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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mahinder singh, s/o Shri Ram Krishan,

r/o 935, Gali No.n -5, Basti Jhodewal,

Ludhiana -141007

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,

Police Station, Salem Tabri, Ludhiana  

Public Information Officer,

ACP (Centre), Police Station, Division  No. 2,

 Near Civil Hospital, Ludhiana 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case no. 2848 of 2015

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



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER
 
Sh. Mahinder Singh- the Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far.  During the last hearing, Sh. Satish Kumar Malhotra, PPS , ACP (Centre), Ludhiana was impleaded as Respondent no. 2 and was directed to submit a copy of the inquiry report. But today, neither Sh. Satish Kumar Malhotra is present nor has he bothered to inform the Commission about his absence, which shows that he has no regard for the RTI regime for the orders issued by the Commission.

2.

In view of the foregoing, Mr. Satish Kumar Malhotra, PPS, ACP (Centre), Ludhiana is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for not supplying the information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act.  He is directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which, it is made clear that  further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings  against him could be taken, as per the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 

3.

To come up on 10.05.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings to be heard through video conference facility in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.
Sd/-




Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jasbir Singh,
Editor-Arjun Patrika, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Village Bholapur (Jhabewal)

P.O. Ramgarh, Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,
Ludhiana 

Public Information Officer
o/o the District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2936 of 2015
Present :
(i) Sh. Jasbir Singh, the complainant
(ii) Sh. Pankaj, Section Officer, Sh. Kulwant Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Sh. Jasbir Singh- the appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. He further states that he has received the information after lapse of more than five months. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized. It is observed that appropriate mechanism has not been provided to keep the record properly by the public authority due to which the information / requests under RTI Act, 2005 are not being served properly. However, Respondent PIO is warned to be more careful in future while dealing with the matters pertaining to the RTI Act, 2005 and act swiftly.
2.
Since, the information stands provided to the complainant, therefore, the complaint filed by the complainant in the Commission is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-





Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bharat Bhushan,

r/o House no. -153, Akash Nagar,

P.O. Neta Ji Nagar, Salem Tabri,

Near Green Land School, Ludhiana 
                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner,

Division Mandal, Patiala 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case no. 3960 of 2015

Present : 
(i) Sh. Bharat Bhushan, the appellant

(ii) Sh. Harbhajan Lal, O/o Tehsildar (West) and Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Grewal, Record Keeper, O/o Tehsildar (East) on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 23.02.2016. 
2.
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh Grewal is present on behalf of the Sub-Registrar (East) and states that complete information has been sent to the appellant. Appellant states that he is satisfied with the information provided by the office of Sub-Registrar (East). He further states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by office of Sub-Registrar (West).  Sh. Harbhajan Lal has promised that complete information will be supplied to the appellant  as expeditiously as possible, to which appellant has no objection.
3.
On the assurance of the respondent , the appeal is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-





Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.  Jasbir Singh,
Editor- Arjun Patrika, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Village- Bholapur (Jhabewal)

P.O. Ramgarh, Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant          




            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2933 of 2015 

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


(ii) Sh. Suresh Kumar, Bill Clerk on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 01.03.2016.
2.
Today, both the parties mutually agreed that the above said case will be heard with CC: 234 of 2016, which is fixed for 28.04.2016. It is , therefore, accordingly ordered that the abovesaid case will be heard with CC: 234 of 2016 on 28.04.2016.

3.
To come up on 28.04.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-




Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rajinder Singh,

r/o SBS Nagar, New Abadi Akalgarh,

P.O. Halwara A.D. District Ludhiana 

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police

Jagraon, Ludhiana (Rural)-142026

First Appellate Authority

o/o Senior superintendent of Police

Jagraon, Ludhiana (Rural) – 142026. 

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 55 of 2016
Present : 
Shri  Rajinder Singh, the appellant



Shri Gurmeet Singh, ASI  on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 03.03.2016.
2.
Respondent states that the information has been sent to the appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and has sought some time to point out deficiencies in the information. Appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing. 
3.
During the last hearing, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO, O/o SHO Sudhar. Today, SHO, Sudhar- the respondent has sent the reply of the show cause notice , which is taken on record. 
4.
To come up on 10.05.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-





Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rajinder Singh,

r/o SBS Nagar, New Abadi Akalgarh,

P.O. Halwara A.D. District Ludhiana 

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police

Jagraon, Ludhiana (Rural)-142026

First Appellate Authority

o/o Senior superintendent of Police

Jagraon, Ludhiana (Rural) – 142026. 

