STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Harminder Singh

H. No. 2877,

Phase-7,

S A S Nagar, Mohali  

     




        ..…Complainant

Vs 
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.    
         



                     ..…Respondent

CC No.  106 of 2011 

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Harminder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Mr. Purshotam Kumar, H. C., for  the  Respondent.

____

                        The RTI request, is dated 22.09.2010, seeking  information  about posting of S.S.Ps in District Roonagar from January 01, 2000 to till date. The Complaint with the Commission is dated 07.01.2011. The Complainant says that he has received the information and he is satisfied. However, he says that the information has been delayed.
2.                      A perusal of the documents on record reveals that there is no deliberate delay in furnishing the information.

                         In view of this, the case is disposed of and closed.
  Announced  in  the hearing. 



   Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Virsa Singh, Numberdar

V.P.O. – Bhangala,

The.- Patti,

Distt. Tarn Taran  






        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o X-En., Rural Water Supply Scheme,

Tarn Taran.    


     




        ..…Respondent

CC No.  115 of 2011 

ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Virsa Singh, Complainant, in person.

Mr. Ramesh Jetli, S. D. E., for  the  Respondent.

____

                        The RTI request is dated 29.11.2010. The information pertains to a complaint regarding leakage in water supply pipes etc. The information sought is in the nature of either opinion or questions. The Complaint with the Commission is dated 30.11.2010.
2.           The Respondent says that the requisite information was sent to the Complainant on 28.01.2011, a copy of which is on record.
                         Since the information has been supplied, the case is disposed of and closed
Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

R. Kartikey, Advocate, 

S/o Sh. V. Ramswaroop,

H. No. 82,

Sector -8,

Panchkula – 134109 (Haryana)




         ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division – 2,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division – 2,

Patiala
         

    





             .…Respondents

AC No.  28 of  2011


ORDER

Present :- 
None for the Appellant.
Mr. Gurmeet Singh, S. D. E., for   the  Respondent.

____

                                The RTI request is dated 26.08.2010. The information sought is regarding operation/maintenance of rural water supply scheme. His Appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 16.10.2010. The 2nd Appeal with the Commission is dated 10.01.2011.
2.                    The Respondent says that the requisite information was sent to the Appellant on 24.02.2011. A copy of the information sent is taken on record.

3.                       The Appellant is absent without intimation and nothing contrary has been heard from him regarding the sent information.

                                 Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
           Announced  in  the hearing. 



           Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Prof. Ram Singh (Retd.),

V. – Kheri Gandian,

Teh. – Rajpura,

Distt. – Patiala (140701)

      


                   ..…Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Rajpura - 140401

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala - 147001






        .…Respondents

AC No.  40 of  2011


ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Ram Singh, Appellant, in person.

Mr. Raghubir Singh, Steno to PIO,  for  the  Respondent.

____

                               The RTI request is dated 08.05.2010. The information demanded pertains to photo copies of documents in a land partition case decided by the Collector Sub Division, Rajpura on 30.04.2008.

2.                        The requisite information stands supplied to the Appellant in the court today and he is satisfied.
                            In view of this, the case is disposed of and closed.
     Announced  in  the hearing. 



     Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Harwinder Singh,

H. No. 2944,

CRPF Colony,

Phase -1, Dugri,

Ludhiana








..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Commissioner,

Patiala Division,

Patiala
         








.…Respondents

AC No.  55 of  2011


ORDER

Present :- 
None for the Complainant.
Mr. Jagjit Singh, Accountant, for  the  Respondent.

____

                        The RTI request, dated 28.09.2010, is addressed to the PIO Office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. The information demanded is certified copies of status of Appellant’s passport application. The first appeal with the Appellate Authority is dated 13.12.2010 and the 2nd appeal with the Commission is dated 11.01.2011.

2.                     The Respondent submits a copy of the letter vide No. 1262 dated 26.10.2010, written by the Officer Incharge, Suwidha Centre, Ludhiana, to the information-seeker, wherein, the details have been provided as to when his application for passport was sent to the Regional Passport Office, Chandigarh. This is taken on record.
                          Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

“Anti Corruption Council”,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot




 
         ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  S. E.,

P.W.D. B & R 

Circle Bathinda

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Chief Engineer,

P.W.D. B & R, Patiala    





        .…Respondents

AC No.  29 of  2011


ORDER

Present :- 
None for the  Complainant.
Mr. Malkiat Singh, Sr. Asstt., for  the  Respondent.

