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.



Shri Ravinder Bhatti, Assistant Environmental Engineer-cum-PIO,



on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Ravinder Bhatti, Environmental Engineer-cum-APIO came present and submits that. Shri Rajiv Sharma, PIO, Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office-2, Ludhiana could not attend today’s hearing as he has gone to New Delhi in some court case. The respondent seeks adjournment of the case. The complainant states that till date no response has been provided regarding the deficiencies pointed out by him in the information provided vide his letter dated  3.7.2013. The complainant further states that the amount of compensation has not been paid to him. In view of the harassment and detriment faced by the complainant,due to non-compliance of the order dated 4.7.2013 and 24.7.2013, the amount of compensation is enhanced to Rs. 7500/-. The Public Authority i.e. Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Regional Office-2, Ludhiana  is directed to pay the amount of compensation to the complainant within 10 days time through Bank Draft to be sent through registered post. The PIO is given a last opportunity to explain his position and he is summoned to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 


To come up on 10.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013
               State Information Commissioner

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harvinder Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No.710, Distt. Courts,

Ludhiana.





…Complainant


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

CC-2440 of 2013

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Suresh Kumar, Head Constable, office of Commissioner of 

                      Police, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:
 

The respondent has made written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The respondent also produced a copy of letter dated 22.8.2013 from the complainant which mentions that he has received the information and is satisfied with the same. The complainant is not present. In view of the submission of the respondent the case is disposed of and closed. 






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Jagmeet Singh S/O Sh.Piara Singh,

Gurdit Basti Goniana Road,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib,

Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.




…Complainant


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the District Commandant,
Punjab Home Guards, Faridkot.

CC-2456 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jagmeet Singh complainant.


Shri Raj Kumar, Company Commander, Punjab Home Guards, 

                      Faridkot and Shri Hargopal Sadana, Superintendent, office of Director General of Police, Punjab Home Guards and Civil Defence on behalf of the respondent.  

ORDER:
 

The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record and a  copy of the written submission has also been handed over to the complainant at the time of hearing. The complainant is satisfied with the response of the Public Authority. Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Sant Ram S/O  Sh.Pushu Ram,

# 71-B, Anand Nagar-A,

Patiala.





…Complainant


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

CC-2537 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sant Ram, complainant.



Shri Vinod Kumar ASI, office of Senior Superintendent of Police, 

                      Patiala on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent has filed written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of the written submission has also been provided to the complainant. The complainant confirms that he has received a copy of the written submission but he says that he is not satisfied with the response of the PIO. The respondent submits that the complainant should have filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority within the time prescribed under the Act. To sort out the matter, this case is relegated to the First Appellate Authority i.e. the Inspector General of Police, Zonal-1, Patiala with a direction that the complaint may be considered as First and may be disposed of within the stipulated period under the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
In case the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is at liberty to file a second Appeal afresh before this Commission under Section 19(3) alongwith complaint under Section 18 of the Right Information Act, 2005, if any. 

The complaint is disposed of with the above directions.






       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013
               State Information Commissioner

CC: 
The Inspector General of Police, Zonal-1, Patiala alongwith a copy of the appeal for compliance of the order of this Commission.

                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.Naresh Malhotra,

245, Diamond Avenue,

Majitha Road, Opp. Dhingra Petrol Pump,

Amritsar.

.







             …Appellant


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,




..Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

FAA Inspector  General of Police,

         Zonal-1, Patiala.






AC No. 1463 of 2013

Present:-
Dr. Naresh Malhotra, appellant.

                      Shri Vinod Kumar, ASI, office of Senior Superintendent of Police, 

                      Patiala, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The respondent has filed written reply which is taken on record. The respondent seeks time as record relating to appeal is not traceable. The PIO is directed to locate the record immediately and provide his response regarding the appeal of Dr. Naresh Malhotra.

  To come up on 17.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 

                                                                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Nitin Jetly, KG-2/105,

Vikas Puri, New Dehi.





…Appellant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

FAA: Inspector General of Police

Zone-I,Patiala.












AC-1465 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Vinod Kumar, ASI, office of the Senior Superintendent of 

                      Police, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:
The respondent has filed written reply which is taken on record. The respondent seeks time as record relating to appeal is not traceable. The PIO is directed to locate the record immediately and provide his response regarding the appeal of Shri Nitin Jetly. 

  To come up on 17.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 

                                                                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Raj Kumar S/O Gopi Ram,

Vill: Azimgarh,Teh: Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.





…Appellant


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Tehsildar, Abohar.

FAA: Deputy Commissioner, Fazilka.

AC-1466 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Lajwant Singh Virk, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Raj Kumar 

                       appellant.

                       None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

  The respondent is not present. Shri L.S.Virk, Advocate, present on behalf of the appellant states that till date no information has been provided to him. The PIO, Tehsildar, Abohar is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to explain reasons for non-filing of written reply as required in the notice of hearing, absence of the representative of the respondent at the time of today’s hearing and non-supply of the information to the appellant. 



To come up on 17.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M.








       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sudhir Kumar,

# 3402, Sector-71,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).





…Appellant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



            …Respondent

Office of the Commandant,

Home Guards, Faridkot.

FAA: Commandant,

Home Guards, Faridkot.

AC-1489 of 2013

Present:-  Shri S.S.Bedi, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

                 Shri Raj Kumar, Company Commander, Punjab Home Guards, 

            Faridkot and Shri Hargopal Sadana, Superintendent, office of Director   

                  General of Police, Punjab Home Guards and Civil Defence on 

                  behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER:
 

The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of the written submission has also been provided to the appellant. Shri S.S.Bedi, Advocate appearing on behalf of the appellant states that he has not received copy of the written submission. The respondent is directed to supply a copy of the written submission to the appellant within a week  and the appellant would raise objection with the PIO regarding the written submission. 



To come up on 17.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ameet Sharma.

66, East Friends Colony,

New Delhi.





…          Appellant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

FAA: Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

AC-1492 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Ameet Sharma, appellant.



Shri Suresh Kumar, Head Constable, Office of Commissioner of 

                      Police, Ludhiana.
ORDER:
 
           The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. The appellant states that although he has been provided the information but the same  in Punjabi language. The appellant requests that the information may be provided to him in English language. The PIO, office of the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana is directed to provide a copy of the information and a copy of the written submission translated in English and duly attested to the appellant within 10 days time through registered post. With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed. 

                                                                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rajinder Singh S/O Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Vill: Sampurangarh,PO: Masingan,

Teh: & Distt. Patiala.





…Appellant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

FAA: Inspector General of Police,Patiala.












AC-1516 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Vinod Kumar, ASI, Office of Senior Superintendent of Police, 

                      Patiala, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of the written submission has already been provided to the complainant. The complainant is not present. The respondent submits that the appellant has raised certain questions in his application and further submits that only such information can be supplied under the Act which already exists and is held by the Public authority or held under the control of the Public Authority. The respondent further submits that the PIO is not supposed to create information, or to interpret information or to solve the problems raised by the applicant or to furnish replies to hypothetical questions. The appellant is not present. As a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection if any, the case is adjourned to 17.10.2013. 



To come up on 17.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 

                                                                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Dharam Pal S/O Sh.Gauri Shankar,

H.No.1155, Ground Floor,Sec.46-B,

Chandigarh.





…           Appellant.

                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).

FAA: Inspector General of Police,
Patiala Range, Patiala.

AC-1532 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant. 



Shri Pawandev Singh, ASI, office of SSP, Mohali, on behalf of the 

                      respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of the written submission 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. As a last opportunity to the appellant to raise the objection if any, the case is adjourned to 17.10.2013.   
                                                                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Amrit Kaur W/O Sh.Charanjit Singh,

H.No.1754/1, Tehsil Road, Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana.





                           …     Appellant.


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Civil Courts, Jagraon (Ludhiana Rural).

2.FAA Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-II, Jalandhar.

AC-1533/13 of 2013

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



Shri Harpreet Singh Head Constable, office of SSP, Jagraon, on 

                      behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

The respondent has filed written submission which is taken on record. The respondent submits that copy of the written submission has also been provided to the appellant. The appellant states that he is not satisfied with the response of the respondent and requests for inspection of the record. The respondent is directed to allow inspection of record to the appellant on a mutually agreed date i.e. 10.9.2013 during office hours. The Respondent is directed to supply attested copies of the document so identified by him as demanded by him in his application under the Right to Information Act. 



To come up on 17.10.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

                                                                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013.

           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Sandhir,

House No. 2994, HIG Phase-I,

Dugri,  

Ludhiana.






…Complainant

                                                               Versus

Public Information Officer,

Office of Principal, Government College for Boys,

Ludhiana. 




                  ..Respondent

CC No. 929 of 2013

Present:
Sh. Anil Sandhir, complainant.

                      Smt. Poonam Mittal, Assistant Professor-cum-APIO and Shri 

                      Rajinder Singh, Principal-cum-PIO, Govt.College 
                      for Boys, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
At the last date of hearing on 8.8.2013, the PIO was directed to be personally present to explain reasons for delay in supply of the information. Shri Rajinder Singh, Principal-cum-PIO, Govt.College for Boys, Ludhiana came present today but failed to provide any explanation in the matter. The complainant states that the response regarding the objections raised by him has been received but still complete information has not been provided to him. The PIO states that at the time of receipt of the original application of the information seeker Smt. Neelam Bhardwaj was working as PIO  and now she is working as Principal, Government College, Hoshiarpur. Accordingly show cause notice is issued to Smt. Neelam Bhardwaj, the then PIO of the College and to Shri Rajinder Singh, Principal-cum-PIO, Govt.College for Boys, Ludhiana as to why penalty may not be imposed upon them for delay in providing their response regarding the complaint of Shri Anil Sandhir. They are also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing as an opportunity to be heard personally before imposing the penalty.  


To come up on 17.10.2013 at 11.00 AM.








(Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013

                 State Information Commissioner

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Sandhir,

House No. 2994, HIG Phase-I,

Dugri,  

Ludhiana.










…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

Office of Principal, Government College for Boys,

Ludhiana. 







..Respondent

CC No. 930 of 2013

Present:
Sh. Anil Sandhir, complainant.

                      Smt. Poonam Mittal, Assistant Professor-cum-APIO and Shri 

                      Rajinder Singh, Principal-cum-PIO, Govt.College 
                      for Boys, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
At the last date of hearing on 8.8.2013, the PIO was directed to be personally present to explain reasons for delay in supply of the information. Shri Rajinder Singh, Principal-cum-PIO, Govt.College for Boys, Ludhiana came present today but failed to provide any explanation in the matter. The complainant states that the response regarding the objections raised by him has been received but still complete information has not been provided to him. The PIO states that at the time of receipt of the original application of the information seeker Smt. Neelam Bhardwaj was working as PIO  and now she is working as Principal, Government College, Hoshiarpur. Accordingly show cause notice is issued to Smt. Neelam Bhardwaj, the then PIO of the College and to Shri Rajinder Singh, Principal-cum-PIO, Govt.College for Boys, Ludhiana as to why penalty may not be imposed upon them for delay in providing their response regarding the complaint of Shri Anil Sandhir. They are also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing as an opportunity to be heard personally before imposing the penalty.  


To come up on 17.10.2013 at 11.00 AM.








(Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 29.8.2013

                 State Information Commissioner

