STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Gargi Kapur, 12/19, W.E.A. Main Arya Samaj Road,

Karol Bagh, New Delhi-110005.




    _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

(i)    The Public Information Officer

       o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar-143104.

(ii)   F.A.A.-cum- Financial Commissioner Revenue,

       Govt. of Punjab, Revenue Department, 

       Chandigarh-160017





    _______ Respondents

AC No. 103 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



This case was reopened with the order dated 25.8.2010 on the request of the information-seeker on the ground that PIO had not intimated the exact amount of fee to be paid by the appellant for seeking the information.  However, the appellant has failed to appear on two consecutive dates on 6.9.2010 and 20.9.2010.  Today again she has neither appeared nor sent any intimation.  In view of the continuous absence of the appellant and failure to supply any reply/rejoinder, this appeal case is closed.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Mrs. Rani Rikhi r/o 2463-64/2,

Opp. Sohan Lal Girls School, Amabala City (Haryana)


_______ Appellant

      

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Gurdaspur.

FAA-Inspector General of Police (Border Range), Amritsar.

    _______ Respondents

AC No.906   of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Ms. Rani Rikhi appellant in person


DSP N.K. Dogra on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant had sought information from the PIO vide letter dated 18.6.2010.  The plea of the respondent is that in her application the appellant had not mentioned the name of the Police Station and hence a letter was addressed to her vide No.574-IC dated 30.6.2010 requesting her to convey the name of Police Station.  The plea of the respondent is that appellant never conveyed the name of the Police Station and instead approached the Inspector General of Police, Gurdaspur.  Subsequently another letter was addressed by the PIO o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Gurdaspur bearing No.28901/CPRC dated 8.9.2010 requesting the appellant again to furnish the name of the Police Station.  The appellant, however, approached the Information Commission and today during the course of hearing, a copy of the inquiry report alongwith order of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Gurdaspur dated 6.5.2010 has been furnished to the appellant.  The respondent has further made clear that no order was passed by Shri Naresh Dogra, DSP, Pathankot.  Therefore, no copy of the same can be supplied as the same does not exist.

2.

The appellant is satisfied with the information furnished to her and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.














     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurbax Singh s/o Sh. Bakhat Singh,

House No.16-c, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.







_______ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

FAA-the Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala.


    _______ Respondents

AC No. 893 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Shri Gurbax Singh appellant in person.

Shri Jai Parkash, clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


The appellant has sought a copy of the character certificate of one Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur d/o Shri Harpal Singh.  The information pertaining to character verification is personal and private matter and unless a public interest is shown, said information should have been denied by the PIO in the very first instance.

2.

The respondent states that a reply was sent to the appellant but a perusal of the same shows that wrong address has been mentioned. Hence, it was not received by the appellant.
3.

The plea of the appellant is that a public interest is involved since a criminal case is pending against Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur and others.  Appellant may file prima facie proof of the same, before the respondent is directed to furnish the certificate after observing due process under law.
3.

To come up on 6.12.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Amandeep Kaur d/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

H.No.1094, Phase-2, Urban Estate, Patiala.



_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No.3222 of 2010
1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

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

Shri Jatinder Kumar, Assistant Project Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


The complainant vide application dated 2.7.2010 had sought information on number of issues including regarding staff deployed in the year 2008 in Block Samiti and Panchayat Samiti Elections.  The respondent sent a written reply to the information-seeker that under Rules record pertaining to Panchayat Samiti elections is destroyed, unless a writ petition has been preferred, within 45 days from the date of election.  Only that record is preserved which may be required in court matters. 
2.

 During the course of hearing, the respondent has also referred to Rule 39.1 of the Punjab Panchayat Election Rules 1994 which relates to retention of record in custody until expiry of one year of election. Where an election petition has been filed, record is maintained, till the conclusion of election petition. 
3.

 The respondent further submits that record pertaining to the present information-seeker has been supplied to him.  His record had been preserved as the complainant was allegedly absent from the election duty on medical grounds and had been proceeded against criminally.
2.

The plea of the information-seeker is that there are many other instances of Government employees who did not attend to  the assigned election duty on medical ground but none of them has been proceeded against by the department.  He further pleads that it is incorrect to say that record has been destroyed.

3.

Let the respondent file an affidavit on oath that the record pertaining to Election including that of employees who absented themselves has, in fact, been destroyed in exercise of powers under Rule 39.1 of the Election Rules, 1994.

4.

To come up on 17.12.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Supriya Sood, H. No.53, Gali NO.1,

Anand Nagar-A, Tripuri, Patiala.





