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

Sh. Gurkirpal Singh

Vill. Nanharian

Tehsil Kharar

Distt. SAS Nagar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat

Vikas Bhawan, Mohali

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.1237 of 2011

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

                           (ii) Sh. Ranjit Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.



ORDERS

               Heard

2.           Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant by registered post.  Complainant states that he has not received the same.  Another copy of the information is provided 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 case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

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

Sh. Harvinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Mohan Singh,

H.No.310, Deep Nagar,

Near SD College, Hoshiarpur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DIG, Jalanhdar Range,

Jalandhar Cantt.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1250 of 2011


Present:
        (i) Harvinder Singh, the Complainant




        (ii) Sh. Sunder Singh, Head Constable on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               Heard

2.           Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 24.12.2010 and information was received by him on 14.04.2011. He further states that he has not been provided the information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  Respondent has submitted that application No. 991-PTD dated 17.08.2009 concerning the sought for information does not relate to Hoshiarpur district.  Due to this reason, delay has occurred in tracing the information.  Commission has taken a serious view of delay in providing the information, accordingly, PIO is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.

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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

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

Sh. Vijay Mahajan,

Q No.2, Mirpur Colony,

Pathankot.


 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Pathankot.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1252 of 2011


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



        (ii) Sh. RPS Walia, PCS on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               Heard

2.             Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant vide their letter dated 11.11.2010 and 11.05.2011. Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.

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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

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

Sh. Vijay Mahajan,

Q No.2, Mirpur Colony,

Pathankot.


 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Pathankot.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1253 of 2011


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



        (ii) Sh. RPS Walia, PCS on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               Heard

2.             Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant vide their letter dated 14.01.2011 and 11.05.2011. Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.

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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mejar Singh,

S/o SH. Nachhattar Singh,

Village-Santoj,

Sunam, Distt-Sangrur.


 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sunam, Distt-Sangrur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1273 of 2011

Present:
  (i) Sh. Mejar Singh, the Complainant
  (ii) Sh. Sukhdhain Singh, Panchayat Secy., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               Heard

2.             Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 06.07.2011 regarding possession on the Panchayat Land, but no information has been given by the Respondent.  Complainant states that he sought information from the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur but Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur directed Sh. Pritam Singh, Panchayat Secy., to provide the information.   Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur also wrote to Tehsildar, Sunam to demarcate the Panchayat Land, so that the sought for information be provided to the Complainant.  It is observed that information is not being provided intentionally to the Complainant.  Complainant only wants to know the names of the persons who have occupied the Panchayat Land, this information should be available with Panchayat Secy., Sh. Pritam Singh. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, PIO-cum- Block Development and Pannchayat Officer, Sangrur and Sh. Pritam Singh, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secy., O/o Gram Panchayat, Satoj are directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to them has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon them 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. 

4.
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, PIO-cum-Block Development and Pannchayat Officer, Sangrur O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Sangrur and Sh. Pritam Singh, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secy., O/o Gram Panchayat, Satoj are directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIOs are also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 15.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurdial Singh,

S/o Sh. Raghubir Singh,

H.No. 148, Gali No. 5,

New Sukhchain Nagar,

Gurudwara Road, Phagwara

Kapurthala 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1272 of 2011

Present:
  (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
  (ii) SH. Parsram, ASI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               Heard

2.          Respondent states that the sought for information was sent to the Complainant vide their letter dated 16.05.2011.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.
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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhagwan Singh

S/o Sh. Arjan Singh

VPO Harpalpur, Tehsil Rajpura

Distt. Patiala 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Patiala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1247 of 2011

Present:
  (i) Sh. Bhagwan Singh, the Complainant
  (ii) Sh. Mahinder Pal Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               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.  Since, the information stands supplied.

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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhagwan Singh

S/o Sh. Arjan Singh

VPO Harpalpur, Tehsil Rajpura

Distt. Patiala 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Patiala

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1249 of 2011

Present:
  (i) Sh. Bhagwan Singh, the Complainant
  (ii) Sh. Mahinder Pal Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               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.  Since, the information stands supplied.

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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jiwan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Om Lal

R/o Alisher Kalan,

Distt. Mansa

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Mansa Central Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

Mansa

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1266 of 2011

Present:
  (i) Sh. Jiwan Kumar, the Complainant
  (ii) Sh. Sham Lal, Branch Manager on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               Heard

2.            Respondent states that information as available in the record has been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has received the sought for information and is satisfied. The postal order submitted by the complaint to the Commission is returned herewith as no fee is required to file complaint  in 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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

Goindwal Sahib Road,

VPO:Khadur, Tehsil-Tarn Taran.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Tarn Taran.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1259 of 2011

Present:
  (i) Sh. Manjit Singh, the Complainant
  (ii) Sh. Niranjan Singh, Panchayat Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               Heard

2.            Respondent states that information has not been provided to the Complainant as the Complainant has not deposited the RTI fee fixed by the government. Complainant is advised to deposit the fee for getting the sought for information.  Respondent is directed that as soon as the fee is deposited by the Complainant, complete information be provided to him.
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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manmohan Luthra,

R/o # 5773, Ground Floor,

Sector-38/West, Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1230 of 2011

Present:
  (i) Sh. Manmohan Luthra, the Complainant
  (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               Heard

2.           Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 13.07.2010 but no information has been provided to him sofar.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  It is presumed that PIO intentionally does not want to provide the information.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(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. 

4.
PIO  O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 15.07.2011 (10.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurpreet Singh,

Kothi No. 965, First Floor,

Phase-11, Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o S.S.S Board,

SCO:156-160, Sector-8/C,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1260 of 2011

Present:
  (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
  (ii) Smt. Kulwant Kaur, Assistant and Smt. Kamhlaya Devi, the PIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDERS

               Heard

2.

 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. Complainant is absent. He has also informed the Commission vide letter dated 17.05.2011 that he has received the information and is satisfied.
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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Achra Gupta,

W/o Sh. Surinder Gupta,

Kothi No. 27, Raman Enclave,

Rishi Nagar, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1256 of 2011

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




  (ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDERS

               Heard

2.

 Respondent states that the sought information has already been given to the Complainant. Complainant is absent.  Complainant has sent a telephonically massage that she has received the sought for information and is satisfied. 

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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Pyare Lal,

C/o Gupta Fertilizers,

Railway Road,

Kurali

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Council,

Kurali.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1244 of 2011

Present:
  (i) Sh. Lokesh Kumar, the Complainant

  (ii) Sh. Kewal Krishan, Accountant-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDERS

               Heard

2.

 Respondent has brought the sought for information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission as the Complainant has refused to receive the same by hand.  Respondent has provided another copy of the information to the Complainant today in the Commission and Complainant has received the same. 
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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldip Raj Kalia,

S/o Late Sh. Wadhawa,

R/o 196, Khainthan,

Dasuya.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General Of Police,

Boarder Range, 

Amritsar.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 304 of 2011

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

  (ii) Sh. Krishan, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDERS

               Heard

2.

 In the hearing dated 05.05.2011, Respondent stated that the sought for information was sent to the Appellant on 25.04.2011.  Appellant is absent. He was absent on the last hearing also. He has informed the Commission that no information was given to him by the Respondent whereas Respondent has produced the letter showing that the sought for information was sent to him by registered post on 25.04.2011. Respondent has also brought the original record containing the sought for information.  Last opportunity was given to the Appellant to appear before the Commission and state his case but he has not availed the same. Inspite of the directions of the Commission, he has not come.  
3.

Since, information stands supplied, 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)

Dated: 30th   May, 2011

                    State Information Commissioner
