                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, 

Premier Complex Village Nichi Mangli,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana











      





     …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.










       




                                     …Respondent

CC- 864/ 2012

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.

                      None on behalf of the  respondent.

ORDER:


The respondent as well as the complainant is not present and no intimation regarding their absence has been received. Shri Karanvir Singh Chhina, PIO-DTO Mansa is hereby summoned to be present at the next date of hearing. 
                                To come up on 17.7.2013 at 11.00  A.M.
Dated: 26.6.2013

  
                  (Narinderjit Singh)





                 State Information Commissioner 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, 

Premier Complex,

Village Nichi Mangli, PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.



                                    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.






             ….Respondent

CC No. 1120 of 2012 

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

Order:



The respondent and the complainant are not present and no intimation regarding their absence has been received. Shri B.M. Singh, PCS, SDM, Ropar and PIO, DTO, Bathinda are directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 
              To come up on 17.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED: 26.6.2013




        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

CC: 1.              Shri B.M.Singh, PCS, SDM, Ropar, for necessary action.

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Singh, 

House No. 36/46, Gali No. 2,

Prem Nagar, Batala Road, 
Amritsar-143001   






……Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

Office of Commissioner of Police, 
Jalandhar.







   ….Respondent

CC No. 2679 of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Bahadur Singh, ASI, Incharge ITI Cell, Office of SSP(Rural) 
                      Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The PIO, Deputy Superintendent of Police (HQ) Jalandhar (Rural) has made a written submission vide letter dated 25.6.2011  in which it has been mentioned that the complaint of Shri Rajinder Singh relates to PIO, Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar and not to DSP Traffic Police (HQ) Office of the SSP (Rural) Jalandhar. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. 

In view of the submission of the PIO, DSP Traffic Police, Jalandhar, the PIO, Office of Commissioner of Police Jalandhar is impleaded  as a party in this case. A copy of the complaint of Shri Rajinder Singh be sent to the above PIO. The PIO, Office of Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar is directed to be present at the next date of hearing to file written reply regarding the complaint of Shri Rajinder Singh. 


To come up on 17.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
DATED: 26.6.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, Distt.Sangrur.               
           …Appellant

                                         Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. FAA: The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.









…Respondent
AC Nos. 746, 747 & 749 of 2013
Present: -
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan appellant.


Shri Hakam Singh, Head Constable, Office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


At the last date of hearing on 28.5.2013, the respondent had made written submissions in all the above mentioned appeal cases.  Copies of the written submissions had also been sent to the appellant. The appellant was not present on 28.5.2013, however he had sought adjournment of the case as he was busy in other court case vide letter dated 16.5.2013.  Today the appellant is present and states that the information demanded by him has not been provided till date. The respondent has mentioned in the written submissions that the record relating to the information sought by the appellant has been destroyed in the year 2006. The PIO Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala is directed to be present at the next date of hearing to file an affidavit mentioning that the record pertaining to the appeals of Shri Prem Kumar Rattan has been destroyed in the year 2006. The PIO is also directed to provide the order/copy of decision regarding the destruction of the record relating to the appeals of Shri Prem Kumar Rattan. 


To come up on 17.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M.






                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 26.6.2013.


State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, Distt.Sangrur.               
           …Complainant

                                         Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. FAA: The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.









…Respondent
AC No. 748 of 2013
Present: -
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan appellant.


Shri Hakam Singh, Head Constable, Office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
At the last date of hearing on 28.5.2013, the respondent had made a written submission and a copy of the written submission had also been sent to the appellant. The appellant was not present on 28.5.2013, however he had sought adjournment of the case as he was busy in other court case, vide letter dated 16.5.2013.  Today the appellant is present  and states that he has asked for information regarding passport verification report sent by the Deputy Superintendent of Police. City-2, Patiala on 10.9.2003. The appellant submits that till date he has not been supplied a copy of the report and now the respondent submits that he is unable to provide the information as the matter is in court. The appellant states that the submission of the respondent is not correct as the report of DSP relating to passport verification should be available with the office of the Public Authority i.e. Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala. 

The PIO, SSP, Patiala is directed to provide copy of the report as demanded by the appellant in his application dated 15.11.2012 under the Right to Information Act, 2005, duly attested within 10 days time. 



To come up on 17.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 26.6.2013.


State Information Commissioner
         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Arun Kumar Tewari,

# 16-C, Rattan Nagar, Tripuri,

Patiala.








       …Appellant.

Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. FAA Deputy Inspector of Police,

Patiala.