_______ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

FAA-the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



    _______ Respondents

AC No. 887 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Ms. Supriya Sood appellant inperson.


ASI Gurnam Singh, PS, Tripuri, Patiala on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The appellant had sought information vide an application dated 28.6.2010 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.  The information, however, related to the Police Department and therefore, the application was transferred by the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and the information-seeker was duly informed vide No.1277/RTI dated 10.10.2010 by the APIO-cum-District Revenue Officer, Patiala.  The information-seeker was subsequently informed to pay the requisite fee and obtain the information.

2.

Today the respondent-PIO of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala has filed a written reply vide No.2333-34/RTI dated 12.11.2010, a copy of which alongwith its enclosure has been furnished to the appellant.

3.

The plea of the respondent is that the information at Sr. No.3 to 10, however, pertains to the Court of General Assistant to Deputy Commissioner, Patiala and that none has appeared on behalf of the Public Information Officer of that public authority. Issue fresh notice to the PIO/General Assistant to Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to file point-wise reply to the issues raised by appellant at Sr. No.3 to 10.

4.

To come up on 6.12.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

CC

The PIO/General Assistant to Deputy Commissioner, Patiala 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bharat Bhushan s/o Shri Ved Parkash,

r/o Opp. Adarsh Theatre, Khanna, District Ludhiana.

_______Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Addl Civil Judge (Sr. Division)-cum-

Sub Divisional Judicial Magistrate, Khanna.

FAA- The Addl Civil Judge (Sr. Division)-cum-

Sub Divisional Judicial Magistrate, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.
    _______ Respondents.

AC No.882 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Shri Bharat Bhushan appellant in person.



Shri Naresh Kumar, Judgment Writer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant places on record a photocopy of judgment of Hon’ble Delhi High Court in Secretary General, Supreme Court o f India vs. Subhash Chander Aggarwal decided on 12.1.2010.

2.

The respondent places on record a written reply dated 13.11.2010 on behalf of Shri B.K. Sharma, Ld. Additional Civil Judge-the First Appellant Authority.

3.

I have heard the parties.  Reserved for pronouncement of order

4.

To come up on 22.11.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parshotam Puri, Municipal Councilor,

Ward No.15, Moga.






_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Moga.


    _______ Respondent

CC No. 3219 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

SI Balwant Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


The respondent places on record the statement of the present complainant Shri Parshotam Puri acknowledging that he has received the information and therefore, he does not want to pursue this complainant case.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  In view of the original copy of statement given by Mr. Puri and submitted on record by the respondent, it transpires that he is not interested in pursuing the matter any further.  In view of the fact that he has received the information, the complaint case is closed.














     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Suresh Kumar Sharma, 244-A,

Industrial Area-A, Ludhiana.





_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3217 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

HC Suresh Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


The complainant vide an application dated 23.6.2010 addressed to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana had sought information pertaining to CR-123/DCR No.64 dated 7.1.2010.  He was duly informed on 25.8.2010 that the matter is still under inquiry and that inquiry report has not been finalized. Therefore, it cannot be furnished to him.  During the course of hearing, the respondent shows a receipt given by the complainant acknowledging that these facts were duly conveyed to him.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  It appears that he is satisfied with the information furnished to him. Nevertheless to afford him one opportunity to file rejoinder, if any, the case is adjourned to 30.11.2010 at 11.00 A.M.
3.

The respondent is, however, exempted from appearance on that date.












     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Darshan Singh s/o Shri Gurnam Singh,

H. No.13868, Gali No.4, Dholewal, Ludhiana.


_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3195 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Shri Darshan Singh complainant in person.



Shri  Jai Parkash Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant is seeking certified copy of a WILL executed by one Shri Gurnam Singh s/o Shri Bachan Singh in favour of Mrs. Nasib Kaur w/o Shri Gurnam Singh, on the basis of which, mutation No.15629 dated 26.5.1983 was sanctioned.

2.

Perusal of the query of the complainant shows that it is purely a private and personal information of third party.  Prima facie, the query of the complainant does not disclose any public interest.

3.

Let the complainant, therefore, first show the public interest or cause that is involved in the matter, before his request to furnish purely personal information of a third party is considered on merits.

4.

To come up on 6.12.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ramesh Chander Bawa,

#425-G, New Generation Apartments,

Near Railway Crossing,Zirakpur-Kalka Road, Dhakoli,

Zirakpur-140603.






_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No.3193 of 2010






1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Shri Ramesh Chander Bawa complainant in person.