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 56 of 2016
Present : 
Shri  Rajinder Singh, the appellant



Shri Jasbeer Singh, Sub-Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 03.03.2016.

2.
Respondent states that complete information has been sent to the appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and has sought some time to point out deficiencies in the information. Appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing. 

3.
During the last hearing, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO, O/o SSP, Jagraon and PIO, O/o SHO, Sudhar but Respondent has failed to file the reply. Respondent is again directed to file the reply of the show cause notice.  

4.
To come up on 10.05.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-





Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
CC: Station House Officer, Police Station, Sudhar, Ludhiana, 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs Shakuntala Devi, W/o Shri Janak Raj,

r/o Plot No.- 185, Gali No.-6, Santokh Nagar,

New Shiv Puri, Ludhiana. 






-------------Appellant 








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.







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

                       Appeal Case No. 3502 of  2015

Present :
(i) Sh. Gurnam Singh Sidhu, on behalf of the appellant


(ii) Sh. Didar Singh, ASI and Sh. Suresh Kumar, HC on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 18.02.2016.
2.

Appellant has authorized Sh. Gurnam Singh Sidhu to appear on her behalf. Respondent states that as directed by the Commission speaking order has been sent to the appellant. Sh. Gurnam Singh Sidhu (representative of the appellant) states that the appellant has received the same but she is not satisfied. Appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies to the respondent before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Commission. To clarify the matter, Respondent is directed to bring complete original record in the Commission office on the next date of hearing.
3.

To come up on 12.05.2016 (at 11.30 AM) at SCO 84-85, Sector 17, Chandigarh for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-



Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sewa singh

C/o shiv Dharamshala Welfare Society,

3675, EWS Colony Tajpur Road, Ludhiana 



--------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy commissioner ,

New Courts, Ludhiana  

First Appellate Authority

O/o Home Affairs and justice Department,

Punjab.                                                                                                   -------Respondent

Appeal Case no. 3519 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Sewa Singh, the appellant


Sh. Nirmal Singh, Supdt Grade-II on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 18.02.2016.

2.
Respondent states that complete information has been sent to the appellant. Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far.  During the last hearing, Tehsildar-cum-PIO, Ludhiana (East) was directed to be personally present and file an affidavit to the effect that the requisite information in accordance with the RTI application has been given to the appellant.  But no communication has been received from the respondent-PIO, which shows that the respondent-PIO has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.
3.
Looking at the lackadaisical attitude of the respondents, the Respondents, Mr. Paramjit Singh, PIO-cum SDM (East), Ludhiana  and PIO, O/o Madam Geeta Bai Shambhu DFSC (East)  are directed to show cause under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  They should file a written reply in response to the show cause notice as to why the Appellant should not be compensated for the mental harassment suffered by him in getting the information. In addition to the written reply, PIOs are hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. They may take note that in case they do not file their written reply and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that they have  nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them  ex-parte. Mr.Mukesh Kumar, DRO-cum-PIO (Nodal Officer) is also directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing alongwith the  original record. 

4.

To come up on 11.05.2016 (at 11.30 AM) at SCO 84-85, Sector 17, Chandigarh for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-





Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
Through registered post 

CC: 
(i) Sh. Paramjit Singh, PIO-cum-SDM (East), Ludhiana


(ii) Madam Geeta Bai Shambhu, DFSC (East), Ludhiana


(iii) Sh. Mukesh Kumar, DRO-cum-PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner,   Ludhiana 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sewa singh

C/o shiv Dharamshala Welfare Society,

3675, EWS Colony Tajpur Road, Ludhiana 




--------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

New courts, Ludhiana

Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (west)

Ludhiana
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (East)

Ludhiana
First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

New Courts, Ludhiana                                                                                             -------Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3522 of 2015

Present :
Sh. Sewa Singh, the appellant



Sh. Nirmal Singh, Supdt. Grade-II, O/o SDM (West) on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 18.02.2016.

