STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Rajiv Kumar Jain,
s/o Sh. Padam Kuamr Jain,

Main Bazar, Ward No. 4,

Zira, Distt. Ferozepur.




 ……Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

 




          ..…Respondent

CC No.  1674/2012

ORDER 



Heard via video conference .

Present :
None for the  complainant.

Mr. Rupinder Singh, Clerk, for the respondent.

  ----  

RTI  application filed 

:
30.03.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
No response.

Complaint  received in State
:
19.06.2012.

Information Commission  on

Ground for complaint

:
Denial of Information.

Information  sought

:



The complainant has sought information related to  some employees such as  supdtt.. reader and other employees working in the office of SDM, Zira. The information related to their  educational qualifications, character certificates and police verifications etc. at the time of their recruitment and promotions at different levels  to their present position.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner  has asked  the  Estt. Branch  vide letter  dated  April 10, 2012 to provide the information to the information-seeker  and that Branch official, in turn, had  directed the SDM, Zira to provide the information after taking the consent of the concerned employees giving them two days time otherwise  it can be construed   that they have no objection in 
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providing the information.  However, since then  there has been no intra-department communication to the knowledge of the complainant.  Hence this complaint  with the State Information Commission.



Today,  the Respondent states that the requisite information has been given to the complainant  who received it on 21.06.2012.  Nothing contrary ha23s been heard from him since then.  We assume that the information-seeker is satisfied with the information  supplied. 
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: 06.08.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Baldev Singh Sirsa,

VPO Sarangdev,

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.





        …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani  Gurudwara 
Prabandhak Committee,

Amritsar.






          ..…Respondent

CC No.  1670/2012

ORDER


Heard via video conference .

Present :
None for the  complainant.

Mr. Simarjit Singh, PIO, for the respondent.

  ----  

RTI  application filed 

:
29.07.2009  and again on 







01.06.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
No response.

Complaint  received in State
:
19.06.2012.

Information Commission  on

Ground for complaint

:
No response. Hence  denial of







information.

Information  sought

:



The complainant has sought information on the action taken report on his own application against an office bearer of the SGPC.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The respondent states that the requisite information has been given to the complainant   vide letter dated 1.08.2012.  A copy of the letter has been endorsed to the Commission  which is available on the record file.
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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: 06.08.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Parbodh Chander Bali, 

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar – 143001 






        …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Superintendent of Jail,

Amritsar. 






          ..…Respondent

CC No.  1990/2012

ORDER



Heard via video conference .

Present :
Mr. Parbodh Chander Bali, complainant, in person.

Mr.  Jaspal Singh, APIO, for the respondent.

  ----  

RTI  application filed 

:
02.06.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in State
:
18.07.2012.

Information Commission  on

Ground for complaint

:
No response. Hence  denial of







information.

Information  sought

:



The complainant seeks information regarding prisoners who have completed their sentence but are still in jail along with reasons for extended confinement, prisoners who have committed bailable  offence but are still interned because they failed to furnish surety, prisoners who can be released if their fine is paid for compounding  the offence and list of the prisoners who can be released immediately if some legal formalities are completed.  
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The respondent states that the information sought for  is  voluminous and requires time to prepare the same.  The respondent seeks  time to  prepare and provide the information.  Granted.
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The respondent is directed  to provide the information to the  complainant before the next date of hearing.

Decision:



The  case is adjourned to 21.08.2012 at 10.30 A.M. to be heard via video conference  facility of NIC  available in the office of  Deputy Commissioner,  Amritsar.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of  order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.08.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Raman Kumar Mahajan,

H.no. 214/4, 

Street- Lajpat Rai,

Durgiana Abadi,

Amritsar. 
  





         …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.   






        

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.   
 






… Respondents
AC- 422/2012  and AC-423/2012
ORDER


Heard via video conference .

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

Mr.  Subash Sharma, PIO, for the respondents.

  ----     



The  appellant says that the information given is not  complete.



The  respondent  tried to  explain his position in response  to the  show cause notice  issued to the PIO.  As the issue  cannot be resolved through video  conference, the  case is adjourned  for  further hearing to be held at Chandigarh.



Accordingly, the case is adjourned to  14.08.2012 at 10.30 A.M.
for hearing  at Chandigarh. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of  order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.08.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Gaurav Arora,

E-407, 

Ranjit Avenue, 

Amritsar.  
 