Ms. Navjot Kaur, AC (Grievance), Mohali on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant had moved an application to the PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Mohali
on 28.6.2010 seeking information as to action taken under Section 192(4) of the Punjab Municipal Act, 1911 pertaining to a Group Housing Scheme in the name of M/s New Generation Apartments, Dhakoli, Zirakpur.  The plea of the complainant is that public was cheated by the private developer by giving false information that scheme had been approved by the Government.  In fact, it is alleged, that the scheme was never approved, which is causing great hardship to the public.

2.

The respondent, submits, that the present complainant was duly informed vide letter No.505/LBA dated 29.7.2010 that the office of the Deputy Commissioner has not taken any action under Section 192 of the Act ibid as the office of the Deputy Commissioner is not required to directly proceed under this Section.  The complainant was further informed that the appropriate action is to be taken by the Local Government Department and presently the Deputy Director, Local Government Department, Patiala is seized of the matter.

3.

In view of the above, the information requested for by the complainant stands duly furnished to him.  It is, however, a different matter that the problem which he and other buyers of this property are facing remains unsolved.  It is, therefore, considered fit to pass a direction to the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh to personally look into this case and address the grievance of the complainant.  With this direction, the case is closed. 






     
    

  (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

CC: 
The Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ginny Ujjal Singh, NO.5910, Duplex,  M.H.C.,

Manimajra, Chandigarh.





_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Registrar, Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3188  of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Ms. Ginny Ujjal Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


The case of the complainant is that her property was sold by producing false Power of Attorney and the sale transactions were registered in the office of Sub Registrar, Tehsil Jagraon between January 2009 to April, 2009.  Therefore, the complainant sought the information from the Sub-Registrar, Jagraon asking for details of the sale purchase transactions.  She received a reply vide No.667/RC dated 6.8.2010 conveying that no such sale-deed has been registered.  2.

During the course of hearing today, the complainant shows photocopy of one such registered sale transaction dated 18.3.2009.

3.

The respondent is absent without intimation.  Issue fresh notice to the respondent. To come up on 6.12.2010 at 11.00 A.M.










     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Lakhvinder Sareen, Assistant Public Relations Officer,

Suchna Adhikar Mach, #5, Street No.2, Anand Nagar-A (Extension), 

Patiala.







_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  3186      of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Shri Lakhkvinder Sareen complainant in person.



Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, Clerk behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant vide his application dated 2.8.2010 addressed to the PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Patiala had sought information pertaining to total number of unauthorized constructions on public streets/parks and other public places in the district of Patiala.  The grouse of the present complainant is that the office of the Deputy Commission, Patiala has not furnished him complete information and certain departments like Municipal Corporation, Irrigation and Water Supply and Sewerage Board etc. have been left out.

2.

The stand of the respondent, on the other hand, is that whatever information was available with the o/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala has been furnished to the complainant.  It is further submitted that under the Right to Information Act, Municipal Corporation, Sewerage Board and Irrigation Department are all separate and independent public authorities and the complainant should approach the concerned PIOs of these public authorities to obtain the information.  The plea of the respondent is that there is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to collect the information from a number of public authorities.

3.

The respondent, however, pleads that one date may be given so that, any further information if available with the Deputy Commissioner would also be furnished.

4.

To come up on 29.11.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jatinder Kumar Singla, Advocate,

Near State Bank of Patiala, Budhlada, Distt.Mansa-151502.
_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3177 of 2010






1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Shri Jatinder Kumar Singla complainant in person.



Shri  Rakesh Gupta, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent had sent a written reply to the complainant that the reference pertaining to character verification certificate of Happy Kumar received in the office of the Deputy Commission was returned, after appropriate action, to the parent department vide Deputy Commissioner’s letter dated 5.2.2002.  The plea of the respondent is that copy of the character certificate would be available in the office of the Improvement Trust, Kotkapura.

2.

The complainant, however, pleads that Improvement Trust, Kotkapura was dissolved by the State Government and the entire record was transferred to the Municipal Committee, Kotkapura which has declined to furnish him the copy of the character verification certificate on the plea that the requisite record is not available with the Municipal Committee.

3.

The complainant pleads that he needs the character verification certificate so that an appropriate entry could be made in his service book.  In the absence of this certificate, he is running from pillar to post without any success.

4.

The facts of this case reveal a very unfortunate state of affairs regarding maintenance of record of employees by the Local Govt. Department.  If Improvement Trust, Kotkapura was dissolved, its successor i.e. Municipal Committee, Kotkapura should be able to furnish the copy of the verification certificate.  In any case, it is the duty of the employer to make entries in the service book. Since the employer has failed, the poor employee his running around to get his service record completed.

5.

The office of respondent PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Mansa in any case does not hold the record being sought by the complainant and the present complaint is not maintainable against PIO, DC Office.

6.

A copy of this order, therefore, should be sent to the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh with the direction that he should inquire into the facts of the case and see that the service book of the employee is completed.  

6.

The complainant is satisfied with this direction and does not want to pursue the matter.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sukhjeet Singh s/o Shri Mangal Singh,

Village Mahadev Kalan, P.O. Sohal, Distt. Gurdaspur.

_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3176 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Shri Sukhjit Singh complainant in person.



HC Purshotam on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has sought information pertaining to appointment letters, date of birth and the basis on which the appointments were made in respect of ASIs and inspectors.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that this information would be available with the range (Deputy Inspector General of Police) and the record is not available at the Headquarters.  The DIGs are separate public authorities and the information may be obtained from the concerned PIOs.

3.

During the course of hearing, it transpires that appointments are approved by the Director General of Police, Punjab.  For this reason, even if, the complete record is not available with the Director General of Police, Punjab it should be procured and furnished to the complainant rather than making him approaches all the range DIGs of the State. 

4.

To come up on 13.12.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sukhjeet Singh s/o Shri Mangal Singh,

Village Mahadev Kalan, P.O. Sohal, Distt. Gurdaspur.

_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3175 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Shri SukhjeetSingh complainant in person.



HC Purshotam on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that they have not received formal notice for appearing from the State Information Commission in CC-3175/2010 and that they have come to the Commission only to attend to CC-3176/2010, which is also filed by the present complainant Shri Sukhkjeet Singh.

2.

The respondent was handed over a copy of the original application dated 3.9.2010 moved to the PIO seeking the information pertaining to appointment and other details of ASI Sukhbir Singh.
3.

The complaint is adjourned to 30.11.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Sona Chahal, H.No.5910, Duplex M.H.C.,

Manimajra, Chandigarh.





_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the GMADA, SAS Nagar.





    _______ Respondent.

CC No.3169 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Ms. Mona Chahal complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


The complainant had sought information from the PIO/GMADA on 4.8.2010 specifically asking to give reason why GMADA authorities received objections on 10.11.2006 when the last date was 9.11.2006.  The complainant further sought name of the persons who accepted the objection letters.

2.

The PIO/GMADA sent two letters to the information-seeker acknowledging the fact that the objection letter was received on 10.11.2006 i.e. one day after the last date for filing objections was over.  Again, vide letter dated 1.11.2010, the complainant was duly informed the name of the official who accepted the objection letter after due date.  
3.

The complainant pleads that she has received answers to all her queries, except reasons why the objection letter was accepted after the expiry of stipulated date.

3.

None is present on behalf of the respondent.  Issue notice to the respondent for 6.12.2010 at 11.00 A.M. 








     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Makhan Singh s/o Shri Jagir Singh,

VPO Bika, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.



_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.
    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3165 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
Shri Makahan Singh complainant in person.



Shri Sukhdev Singh, DDPO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant wants to know what action, if any, was taken on the complaint presented to the Deputy Chief Minister, Punjab in which he had alleged illegal possession on certain land.  The Revenue Department wrote to the Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar vide letter No.6917-18 dated 5.5.2010 for appropriate action.
2.

It appears that o/o the District Revenue Officer-cum-Public Information Officer, SBS Nagar wrongly forwarded the matter to the District Development and Panchayat Officer, SBS Nagar vide No.13528/Suvidha dated 10.11.2010.  The matter in question does not pertain to Shamlat Land.  Issue fresh notice issue to the PIO/District Revenue Officer, SBS Nagar for 30.11.2010 to file written reply as to what action, if any, has been taken on the complaint of the information seeker.

3.

To come up on 30.11.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Naresh Johar, 80, Rani Ka Bagh,

Amritsar-143001.






_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3153 of 2010

1st Hearing :  15.11.2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Surinder Singh, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


The respondent submits letter No.2319 dated 12.11.2010 confirming that the information stands duly furnished to the present complainant.  A photocopy of the receipt given by the complainant has also been attached with the reply of the respondent.

2.

The complainant, however, is absent without intimation.  Let him confirm to the commission directly that he has received the information and that he is satisfied with the same.  The case is adjourned to 30.11.2010 at 11.00 A.M. If, however, the complainant fails to respond, further decision will be taken on 30.11.2010 ex-parte.







     
      (R.I. Singh)

November 15, 2010




    Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

