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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Regd.


Shri Surinder Kumar Pandhi, 

Nagar Welfare Society, 

Ward No. 8, Gali Bagh wali, 

Fatehgarh Churian,

 District- Gurdaspur.





   -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Nagar Council,

Fatehgarh Churian, 

Gurdaspur.



First Appellate Authority 

o/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt., 

Amritsar. 





             -------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 2965 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Anil Mehta, PIO alongwith Shri Palwinder Singh, Shri Harjinder Singh and Shri Kulwant Singh all clerks on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant is not present.  However, a telephonic message has been received in the office that he is not in a position to join the proceedings.  He further states that he has not received any information.

2.

On the other hand, the respondent-PIO states that firstly a similar case has already been adjudicated by the Bench of Ld. SIC-Shri Surinder Awasthi and he is raising the similar issues in this appeal as well.  They are submitting response dated 29.7.2015 in this case also.  They are directed to send a copy of the said information which is being placed on the record of the Commission by way of registered post to the appellant.  The appellant is advised to peruse the same and revert back to the authorities in case he finds any deficiency in the information being provided. Both the parties are also advised to interact with each other and sort out the issues on which the information can be provided.  As the appellant is not present during the proceedings today, a last opportunity is given to him to come forward and plead his case.
3.

The authorities are also directed to make out a proper case if the issues are repeated arrayed before the Commission to pass an appropriate order.
4.

To come up on 14.9.2015 at 11.20 A.M.








           
( S.S. Channy)


      July 29, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Kumar Pandhi, 

Nagar Welfare Society, 

Ward No. 8, Gali Bagh wali, 

Fatehgarh Churian,

 District- Gurdaspur.




                         -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Nagar Council,

Fatehgarh Churian, 

Gurdaspur.


First Appellate Authority 

o/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt., 

Amritsar.
                   




 -------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 2966 of 2013

Present:-

None on behalf of the appellant. 

Shri Anil Mehta, EO alongwith Shri Palwinder Singh (M.No.9915377018) Clerk on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER




The respondent-PIO states that as ordered on 5.6.2015 that the cost was to be refunded and accordingly they have produced a cheque for Rs.280/- in favour of Shri Surinder Kumar Pandhi.  The respondents have been directed to send the same to the complaint by way of registered post.  He submits that the fee which has been refunded was received in another case, in which the information of that amount has already been furnished to the appellant.
2.

In this case the information, which was provided to him was not legible the respondents are submitting a fresh set of documents which they are directed to send to him by way of registered post.  They are also advised to call him to their office so that he can inspect the original record for his information and also take copies of any document which he requires.  This will be done before the next date of hearing, while cooperating each other by both the parties.

3.

To come up on 14.9.2015 at 11.30 for final hearing.









           
( S.S. Channy)



July 29, 2015.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal Advocate

r/o House No.-3402, Sector-71,

Mohali-160071.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector-9, Chandigarh-160017.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector-9, Chandigarh-160017.









    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 3125 of 2014

Present:-
Shri H. S. Hundal appellant in person.

Shri Gurmeet Singh (M.No.9417744546) Assistant Sub-Inspector alongwith Shri Prem Masih, HC on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



There has been two sets of orders dated 19.5.2015 and 5.6.2015 in which the respondents have been asked to either provide the information with regard to points No.3, 5 and 7 of his RTI application or file a specific reply as to why the specific information which is being sought by the appellant cannot be provided.  There is no response on that side.  The representative of the respondents is not in a position to give satisfactory reply to the Commission during the hearing.

2.

It is very sad which and speak very low of the authorities for not coming forward with the right approach and proper response.  A final opportunity is given to the respondents to come forward and satisfy the Commission while expediting the supply of the information to the appellant.  This is a fit case for invoking the penalty provisions under the Right to Information Act, 2005 and also awarding of the compensation for undue harassment to the appellant and wasting the time of the Commission as well.

3.

As per the above said orders, I have spoken to the Additional Director General of Police (Crime), Punjab who has been asked to act upon accordingly as stated above.

3.

The case to come up on 13.9.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           
                           ( S.S. Channy)



    July 29, 2015.    
 




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

       Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parveen Kumar,       

s/o Shri Gian Chand, New Colony,

VPO Chohal, Near Mama Da Dhaba,

Hoshiarpur.                                                                             ---------------Complainant




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,,

Sub Urban, Hoshiarpur.




      -------------Respondents.

Complainant Case No. 3003 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Parveen Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Resham Singh, SDO alongwith Shri Sarabjit Singh, SDC on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The complainant has been handed over cheque for RS.2000/- as compensation which was ordered to be paid  by the respondent.  The complainant points out that power-line in question though has been made functional but wants to know as if it has got the clearance from the Chief Electrical Inspector who was supposed to make inspection and the current could be passed through the said line.  Thereafter It is very astonishing that the said line has been made functional without having got the clearance from the authorities specially when it happens to be in the habituated area.  The Commission would like to know from the record available in the office of the competent authority as to who allowed the passing of the current in the said line and with whose clearance.  Shri Amit Sharma, XEN will be present on the next date of hearing to explain the case.

2.

To come up on 14.9.2015 at 11.30 A.M.








           
( S.S. Channy)



  July 29, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arun Kumar Tewari,

House No.16-C, Rattan Nagar,

Tripuri Town, Patiala.





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o Inspector General of Police, Zonal, Patiala









    
-------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1101 of 2015

Present:-
Shri Arun Kumar Tewari appellant in person.

Shri Anil Sharma, AIG-cum-APIO  alongwith Shri Gurmeet Singh (M.No.9417744546) Assistant Sub-Inspector, Shri Prem Masih,HC and Shri Hakam Singh, HC on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



On perusal of the case file, it has been found that though the information with regard to the documents has been furnished to the appellant but as per his request he has been asking as to what action has been taken on his application dated 12.5.2014 which has been shown sent by the Inspector General of Police, Patiala and also the correspondence of the concerned file alongwith noting portion.

 2.

Accordingly the necessary information needs to be provided.  The representatives of the respondent present submit that an adjournment may please be given so that reply could be given after taking the same from the Inspector General of Police, Patiala Division, Patiala.  Since the matter is pending with the Inspector General of Police, Zonal, Patiala, he is impleaded as a necessary party and is directed to decide the matter while calling the appellant while following the principles of natural justice before the next date of hearing.

3.

To come up on 14.9.2015 at 11.30 A.M.

( S.S. Channy)

             July 29, 2015. 
    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
  
Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gajjan Singh,

H.No.1440/12,

Phase-XI, Mohali-9878141557.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.

    

The Public Information Officer

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 



-------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1111 of 2015

Present:-
Shri Gajjan Singh appellant in person alongwith Shri Harjinder Singh, Shri Pal Singh, Shri Sukhwinder Singh and Shri Harjinder Singh.
Shri Gurvinder Singh (M.No.9878602071) Superintendent alongwith Shri Vikas Sabharwal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant is being represented by Shri Pal Singh, who has been representing the case of Shri Gajjan Singh.  

2.

After deliberation, the appellant states that necessary directions in this case have been issued by the First Appellate Authority i.e. Additional Chief Administrator, PUDA (Headquarters), who was to do the needful and inform the appellant in one month’s period as being claimed by the representative of the appellant.  He is going to produce a copy on the next date of hearing.

3.

The respondents state that this policy was made only for Ludhiana and not for the rest of the State whereas the claim of the appellant while showing the letter of Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO dated 14.1.2010, which says that this is for the entire State and needful be done as it is adversely affecting the image of PUDA.  However, the respondent says that they have different PIOs in their office.  To know the factual position, the Chief Administrator is impleaded as a necessary party alongwith Chief Administrator, GMADA to know as to whether this policy is actually for the whole of the State or it was only mentioned for Ludhiana.

4.

There is a note of PS/CM dated 5.7.1999 to the address of the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Relief and Resettlement in which it is mentioned that this policy be made for the whole of the State and not for the riot victims belonging to Ludhiana only.  The Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Relief and Resettlements is also impleaded as a necessary party with regard to the said note to come forward as to whether any policy was framed for the entire State or not.  All the authorities will provide reply before the next date of hearing when the case to come up on 14.9.2015 for further hearing.

5.

To come up on 14.9.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           

( S.S. Channy)



July 29, 2015. 
    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

Punjab

CC
The Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Relief and Resettlement, Chandigarh.
The Chief Administrator, PUDA, Sector 62, Mohali.
The Chief Administrator, GMADA, Sector 62, Mohali.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No.78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, District Sangrur.


      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Chief Director Vigilance, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Chief Director Vigilance, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1142 of 2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri P.K. Chibber, Law Officer alongwith Shri Krishan Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



At the time of hearing, the appellant is absent but he has sent a letter dated 27.07.2015 for transfer of this case from the present Bench, I have no objection, if the case is transferred to another Bench and I recues myself from hearing this case and it may be returned to Registry to put up for reallocation to some other Bench of the Commission.







           
( S.S. Channy)



July 29, 2015. 
    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Singh Bhatti,

s/o Shri Kirpal Singh,

r/o Village- Sardarpur,

Post Office- Baja Chack, Tehsil- Dasuya,

District- Hoshiarpur,

M- 9463438025.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer (By name)

o/o Chief Agriculture Officer,

Hoshiarpur- 144205.


The Public Information Officer (By name)

the Chief Agricultural Officer, Hoshiarpur



  
  -------------Respondents.

Complaint Case No. 77 of 2015

Present:-
Shri Balwinder Singh (M.No.9463438025) complainant in person alongwith Shri Surinder Singh. 

Shri Paramjit Singh, Chief Agriculture Officer alongwith Shri Majhail Singh, Agriculture Officer and Shri Pawan Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with the previous order dated 5.6.2015.

2.

On deliberation, the complainant wants to know that the proformas made for 2007-08 submitted by the respondents as to whether they are made for the mentioned year or they can be used for another year for which the information is being sought.  The respondents will make it clear as to whether these proformas are relevant or not.  If relevant, the respondents will clarify as to why and under what circumstances the old proformas were used for the years in question.  There will  clarity on that count.
3.

The complainant also wants to know the receipt and distribution of subsidies, incentives and all other agriculture related equipments which are distributed for the cluster of about 250 acres of land for Dasuya block.

4.

This information will be provided to him with due clarity before the next date of hearing when the case comes up for hearing.  The authorities will send a copy of the report/response to the complainant also so that he is in a position to peruse the same and come prepared for the next date of hearing.

5.

The Chief Agricultural Officer, Hoshiarpur is given exemption from personal appearance on the next date of hearing.

6.

To come up on 14.9.2015 at 11.30 A.M.




  

         



( S.S. Channy)
  July 29, 2015.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kawaldeep Singh,

r/o House No.- 501/2,

Dooma Wali Gali,

Patiala- 147001.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer (By name)

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






PIO/Crime Wing 

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

Complaint Case No. 128  of 2015

Present:-
Shri Kawaldeep Singh (M.No.8872883772) complainant in person alongwith Shri Kirat Singh.
Shri Surinder Singh, Dealing hand alongwith Shri Gurmeet Singh (M.No.9417744546) Assistant Sub-Inspector and Shri Prem Masih, HC  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 5.6.2015. Vide that order the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Amritsar was impeeaded as a necessary party and he was directed to be present personally.  During the hearing which was fixed for today, there is no intimation as to why he could not come present and associate with proceedings.  Once again he is directed to appear before the Commission so that the case which is lingering on unnecessarily could  be brought to logical conclusion.

2.

There is another case of the complainant bearing No.AC 2139/2015.  Since the complainant is the same and issues are also connected, both the cases are clubbed and will be heard on 6.8.2015 when AC-2139/2015 is listed for hearing.  As ordered above, the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Amritsar will be present and fully prepared to plead his side of the case for final arguments. The representation dated 29.7.2015 submitted by the complaint is taken on record.  A copy of the same be also sent to the respondents for preparation of their reply which is to be furnished in this case.

3.

To come up on 6.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M.






           


( S.S. Channy)



July 29, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        






   
          

Punjab

Regd.  

CC:  The Deputy Commissioner of Police, Amritsar.

              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajendra Singh Panwar,

C/o Shri Heera Singh Panwar,

Azad Bhawan Mess, IIT Rorkee,

District- Haridwar, Uttrakhand- 247667,



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Main Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondent.

                                        Complaint Case No. 584 of 2015
Present:-

Shri Rajendra Singh (M.No.9592216710) complainant in person.

Shri Gurmeet Singh, ASI alongwith Shri Ram Saran, Senior Assistant and Shri Prem Masih, HC on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




The respondents are submitting their reply in this case and a copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant during the hearing.  He submits that he has perused the same and is satisfied with the information which has been provided and does not want to pursue the case any further.  The case filed in the Commission on   16.02.2015 is closed.









           
( S.S. Channy)


July 29, 2015.   
  




State Information Commissioner
                        






   
          
Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Singh,

r/o Village- Todarwal,

Post Office- Babarpur,

Tehsil- Nabha, District- Patiala- 147201



      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

Regd.

The Public Information Officer (By name)

o/o Inspector General of Police (Admn.),

Punjab Police, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority (By name)

o/o Additional Director General of Police (Admn.),

Punjab Police, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 586 of 2015

Present:-          None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Anil Sharma, AIG alongwith Shri Ram Parsad, Junior Assistant alongwith Shri Gurmeet Singh,ASI on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER                                                                                                



The respondents are submitting a detailed reply addressed to the Commission with a copy to the complainant through which they have explained total position of the case while saying that the orders of the Scheduled Caste Commission which were sent to the Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala who further forwarded it to the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur who further forwarded to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur who conducted an inquiry and stated in his report that there is no truth in the allegations made.  With regard to the case regarding payment of compensation awarded by the Schedule Caste Commission, the authorities have finally submitted to the Additional Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Departments of Home Affairs and Justice to make payment of the compensation.  They are further claiming that the inquiry report submitted by Shri Dalip Singh Pandhi, the then Member of the Scheduled Caste Commission is without hearing the police officials before making a final decision.  A copy of the same is being handed over to him for his perusal and further necessary action alongwith the latest report dated 9.6.2015 submitted by the Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur and previous correspondence.

2.

During discussion, the appellant submitted that in this letter dated 28.7.2015, the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Bureau of Investigation mentioning the names of Shri Harpal Singh, Gurmit Singh and Hari Singh residents of Sangrur in case No.150 of 4.6.2009 under Sections 307/332/353/186/148/149 Cr.P.C. and 3/4 D.P.P. Act, Police Station, Sangrur he wants to know who were these people and what is their connection with his case.  The respondents will give due clarification on this account before the next date of hearing.

3.

To come up on 14.9.2015 at 11.30 A.M. for final hearing.

            ( S.S. Channy)

  July 29, 2015.




             Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC:-

Regd.

The Public Information Officer (By name)

o/o the Additional Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice,

Chandigarh.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnam Singh Ram,

President, Human Rights Bureau,

r/o Village- Toot Wala,

Tehsil- Abohar,

District- Fazilika,

M-9592663100.                         









      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Secretary, Marketing Committee,

Abohar.

                                                                                           -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 643 of 2015

Present:-
  
Shri Gurnam Singh (M.No.9876394533) complainant in person.

Shri Salodh Kumar, Secretary, Marketing Committee, Shri Raj Kumar (M.No.8427008421) Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant has been provided the requisite information which he says  is not attested by the competent authority.  The original information of the Market Committee has been got attested and handed over to the complainant for his further use.

2.

The case filed in the Commission on 22.02.2015 is closed.

                         ( S.S. Channy)

    

July 29, 2015.
                                 Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
                Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr Harbir Singh,

r/o 307, Charan Bagh, 

Patiala- 147001,

M- 9814278638.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Shiromani Gurudwara Parbandhak Committee,

Shri Amritsar Sahib- 143001.




    -------------Respondent.

                                   Complaint Case No. 662 of 2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Gurpinder Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant is not present.  However, he has submitted a letter saying that the relevant specific information has not been provided to him as per the order of the Commission to furnish the same before the next date of hearing.  The respondent submits that they have furnished information after the hearing vide their letter dated 11.7.2015.  The letter of the complainant does not make any mention of the reply forwarded by the respondents of 11.7.2015.  A copy of the same has been sent to him by the respondents.

2.

He is advised to peruse the same and revert back the authorities in case he is not satisfied.

3.

To come up on 14.9.2015 at 11.30 A.M.

                                                           
                             ( S.S. Channy)



July 29, 2015.
    


                      Chief Information Commissioner
                        






   
        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, 5-C,

Phase-1, Urban Estate, Focal Point, 

Ludhiana-141010.


 



……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer (By name)

o/o the Additional Deputy Commissioner (D),

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.

First Appellate Authority (By name)

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Sri Mukatsar Sahib.



……………....Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1226 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER








           
( S.S. Channy)



  July 29, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er Arun Garg, s/o Shri Sham Lal Garg,

r/o 40-41, Central Town, Village Daad,

Post Office- Lalton, 

District- Ludhiana-142022.        


                          -------------Appellant.





                 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






-------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 3157 of 2013,
Shri Arun Garg, s/o Shri Sham Lal Garg,

r/o 40-41, Central Town, Village Daad,

Post Office- Lalton, 

District- Ludhiana-142022.                           


           -------------Appellant.





                  Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana

                                           



     -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  3159  of 2013

&

Er Arun Garg, s/o Shri Sham Lal Garg,

r/o 40-41, Central Town, Village Daad,

Post Office- Lalton, 

District- Ludhiana-142022.      




       -------------Appellant.





                  Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana





    

-------------Respondents.



                                Appeal Case No.  3160 of 2013

Present:-
Er. Arun Garg appellant in person


Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI alongwith Shri Suresh Kumar, HC (M.No.84272-12000) on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



I have gone through the case file and the response of the public authorities which have been duly conveyed till now to the appellant.  The conduct of the authorities is not up to the mark as the information which they are saying cannot be parted with him as on today and as of now will be shared and given to the appellant.  I have discussed each and every point and do not find any reason for withholding of the information and harassing the appellant.

2.

The respondent-PIO is impleaded as a necessary party in case as he does not give any information and is directed to appear in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing as it is a fit case for invoking penalty provisions and also awarding of compensation to the appellant for which the call will be taken on the next date of hearing.

3.

As of now Rs.1000/- is ordered to be paid to the appellant which will be disbursed to him before the next date of hearing  as he has suffered unnecessarily and is a heart patient.

4.

The case to come up on 14.9.2015 at 11.30 A.M.


(S.S. Channy)

    

July 29, 2015.
                

            Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
                       Punjab 

