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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar, s/o Shri Nem Chand, 

SCO 156, 2nd Floor , Leela Bhawan , Patiala.

      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Technical education and Industrial Training, Punjab,,

Sector 36, Chandigarh. 



    

-------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 4263 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Kulwant Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.247 dated 5.2.2014 giving annotated reply to all the 13 queries of the information-seeker raised in his RTI application dated 23.10.2013.  The complainant is absent without intimation. To afford him one opportunity to file his rejoinder/petition, if any, the case is adjourned to 25.2.2014 at 11.00 A.M. 




( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Sharma 

s/o Shri Vasdev Sharma,

#B-316, Basti Hazoor Singh,

Fazilika-152123.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Fazilika.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  3907  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Bhushan Singh Rana, Executive Officer, MC, Abohar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.258-262 dated 27.1.2014 enclosing copies of relevant documents.  It is further averred by Shri Bhushan Singh Rana, Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Abohar that complete information has already been furnished and that even encroachment in the street was removed by the Municipal Council, Abohar.  The plea of the respondent is that they have not only intimated the information-seeker about the action taken but in fact redressed his grievance by actual removal of encroachment at site.  The plea of the respondent is that there is no merit in the present complaint and that the same may be closed.
2.

  The complainant is absent today.  However, I have considered the two replies filed by the respondent, one bearing No.AME/4811 dated 31.12.2013 and second bearing No.258-262 dated 27.1.2014, the photographs of actual site shown to me during the course of hearing and the submission of the parties placed on record.  I am satisfied with the conduct of the respondent and do not find any merit in the present complaint, which was filed in the Commission on 3.10.2013.  The case is accordingly closed.




( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Lokesh Kumar 

H.No. 252/2, Jorian Bhatian,

Patiala-147001.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o Inspector General of Police,

 Zonal-1 , Patiala. 

First Appellate Authority

o/o  Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector  9, Chandigarh. 





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  110  of 2014

Present:-
Shri Arun Kumar Tewari on behalf of the appellant.



HC Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The plea of the respondent is that they have already filed a written reply on the last date of hearing.  It is further averred that present position of the complaint filed by the present appellant before the Inspector General of Police, Patiala is that the matter is still being inquired into at the level of Inspector General of Police, Patiala.
2.

The appellant on the other hand submits that he has sought copies of office notings and action taken on his complaint, which was in the first instance closed at the level of Inspector General of Police, Patiala.  Subsequently, he had moved another complaint to the Additional Director General of Police (Crime), Punjab, Chandigarh which was again marked to Inspector General of Police, Patiala.  He is seeking information as to action taken on his original complaint to the Inspector General of Police, Patiala dated 20.6.2013, which as per his version was closed.
3.

The respondent is directed to provide photocopies of the concerned inquiry file alongwith copies of any order passed by the Inspector General of Police, Patiala closing the inquiry.

4.

To come up on 20.3.2014 at 10.30 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt Shimla Garg  W/o 

Shri Sham Lal , # 40, Central Town , 

Village Daad, P.O. Lalton 

District Ludhiana. -142022





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

Home Affairs and Justice Department,

Chandigarh. 

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab , 

Home Affairs and Justice Department,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 


    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 131  of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Harbhajan Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that from the application of information-seeker, it was not clear as to what information he is seeking.  Since the postal order was not marked to the respondent-public authority, it was returned in original to the present appellant vide respondent’s No.1183 dated 6.6.2013.  It is averred that legal position is that the appellant has not paid the requisite fee of Rs.10/-, which must accompany the RTI application. Besides his queries are not clear and therefore, the information cannot be given.
2.

The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and is again absent today, though he has sent an e-mail received in the Commission vide diary No.3204 dated 5.2.2014 stating that he has not received the information till date and therefore compensation may be awarded to him and penalty imposed on the PIO.
3.

To come up on 25.2.2014 at 11.00 A.M. for arguments of the parties.





( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arun Garg  s/o 

Shri Sham Lal , # 40, Central Town , 

Village Daad, P.O. Lalton 

District Ludhiana. -142022





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

Home Affairs and Justice Department,

Chandigarh. 

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab , 

Home Affairs and Justice Department,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 



    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 129  of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant..

Smt. Veena Kumari, Superintendent alongwith Shri Krishan Pal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing and is again absent today.  However, he has sent an e-mail received in the Commission vide diary No.3023 dated 05.02.2014, wherein it is stated that he had moved an application to the office of the Chief Minister, Punjab and it was forwarded in original vide diary No.5678 dated 2.1.2012 to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh.
2.

