STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh,

        Journalist,

P.No. 40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana 141123.







…Appellant





Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Sub Registrar,

Humbran Road, 

Haibowal Khurd.

Dairy Complex

Ludhiana-

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Addl. Deputy Commissioner,

     Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 145 of 2013                            

Present: 
Smt. Simran Kaur on behalf of Shri Tejinder Singh appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



The respondent is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. At the last date of hearing Shri Pardeep Bains, PIO, Tehsildar-cum-Sub Registrar, Humbran Road, Haibowal Khurd, Ludhiana was directed to be personally present. The PIO is not present and therefore as a last opportunity, he is summoned to be personally present at the next date of hearing to file written reply regarding the appeal of Shri Tejinder Singh and also to explain his absence from the hearing in this Commission.


To come up on 13.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.







   (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 16.7.2013

          State Information Commissioner

                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tejinder Singh Journalist P No.40,

Vill: Bholapur,PO: Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.






                                               …Appellant.

Versus

The Public Information Officer,

 O/O Deputy Commissioner, Moga..

FAA: Additional Deputy Commissioner,

Moga..                                                                                         …Respondent
AC 1062 of 2013
Present:   Smt. Simran Kaur on behalf of Shri Tejinder Singh appellant.

                Shri Himmat Singh, Clerk, Sub Tehsil, Badhni Kalan, on behalf of the 
                respondent.
ORDER


      Shri Himmat Singh, Clerk, Sub Tehsil, Badhni Kalan came present on behalf of the PIO, Deputy Commissioner, Moga. Shri Himmat Singh states that he is totally not conversant with the subject matter and has also failed to file any written submission. At the last date of hearing on 20.6.2013, the PIO, Deputy Commissioner, Moga was directed to file response regarding the submission of the appellant within 10 days time. The PIO has failed to take any action regarding the directions of this Commission. The PIO, Deputy Commissioner, Moga is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to provide written response regarding the submission of the appellant and also explain the absence of subject knowing official at the time of  hearing in this Commission. 


To come up on 13.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Dated: 16.7.2013



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Shri Maneesh Chand Dhir,

House No. 1745, Sector 39-B,

Chandigarh.









….Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Kapurhala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.









….Respondent

AC-1619 of 2012

Date of hearing: 16.7.2013
Date of decision:16.7.2013

Public Authority: District Revenue Officer,Kapurhala.

Present: 
Shri Maneesh Chand Dhir, appellant.



Shri Gurpreet Singh, Kanungo, Office of Deputy Commissioner, 

                      Kapurthala on  behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER:


The respondent has provided bank draft amounting to Rs. 4000/- to the appellant at the time of hearing in this Commission as compensation in compliance of the order of this Commission dated 21.5.2013. At the last date of hearing on 20.6.2013, the respondent had filed written submission and the appellant sought time to peruse the same and therefore the case was adjourned. The appellant was asked to raise his objection(s), if any, in writing with the respondent within 10 days time and thereafter the respondent would provide necessary information/clarification if any, regarding the objections raised by the appellant. The appellant has today submitted a letter dated 16.7.2013 raising objections regarding the information provided to him. A copy of this letter has also been handed over to the respondent at the time of hearing. The PIO, DRO, Kapurthala is directed to supply additional information/clarification, if any regarding the objections raised by the appellant vide his letter dated 16.7.2013 to him through registered post, within 10 days time. 



With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed.
Dated: 16.7.2013



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 
                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Surinder Kumar s/o Sh.Jamna Dass,

C/o #89, Sector 8-A, Chandigarh.



      




   



                 
 

  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Mohali.









             ….Respondent

CC No. 1237/12 

Present: -
Shri Surinder Kumar appellant.


Shri Jatinder Singh Brar, District Development & Panchayat Officer (HQ) &  Shri Saudagar Singh, Law Officer, Department of Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, SAS Nagar on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Jatinder Singh Brar, District Development & Panchayat Officer (HQ) &  Shri Saudagar Singh, Law Officer, Department of Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab, SAS Nagar came present. Shri Saudagar Singh, PIO-cum-Law Officer  submits that the complaint of Shri Surinder Kumar relates to Appeal No. 135 of 1989 and the final order dated 12.8.1992 passed by Shri Atma Singh, the then Additional Director Panchayats-cum-Commissioner (exercising the powers under Section 7(2) of Punjab Village Common Lands (Regulation) Act, 1961). The PIO submits that in this regard the complainant was informed that earlier the office of Director, Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab was situated at Sector 17, Chandigarh and the record of the cases/appeals pertaining to the cases under the Punjab Village Common Lands (Regulation) Act, 1961, cases under the Punjab Panchayati Raj Act  and other records pertaining to the Department were lying in different buildings. The PIO further submits that subsequently, with the construction of new office of the Director, Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, at Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali, the entire record of the Department as well as the record pertaining to various cases/appeals was shifted in different vehicles and during the shifting, several office files including records of the court cases/appeals got perished while some other files/record got mixed with each other and some record was misplaced. The respondent further submits that the complainant was informed that the case file pertaining to appeal No. 135 of 1989 was not traceable and the office was making efforts to locate the file and the necessary information would be supplied as soon as the record of Appeal No. 135 of 1989 was traced. The complainant is not satisfied with the response of the PIO and requests that if record relating to the information sought by him has still not been traced, an affidavit may be obtained from the PIO, in this regard. Accordingly the PIO is directed to file an affidavit mentioning the position regarding the non-availability of the record. 