____

                      The RTI request is dated 02.10.2010 regarding inspection made by S.E., P. W. D.,  B & R. The Appeal with the Commission is registered at Diary No. 503 dated 11.01.2011.

 2.              Though, the Appellant has sought information in a particular proforma, the law poses an obligation on the PIO to furnish the information as it exists on record. There is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO to re-structure or re-arrange the information in any specified proforma designed by the information-seeker.

                         If the information does not exist in the prescribed proforma as designed by the information-seeker, the PIO may reject the application, since the information is not held in that particular format.

                        However, the information-seeker will be free to apply fresh.


-2-

3.                      The Respondent submits a copy of the letter dated 08.03.2011 sent to the Appellant alongwith 46 sheets in the response to his RTI requests. A   copy   of  this is taken on record.

4.                        The Appellant is absent without intimation and nothing contrary has been heard from him.

                                Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

“Anti Corruption Council”,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot





      ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  X-En., Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division – 1, Hoshiarpur

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  S.E., Water Supply & Sanitation,

Hoshiarpur        





  
       .…Respondents

AC No.  31 of  2011


ORDER

Present :- 
None for the  Complainant.
Mr. R. L. Tanda, X-En., for  the  Respondent.

____

                       The RTI request is dated 27.07.2010. The information demanded is in a proforma designed by the Appellant, regarding grants received/utilized on different schemes in the Division. The appeal with the Commission is dated 09.12.2010. 

2.              Though, the Appellant has sought information in a particular proforma, the law poses an obligation on the PIO to furnish the information as it exists on record. There is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO to re-structure or re-arrange the information in any specified proforma designed by the information-seeker.

                         If the information does not exist in the prescribed proforma as designed by the information-seeker, the PIO may reject the application, since the information is not held in that particular format.

                        However, the information-seeker will be free to apply fresh.



-2-

 3.                  The Respondent says that though the demanded information is not available as per the proforma given by the Appellant, efforts have been made to supply the information in the manner demanded. 

3.                  The Respondent says that the requisite information was sent to the Appellant on 21.02.2011. Whatever information is available on record has been provided and there is nothing more to give. This has also been conveyed to the Appellant vide letter dated 08.03.2011. 

4.                      The Appellant is absent without intimation. Copies of information sent to him are taken on record.
                          Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced   in  the hearing. 



Copies   of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

“Anti Corruption Council”,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot





      ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  X-En., Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division - Fazilka

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  S.E., Water Supply & Sanitation,

Ferozepur         






       .…Respondents

AC No.  32 of  2011


ORDER

Present :- 
None for the Complainant.
Mr. Yusuf Masih, S.D.E., for  the  Respondent.

____

                        The RTI request is dated 27.07.2010. The information demanded is in a proforma designed by the Appellant, regarding grants received/utilized on different schemes in the Division. The appeal with the Commission is dated 01.01.2011. 

2.              Though, the Appellant has sought information in a particular proforma, the law poses an obligation on the PIO to furnish the information as it exists on record. There is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO to re-structure or re-arrange the information in any specified proforma designed by the information-seeker.

                         If the information does not exist in the prescribed proforma as designed by the information-seeker, the PIO may reject the application, since the information is not held in that particular format.

                        However, the information-seeker will be free to apply fresh.


-2-

3.                    The Respondent says that the requisite information was sent to the Appellant on 25.08.2010, 27.09.2010 and 30.11.2011. A copy  of the information sent is taken on record.
4.                        The Appellant is absent without intimation and nothing contrary has been heard from him.

                                Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

“Anti Corruption Council”,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot


      


          ..…Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  X-En., P.W.D. B & R,

Construction Divn. -2,

Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  S.E., P.W.D. B & R,

Amritsar








.…Respondents

AC No.  49 of  2011


ORDER

Present :- 
None for the Complainant.
Mr. Harjinder Singh Puri, S. D. E., for  the  Respondent.

____

                        The RTI request is dated 22.10.2010. The information demanded is in a proforma designed by the Appellant, regarding grants received/utilized on different schemes in the Division. The appeal with the Commission is dated 09.01.2011.  

