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

Shri Kesar Singh, H. NO.1190-A, 

Sector 41-B, Chandigarh.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






    _______ Respondents

CC No.  885    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Kesar Singh complainant in person.

ASI Ranjit Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The complainant points out some deficiencies in the information supplied to him, which have been duly noted by the respondent with an undertaking to remove the same within 10 days.

2.

To come up on 13.7.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Mrs. Kartar Kaur w/o Shri Bachan Singh,

#735-R, Partap Nagar, Bathinda.



   _________
Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.

FAA-Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.


__________ Respondents

AC No. 122  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Bachan Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Tirath Ram, APIO on behalf of the respondent-departments.

ORDER


The appellant had moved an application dated 17.4.2009 to the Public Information Officer/Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda seeking information on eight points.  The PIO responded on all the eight points vide letter dated 2.6.2009.  However, not satisfied with the reply, an application was moved to the State Information Commission on 6.1.2010.  Notices were issued to the parties and after reconciling their mutual stand on the eight points, case was adjourned to 23.6.2010 for final hearing.
2.

I have gone through the queries of the appellant as also the reply given by the respondent.  The query of the appellant has been duly answered by the respondent.  However, issues pertaining to encroachments etc. for which notices have been issued by the respondent-Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda are yet to be concluded.  Removal of encroachments will naturally take time.  However, the corporation should ensure that its property is reclaimed from the encroachers by observing due procedure.  

3.

With these observations, the appeal case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Bachan Singh,

#735-R, Partap Nagar, Bathinda.


_________
Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.

FAA-Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.

__________ Respondents

AC No. 243  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Bachan Singh appellant in person.



Shri Tirath Ram, APIO on behalf of the respondent-departments.

ORDER



The respondent states that notices under Section 270(i) of the Municipal Corporation Act, 1974 have been issued to eight persons for removal of encroachments and copies of these notices have been supplied to the appellant.  The appellant, however, states that copies of these notices are not legible.  Legible copies of these notices duly attested should be supplied.  With these directions, the appeal case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Bachan Singh,

#735-R, Partap Nagar, Bathinda.


_________
Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.

FAA-Municipal Corporation, Bhatinda.


__________ Respondents

AC No. 211  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Bachan Singh appellant in person.



Shri Tirath Ram, APIO on behalf of the respondent-departments.

ORDER



The appellant has been supplied the copies of letter No.2410 dated 21.8.2006 and letter No.2991 dated 29.9.2006, as requested by him.  No cause of action is left and the appeal case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Anti Corruption Council,

H.O. Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.







_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 

Gurdaspur.

FAA-Divisional Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Amritsar.






    _______ Respondents

AC No.  318      of 2010

Present:-
None  on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case is adjourned to 13.7.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, R/o ‘Kahlon villa’, 

Opp Tel.Exchange, VPO – Bhattian-Bet,

Ludhiana.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o Principle Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt-PB, Sec-9,Chandigarh





FAA- Principle Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt-PB, Sec-9,Chandigarh



       _______ Respondents

AC No. 337       of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant

Ms. Surinder Kaur, Senior Assistant  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


The respondent submits that the balance information has been furnished to the appellant vide letter No.9999 dated 23.6.2010.

2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  To enable him to confirm that he is satisfied with the information, the case is adjourned to 13.7.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Org., Sub Office: VPO Rasulpur (Mallah),

Tehsil Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.



_______Appellant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

FAA-Divisional Commissioner, Patiala.


    _______ Respondents.

AC No.373 of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Kushaldeep Singh Sandhu on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


Shri Kushaldeep Singh Sandhu appearing on behalf of the appellant states that so-far he has not received the information as to what action, if any, was taken by the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana pertaining to his request for magisterial inquiry.

2.

The respondent has sent a fax message vide No.4089/10496 dated 22.6.2010 conveying that the copies of the requisite documents have been furnished to the appellant.

3.

The appellant seeks an adjournment which is allowed.  To come up on 13.7.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Manpreet Kaur Dhaliwal#1732/6, Mohalla Sujapura,

Jagraon, District Ludhiana.




_______Appellant..

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jagraon.

FAA-Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


   _______ Respondent.

AC No. 377 of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Kushaldeep Singh Sandhu on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Mohan Lal, Tehsildar, Jagraon on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The information pertaining to Sr. No.1 of the application dated 15.12.2009 filed by the appellant with the PIO/SDM, Jagraon has been furnished to the information-seeker.  As regards, the information at Sr. No.2 and 3, the respondent has filed a duly sworn affidavit stating that the same is not available in the record.  Since the information is not held by the public authority, it naturally cannot be furnished.

2.

No further cause of action is left and the appeal case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Sardara Singh, Member Panchayat,

Handesra, Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.


    _______ Respondents

CC No. 341 of  2010

Present:-
Shri Sardara Singh complainant in person.

Shri Lalit Goyal, Junior Engineer alongwith Ms. Ritu, Superintendent both from the o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dera Bassi.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information on issues listed at Sr. No.1 to 6 and 11 to 14 of the request of the information-seeker dated 24.6.2009 has been furnished to him.  

2.

The complainant seeks time, which is allowed.  To come up on 13.7.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Dalip Singh Pandhi, Room No.26,

3rd Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab State Scheduled Castes Commission,

4th Floor, Punjab, Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1627 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Dalip Singh Pandhi complainant in person.

Shri Raj Bahadur Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



An application dated 22.3.2010 was moved to the PIO/Punjab State Scheduled Castes Commission, Chandigarh seeking information pertaining to case No.187/07( particularly copies of pages from 61 to 67 and 85 to 89).  This information was supplied to the complainant on 6.4.2010 and thereafter again on 15.4.2010.

2.

The complainant, however, alleges that copies of the documents supplied to him are not legible.  I have perused the original record which was supplied to the Punjab State Scheduled Castes Commission by the Senior Superintendent of Police, Rupnagar and the Police Station, Sadar, Rupnagar. 

3.

Since the original record is held by the public authority i.e. office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Rupnagar/Station House Officer, Police Station (Sadar), Rupnagar, the respondent-PIO ought to have transferred the request of the complainant for supply of legible copies to the concerned public authority under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act. It may be done by him now. 

4.

With these observations, the complaint case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Dilbagh Singh and Shri Saroop Singh,

s/o Shri Harbans Singh, r/o Vill. Mallha, P.O. Kang,

Distt. Tarntaran.






_______Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Amritsar.






    _______ Respondents

CC No. 498   of 2010
Present:-
Shri Sarup Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Issue fresh notice for 14.7.2010 at 10.30 A.M.


2.

The PIO will ensure that the complainant is informed regarding action taken, if any, on his appeal vide letter No.GTPMA/183 dated 10.2.2009 made to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar (Rural) regarding alleged forcible possession of land by Shri Nirvair Singh.








     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Balvir Chand, Vill. Gurnanakpura,

Biash, Tehsil Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,





o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Amritsar.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1656 of 2010

Present: -
Shri Balvir Chand complainant in person.

DSP Ram Singh, Baba Bakala on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent was called upon on 26.5.2010 to file an affidavit in support of its contention that the relevant record pertaining to statements of Shri Balvir Chand and Shri Pal Singh recorded in case No.882/9.11.2009 is not traceable.  The respondent has accordingly placed on record an affidavit to this effect and further submitted that an inquiry has been ordered to be conducted by the Superintendent of Police (Hqrs), Amritsar regarding non-availability of the  relevant record.  To enable the Superintendent of Police (Hqrs) to complete the inquiry so that its findings are available to me, the case is adjourned to 6.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Prem Chand Joshi, Advocate,

District Courts, Fatehgarh Sahib.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Hqrs), Punjab,

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

CC No. 1661 of 2010

Present: -
Shri Pyare Lal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

H.C. Purshotam on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER


The respondent submits letter No.1669 dated 17.6.2009, a copy of which alongwith its enclosures has been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant may file rejoinder, if any.
2.

To come up on 13.7.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 23, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