…Respondent
AC No. 773 of 2013
Date of hearing: 26.6.2013
Date of decision:26.6.2013

Public authority: Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.

Present: - 
Shri Arun Kumar Tewari, appellant.


Shri Hakam Singh Head Constable  office of SSP, Patiala and Shri Sukhdev Singh, Head Constable Office of DIG, Patiala Range, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has been supplied to him. The appellant confirms the receipt of the information. Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 26.6.2013


State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Arun Kumar Tewari,

# 16-C, Rattan Nagar, Tripuri,

Patiala.








       …Appellant.

Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. FAA Deputy Inspector of Police,

Patiala.







…Respondent
AC No. 776 of 2013
Present: - 
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Hakam Singh Head Constable  office of SSP, Patiala and Shri Sukhdev Singh, Head Constable Office of DIG, Patiala Range, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


The appellant states that he has not received any information regarding his application dated 15.1.2013. The respondent seeks time to provide the response. Accordingly the case is adjourned to 17.7.2013. 


To come up on 17.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 






           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 26.6.2013.


State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sahi Ram,

S/O Sh. Kalu Ram,

Vill: Patti Billa, Teh: Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka                                                                                                                                 C/O Sh. Kansi Ram, Advocate,

Chamber No.18, Court Complex, Teh: Abohar,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka

.






       …Appellant.

Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Collector Agrarian,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.

2. FAA Deputy Commissioner,

Fazilka.






…Respondent
AC No. 781 of 2013
Date of hearing: 26.6.2013

Date of decision:26.6.2013

Public authority: Collector Agrarian, Abohar.

Present: - 
Shri Sahi Ram appellant.



Shri Jagdish Rai Kanungo Office of the Deputy Commissioner, 

                      Fazilka.

ORDER:


At the last hearing of this case the respondent had submitted that earlier the functions of the Collector, Agrarian were performed by the SDM of the concerned Sub Division. Now the Government has vested these powers with the Deputy Commissioner as District Collector Agrarian. The respondent further submitted that the appellant had filed his application dated 7.4.2012 seeking information from the APIO-SDM-cum-Collector Agrarian Abohar. The appellant was informed vide letter dated 14.5.2012 sent by the District Revenue Officer-cum-APIO Fazilka mentioning that the information related to the record of more than 20 years old and therefore the same could not be supplied. The respondent further submitted that the First Appeal of the appellant has already been decided by the First Appellate Authority i.e. Additional Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka. The appellant stated that he had not received copy of the decision of the First Appellate Authority. The respondent was directed to supply a copy of the decision of the First Appellate Authority through registered post to the appellant within one week’s time.



Today the respondent has confirmed that a copy of the decision of the First Appellate Authority has been provided to the appellant. The appellant confirms the receipt of the decision  of the First Appellate Authority. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.





           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 26.6.2013.


State Information Commissioner 
                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Stinu Jain,

R/O: Shree Jain Bhawan,

Street No.13, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.








       …Complainant

Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Tehsildar,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.









…Respondent
CC No. 1309 of 2013
Present: - 
Shri Stinu Jain, complainant.



None on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER:


The PIO, Tehsildar, Abohar was asked to be personally present at today’s hearing vide order of the Commission dated 29.5.2013. The PIO is not present and therefore he is hereby summoned to be personally present at the next date of hearing to file written submission regarding  the notice of hearing. The complainant states that now the respondent has provided him the information, however, the same is not legible and contains lot of cuttings. The PIO is directed to supply legible copy of the information, duly attested, to the complainant within 10 days time, through registered post. The complainant also states that he has faced harassment and detriment due to delay in the supply of the information and seeks compensation.  Accordingly the PIO, Tehsildar, Abohar is directed to pay an amount of Rs. 2000/- (two thousands only) as compensation to the complainant through bank draft, within 10 days time. 


To come up on 18.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M.






           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 26.6.2013.


State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, Distt.Sangrur.               
           …Appellant


                                         Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Principal,

Lady Fatima Convent Secondary School,

Patiala.









…Respondent
AC No. 750 of 2013
Present:- Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant.

     Ms.Alka Sarin, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
                The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. A copy of the written submission has also been provided to the appellant at the time of hearing. The appellant seeks time to peruse the same and to file his objection(s), if any. The appellant is asked to raise his objection(s), if any with the respondent, within 10 days time with a copy to this Commission.


       To come up on 18.7.2013 at 11.00 A.M.






           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 26.6.2013.


State Information Commissioner 
