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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vinod Kumar

s/o Shri Lashkari Ram,

Village Mohar,

Behind Trinty School,

Kullu (HP)-175126.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







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

Complaint Case No. 331  of 2014

Present:-
Shri Talwinder Singh advocate on behalf of the complainant.
DSP Pritpal Singh alongwith Shri Sukhraj Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The counsel for the complainant submits that photocopies of the information given have not been attested. Besides information pertaining to Sr. No.2 of his queries dated 6.11.2013 is yet to be provided.

2.

To come up on 31.3.2014 at 10.30 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh

s/o Shri Mehar Singh,

House NO.50, Sector-A,

Defence Colony,

Amabala Cantt.-133001.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o the Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






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

Appeal Case No. 458  of 2014

Present:-
Shri Vishal Dhawan, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.


ASI Santosh Kumar on behalf of the respondents. 
ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply stating that the information has been furnished as per the documents available on record.  The appellant also confirms his satisfaction with the information.  Hence, the present complaint filed in the Commission on 22.1.2014 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harnek Singh Bharri,

HE-155, Phase-1,

Mohali-160055.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D),

Ludhiana.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D),

Fatehgarh Sahib.





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

Complaint Case No. 344 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Harnek Singh Bharri complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



Issue fresh notices to the respondents.

2.

To come up on 7.5.2014 at 10.30 A.M.







( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manak Jagtap

s/o Shri Dashrath Jagtap

r/o Sarafa Bazar,

Gandhi Ground, Samana

District Patiala-147101.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Police Station,

Samana, District Patiala.





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

Complaint Case No. 367  of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has sent a written reply vide No.213/RTI dated 6.2.2014 signed by the PIO/Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.  However, none has appeared on behalf of the complainant today. The case is adjourned to 31.3.2014 to give an opportunity to the complainant to file his objections/rejoinder, if any.
2.

To come up on 31.3.2014 at 10.30 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh

s/o Shri Harbans Singh

Village Jalal Khera,

P.O. Sullar, District Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o District Agriculture Officer,

Baradari, Patiala.





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

Complaint Case No. 376 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a written submission received in the Commission vide diary No.6479 dated 19.3.2014 stating that he has received the information and that his complaint may be closed.  Hence, the complaint filed in the Commission on 22.1.2014 is closed.







( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,  

1772, Sector -14, Hisar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Home Affairs and Justice Punjab, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat , Chandigarh. 



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

Complaint Case No. 2 of 2014

&

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

#1772, Sector 14,

HIsar.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

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

Home Affairs and Justice Department,

Chandigarh. 

First Appellate Authority

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

Home Affairs and Justice Department,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



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

Appeal Case No. 137  of 2014

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal, advocate on behalf of the appellant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None was present on behalf of the PIO/Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Home Affairs and Justice Departments and First Appellate Authority/Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Home Affairs and Justice Departments on the last date of hearing on 4.3.2014 and as a last opportunity to the respondent, the case was adjourned to 19.3.2014.  However, none has appeared today nor any written reply has been filed by the respondents. The appellant submits that he has received only partial information which is misleading.

2.

It is a fit case to issue notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Home Affairs and Justice Departments to show cause why penalty should not be imposed for non-furnishing of complete information within the statutory period.  Reply of the PIO may be filed before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing before the Commission.

3.

To come up on 23.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.







( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

#1772, Sector 14,

HIsar.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

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

Home Affairs and Justice Department,

Chandigarh. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.
The Public Information Officer 

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

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority

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

Home Affairs and Justice Department,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



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

Appeal Case No. 138  of 2014

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.
AIG Dilbagh Singh alongwith Shri Balwant Singh, District Attorney and Shri Satnam Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
None has appeared on behalf of the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh.

ORDER



The respondent requests for an adjournment, which is allowed as a last opportunity.
2.

To come up on 23.4.2014 at 10.30 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

#78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri (Sangrur)




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Bhador (Sangrur)

First Appellate Authority

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Bhador (Sangrur)





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

Appeal Case No. 1105  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Sawaran Singh, SDO on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent submits written reply vide his No.1254 dated 18.3.2014 enclosing a photocopy of letter No.1204 dated 10.3.2014 which was addressed to the information-seeker.  This photocopy bears a receipt given by the appellant that he has received the information.  The respondent has also shown me original receipt given by the appellant in this regard.  Appellant has not filed any objection.