   
        …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Judge, Senior Division,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Judge, Senior Division,

Amritsar. 
     
   



     
  …Respondents

AC No.  757/12 

ORDER 



Heard via video conference .

Present :
Mr.  Himanshu, Advocate, for the  appellant.

Mr.  Ashwani Kumar, Copier, for the respondents.

  ----     



The  appellant says that  information  has not been supplied.



The  respondent  is directed to supply the requisite information  to the appellant  as available on record, duly attested and  legible,  before the next date of hearing.  It is made clear that no further adjournment will be given. 



Accordingly, the case is adjourned to  21.08.2012 at 10.30 A.M.
 to be heard via video conference  facility of NIC  available in the office of  Deputy Commissioner,  Amritsar.

Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.08.2012.


               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

1)
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 
 

2)
Public Information Officer, 


o/o President,  District Bar Association,


New Courts Complex,


Ludhiana. 





      
…Respondents

 CC- 1008/2012

ORDER

Heard  via video  conference 
Present :
Mr.  M.S. Gill,complainant, in person.

Dr. Neeru Katyal Gupta, A.D.C. (Genl.) and Mr. Avtar Singh, SDE, PWD,  for the respondents.

  ----     



The  appellant says  that  information  has not been supplied.



The  Respondent-PIO No.1 and Respondent  No.2 were specifically directed, vide order dated  19.07.2012, to be personally present  at the next date of hearing  to ensure disposal of the  RTI application. 



Whereas  Respondent –PIO, Dr. Gupta, ADC (Genl) is personally present,  President  District Bar Association has not complied with the Commission’s order.  One last opportunity is afforded to the respondents  who are directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing  to ensure speedy disposal of the RTI application.



Accordingly, the case is adjourned to  21.08.2012 at 10.30 A.M.
 to be heard via video conference  facility of NIC  available in the office of  Deputy Commissioner,  Ludhiana.

Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  order  be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.08.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Surinder Pal,

H. No. 539/112/3,

St. 1-E,

New Vishnu-Puri,

New Shivpuri Road,

PO – Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana 

 






…Appellant 

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.






          
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana. 






…Respondents
     
   





AC No.  824/12 

ORDER 

Heard  via video  conference. 

Present :
Mr.  Surinder Pal, appellant, in person.

Mrs. Surinder Kaur, S.I. and Mr. Satinder Singh, S.I.,  for the respondents.

  ----     



The  respondent states that the requisite information was sent to the  appellant on 20.07.2012  and nothing has been heard from him thereafter.



The  appellant states  that  he has sent an e-mail to the  Chief  Information Commissioner, Punjab for the transfer of his case  to some other Bench for hearing  as he does not want this Bench to hear this case.  Let the C.I.C.  decide this issue in due course of time.



Accordingly, the case is adjourned indefinitely.
Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  order  be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.08.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B,

Near Gurdwara,

 Ludhiana – 141003.




      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Pb.,

SCO 131-32, Sector-17C,

Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Pb.,

SCO 131-32, Sector-17C,

Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,


Ludhiana.    
 





…Respondents 

AC- 391/2012 and AC-393/2012

ORDER 

Heard  via video  conference. 

Present :
Mr.  Balbir Aggarwal, appellant, in person.

None  for the respondents.

  ----     



The  respondents  are absent without intimation to the Commission.  However,  representative of the  PIO - Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana,  Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur,  present  during the hearing, states that  no letter transferring these cases to their office  has yet been received.  As such,  information could not be supplied.



One more opportunity is given to the respondents to supply the requisite information to the appellant, as available on record, duly attested and legible, before the next date of hearing.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned to  21.08.2012 at 10.30 A.M.
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to be heard via video conference  facility of NIC  available in the office of  Deputy Commissioner,  Ludhiana.
Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  order  be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.08.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
cc: 

Public Information Officer,

o/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B, 

Near Gurdwara,  Ludhiana – 141003.


      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.      


 

3.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,


Ludhiana.    
 





…Respondents 

 AC No. 394/2012

      ORDER

Heard  via video  conference. 

Present :
Mr.  Balbir Aggarwal, appellant, in person.

None  for the respondents.

  ----     



The  respondents  are absent without intimation to the Commission.  However,  representative of the  PIO - Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana,  Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur,  present  during the hearing, states that  no letter transferring these cases to their office  has yet been received.  As such,  information could not be supplied.