To come up on 13.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Dated: 16.7.2013


      

(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh S/O Sh.Sadha Singh,

Vill: Tangrala, Teh: Amloh,.

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.






                                                                                     
…Complainant.


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.


                      
          

 
                                                                                       …Respondent


CC-1693 of 2013

Date of hearing: 16.7.2013

Date of decision:16.7.2013

Public Authority: Senior Superintendent of Police, Khanna. 
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Lal Singh, ASI, Office of SSP, Khanna, on behalf of the 

                      respondent.
ORDER


The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. At the last date of hearing on 20.6.2013, the respondent had submitted that the information demanded by the complainant had already been provided to him. The respondent has filed another written submission vide letter dated 15.7.2013 confirming that the information demanded by the complainant had already been provided to him. At the last date of hearing on 20.6.2013, the complainant was not present and was given a last opportunity to raise his objection, if any. The respondent submits that till date no objection has been raised by the complainant. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 
Dated: 16.7.2013



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Narinder Kaur D/O Sh. Ajmer Singh,

H.No. 65-F, Rattan Nagar, Tirpari,

Patiala. 





…Complainant.

Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.


                      
          

              
                                                                             …Respondent




                            CC-1757  of 2013
Date of hearing: 16.7.2013

Date of decision:16.7.2013

Public Authority: Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER


The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been provided to her. The respondent has produced a copy of receipt dated 8.7.2013 signed by the complainant mentioning that she has received the information and her appeal may be filed. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding her absence has been received. In view of the submission of the respondent and the receipt dated 8.7.2013 given by the complainant to the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Dated: 16.7.2013



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER
                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ranjit Singh, 

House No. 2314, 

Phase-11,

SAS Nagar.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Bholath,

District Kapurthala.




.          …Respondent

CC-3539 of 2012

Date of hearing: 16.7.2013

Date of decision:16.7.2013

Public Authority: Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.

Present: 
Shri Ranjit Singh complainant.



Shri Raju, Clerk, Office of BDPO,Nadala on behalf 

                      of the respondent.
ORDER:

          

  This case was heard on 20.6.2013 and only issue left was the payment of compensation of Rs. 5000/- which was to be paid by the public authority i.e. SDM Bholath to the complainant- Shri Ranjit Singh. Today, the respondent has handed over a bank draft amounting to Rs. 5000/- to the complainant at the time of hearing. Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Dated: 16.7.2013



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Daljit Singh Grewal,

District Commander (Retd.),

Punjab Home Guards,

H.No.291-204/100, Block-J,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana.

                                                                                           …Complainant.


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Director General of Police-cum-

Commandant General Home Guards and

Director Civil Defence,Punjab, Chandigarh. .                   
          
           
      
2. The Public Information Officer,
    O/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

    Department of Home Affairs & Justice 

    (C.D.Branch), Pb. Civil Secretariat,

    Chandigarh.                                                                                         

                                                                                              …Respondent.                                                                                      



CC-1712  of 2013

Present:
Shri Narinder Pal Singh on behalf of Shri Daljit Singh complainant.



Shri Hargopal Sadana, Superintendent, Office of DGP-cum-

                      Commandant General Home Guards, Pb. on behalf of the 

                      respondent.

ORDER


At the last date of hearing on 20.6.2013, the respondent had made a written submission, a copy of which was also handed over to the complainant at the time of hearing. The complainant has filed the rejoinder, a copy of which has also been sent to the Principal Secretary, Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs & Justice (C.D.Branch), Chandigarh. The PIO, office of   DGP-cum- Commandant General Home Guards and Director Civil Defence, Punjab, Chandigarh, has filed another written submission vide letter dated 12.7.2013 mentioning that RTI application of the complainant relates to the PIO,office of the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice (CD Branch), Chandigarh. In view of this, the PIO Office of.  Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,    Department of Home Affairs & Justice (C.D.Branch), Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh is hereby directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing and to file written response regarding the complaint of Shri Daljit Singh Grewal.


To come up on 13.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Dated: 16.7.2013



         (NARINDERJIT SINGH)




                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER                             
CC:   The Public Information Officer,    O/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,   Department of Home Affairs & Justice     (C.D.Branch), Pb. Civil Secretariat,    Chandigarh for compliance.                                                                                         

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Raj Kumar,

# 238, Basant Avenue,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.








…Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Greenfield,

Ludhiana.





                                  …Respondent

Complaint Case Nos-516, 517, 518, 521,522, 524 and 530  of 2013
Present:  Shri Raj Kumar-complainant.


     Shri K.P.S.Dhaliwal, District Manager, Markfed, Ludhiana on behalf of 
                the respondent.

ORDER:

     Shri K.P.S. Dhaliwal, District Manager, Markfed, Ludhiana came present and made a written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the information which was available in his record, has already been supplied and in respect of the information which could not be supplied due to non-availability of record, self declaration signed by the concerned officers has been submitted. The complainant submits that the compensation amount ordered by the Commission, has been received by him. The complainant has further raised certain objections in writing, a copy of which has been provided to the respondent. The respondent is directed to provide clarification/additional information, if any, regarding the objections raised, to the complainant, through registered post, within 15 days time. 

With these directions, the cases are disposed of and closed. 
Dated: 16.7.2013



         (NARINDERJIT SINGH)




                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER                             