2.
During the last hearing, PIO, O/o SDM (West) Ludhiana was directed to provide complete information to the appellant. Today, Sh. Nirmal Singh, Supdt , O/o SDM (west) is appearing on behalf of the respondent. Appellant states that the information demanded by him relates to the PIO, O/o SDM (East) Ludhiana

3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o SDM (East), Ludhiana.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o SDM (East), Ludhiana be impleaded as a necessary party and is directed to supply the specific information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. To clarify the matter, PIO, O/o SDM (west) , Ludhiana is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. Sh. Mukesh Kumar, DRO-cum-PIO is also directed to appear before the Commission alongwith the documents. 
4.
To come up on 11.05.2016 (at 11.30 AM) at SCO 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-





Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
Through registered post
CC: Sh. Mukesh Kumar, DRO-cum-PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner,   Ludhiana 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harvinder Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No.- 710, 

District Court, Ludhiana.







         -------------Appellant









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.








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

Appeal Case No. 3612 of  2015

Present :
(i) Sh. Nazar Singh on behalf of the appellant


(ii) Sh. Jaspreet Singh, Reader /Tehsildar East on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 18.02.2016.

2.
Sh. Nazar Singh (representative of the appellant ) states that the appellant has received some information. Regarding remaining information, it relates to the Sadar Kanugo Branch of Deputy Commissioners office.  Since, some information is to be provided by the Sadar Kanugo Branch, O/o DC, Ludhiana, therefore,  Mr,. Mukesh Kumar, DRO-cum-PIO , Sadar Kanugo Branch, O/o DC, Ludhiana is directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Copy of RTI be sent to the respondent alongwith the orders . He is also directed to personally appear alongwith the information on the next date of hearing failing which action under RTI Act will be initiated against him. 

3.
To come up on 10.05.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-





Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
Through registered post
CC: Sh. Mukesh Kumar, DRO-cum-PIO, Sadar Kanugo Branch, O/o Deputy Commissioner,   Ludhiana

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Suresh Kumar, S/o shri Sham Lal

r/p B-4-1287, Thapra Mohalla,

Daresi Road, Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner of Police

Ludhiana 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case no. 4043 of 2015

Present :
Sh. Suresh Kumar, the appellant
Sh. Paramjit Singh, Inspector, Sh. Suresh Kumar, HC on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 23.02.2016.

2.
Respondent states that the appellant has been informed in writing that his complaint i.e. UID no. 373902 is not traceable in their record. Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided.  For the satisfaction of the appellant, he is advised that he should visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and inspect the record and obtain the information. Respondent is directed to provide the copy of the same to the Appellant.
3.
 To come up on 10.05.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings to be heard through video conference facility in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-





Dated : 07.04.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpreet Singh,

r/o House No.- 355, Jassian Road,

G.T. Road Side, Friends Colony,

Ludhiana-141008.






                     -------------Appellant









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.







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

           Appeal Case No. 3659 of  2015
Present:-
Shri Harpreet Singh appellant.



None  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 18.2.2016. During the last hearing, respondents were directed to give written reply regarding point no. 1 and 2 that why this information cannot be provided to the appellant. But, today neither the respondent is present nor he has sent any written reply, which shows that the respondent has no regard for the orders issued by the  Commission. Regarding point no. 3 and 4 appellant was advised to seek specific information giving khasra numbers. But no response has been received from the appellant also. Therefore, both the parties are advised to interact with each other and give proper response to each other.  Respondent may note that last opportunity is given to him to provide formal point-wise reply to the appellant with a copy to the  Commission failing which action under RTI Act will be initiated. 

2.

To come up on 10.5.2016 at 11.30 A.M. to be heard through Video Conference Facility available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


Sd/-

( S.S. Channy)



Dated : April 7, 2016.    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpreet Singh,

r/o House No.- 355, Jassian Road,

G.T. Road Side, Friends Colony,

Ludhiana-141008.






                     -------------Appellant









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.







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

           Appeal Case No. 3656 of  2015
Present:-
Shri Harpreet Singh appellant.



Shri Suresh Kumar, Head Constable on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondents has sent their letter dated 5.4.2016 to the Commission stating that they have earlier informed the appellant vide their letter No. 2311/RTI dated 31.8.2015 that under the RTI Act, no information can be provided on the questionnaire as the information which only exist in the record can be supplied, and the queries are not to be replied . The Commission is satisfied with the answer of the respondents and appellant is advised to restructure his RTI application, if he wants to get any information. 
2.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The case filed in the Commission on 13.11.2015 is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                                          Sd/-

( S.S. Channy)



Dated : April 7, 2016.    