2.              Though, the Appellant has sought information in a particular proforma, the law poses an obligation on the PIO to furnish the information as it exists on record. There is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO to re-structure or re-arrange the information in any specified proforma designed by the information-seeker.

                         If the information does not exist in the prescribed proforma as designed by the information-seeker, the PIO may reject the application, since the information is not held in that particular format.

                        However, the information-seeker will be free to apply fresh.


-2-
3.                      The Respondent says that the requisite information was sent to the Appellant on 16.11.2010. A   copy   of  the information sent is taken on record.

4.                        The Appellant is absent without intimation and nothing contrary has been heard from him.

                                Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

“Anti Corruption Council”,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot






..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  X-En., P.W.D. B & R,

Provincial Division.,

Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  S.E., P.W.D. B & R,

Jalandhar         








.…Respondents

AC No.  50 of  2011


ORDER

Present :- 
None for the Complainant.
Mr. Anil Kumar Chopra, S. D. E., for  the  Respondent.

____

                    The RTI request is dated 30.09.2010. The information demanded is in a proforma designed by the Appellant, regarding grants received/utilized on different schemes in the Division. The appeal with the Commission is dated 09.01.2011.  

2.              Though, the Appellant has sought information in a particular proforma, the law poses an obligation on the PIO to furnish the information as it exists on record. There is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO to re-structure or re-arrange the information in any specified proforma designed by the information-seeker.

                         If the information does not exist in the prescribed proforma as designed by the information-seeker, the PIO may reject the application, since the information is not held in that particular format.

                        However, the information-seeker will be free to apply fresh.


-2-

3.                      The Respondent says that the requisite information was sent to the Appellant on 18.11.2010. A   copy   which is  taken on record.

4.                        The Appellant is absent without intimation and nothing contrary has been heard from him.

                                Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

“Anti Corruption Council”,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot





        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o X-En.,  Water Supply & Sanitation,

Division – 3,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  S.E., Water Supply & Sanitation,

Ludhiana        







       .…Respondents

AC No.   52  of  2011  

ORDER

Present :- 
None for the Complainant.
Mr. Gurbaksh Singh, Supdt., for  the  Respondent.

____

                       The RTI request is dated 01.10.2010. The information demanded is in a proforma designed by the Appellant, regarding grants received/utilized on different schemes in the Division. The appeal with the Commission is registered at S.I.C.P. Diary No. 910 dated 14.01.2011.  

2.              Though, the Appellant has sought information in a particular proforma, the law poses an obligation on the PIO to furnish the information as it exists on record. There is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO to re-structure or re-arrange the information in any specified proforma designed by the information-seeker.

                         If the information does not exist in the prescribed proforma as designed by the information-seeker, the PIO may reject the application, since the information is not held in that particular format.

                        However, the information-seeker will be free to apply fresh.


-2-

3.                      The Respondent says that the requisite information was sent to the Appellant on 21.12.2010. and submits a copy of the same. 

4.                        The Appellant is absent without intimation and nothing contrary has been heard from him.

                                Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Yogesh Mahajan

S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

“Anti Corruption Council”,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot





        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o X-En.,  Water Supply & Sanitation,

Malerkotla

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  S.E., Water Supply & Sanitation,

Sangrur        







      .…Respondents

AC No.   53  of  2011


ORDER

Present :- 
None for the Complainant..

Mr. R. K. Gupta, X-En., for  the  Respondent.

____

                         The RTI request is dated 27.10.2010. The information demanded is in a proforma designed by the Appellant, regarding grants received/utilized on different schemes in the Division. The appeal with the Commission is registered at S.I.C.P. Diary No. 911 dated 14.01.2011.  

2.              Though, the Appellant has sought information in a particular proforma, the law poses an obligation on the PIO to furnish the information as it exists on record. There is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO to re-structure or re-arrange the information in any specified proforma designed by the information-seeker.

                         If the information does not exist in the prescribed proforma as designed by the information-seeker, the PIO may reject the application, since the information is not held in that particular format.

                        However, the information-seeker will be free to apply fresh.


-2-

3.                      The Respondent says that the requisite information was sent to the Appellant on 31.08.2010, a copy of which is taken on record.

 4.                        The Appellant is absent without intimation and nothing contrary has been heard from him.

                                Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in  the hearing. 



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, March 11, 2011.
                          
    State Information Commissioner.

