                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Sita Rani,

Widow of Shri Darshan Kumar,

House No. 9, 

Mohalla Dhawna Wala,

Ferozepur City.

    …Complainant




Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.


The Public Information Officer,

Senior Medical Officer,

Community Health Centre, 

Sudhar, Distt. Ludhiana




               …Respondent
CC No. 203 of 2013

Present:
Shri Vipan Sharma on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the Respondent. 


ORDER:


At the last date of hearing on 30.4.2013, no representative of the respondents i.e. PIO, Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana and PIO, Senior Medical Officer, Public Health Centre, Sudhar, District Ludhiana was present. The PIO, Civil Surgeon Ludhiana and Senior Medical Officer, Incharge PHC, Sudhar District Ludhiana were directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing in this Commission on 9.5.2013.  Today both these Public Information Officers are not present and no intimation regarding their absence has been received. Both the above respondents were also absent from the hearing of this case through Video Conference Facility in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana on  6.3.2013. Shri Vipan Sharma on behalf of the complainant states that till date complete information has not been provided. Shri Vipan Sharma on behalf of the complainant further states that Smt. Sita Rani is facing hardship and detriment due to non-supply of response regarding her complainant and also due to the absence of the PIOs during the last two hearings. Accordingly the Public Authority-Civil Surgeon Ludhiana is directed to pay an amount of Rs. 2000/- as compensation to the complainant through bank draft within one week’s time. Both these Public Information Officers mentioned above are directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 11.6.2013 at 11.00 AM.
DATED: 09.05.2013



       (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

CC:  A copy of the Order is sent to the Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana for compliance.

                             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.



Shri Shital Singh Clerk, Office of DTO Bathinda.on behalf of the 
                         respondent.

Order:



Shri Shital Singh, Clerk, Office of the District Transport Officer, Bathinda present on behalf of the respondent, submits that Shri B.M.Singh,PCS, PIO, DTO, Bathinda has to go to Ranchi in connection with a court case and therefore his presence may be exempted. He also submits that information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him through registered post. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. As a last opportunity to the complainant, to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 29.5.2013 at 11.00 A.M. Shri B.M.Singh, PIO, DTO Bathinda is also directed to be personally present  during the hearing. 
              To come up on 29.5.2013 at 11.00 in this Commission.
DATED: 09.05.2013




        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gaurav Singh S/O Sh.Roop Singh,

Undertrial Maximum Security Jail,

Nabha, Distt. Patiala. 





   …Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Fatehgarh Sahib.  





                 …Respondent

CC No. 569 of 2013

Date of hearing:9.5.2013
Date of decision:9.5.2013

Public Authority: Senior Superintendent of Police, Fatehgarh Sahib

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Ranjit Singh ASI & Shri Kulwinder Singh, HC, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


At the last date of hearing  on 14.3.2013, the respondent had made a written submission vide letter No. 775/RTI dated 13.3.2013 which was taken on record. The respondent had submitted that the information demanded by the complainant had already been supplied to him through registered post. The complainant was not present, therefore he was given a last opportunity to raise his objection if any.  The complainant is again not present today 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: 9.5.2013

                 State Information Commissioner

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohan Singh S/O Sh. Ram Singh,

R/O: Rajomajra, Teh: Dera Bassi,

Distt. S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).


           
…Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






            …Respondent

CC No. 539 of 2013
Present: -
Shri Karanvir Shentti Thaman on behalf of Shri Mohan Singh 
                         complainant.


                        Shri Hakam Singh, Head Constable, Office of Senior Superintendent of 

                        Police, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent has made a written submission vide letter No. 796 dated 13.3.2013 and a copy of the same has also been provided to the appellant. The complainant states that he is not satisfied with the reply of the PIO. The respondent submits that no First Appeal has been filed with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Inspector General of Police, Zone-1, Patiala. The complainant confirms that he has not filed any First Appeal with the First Appellate Authority. Therefore this case is remitted to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Inspector General of Police, Zone-1, Patiala with a direction that the complaint of Shri Mohan Singh S/O Sh. Ram Singh be treated as First Appeal 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.

DATED: 09.05.2013


              (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

CC:      A copy of the above alongwith with a copy of the complaint is forwarded to Shri Paramjit Singh Gill, IPS, Inspector General of Police, Zone-1, Patiala for necessary action.

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

# 1722.Sector-14, Hisar (Haryana)








                     …Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Chandigarh.










…Respondent

CC No. 514 of 2013

Present: - 
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Balwinder Singh, ASI, Office of the Addl.Director General of Police, Punjab and Shri Balwinder Singh Senior Assistant, Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



At the last date of hearing on 14.3.2013, the respondent had submitted that information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him through registered post. The complainant was not present and no intimation regarding his absence was received. Accordingly, the complainant was given a last opportunity to raise his objection if any. 



The complainant vide his letter dated 8.5.2013 received through e-mail has pointed out certain discrepancies in the information provided to him. The respondent submits that he has not received a copy of this letter. A copy of this letter has been provided to the respondent at the time of hearing. The respondent is directed to remove/clarify the discrepancies mentioned in the letter of the complainant and to provide his response to the complainant through registered post within one week’s time. 



To come up on 28.5.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
DATED: 09.05.2013




        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh, 

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.











…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

   Office of Commissioner of Police,

   Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Commissioner of Police,

   Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 536 of 2013
Date of hearing:9.5.2013

Date of decision:9.5.2013

Public Authority: Commissioner of Police Ludhiana.

Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh appellant.



Shri Bikkar Singh, ASI Office of the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana 

                        on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent submits that the information as available in the record has been provided to the appellant. The respondent has provided information relating to all the challans made by the Traffic Police which includes all the offences under the Motor Vehicles Act. The appellant states that he has sought information relating to Challans of the vehicles being run with stickers of Press on the vehicles. The respondent submits that no such vehicle has been challaned during the period 1st January 2010 till date. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 
DATED: 09.05.2013


        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh, 

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.











…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

   Municipal Corporation, 

   Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Commissioner Municipal Corporation,

   Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 539 of 2013
Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant.


Shri Naresh Kumar, APIO-Inspector, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana



on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has not filed written submission as required in the notice of hearing dated 20.3.2013. The appellant states that till date he has not received any information. Taking a serious view of the non-submission of the written reply, the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is directed to be personally present at the next date of  hearing to explain reasons for non-filing of the written reply and also for non-supply of the information demanded by the appellant. The appellant states that due to delay on the part of the Public Authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana regarding supply of the information, he has faced harassment and detriment  and he may be compensated. Accordingly, the Public Authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is directed to  pay Rs. 1000/- through Bank draft as compensation for harassment and detriment caused to the appellant in this case. 



To come up on 6.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
DATED: 09.05.2013




        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh, 

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.











…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

   Municipal Corporation, 

   Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Commissioner Municipal Corporation,

   Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 540 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant.



Shri Naresh Kumar, APIO-Inspector, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana



on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has not filed written submission as required in the notice of hearing dated 20.3.2013. The appellant states that till date he has not received any information. Taking a serious view of the non-submission of the written reply, the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is directed to be personally present at the next date of  hearing to explain reasons for non-filing of the written reply and also for non-supply of the information demanded by the appellant. The appellant states that due to delay on the part of the Public Authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana regarding supply of the information, he has faced harassment and detriment  and he may be compensated. Accordingly, the Public Authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is directed to  pay Rs. 1000/- through Bank draft as compensation for harassment and detriment caused to the appellant in this case. 



To come up on 6.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
DATED: 09.05.2013




        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh, 

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.











…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

   Office of Commissioner of Police,

   Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Commissioner of Police,

   Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 541 of 2013
Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh appellant.



Shri Bikkar Singh, ASI Office of the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana 

                        on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent has supplied the information to the appellant. The appellant seeks time to peruse the same. Accordingly the case is adjourned to 6.6.2013.


To come up on 6.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED: 09.05.2013


           (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh, 

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.











…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

   Office of Commissioner of Police,

   Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Commissioner of Police,

   Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 542 of 2013
Date of hearing:9.5.2013

Date of decision:9.5.2013

Public Authority: Commissioner of Police Ludhiana.

Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh appellant.



Shri Bikkar Singh, ASI Office of the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana 

                        on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:



The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has already been supplied to him. The appellant states he has not received copy of the same. The respondent has provided another copy of the information to the appellant at the time of hearing. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.
DATED: 09.05.2013


        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh, 

President, People for Literacy (Regd.)

7 Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.











…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

   Municipal Corporation, 

   Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Commissioner Municipal Corporation,

   Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 543 of 2013
Present:- 
Shri Karandeep Singh-appellant.



Shri Rajiv Bhardwaj, APIO, Office of the Municipal Corporation, 

                        Ludhiana. 

ORDER:


The respondent has made a written submission which is taken on record. A copy of this written submission has also been sent to the appellant. The appellant states that the information relating to Zones A & B has been provided to him and the information relating to Zones C & D has not been provided. The respondent assures that remaining information would be provided to the appellant within 10 days time. 


To come up on 6.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
DATED: 09.05.2013



        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Son of Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan, 

President Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot










…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

   Office of  Executive Engineer,

   W/s Sanitation Division No. 3

   Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Superintending Engineer, 

    Water  & Sanitation Circle,

    Ludhiana.







…Respondent


AC No. 550 of 2013
Date of hearing: 9.5.2013

Date of decision:9.5.2013

Public Authority:-Executive engineer, Water Supply & Sanitation Division 

                             No.3,Ludhiana..

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Gagandeep Singh Sandhu, SDO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:



The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has already been provided to him vide letter dated 28.2.2013. The appellant is not present, however a letter dated 8.4.2013 has been received from him mentioning that he has not received the information. The respondent is directed to supply another set of information to the appellant through registered post within 10 days time. With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed.
DATED: 09.05.2013




        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Kumar Kalra,

B7-B, Shastri Nagar,

PO Model Town,

Ludhiana-141002. 










…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

   Municipal Corporation, 

   Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Commissioner Municipal Corporation,

   Ludhiana.






…Respondent


AC No. 559 of 2013

Date of hearing: 9.5.2013

Date of decision:9.5.2013

Public Authority:-Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Rajiv Saggar, APIO, Office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

ORDER:



The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has already been supplied to him. The appellant is not present, however, a letter dated 30.4.2013 has been received from him mentioning that he has received the information. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.
DATED: 09.05.2013




        (NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER
