STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Amrit Kaur, S.A. (U/S),

H.No.178-B, St.No.2,

New Partap Nagar,

Sangrur.








…Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Greenfield,

Ludhiana.





                                  …Respondent

CC No. 506 of 2013

Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority:District Manager, Markfed, Ludhiana.
Present:  Ms.Amrit Kaur-complainant.


     Shri KPS Dhaliwal, PIO-cum District Manager, Markfed, Ludhiana on 

                behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

      At the last date of hearing Shri K.P.S.Dhaliwal, PIO-District Manager, Markfed came present and tendered his unqualified apology for not attending hearing in this Commission. The PIO submitted that complete information demanded by the complainant already stands supplied to her. The respondent further submitted that the amount of compensation awarded by this Commission had also been paid to the complainant. 

The complainant stated that information supplied to her was not complete as copies of gate passes had not been supplied. The PIO submitted that record pertaining to gate passes pertaining to wheat crop 2011-2012 was not available in his record. The PIO was directed to file an affidavit mentioning the above stated position and also giving reason for non availability of the same.  

Today the PIO has made a written submission vide letter dated 22.7.2013. The PIO submits that a copy of the written submission has also been provided to the complainant. The PIO further submits an affidavit mentioning that the record pertaining to Gate Passes is not available. In view of the submission of the respondent - PIO, the case is disposed of and closed.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 24.7.2013

          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Amrit Kaur, S.A. (U/S),

H.No.178-B, St.No.2,

New Partap Nagar,

Sangrur.








…Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Greenfield,

Ludhiana.





                                  …Respondent

CC No. 507 of 2013

Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority:       District Manager, Markfed, Ludhiana.
Present:  Ms.Amrit Kaur-complainant.

                Shri KPS Dhaliwal, PIO-cum District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana on 

                behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

      At the last date of hearing Shri K.P.S.Dhaliwal, PIO-District Manager, Markfed came present and tendered his unqualified apology for not attending hearing in this Commission. The PIO submitted that complete information demanded by the complainant already stands supplied to her. The respondent further submitted that the amount of compensation awarded by this Commission had also been paid to the complainant.
The complainant stated that information supplied to her was not complete as the information relating to the period from 1.11.2011 to 1.1.2012 had not been provided. The respondent submitted that the record available in his office had been provided to the complainant. The PIO was directed to consider the objections raised by the complainant and provide his response within 10 days time.

Today the PIO has made a written submission in which it has been mentioned that the record pertaining to the period from 1.11.2011 to 1.1.2012 is not available. A copy of the written submission has also been provided to the appellant at the time of hearing In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 24.7.2013

          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Amrit Kaur, S.A. (U/S),

H.No.178-B, St.No.2,

New Partap Nagar,

Sangrur.








…Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Greenfield,

Ludhiana.





                                  …Respondent

CC No. 508 of 2013

Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority:       District Manager, Markfed, Ludhiana.
Present:  
                Ms. .Amrit Kaur-complainant.

                Shri KPS Dhaliwal, PIO-cum District Manager, Markfed Ludhiana on 

                behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

      At the last date of hearing Shri K.P.S.Dhaliwal, PIO-District Manager, Markfed came present and tendered his unqualified apology for not attending hearing in this Commission. The PIO submitted that complete information demanded by the complainant already stands supplied to her. The respondent further submitted that the amount of compensation awarded by this Commission had also been paid to the complainant.
The appellant stated that information supplied to her was not complete as copies of attendance register relating to April 2012 and May 2012 had not been provided to her. The PIO was directed to provide his response regarding the deficiency pointed out by the complainant. 

Today the PIO has made a written submission in which it has been mentioned that copies of the attendance register relating to April 2012 and May, 2012 have been supplied to the complainant. A copy of the written submission has also been provided to the appellant at the time of hearing. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 24.7.2013

          State Information Commissioner

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh,

40, Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

Post Office Ramgarh,

District Ludhiana.










…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

Office of the District Food & Supplies Controller, 

Ludhiana. 