The respondent, however, has already submitted a written reply dated 22.1.2014 denying that any such reference pertaining to the present information seeker was ever received vide diary No.5678 dated 2.1.2012 in their receipt register. The respondent has also brought today receipt register of his office in support of their contention.  Since the appellant is absent, the case is adjourned to 25.2.2014.  It is made clear that no further extension will be allowed and in case the appellant fails to turn up, the case will be decided exparte on the basis of record and averments of the parties.
3.

To come up on 25.2.2014 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arun Kumar Tewari,

#16-C, Rattan Nagar,

Tripuri, Patiala-147001.




      -------------Appellant.

Vs.
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

Inspector General of Police, Zonal-1,

Baradari Garden, Patiala.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2612 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Arun Kumar Tewari appellant in person.



HC Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.200/RTI dated 4.2.2014 with a copy to the appellant.  The appellant expresses his satisfaction with the information furnished to him and further avers that the present case, which was filed in the Commission on 29.11.2013 may be closed.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatinder Pal Singh

s/o Shri Nidhan Singh

r/o New Sular,

Backside of National Institute of Sports,

Patiala.







      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Patiala. 






    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2631 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



HC Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



On 24.1.2014 the respondent had filed a written reply vide his No.67 dated 10.1.2014 and the appellant had sought an adjournment to peruse the same.  The case was adjourned to 6.2.2014.  Today, the appellant is absent without intimation and has not filed any objections/rejoinder.  The respondent on the other hand submits a written request from Shri Jatinder Pal Singh addressed to the State Information Commission wherein it is stated by the appellant that he is satisfied with the reply given by the respondent and does not want to peruse the case any further.  In view of this written submission by the appellant, the present case which was filed in the Commission on 3.12.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Chanchal Mantarao

w/o Shri Vijay Kumar

r/o #B-1/3828,

Opposite Railway Station,

Rajpura (Patiala)





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala-147001.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala-147001.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2651  of 2013

Present:-
Smt. Chanchal Mantaro appellant in person.



HC Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant confirms that she has received information to her satisfaction.  Her grouse, however, is that few documents are held by respondent in the form of photocopies.  These are not original documents.  Her plea is that the respondent has denied copies of these photocopies held by the respondent in their record.

2.

Heard the parties.  The respondent shall provide photocopies of the photocopies held by them in their record by clearly stating on the body of photocopies that these are photocopies of unattested photocopies held in the record of the respondent.  With this direction, the present appeal, which was filed in the Commission on 5.12.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karam Chand

s/o Shri Rakha Ram,

r/o Julaha Mohalla, Samana,

Tehsil and District Patiala.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Patiala.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 4253  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



H.C. Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant requested that he may be permitted to inspect the relevant record as he would like to verify that the respondent has not withheld any information from him.  The parties were directed to inspect the record in the office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala on 3.2.2014.  The respondent today submits that the complainant never turned up on 3.2.2014 or any date thereafter for inspection of the record.  The complainant is also absent before the Commission today.
2.

Since the information has already been furnished to the complainant, the present complaint filed in the Commission on 3.12.2013 is closed with the direction to the respondent that complainant may be permitted to inspect the original record, as and when he turns up for the same. With this direction, the case is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lukesh Dixit,

#252/2, Jorian Bhatian,

Patiala.







      -------------Appellant.




Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Bardari Garden,

Patiala.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2614  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Arun Kumar Tewari on behalf of the appellant.



H.C. Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Arun Kumar Tewari appearing on behalf of the appellant on 24.1.2014 had sought an adjournment to peruse the information, which had been furnished to the appellant. Shri Arun Kumar Tewari has appeared on behalf of the appellant and submits that he is satisfied with the information furnished and does not want to pursue the present appeal, which was filed in the Commission on 29.11.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Kumar

c/o Shri Ram Berry,

Near Kamalya Khalsa School,

Amritsar Road, Kapurthala-144601.



      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o President/Secretary,

Gurudwara Bawain,

Amritsar Road, Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o President/Secretary,

Gurudwara Bawain,

Amritsar Road, Kapurthala.




    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  2430  of 2013

Present:-
None on behaf of the appellant.



None on behlalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present.

2.

To come up on 21.2.2014 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



February 6, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