2.

In view of this, I accept the version of the respondent and close the present appeal case, which was filed in the Commission on 15.5.2013.







( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh , President Dalit Welfare  Sabha, 

o/o Balmik Road, Bharat Nagar, Ferozepur. 


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer ,

Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer ,

Ferozepur.







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

Appeal Case No. 2647 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Sukhchain Singh, Gram Sewak on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had submitted that alleged deficiencies in the information had been removed and complete information had 
been furnished.  The appellant had sought an adjournment to peruse the record.  However, today the appellant is absent without intimation and has also not filed any written objections.  The respondent places on record copies of the documents furnished to the appellant and pleads that appeal may be closed as no cause of action is left.

2.

In view of the absence of the appellant, the case is adjourned to 31.3.2014 at 10.30 A.M. as a last opportunity to the appellant.

 3.

On the request of the respondent his presence on the next date of hearing is exempted.




( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh , President Dalit Welfare  Sabha, 

o/o  Balmik Road, Bharat Nagar , Ludhiana. 


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Gram Panchayat ,

Baltewala Block,  

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer ,

Ferozepur.







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

Appeal Case No. 2649 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Ajay Kumar, Village Development Organizer-cum-PIO alongwith 
Shri Waryam Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



In this case notice was issued to Shri Ajay Kumar, PIO to show cause why information had not been furnished within the stipulated period.  Shri Ajay Sharma has appeared in person and given a written explanation.  He has pleaded that the Commission had ordered on 25.1.2014 that information may be furnished on deposit of a fee of Rs.400/- towards the cost of documents.  However, the information-seeker never deposited the fee and instead wrongly complained to the Commission that the fee was not accepted by the respondent.  It is further averred that the appellant is intentionally absent today.
2.

In view of categorical submission of the PIO that the requisite fee was never deposited and hence the information was not given and the fact that the appellant has not produced any copy of Indian Postal Order or Bank Draft, which may show that he made an attempt to pay the requisite fee,  I do not find any merit in the appeal, which was filed in the Commission on 5.12.2013.  Hence, I close the same with the direction to the respondent that in case the appellant deposits requisite fee by way of an IPO/Bank Draft drawn in favour of public authority, information shall be provided in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 




( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014







Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Bhagwan Singh ,

 S/o Shri Lal Singh , R/o # 18051,

Theke Wali Gali , Chandsar Basti,

Bathinda, 







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o Inspector General of Police (Crimes), Pb .

Chandigarh, 

First Appellate Authority,

o/o  Inspector General of Police (Crimes), Pb .

 Chandigarh,







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

Appeal Case No.297  of 2014

Present:-
Shri Bhagwan Singh appellant in person.

Ms. Darshana Thapar, Senior Assistant alongwith H.C. Lachhman Singh and SI Sandeep Singh on behalf of the respondent.  

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.105 dated 18.3.2014 stating that the information stands duly furnished, The respondent has explained the delay pleading that original application was addressed to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh and subsequently, it was transferred to the PIO/Senior Superintendent of Police, Bhatinda only on 10.2.2014.  This resulted in some delay, which was absolutely unintentional.
2.

Since the information stands duly furnished, the present appeal which was filed in the Commission on 8.1.2014 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chhatri Wala),

s/o Shri Kastoor Chand,

r/o Kothi No.306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Registrar, Barnala.



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

Complaint Case No. 415 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant was absent without intimation. The respondent had submitted a written reply. The case was adjourned to 19.3.2014.  However, the complainant is again absent today without intimation.  As a last opportunity to the complainant to file his objections/rejoinder, if any, the case is adjourned to 31.3.2014.
2.

To come up on 31.3.2014 at 10.30 A.M.



( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chhatri Wala),

s/o Shri Kastoor Chand,

r/o Kothi No.306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Registrar, Tappa (Barnala).


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

Complaint Case No. 416 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a written submission dated 12.3.2014 received in the Commission vide diary No.6043 dated 13.3.2014 stating that he has received the information.  In view of this, the present complaint filed in the Commission on 23.1.2014 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



March 19, 2014





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