..Respondent

CC No. 992 of 2013

Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority:       District Food & Supplies Controller, Ludhiana.
Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms.Sona Thind, PIO-District Controller, Food & Civil Supplies, 

                      Ludhiana East, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



Ms.Sona Thind, PIO-District Controller, Food & Civil Supplies,                       Ludhiana East, Ludhiana came present and filed written submission, which is taken on record. The PIO submits that complete information as demanded by the complainant has been supplied to him. The PIO has provided a copy of receipt dated 23.7.2013 from the complainant mentioning that he has received full information. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 





       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 24.7.2013
               State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hariom Parkash, Advocate,

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana-141001










…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

Office of Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Regional Office-2,

Ludhiana.







..Respondent

CC No. 1005 of 2013

Present: -
Shri Hariom Parkash, Advocate, complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



At the last date of hearing on 4.7.2013, the PIO, Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office-2, Ludhiana was directed to be personally present. The complainant states that he has not been provided additional information/clarification regarding the objections raised by him in his letter dated 3.7.2013. Shri Rajiv Sharma, PIO, Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office-2, Ludhiana is summoned to be personally present at the next date of hearing failing which this Commission shall be constrained to issue bailable warrant under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 read with the relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code. The complainant states that due to the absence of the respondent and due to his failure regarding the supply of the information, he has faced harassment and detriment and therefore he should be compensated. In view of the harassment and detriment faced by the complainant, the Public Authority i.e. Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office-2, Ludhiana  is directed to pay an amount of Rs. 5000/- as compensation to the complainant within 10 days time through Bank Draft to be sent through registered post.



To come up on 29.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 24.7.2013
               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar

Son of Shri Phool Chand

Ward No. 12,

Amloh,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.



       …Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Deputy Superintendent of Police,

Nabha,

District Patiala.









…Respondent


CC No. 1614 of 2013

Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority: Deputy Superintendent of Police, Nabha,

Present: - 
Shri Rakesh Kumar complainant.


Shri Sadhu Singh Head Constable on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

                           At the last date of hearing on 4.7.2013, the respondent had made a written submission vide letter dated 16.6.2013 a copy of which had also been provided to the complainant. The complainant was not present and therefore he was given a last opportunity to raise his objection and the case was adjourned to 24.7.2013. Today, the complainant came present and submitted that he has received the information. The complainant did not raise any objection regarding the written submission of the respondent. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 
  (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

Dated: 24.7.2013


       State Information Commissioner

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lukesh Dixit,

House No. 252/2, Jorian Bhattian,

Patiala,




  




…Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Inspector General of Police,

 Zonal-1,

Patiala. 









…Respondent


CC No. 1670 of 2013

Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority:       Inspector Zonal of Police, Zonal-1, Patiala. 
Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.



ASI Jagrup Singh, Office of the Inspector General of Police,

                      Zonal-1, Patiala, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

At the last date of hearing on 4.7.2013, the respondent had made a written submission signed by the Inspector General of Police, Zonal-1, Patiala.  The respondent had also submitted that a copy of the written submission had also been provided to the complainant. The complainant was not present and therefore he was given a last opportunity to raise his objection, if any, and the case was adjourned to 24.7.2013. Today, again the complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The respondent submits that till date no objection has been raised by the complainant. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 
  (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

Dated: 24.7.2013


       State Information Commissioner

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rameh C. Malhotra,

93, District Shopping Complex,

First Floor, Near Passport Office,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.




  




…Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

1. First Appellate Authority,

Office of the Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.









…Respondent


AC No. 988 of 2013

Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority:       Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

Present: -
Shri Ashok Uppal on behalf of Shri Ramesh C.Malhotra, appellant.


           Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The notice of hearing sent to the appellant had been received undelivered from the postal authorities. Fresh notice of hearing was issued to the appellant at his given address i.e. Shri Ramesh C.Malhotra, Sr.Divisional Manager, National Insurance Company Limited, SCO No. 93, Near Passport Office, District Shopping Centre, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.



At the last date of hearing the respondent had submitted that the information demanded by the appellant was sent to him at his given address, however, the same had been received back undelivered The respondent was directed to again supply the information to the appellant at the address mentioned in the letter of the appellant. The respondent submits the again the letter has been received back undelivered.


