected from the Court Record room. He has also deposited the money, for enquiry report. He further states that enquiry report will be supplied to the Complainant within ten days, either personally or through registered post.
3.             In view of the statement of the Respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th March, 2011

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Pritam Chand,

V.P.O.Sahowal,

Near High School,

Tehsil & Distt.Gurdaspur. 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o S.H.O.

Sadar Thana,

Gurdaspur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 186 of 2011
Present:
 (i) Sh. Pawan Kumar, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.     Complainant states that he filed an application with the SHO, Sadar Thana, Gurdaspur on 30.11.10 but no information has been given to him so far. Neither the SHO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  The Respondent had not attended any of the hearings held so far in the Commission. Respondent has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. It is observed that SHO has no regard for RTI Act
3.
In view of the foregoing, SHO, Sadar Thana is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has not been provided.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 
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4.
SHO, Sadar Thana, Gurdaspur is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Copy of the order be sent to SSP , Gurdaspur to direct SHO, Thana , Sadar to provide the information  and also to be present on the next date of hearing. Representative, office of the SSP, Gurdaspur should also be present alongwith the information on the next date of hearing.

6.
Adjourned to 21.04.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th March, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC: Senior Superintendent of Police, Gurdaspur

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

Sh. Jagdeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Atma Singh,

Vill-Motali,

P.O.Malerkotla,

Distt-Sangrur.
 ……………………………. Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

PRTC, Bathinda.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 329 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Raj Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant has received the same and is satisfied. No further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th March,  2011

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

Smt. Charanjit Kaur,

Hindi Mistress,

# 95, Sector-5/C, Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt-Fatehgarh Sahib.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Fatehgarh Sahib.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 318 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Smt. Charanjit Kaur, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Bhagwant Singh, Deputy DEO(S) on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent has provided the sought for information to the Complainant. Complainant states that she has received the same and is satisfied with the information provided. No further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 28th March, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
