STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Raman Kumar Mahajan,

H.no. 214/4, 

Street- Lajpat Rai,

Durgiana Abadi,

Amritsar. 
  





         …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.   






        

Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.   
 






… Respondent

AC- 422/2012  and AC-423/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Raman Kumar Mahajan, appellant, in person.


Mr.  Aftab Bhatia, Inspector, for the respondents.






----



In the last order dated 09.05.2012, the respondent was  directed  to provide the requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  Today, the respondent  hands over  a letter No.MTP/346, dated 21.05.2012 to the complainant  in the court containing  certain information.  The  complainant points out that the letter contains information which  was actually not sought by him and as such, he is not satisfied with the information given.  A photo copy of the said letter is  taken on record.


The respondent is directed  to supply the specific  information  as demanded and  pointed out by the appellant before the next date of hearing.


In the order dated  9.05.2012, the Commission had directed the PIO to be personally present at the next hearing i.e. today, but he has not turned up.  Respondent’s representative, Mr. Aftab Bhatia, says that Mr. Anurag Mahajan, XEN, is the PIO.  The  Commission takes a very serious note of  his absence and  defiance of  Commission’s  directions by  him.  


Therefore, Mr. Anurag Mahajan, PIO-XEN, o/o M.C., Amritsar,  will  explain as to  why  the information has been  denied/delayed,  why directions of the Commission have been defied. This action  of  PIO-respondent  clearly tantamount to willful  delay  and denial of  information to the appellant.  Therefore, PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject 
to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the complete information is actually  furnished.  
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Mr. Anurag Mahajan, PIO-XEN  is  hereby directed to  submit his reply in the form of affidavit  giving reasons  for delaying and denying the  supply of requisite information to the applicant/appellant and defying the Commission’s directions  before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


The case is adjourned to  12.06.2012 at 10.30 A.M.

Announced in the open court.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sham Lal Saini,

H. No. 50/30 A,

Ramgali, N.M. Bagh,

Bharat Nagar, 

Ludhiana.  






      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Commissioner of Police,

 Ludhiana

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

 Ludhiana.




 




…Respondents 

 AC- 566/2012

ORDER
Prsent :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, for the respondents.






----

RTI  application filed 
:  23.01.2012.

PIO replied


:   Nil.
First appeal


:  1.03.2012.
Order of FAA


:

Second appeal  received
:  11.04.2012
In State Information

Commission on

Information sought :




Seeks information reg.  application No.78 dated 12.9.2006 filed by one Sat Pal Jain resident of  H.No.BIX-716, Gulchaman Gali, Ludhiana with the S.H.O. Division No.3, copy of the inquiry report conducted in this application alongwith copy of statements recorded by the I.O., noting vide which it was dealt with, with the final orders of the competent authority and correspondence portion of the file.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :



Despite due and adequate notice,  appellant is absent   without intimation to the Commission.
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The respondent submits a letter No.87/RTI, dated 21.5.2012   stating therein that the requisite information has been  delivered  to the appellant on 19.05.2012 through  an employee of his office.  And annexed to it is a copy of letter dated  19.5.2012  on which  applicant/appellant  signatures  have also been obtained in token of receipt of the said information.  This is taken on record. 
Decision :


Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed.


Announced in the open court.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
M.S. Gill,

VPO- Kokri Kalan, 

Distt- Moga- 142054.




         …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 






      
…Respondent

CC- 1008/2012

ORDER 
Present :
Mr. M.S. Gill,  complainant, in person.


Mr. Avtar Singh, S.D.E. of PWD, B&R, for the respondent.






-----

RTI application filed 

:  7.10.2011.
PIO  replied



:  NIL
Second complaint  received in
:  17.04.2012
the State Information

Commission on

Information sought :




The complainant seeks information  related to earmarking  the twin  lifts in the complex housing lawyers’ chambers in Ludhiana Judicial Complex.  The complainant seeks  certified copy of the orders for reserving these elevators for the advocates.


Also, he seeks clarification whether any lift is reserved for the senior citizens and physically challenged category.

Grounds for second complaint:



There was no response.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :



The complainant says  that  he has not been given  the information.


The representative of the respondent  is not aware  of the facts of the case and as such,  was unable to assist the Commission.  Moreover, there is no written reply  from the PIO-respondent or   has not brought any information along with.  This  amounts to defiance of the Commission’s 
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directions by the PIO- respondent.  Another opportunity is given  to the PIO-respondent to give the demanded information as available on record, duly attested and legible, before the next date of hearing, failing which proceedings under the relevant provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005  shall be initiated against the  PIO for deliberate and willful  denial and delaying the provision of the information.



The  Commission directs  Mr. Inderpreet Singh, District Revenue Officer-cum- 
APIO o/o D.C., Ludhiana,  to be personally present at the next date of hearing with a copy of the  information  supplied to the complainant.


No further adjournment  shall be given.
Decision :



The case is adjourned to  18.06.2012 at 10.30 AM

Announced in the open court.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sarabjeet Singh,

S/o  Shri Piyara Singh,

Rakhwa Road,

Ward No- 11,

Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt- Ludhiana 





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  S.H.O., Dakha,

Distt. Ludhiana.     





      
…Respondent

CC- 999/2012

ORDER
Present :
Mr. Sarabjeet Singh, complainant, in person.



Mr. Mohammad Jameel, S.I., for the respondent.





----

RTI application filed 

:  9.03.2012.

PIO  replied



:  NIL

Second complaint  received in
:  17.04.2012

the State Information

Commission on

Information sought :


The complainant had  made a  joint application  to the SHO, Dakha on 05.09.2011 and he seeks action taken report on this  till date.
Grounds for second complaint:



Denial of information.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :



In the notice of hearing issued on  4.5.2012,  PIO o/o SSP(Rural), Jagraon, was made the party.  Necessary correction is carried out in the heading of the  complaint case  and  same is substituted   by inserting  PIO o/o S.H.O., Dakha.




The respondent says that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant.  The complainant confirms  having received  the same  and is satisfied.
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The respondent states that the application on which  the complainant seeks action taken report was never received in the Police Station as per the statement of MSE  HC Hamir or as per record. The complainant failed to establish  that the said application was actually given to the  Dakha police station.  Therefore, no information could be supplied.

Decision :



Hence the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced in the open court.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
D.P. Rattan,

S/o Late Sh. C.R. Rattan,

# 269, 

W. No. 4, Morinda,

Ropar. 






         …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Anandpur Sahib. 





      
…Respondent

CC- 1033/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr.  D.P. Rattan, complainant, in person.


None for the  respondent.





-----

RTI  application filed 
:  01.02.2012.

PIO replied


:  Nil

Second complaint filed
:  19.04.2012.




    to State  Information

Commission on

   

Information  sought :


The complainant seeks record of mutation No.1779 and  1780 dated 3.12.1946, Jamabandi for the year 1945-46 of village  Agmapur, Tehsil Una, District Hoshiarpur  now tehsil Anandpur Sahib in district Ropar.  The information sought is on 04 points.
Ground  for  complaint :


Denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :


The complainant  says that no information has been provided  by the  PIO till date.


None is present  on behalf of the  respondent-PIO despite the fact  that  due and adequate notice was given on  4.05.2011 for hearing today.  The Commission takes a very serious  note of the absence of respondent.  This  attitude of  the  respondent-Tehsildar  tantamounts to defiance of the Commission’s directions and  showing scant  respect  to the  Right to 
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Information Act.  Moreover, information has not been supplied to the information-seeker within the stipulated period  as provided in the RTI Act.  This amounts to deliberate and  willful denial  of the demanded information.


Therefore, PIO-Tehsildar is hereby issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-Tehsildar is directed to  submit his reply in the form of affidavit  giving reasons  for delaying and denying the  supply of  information to the applicant  before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



The PIO-Tehsildar is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing   and also  give the requisite  information  as available on record, duly attested and legible, to the  applicant/complainant before the next date of hearing.  No further adjournment shall be granted.
Decision:


The case is adjourned  to 18.06.2012 at 10.30 A.M.

Announced in the open court.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
D.P. Rattan,

S/o Late Sh. C.R. Rattan,

# 269,

WNo.4, Morinda,

Ropar. 






         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Anandpur Sahib. 





      
…Respondent

CC- 1030/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr.  D.P. Rattan, complainant, in person.



None for the  respondent.





-----

RTI  application filed 
:  02.02.2012.

PIO replied


:  Nil

Second complaint filed
:  19.04.2012.




    to State  Information

Commission on

   


Information  sought :



The complainant seeks  copy of mutation No. 2551 of village  Agmapur,  Tehsil Anandpur and also  a copy of order dated 28.11.1956  attached with  mutation No.2551 of the village Agmapur No.360.
Ground  for  complaint :


Denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :


The complainant  says that no information has as  yet been provided.


None  has appeared on behalf of the  respondent-PIO  though  due and adequate notice was given on  4.05.2011 for hearing today.  The Commission takes a very serious  note of respondent’s  absence. This  attitude of the respondent-Tehsildar  tantamounts to defiance of the Commission’s directions and  showing scant  respect  to the  Right to Information Act.  Moreover, information has not been supplied to the 
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information-seeker within the stipulated period  as provided in the RTI Act.  This amounts to deliberate and  willful denial  of the demanded information.



PIO-Tehsildar is, therefore,  hereby issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-Tehsildar is directed to  submit his reply in the form of affidavit  giving reasons  for delaying and denying the  supply of  information to the applicant  before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



The PIO-Tehsildar is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing   and  also  give the requisite  information  as available on record, duly attested and legible, to the  applicant/complainant before the next date of hearing.  No further adjournment shall be granted.

Decision:


The case is adjourned  to 18.06.2012 at 10.30 A.M.

Announced in the open court.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 D.P. Rattan,

S/o Late Sh. C.R. Rattan,

# 269,

W.No.4, Morinda, 

Distt. Ropar.






         …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Anandpur Sahib,





      
…Respondent

Distt. Roopnagar.
CC- 1031/2012

ORDER 
Present :
Mr.  D.P. Rattan, complainant, in person.



None for the  respondent.





-----

RTI  application filed 
:  01.02.2012.

PIO replied


:  Nil

Second complaint filed
:  19.04.2012.




    to State  Information

Commission on

   


Information  sought :



Seeks  copy of mutation No.2374 of village  Agmapur, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, and also copy of order  of  28.11.1956 attached with mutation  No.2374 of the same village.
Ground  for  complaint :


Denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :


The complainant  says that  he has not received any information.


The respondent-Tehsildar or his representative is not present today  despite the fact  that  due and adequate notice was given on  4.05.2011 for hearing. The Commission takes a very serious  note of the absence of respondent.  This  attitude of  the  respondent-Tehsildar  
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tantamounts to defiance of the Commission’s directions and  showing scant  respect  to the  Right to Information Act.  Moreover, information has not been supplied to the information-seeker within the stipulated period  as provided in the RTI Act.  This amounts to deliberate and  willful denial  of the demanded information.



The PIO-Tehsildar is hereby issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-Tehsildar is directed to  submit his reply in the form of affidavit  giving reasons  for delaying and denying the  supply of  information to the applicant  before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



The PIO-Tehsildar is also directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing   and also  give the requisite  information  as available on record, duly attested and legible, to the  applicant/complainant before the next date of hearing.  No further adjournment shall be granted.

Decision:


The case is adjourned  to 18.06.2012 at 10.30 A.M.

Announced in the open court.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Batala Road,

Amritsar- 143001. 





      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Punjab State Crime Branch &

Cyber Investigation, 

Mohali. 


2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o ADGP, Crime, Pb.,

Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector-9,

Chandigarh. 

 




…Respondents 

 AC- 572/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
06.01.2012
PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
18.02.2012 
First Appelalte Authority Order 

: 
NIL 
Second Appeal received on 

:
19.04.2012
Information Sought:


The appellant seeks ATR ATR on his complaint dated Nov 12/2011 sent by speed post on Nov.16/2011, day today progress in the above matter and also copy of rules regarding investigation of complaint in a cyber crime and responding to the complainant.

PIO’s Reply: 

NIL 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information not provided 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information not provided  

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

 








Contd…2/-

-2- 

The following were present:

Mr. Surinder Bhanot, for the Appellant. 

Mr. Chanjiv Lamba for the Respondent. 


 Mr. Surinder Bhanot appearing on behalf of the appellant without any authority letter. The Respondent replied that the complaint filed on 06.01.2012 was examined and it caused no cognizable offence which was not pursued. This has been conveyed to the appellant.    

Decision: 

 
Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.


Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

 
After the order was dictated in the open court, Mr. P.C. Bali, appellant had appeared. He was read out the above order.  

The appellant insisted on imposing penalty on PIO-Respondent. Since there is no intentional or deliberate delay on the part of Respondent-PIO in providing the information, there is no justification to impose the same. Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed as above. 

Announced in the open court.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Sham Lal Goyal,

# 77, Shebzada Singh Street,

Muktsar.  






      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Mukatsar.

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Mukatsar

 




…Respondents 

 AC- 571/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
26.12.2012
PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
07.02.2012
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
Nil 
Second Appeal received on 

:
19.04.2012
Information Sought:


Appellant is seeking information on five points. Construction of a road over-bridge at Jalalabad Road Mutsar within MC limits in Muktsar. Appellant seeks copy of  Musavi of area from Ghas Mandi to Railway crossing and Jalalabad road within  MC  limits , Misl Hakikat of he lands adjoining the Jalalabad road, copy of measurement conducted for ROB by revenue department within last two years , copy of area to be acquired for proposed service s –roads’ lanes ‘s ROB and also copy of  AKS Musavi of Area of Tibbi Sahib Road from Muktsar distributor to Rama Krishna School Chowk.

PIO’s Reply: 

NIL 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Denial of Information 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Denial of Information 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

 








Contd…2/- 

-2- 

The following were present:

None for the Appellant. 

Mr. Balraj Singh, Field Kanungo and Mr. Satpal Singh, Patwari, for the Respondents. 


Appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. Representative of the Respondent provided partial information to the appellant. 


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the appellant under intimation to the Commission, well before the next date fixed. PIO should himself present on the next date of hearing. 

Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 11.06.2011 at 10:30 A.M. 

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Arbind Kumar, 

S/o Des Raj,

Village- Kangar,

Post- Bassali,

Tehsil- Anandpur Sahib,

Distt- Roopnagar 






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Fatehgarh Sahib.  





      
…Respondent

CC- 1014/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
15.12.2011

PIO replied 




: 
Nil 

Complaint received in SIC


: 
18.04.2012
Information Sought:

 
Complainant seeks the details of recruitment of constables under backward class category in the district in Sept. 2011 result of which announced in Dec. 2011. Details include names of successful and waiting list candidates, their academic qualifications and total marks obtained. Also, he sought details of roll No 02359 (form no 003639) and his position in the merit

Grounds for the complaint in SIC. 

No response 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

None for the complainant. 

Mr. Ranjit Singh, ASI, for the Respondent and Mr. Kulwinder Sigh, HC. 

 
Respondent submitted a letter dated 21.05.2012 stating that the information has been furnished to the complainant. Complainant has given it in writing dated 30.04.2012, that he has received the information to his satisfaction. 

Decision: 

 
Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed.

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg,

H. No. 40, 

Central Town,

V- Daad,

PO- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana. 





      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   
 
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 498/2012

Order

RTI Application filed on 


:
11.10.2011


PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
05.12.2011
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
Nil 
Second Appeal received on 

:
03.04.2012
Information Sought:


The appellant seeks details of records forwarded to magistrate in case of FIR no 139 dated March 28/1999 in PS Div.5, Ldn. In which the applicant was made accused and related details.
PIO’s Reply: 

NIL 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

No response from the FAA.

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information not provided. 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

None for the Appellant. 

Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, for the Respondent. 


Appellant Mr. Arun has informed the Commission through E-mail message that he won’t be able to attend today’s hearing.


Respondent stated that information has already been supplied to the appellant. Appellant is given one more opportunity to point out discrepancies, if any within 4 days to the Respondent as well as to the Commission.
 

Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 29.05.2012 at 10:30 A.M. 

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg,

H. No. 40, 

Central Town,

V- Daad,

PO- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana. 





      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   
 
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 499/2012

Order

RTI Application filed on 


:
11.10.2011


PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
05.12.2011
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
Nil 
Second Appeal received on 

:
03.04.2012
Information Sought:


The appellant seeks details of correspondence /reports/ documents received, dispatched along with attested copies by the then office of office of SSP Ludhiana. IGP Litigation PHRC or any other official regd. Complaint no 299/2000 filed by applicant Arun Garg with PHRC.

Also, whether SSP was asked to conduct a deeper probe and to submits its report at earliest by the IGP litigation between April 4/2000 to May 22/2000. If yes, provide the attested copies of the same.

PIO’s Reply: 

NIL 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

No response from the FAA.

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information not provided. 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

None for the Appellant. 

Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, for the Respondent. 


Appellant Mr. Arun has informed the Commission through E-mail message that he won’t be able to attend today’s hearing.


Respondent stated that information has already been supplied to the appellant. Appellant is given one more opportunity to point out discrepancies, if any within 4 days to the Respondent as well as to the Commission.
 

Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 29.05.2012 at 10:30 A.M. 

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

S/o Sh. Kashmiri Lal,

Village- Mohakam Khan Wala,

Tehsil & Distt- Ferozepur,

 







      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur
 

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur
 
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 488/2012

       Order

RTI Application filed on 


:
07.04.2011


PIO replied 




: 
Nil  

First Appeal 



: 
05.12.2011
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
Nil  
Second Appeal received on 

:
09.03.2012
Information Sought:

Regarding allotment of vacant land of villagers. 

PIO’s Reply: 

NIL 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

No response from the FAA.

Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Information not provided. 

Order of FAA:

NIL 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Mr. Tarsem Lal, appellant in person. 

Mr. Satish kumar, Patwari, for the Respondent. 


  






Contd…2/-

-2- 


Respondent present is not well conversant with the facts of the case. Information supplied by the Respondent is misleading. The Commission takes serious note of it. The Respondent is directed to permit the appellant to inspect the original record available in PIO’s office which was demanded by the appellant at a mutually agreed date and time on any working day. Respondent should provide the attested copies which are demanding by the appellant. 


Mr. Jagmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar should present on the next date of hearing. 
 

Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 11.06.2012 at 10:30 A.M. 

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 22.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner.