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 Garg,

r/o House No. 40-41, Central Town,

Village- Dad, Post Office- Lalton Kalan,

District- Lalton- 142022.






 -------------Appellant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Assistant Commissioner of Police,

Hq/Police Control Room, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.







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

             Appeal Case No. 3157 of  2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Suresh Kumar, HC on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



During the last hearing respondent has sought some time to clear the matter regarding calls showing nature/category of each call i.e. missed, blank calls.  A letter has been received from the respondent vide dated 30.03.2016 stating that they have furnished their reply after taking report from M/s H.C. L Service Ltd, who is maintaining the record. They stated that this recording is not available. Respondent further submitted that regarding 22 calls , all are missed calls, there is no blank call. The appellant is absent without intimation. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. 

2.

In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the considered view whatever information was available with the department has been supplied. No further cause of action is left. The appeal is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

( S.S. Channy)



Dated : April 7, 2016.    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82,  District Courts,

Phase 3 B 1, Mohali.






……Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Raikot (Ludhiana)

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







……. Respondents.

Appeal Case No.109 of 2016
Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Sindhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot through Video Conference.

ORDER



The appellant appeared in the Commission but left the office without waiting for the turn of the case. Shri Sindhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot states that he has sent the information to the appellant  as well as to the Commission through registered post on 31.03.2016. The same has been received in the Commission and might have been received by the appellant by now.  

2.

On telephone, the appellant was asked whether he has received the information or not.  In reply to this, the appellant states that he has received no information.  The respondent-PIO is directed to check up with the appellant, if he has received the information or not.  If not, the respondent-PIO is directed to send the information as early as possible and the appellant is advised to go through the same and revert back to the authorities in case of any deficiency in the information so provided.  On receipt of the deficiency from the appellant, the respondents are further directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 10.5.2016. 

3.

To come up on 10.5.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


Sd/-

( S.S. Channy)



Dated : April 7, 2016.    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82,  District Courts,

Phase 3 B 1, Mohali.






……Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Raikot (Ludhiana)

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







……. Respondents.

Appeal Case No.92 of 2016

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Sindhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot through Video Conference.

ORDER



The appellant appeared in the Commission but left the office without waiting for the turn of the case. Shri Sindhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot states that he has sent the information to the appellant  as well as to the Commission through registered post on 31.03.2016.  It was gathered that no information is received in the office of the Commission regarding this case. 

2.

On telephone, the appellant was asked whether he has received the information or not.  In reply to this, the appellant states that he has received no information.  The respondent-PIO is directed to check up with the appellant, if he has received the information or not.  If not, the respondent is directed to send the same as early as possible and the appellant is advised to go through the information so provided and revert back to the authorities in case of any deficiency in the information.  The respondents are further directed to remove the deficiencies on receipt of the same from the appellant. 

3.

To come up on 10.5.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


Sd/-
( S.S. Channy)



Dated : April 7, 2016.    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Org.,

VPO Rasulpur, Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.






      -------------Appellant








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Additional Director General of Police (Intelligence),

Punjab, Chandigarh


FAA-Additional Director General of Police (Intelligence),

Punjab, Chandigarh.






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

Appeal Case No. 1133 of  2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jasdev Singh, Superintendent of Police (1) o/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural) alongwith Shri Dilbagh Singh, Assistant Inspector General of Police (Intelligence-II on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



In this case Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur-the Appellant has filed Second Appeal bearing AC No.1133/2016 with regard to supply of action taken report by the authorities i.e. Additional Director General of Police (Intelligence Wing), Punjab, Chandigarh.  A reply has been filed by the respondent-Shri Parveen Kumar Sinha, IPS, Inspector General of Police (Intelligence Wing), Headquarter, Punjab, Chandigarh.  They have forwarded the RTI application to the Deputy Inspector General of Police, Ludhiana Range, Ludhiana under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 who has further transferred the same to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural) in whose jurisdiction/area the appellant resides.  The office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural) has forwarded pointwise reply to the office of the Deputy Inspector General of Police, Ludhiana Range, Ludhiana vide their letter No.376 dated 6.4.2016.  A copy of the same is being submitted in the Commission's office during the hearing.  Another report has also been submitted by the Superintendent of Police (Intelligence), Ludhiana to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural).  A copy of the same is also being submitted to the Commission's office during the hearing itself.

