STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Sukhdeep Kaur, Advocate,

V& PO Chhapianwali (Defence Road),

Tehsil Malout, Distt. Muktsar (Punjab)




      


   





                         …Appellant

Versus

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal, G.T.B.Kh. Polytechnic,

Chhapianwali (Malout), Tehsil Malout,

Distt. Muktsar Punjab.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal, G.T.B. Kh. Polytechnic,

Chhapianwali (Malout), Tehsil Malout,

Distt. Muktsar Punjab.









             ….Respondent

AC No. 603/2012 

Present: -
None on behalf of the appellant.

    
           Shri Rajesh Narang on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Rajesh Narang present on behalf of the respondent has filed an application signed by Ms. Rajni Narula, Advocate of the respondent for adjournment of the case. The appellant is not present. The case is adjourned to 14.8.2013.



To come up on 14.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.7.2013

                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mr. Mohd. Hanif,

Baldev Colony, near Central Vidialaya,


   Appellant.

Alohara Gate, Nabha, Distt. Patiala.

Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the C.E.O., Wakf Board,Punjab,

Sector-22, Chandigarh..

2. FAA: C.E.O., Wakf Board,Punjab,

Sector-22, Chandigarh..

AC-1192 of 2013

Date of hearing: 25.7.2013

Date of decision: 25.7.2013
Public Authority: CEO, Punjab Wakf Board. Chandigarh.
Present:
Shri Mohammad Hanif appellant.

                      Shri Danishwar Ali, Addl Law Officer, Punjab Wakf  Board, 

                       Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing on 10.7.2013, the respondent had made a written submission and a copy of the written submission was also provided to the appellant. The appellant stated that he was not satisfied with the information provided to him and therefore he was asked to raise his objection(s), if any, in writing, to the respondent. The respondent submits that the objections were raised by the appellant vide letter dated 12.7.2013 and additional information/clarification has been provided to him vide letter dated 24.7.2013. The appellant states that detail of all the expenses of sub offices of the Punjab Wakf Board has not been provided to him. The respondent submits that information regarding total income and expenditure year-wise has been supplied and circle-wise information relating to expenditure is not being maintained in the Punjab Wakf Board. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.







           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:25.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tejinder Bhanot S/O Sh.Satpal Bhanot,

R/O B-29-1715/14, P.O: Street No. 10,

Shimlapuri, Ludhiana.



                      Appellant.



 



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…        Respondent

Office of the Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

2.FAA Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.















AC-1283  of 2013

Present:
Shri S.M.Wadhera, Advocate on behalf of the appellant

                      Shri R.K. Malik, PIO, Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh on 

                      behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


Submissions made by the appellant and Public Information Officer  were heard. Decision has been reserved.





           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:25.7.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Baljit Singh Shashi,

D S P (Retd.).# 11-B,

Friends Colony, Phatak No.22,

Behind Laxmi Palace, Patiala.

                                 .


                        …Appellant.



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer …Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. FAA Inspector General of Police,

    Zonal-I, Patiala.

AC-1339 of 2013

Present: -

None on behalf of the appellant




H.C Shri Hakam Singh, Office of SSP, Patiala on behalf of 

                                 the respondent.

ORDER:



The respondent has filed written reply which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of the written reply has also been provided to the appellant. The appellant is not present, however a letter has been received from him seeking adjournment of the case due to personal reason. Accordingly the case is adjourned to 7.8.2013.




To come up on 7.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 






                 (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.7.2013.


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Anil Kumar Ranga,

S/O Sh. Rajbir Parkash …Complainant.

Vill: Naiwala, Teh. Patran,

Distt. Patiala.



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent

of Police, Patiala...

CC-2100 of 2013

Date of hearing: 25.7.2013
Date of decision:25.7.2013

Public Authority: Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.
Present: -

None on behalf of the complainant.




H.C. Shri Hakam Singh, office of Senior Superintendent of 

                                Police, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



At the last date of hearing on 11.7.2013, the respondent had made a written submission. The respondent also submitted that a copy of the written submission had 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 25.7.2013. Today again the complainant is not present, however, he has sent a letter raising certain objections regarding the information supplied to him. The respondent has been provided a copy of this letter. The PIO is directed to consider the objections of the complainant and provide clarification/additional information within 10 days time, to the complainant, free of cost, through registered post. With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed. 





                 (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.7.2013.


State Information Commissioner
                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ram Sharan Dass,

H.No.2849, Sector-40-C,

Chandigarh.






…Complainant




      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Principal Secretary Home Affairs &

Justice, Punjab, Chandigarh.

.















CC--2113 of 2013

Date of hearing: 25.7.2013
Date of decision:25.7.2013

Public Authority: Principal Secretary Home Affairs &Justice, Punjab, Chandigarh.

Present: -

Shri Ram Sharan Dass, complainant.




Shri Mohinder Lal, APIO, Office of the Principal Secretary to 

Govt. Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Chandigarh & Smt. Dharam Devi, Superintendent-APIO, Department of Governance Reforms, Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent
ORDER:



At the last date of hearing on 11.7.2013, the respondent submitted that the original RTI application of the complainant- Shri Ram Sharan Dass had not been received in his office. The respondent further submitted that as per the contents of the complaint, the subject regarding which the information had been sought did not pertain to his Department and this position had been intimated to the complainant. The respondent was directed to file written submission mentioning the above stated position at the next date of hearing. Today the respondent has submitted written submission mentioning the stated position. Smt. Dharam Devi, Superintendent, APIO, Department of Governance Reforms, Punjab is present on the request of the respondent and submits that copy of the letter sought by the complainant has not been issued by the Department of Information Technology. She also submits that the Department of Information Technology & Administrative Reforms has now been made the Department of Governance Reforms. A copy of the written submission of the respondent has also been provided to the complainant at the time of hearing. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.






                 (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.7.2013.


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Prithi Raj S/O Sh.Sahi Ram,

VPO: Taja Patti, Tehsil: Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.                                 .


   …Complainant.



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Fazilka.














CC-2133 of 2013

Date of hearing: 25.7.2013

Date of decision:25.7.2013

Public Authority: Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka.

Present: -

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Jagir Singh, BDPO, Abohar, on behalf of the 

                                 respondent.
ORDER:



The respondent has submitted a copy of letter dated 24.7.2013 which has been addressed to the complainant. The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The complainant is not present, however, a letter dated 24.7.2013 has been received from him mentioning that he could not attend the hearing in this Commission and has requested that the information may be supplied to him through post.  The respondent submits that the information has been supplied to the complainant through registered post and he has produced photo copy of the postal receipt.  In view of the submission of the respondent the case is disposed of and closed. 





                 (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 25.7.2013.


State Information Commissioner