Today Shri Ashok Uppal came present on behalf of the appellant. The respondent has handed over the information to Shri Ashok Uppal at the time of hearing. Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.
  (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

Dated: 24.7.2013


       State Information Commissioner

                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Buta Singh Bairagi, Advocate,

Baba Banda Singh Bahadur Bhawan,

Village Raqba,

Mandi Mullanpur,

District Ludhiana.




  




…Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

 Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 









…Respondent


CC No. 1661 of 2013

Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority:       Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Mohinder Lal, Superintendent-APIO, Office of the Department 
                       of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the 
                       respondent.

ORDER

At the last date of hearing on 4.7.2013, the respondent had made a written submission. The respondent submitted that a copy of the written submission had also been provided to the complainant. The complainant was not present and therefore he was given a last opportunity to raise his objection and the case was adjourned to 24.7.2013. Today, again the complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The respondent submits that till date no objection has been raised by the complainant. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 
  (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

Dated: 24.7.2013


       State Information Commissioner

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwinder Singh,

Son of Shri Darshan Singh,

Village Ratta Khera,

Tehsil Lehra,

District Sangrur.




  




…Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Estate Officer,

Punjab Wakf Board,

Sangrur. 









…Respondent


CC No. 1679 of 2013

Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority:       Estate Officer, Punjab Wakf Board, Sangrur
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Makhan Singh, Office of the Punjab Wakf Board, 

                      Sangrur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

At the last date of hearing on 4.7.2013, the respondent had submitted that the information demanded by the appellant had already been provided to him. The complainant was not present and therefore he was given a last opportunity to raise his objection, if any, and the case was adjourned to 24.7.2013. Today, again the complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The respondent submits that till date no objection has been raised by the complainant. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 
  (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

Dated: 24.7.2013


       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Sanjeev Goyal S/O Sh. Harbans Goyal,

C/O H.No.91, Block-G, Shivalik Vihar,

VPO: Naya Gaon, Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali)


       …Complainant


Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Chairperson,

Punjab State Women Commission,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.





…Respondent
CC-1909 of 2013
Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority:       Chairperson, Punjab State Women Commission,

                                               Chandigarh.
Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Vijay Kumar, Superintendent, Punjab State Women 
                                Commission on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER:
 
At the last date of hearing on 9.7.2013, the respondent had submitted that the information demanded by the appellant had already been provided to him. The complainant was not present and therefore he was given a last opportunity to raise his objection, if any, and the case was adjourned to 24.7.2013. Today, again the complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The respondent submits that till date no objection has been raised by the complainant. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 






(NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 24.7.2013                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Kulwant Rai S/O Sh. Jagan Nath,

VPO: Dasaunda Singh Wala,

Teh: Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.





                                               …Complainant


Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.








…Respondent
CC-1913 of 2013
Date of hearing: 24.7.2013
Date of decision: 24.7.2013
Name of public authority:       Senior Superintendent of Police, Jagraon.

Present:

Shri Kulwant Rai, complainant.



HC Harpreet Singh, Office SSP, Jagraon, on behalf of the 

                                 Respondent.
ORDER:
 


At the last date of hearing on 9.7.2013 the respondent had made a written submission that on receipt of the application for seeking information, the complainant was asked to deposit an amount of Rs. 25/- as cost for providing the information. The respondent submitted that the complainant failed to deposit the said amount. However on receipt of the notice from this Commission, he has been provided the information free of cost. The complainant was not present on 9.7.2013 and he was given a last opportunity to raise his objection, if any and the case was adjourned to 24.7.2013. Today, the complainant came present and he confirms the receipt of the information. Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 






(NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 24.7.2013                     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

Date of hearing:24.7.2013

Date of decision:24.7.2013

Name of public authority:       Inspector Zonal of Police, Zonal-1, Patiala. 
Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.



ASI Jagrup Singh, Office of the Inspector General of Police,

                      Zonal-1, Patiala, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

At the last date of hearing on 10.7.2013, the respondent had submitted that the information demanded by the appellant had already been provided to him. The complainant was not present and therefore he was given a last opportunity to raise his objection, if any, and the case was adjourned to 24.7.2013. Today, again the complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The respondent submits that till date no objection has been raised by the complainant. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 




           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 24.7.2013.

       State Information Commissioner