One more opportunity is given to the respondents to supply the requisite information to the appellant, as available on record, duly attested and legible, before the next date of hearing.



Accordingly, the case is adjourned to  21.08.2012 at 10.30 A.M  to be heard via video conference  facility of NIC  available in the office of  Deputy Commissioner,  Ludhiana.
Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  order  be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.08.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
cc: 



Public Information Officer,

o/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.





  
             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o State Information Commission,

Punjab, Chandigarh 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o State Information Commission,

Punjab, Chandigarh.




…Respondents 

AC- 854/2012

   ORDER  

Heard  via video  conference. 
Present :
Ms  Sukhjinder Kaur,  Adv. for the  appellant.

Mr. Romesh  Sharma, PIO and Mr. K.L. Jhamb, P.S. (appear at Chandigarh)  for the respondents.

  ----     



The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the  appellant vide letter dated  03.08.2012.  



However, the appellant agitated  that  there is  inordinate delay in supplying  the  requisite information by the respondent-PIO  and  insisted that  penalty should be imposed  on the PIO as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Undoubtedly,  the  provision of information to the appellant has been delayed beyond the stipulated  period as mandated in the Act ibid. However,  taking  a lenient view, the PIO is warned to be more careful  in future in dealing with the RTI applications  of the information-seekers under the Right to Information Act, 2005, more expeditiously.



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: 06.08.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Gurdeep Singh, 
S/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

Village – Bulara,

Tehsil & Distt – Ludhiana. 




        …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.
 
 




          ..…Respondent

CC No.  1721/12 

ORDER 
Heard Via Video Conference 

RTI  application filed 

: 
03.04.2012

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC
:
25.06.2012

Ground for complaint          
:  
No response, hence denial of    



information 
Information  sought:-
 

 Seeks a copy of the file of complaint No 212. S.P. City-3 date October 8/2011. 
 Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-

Present:       
None for the complainant. 



Mrs. Surinder Kaur, SI, on behalf of the respondent. 



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. Respondent brought the requisite information to deliver to the complainant in the court. 

 

Since the complainant is absent, the respondent is directed to send the requisite information through registered post within three days to the complainant under intimation to the Commission. 

 








Contd…2/-
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Decision:- 


With this direction, 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: 06.08.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Gurdeep Singh, 
S/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

Village – Bulara,

Tehsil & Distt – Ludhiana. 




        …Complainant

Vs 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.







Respondent

CC No.  1727/12 

ORDER
Heard Via Video Conference 

RTI  application filed 

: 
03.04.2012

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC
:
26.06.2012

Ground for complaint          
:  
No response, hence denial of    



Information 
Information sought:-
 

 Complete fcomplaint bearing No 15318/DR/2920 dated Oct. 20/2011. Complaint relates to highhandedness against the complainant by the police officers.
 Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-

Present:       
None for the complainant. 



Mrs. Surinder Kaur, SI, on behalf of the respondent. 



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. Respondent had come with the requisite information in the court.  

 

The respondent is directed to provide the requisite information through registered post within three days, under intimation to the Commission. 

 








Contd…2/-
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Decision:- 


With this direction 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: 06.08.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. K. Garg,

No. 551, H.B. Colony-I,

Sirsa-125055.






 …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.  






          ..…Respondent

CC No.  1744/12 

ORDER 

Heard Via Video Conference 

RTI  application filed 

:
02.05.2011
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC
:
19.06.2012
Ground for complaint          
:  
No response, hence denial of    



information 
Information  sought:-

  
Seeks action taken report on the complaint of Intelligence Security Service filed on August 3/2010 to home secretary Punjab and also to Punjab chief minister on July 28/2010 having the same content.

 
The complainant  in his application has sought action against a Punjab police officer who is purported to have been consultant to an outfit named Indian Press Council which is alleged to have been issuing press cards to “ journalists”. The association of such a senior police officer named Pramod Ban ,DCP, Ludhiana has given credence to the said outfit whose credentials were suspect in the eyes of the complainant.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Present:       None for the complainant. 


Mrs. Surinder Kaur, SI, on behalf of the respondent. 