2.

The appellant-Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur has stated vide his letter dated 7.4.2016 saying that no action has been taken by the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural) on his request against the accused Police officials of District, Jagraon and he has not received any  information about the same.  On the directions of the Intelligence Wing and Deputy Inspector General of Police, Ludhiana, he has been called by the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural) -Shri Upinderjit Singh Ghuman on 31.3.2016 and assured to take action against the official but as per his information no action report has been received by him.  He has further submitted that on 8.4.2016, a big group of about 100  organisations of justice minded is going to meet the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural).  He has further submitted that he fears a lot with regard to his life and liberty i.e.  "ikB wkb B{z rzGho ysok" so he has sought exemption from appearance in the office of the Commission. The respondents are directed to deliver copies of the detailed replies furnished during the hearing personally as well by way of registered post., Though the office of the Intelligence Wing had sent the reply by way of registered post vide their letter dated 1.4.2016 while transferring his applications for further necessary action.  The respondents i.e. office of the Deputy Inspector General of Police, Ludhiana Range, Ludhiana and the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural) are directed to furnish copies of their reply to the appellant by way of registered post and also through special messenger as he is fearing a lot from the accused officials.

3.

The appellant is advised to go through these responses on receipt from the respondents and he is at liberty to take further action by approaching other higher authorities and also point out deficiencies, if any, if he finds in the responses given by the respondents.  He will do so alongwith a copy of the same to the Commission before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 12.5.2016.

4.

The respondents are also directed to respond to the deficiency which may be pointed out by the appellant immediately with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

The respondents of the Intelligence Wing are exempted from appearing in this case on the next date of hearing.

6.

To come up on 12.5.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


sd/-
( S.S. Channy)



Dated : April 7, 2016.    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Luv Kumar Dua,

S/o Shri Megh Raj Dua,

r/o House No.- 125, Model Town,

Samrala Road, Khanna-141401.






-------------Appellant









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar,

Khanna.
The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar (Sles),
Samrala.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna.









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

                                                    Appeal Case No. 3351 of  2015
Present:-
Shri Luv Kumar Dua, Appellant at Chandigarh.

Shri Gulzar Singh, Kanugo o/o Tehsildar (Sales), Samrala on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The representative of the respondents state that no information is available in the office of Tehsildar (Sales), Samrala.  Hence, no information can be provided.

2.

The appellant states that they were allotted plot No.124 A-B, 125 A-B and 126 A-B by the Rehabilitation Department, Punjab. Earlier, the application under RTI was sent to various Tehsildars who come forward saying that they have no record.  RTI application of the appellant is forwarded to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to look into the matter and file specific reply as to whether any record is available and send a copy of the same for the perusal of the Commission. In case it is not available a specific reply will be filed before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 10.5.2016 at 11.30 A.M. to be heard through Video Conference Facility available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


Sd/-
( S.S. Channy)



Dated : April 7, 2016.    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC: Sh. Ravi Bhagat, DC Ludhiana to personally look into this case and provide proper response pleas.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswant Singh,
r/o House No.-2525/B,

Sector- 47/C,

Chandigarh-160047,

M-9888865056.







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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Chief Minister, Punjab Govt.,

Room No.-32, 2nd Floor, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 







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

Complaint Case No. 1953 of 2015

Present:-
Shri Jaswant Singh, complainant in person.

Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, Nodal Officer, PSPCL, Patiala and Shri Lakhbir Singh, Superintendent o/o the Principal Secretary  to Government of Punjab, Department of Power, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The complainant states that he has not received any information.  The representative of the respondent-PIO states that due to closing of the financial year and releasing of new tubewell connections, they were busy and unable to supply the information. The commission took due note of the delay in providing the information under the RTI Act and indicated that the action needs to be initiated against the respondents. To this, the complainant submitted that no such action be initiated as of now and they be given some more time to comply with the orders of the Commission. 

2.
 The respondents are directed to supply the information before the next date of hearing otherwise punitive action will be taken against the respondent-PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act. Respondents may note that this is the last opportunity given to them. 
2.

To come up on 12.05.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


Sd/-
( S.S. Channy)



Dated : April 7, 2016.    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab
