STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mankuljit Singh,





…Complainant.


Shiv Mandir Road, Front of Docor Jaspal ??,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Sub Tehsil, 

Talwandi Bhai, Distt. Ferozepure.
















CC-1994  of 2013

Date of hearing:10.7.2013
Date of decision:10.7.2013

Public Authority: Sub Tehsil, Talwandi Bhai.

Present:
Sh. Mankuljit Singh,
complainant.

                      Shri Avtar Singh, Kanungo, Office of Sub Tehsil, Talwandi Bhai,on 
                      behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of the written submission has also been provided to the complainant. The respondent further submits that the information demanded by the complainant has been provided to him. The complainant is satisfied  with the information provided to him. The case is disposed of and closed. 




           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sahil Kumar S/O Sh.Ram Chand Dhuria,               Complainant.

Street No.5, Sidhu Nagri, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.




      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Abohar.















CC-1996  of 2013

Date of hearing:10.7.2013

Date of decision:10.7.2013

Public authority: Sub Divisional Magistrate, Abohar.
Present:
Shri Sahil Kumar, complainant.

                      Shri Balvir Singh Rana, DTO, Fazilka, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent has made a written submission and a copy of the same has also been provided to the complainant. The complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided to him as the same is not complete. To sort out the matter, the case is relegated to First Appellate Authority i.e. the Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka with the direction that this complaint may be considered as First Appeal  and may be decided within the stipulated period as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 



In case the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is at liberty to file a second appeal before this Commission under Section 19(3) alongwith complaint under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, if any.


The complaint is disposed of with the above directions.







(NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 10.7.2013                     State Information Commissioner
CC:

A copy of this order along with a copy of the complaint of Shri Sahil 
                      Kumar, is sent to the  Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka,  for 
                      compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bagga Singh S/O Sh.Kasam Singh,

Balmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

                           …Complainant

Ferozepure City.




      


Versus

1.The Public Information Officer,



    …Respondent

Office of the Principal Secretary Home Affairs &

Justice, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2. The Public Information Officer,

 Office of the Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab,

 Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.

.















CC--2093  of 2013

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.

                        Shri Harbhajan Singh, Superintendent-APIO, Office of the Principal Secretary, Home Affairs and Justice Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

Shri Harbhajan Singh, Superintendent-APIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Home Affairs and Justice Punjab, Chandigarh came present and submitted a copy of letter dated 9.7.2013. The APIO stated that the matter pertaining to the application of Shri Bagga Singh relates to the Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab, Chandigarh. The appellant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. 


In view of the submission of Shri Harbhajan Singh, Superintendent-APIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Home Affairs and Justice Punjab, Chandigarh, the Public Information Officer, office of the Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab, Chandigarh is also impleaded as a party in this case. Both the PIOs i.e.PIO, office of the Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab and PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab are directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing and to submit their response regarding the application of Shri Bagga Singh dated 9.3.2013 and 24.1.2013. 



To come up on 8.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





                                       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
CC:
 A copy of this order alongwith a copy of the complaint of Shri Bagga Singh is forwarded to the Public Information Officer, office of the Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh for compliance. 

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lucky Vasudev,

H.No.W.R.24, Mohalla Sonia, Basti Sekh,                      Appellant.

PS Divn. No.5, Jalandhar.




      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

2.FAA: Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

AC-1168  of 2013

Date of hearing:10.7.2013

Date of decision:10.7.2013

Public Authority: Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.
                      Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of the written submission has also been provided to the appellant. The appellant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The respondent has submitted a copy of letter dated 8.7.2013 on which remarks of the appellant have been recorded mentioning that the appellant has received the information and therefore his appeal may be disposed of. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.




           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S. Hundal,

H.No.3402/ 71,




               Appellant.

Mohali.



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the District Magistrate,

Moga.

FAA: the District Magistrate,

Moga.

AC-1179  of 2013

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant
                      Shri Gurwinder Singh, Clerk Office of D.M. Moga on behalf of the 
                      respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent has not filed written reply as required in the notice of hearing. The PIO, Office of D.M. Moga is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to file written reply.. The respondent is also directed to supply a copy of the written reply to the appellant. The appellant is not present, however an e-mail has been received from him seeking adjournment of the case. Accordingly the case is disposed of to 8.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Lukesh Dixit,

H.No.252/2, Jorian Bhattian,


              Appellant.

Patiala.



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Inspector General of Police,

Zone-I, Patiala.

2. FAA: Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.















AC-1186  of 2013

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant
                      ASI Shri Jagrup Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has already been provided to him. The appellant is not  present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. As a last opportunity  to the appellant to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 24.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 




           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Mohd. Hanif,

Baldev Colony, near Central Vidialaya,


   Appellant.

Alohara Gate, Nabha, Distt. Patiala..



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the C.E.O., Wakf Board,Punjab,

Sector-22, Chandigarh..

2. FAA: C.E.O., Wakf Board,Punjab,

Sector-22, Chandigarh..

AC-1192  of 2013

Present:
Shri Mohammad Hanif appellant.
                      Shri Danishwar Ali, Addl Law Officer, Punjab Wakf  Board, 

                       Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of this written submission has also been provided to the appellant. The appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided to him as the same is not complete. The appellant has been asked to raise his objection(s), if any, in writing to the appellant within a week and the respondent is directed to provide additional information/clarification, if any, regarding the objections raised by the appellant. 


To come up on 25.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaswant Singh S/O Sh. Khajan Singh,

R/O :Basti Sunva Wali( Khuh Chubare Wala),

Ferozepure City.



                      Appellant.



 



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Tehsildar,

Ferozepure.

2.FAA: Deputy Commissioner,Ferozepure.















AC-1282  of 2013

Date of hearing: 10.7.2013

Date of decision:10.7.2013

Public Authority: Tehsildar, Ferozepur.

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh appellant.
                      Shri Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, Ferozepur on behalf of the 
                       respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has  already been supplied to him. The appellant states that the information provided to him is not complete. The respondent submits that the information as available in the record has been provided  and the appellant can inspect the record of his office. Accordingly the appellant may inspect the record of the respondent on a mutually agreed date i.e. 24.7.2013 during office hours and the respondent is directed to provide the copies of the documents, if any, identified by the appellant during inspection, free of cost. 



With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed. 






           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tejinder Bhanot S/O Sh.Satpal Bhanot,

R/O B-29-1715/14, P.O: Street No. 10,

Shimlapuri, Ludhiana.



                      Appellant.



 



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…        Respondent

Office of the Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

2.FAA Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.















AC-1283  of 2013

Present:
Shri C.L.Katyal, Advocate on behalf of the appellant
                      Shri R.K. Malik, PIO, Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh on 
                      behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent has filed written reply which is taken on record. The respondent has provided a copy of the written reply to the appellant also. Shri C.L. Katyal appearing on behalf of the appellant seeks one adjournment to peruse the written reply and to file counter reply, if any. The case is therefore, adjourned to 25.7.2013.


To come up on 25.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Organisation,

VPO: Rasulpur, Teh: Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana.



                               Appellant.



 



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…        Respondent

Office of the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,
Home Affairs & Justice, Chandigarh.

2.FAA Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,
Home Affairs & Justice, Chandigarh.







AC-1304  of 2013

Present:
Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur 
                      ASI Shri Jai Dev Singh, P.S. City, Rampura, Distt. Bathinda on 
                      behalf of the respondent.
ORDER: 




Shri Jai Dev Singh, ASI Police Station, City, Ramprua, District Bathinda came present on behalf of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda. The respondent has not filed any written reply as required in the notice of hearing dated 25.6.2013. The appellant states that his application dated 2.3.2013 for seeking information relates to the PIO, office of the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh and not to the office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda. Accordingly the PIO, Office of Principal Secretary, Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing to file written reply. 


To come up on 8.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

 



           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bhushan Bhardwaj,

# 490, Sector-61, Chandigarh.



          Complainant.


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…        Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2.FAA Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-I, Patiala.















AC-1309  of 2013

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant
                      H.C. Hakam Singh Office of Senior Superintendent of Police, 

                      Patiala on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the response regarding the appeal of Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj relating to the information sought by him has already been sent to him. The appellant  is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received.  As a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 8.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balwinder Singh S/O Sh.Pyara Singh,

R/O: Ward No.8, Lehra Gagga,


              Complainant.

Distt. Sangrur.


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Police Station, Sudhar,

Distt. Sangrur.

.















CC--2047  of 2013

Date of hearing: 10.7.2013

Date of decision:10.7.2013

Public Authority: Police Station, Sudhar,

Present:
Shri Balwinder Singh  complainant.

                      Shri Tilak Raj, ASI, Police Station, Sudhar on behalf of the 
                       respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. A copy of this written submission has also been provided to the complainant. The respondent submits that the complainant has raised 5 questions in his application and has not sought any document under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The respondent submits that as per the Act, the questions are not to be answered and this position has been intimated to the complainant.  Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.





           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:10.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