The RTI application has been transferred under 6(3) to office of Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana on July 7, 2011. Since then there has been no 
 









Contd…2/-
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response from the Police Commissioner 
 

Also, the complainant too had filed his complaint with the Commission only on June 19, 2012, nearly a year after he filed his RTI application to Punjab CM and department of home. Since there is a time limit fixed for the RTI application the complainant was expected to file the complaint within 90 days. As, the complainant had not given any reasons-cogent or otherwise for inordinate delay in filing the complaint, the Commission can’t entertain it at this late stage. 

 
 
However, the complainant has the right to file a fresh RTI application and seeks the requisite information from the concerned PIO. 
Decision:- 

 

The present complainant case is dismissed.
Announced in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 06.08.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Raj Kumar Jain,

26-E, Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana.






        …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar II,

Ludhiana West.

 



        ..…Respondent
CC No.  1660/12 

ORDER
Heard Via Video Conference 

RTI  application filed 

: 
23.04.2012

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC
:
19.06.2012

Ground for complaint          
:  
No response, hence denial of    



information 
Information  sought:-
 

Seeks information about position and status of three requests for demarcation of property. Application no.’s are 104008/2009 dated July1/2009; 152167/2010 dated Aug. 25/2010, 152259/2010 dated Aug25/2010; 173080 dated July 26/2011 and 173085/2011 dated July  26/2011 submitted with Suvidha Kendra.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-

Present:       
 Mr. Raj Kumar Jain, complainant in person.

Mr. Harminder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, (W) along with Mr. Chanderveer Singh, Reader to Tehsildar (W) on behalf of the respondent. 
 
 
The respondent handed over a copy of requisite information to the complainant as per his RTI application. 
 

The complainant alleges that this information is not specific and his request for demarcation of land has not been accepted. The respondents explained that the demarcation could only be carried out after proper 
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division of the property between the share holders as per revenue records. Moreover, the respondent submits that the information available on record stands provided. 
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: 06.08.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Neena Sareen,

W/o Love Kumar Sareen,

A-1, GSB Rsidential Complex,

Manakwal,

Ludhiana. 






   
        …Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

 

     
   




.…Respondent

AC No.  938/2012 
ORDER
Heard Via Video Conference 

RTI application filed on 


: 
09.03.2012
PIO replied




:  
Nil 


First appeal filed on


:  
24.05.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:  
 Nil 
SIC 

Second Appeal in SIC


:  
10.07.2012
Information sought :-

 
Seeks information related to her own complaint No CP/LKS/1234/2011 sent through speed post on Oct.5/2011. She is seeking information on five points on this complaint.
 
Appellant seeks a certified copy of the complaint itself; name designation and mobile No of the concerned inquiry officer dealing with the complaint, day today proceedings of the case, DR or CR No of the complaint, time frame in which such complaints are addressed along with the present status of the complaint.
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Grounds for First and  Second appeal:- No response, hence denial of    



    information 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :

 Present: 
 Mr. Kumar Sareen, for the appellant.


 Mrs. Surinder Kaur, SI, on behalf of the respondent. 
 

The representative of the respondent submits that information has been provided on 30.07.2012 to the complainant.


Complainant states that information provided is incomplete and points out deficiencies in the information provided. 



Apparently, the issues involved can’t be resolved during video conference and can be sorted out only during a formal hearing.
Decision: 



Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 23.08.2012 at 10.30 AM in SCO no. 32-34, Sector -17C, Chandigarh.  

Announced in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 06.08.2012


                
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shimla Garg,

H. NO. 40, Central Town, 

Village – Daad,

PO – Lalton,

Distt – Ludhiana - 142022 
 



        …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,

Police Station Sadar,

Ludhiana – 141001 




          ..…Respondent
CC No.  1998/12 

NOTICE OF HEARING 
Heard Via Video Conference 

RTI  application filed 

: 
12.06.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC
:
18.07.2012

Ground for complaint          
:  
No response, hence denial of    



Information 
Information  sought:-
 

Seeks information regarding complaint No 206 dated May 1/2012 of “: harassment by husband” sent by speed post. She seeks information on six points along with receipt of the application along with diary number, action taken on daily basis, present status with file notes, time period specified to take such action as per law along with attested copies of the law/rules and if no action has been taken , the particulars of the officers for not  taking action etc.  

 Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-

Present:       
 Mr. Arun Garg, for the complainant. 


 None for the respondent. 

 

None is present from respondent-PIO office and no intimation has been received though the Commission has issued a notice of hearing on 24.07.2012. The Commission takes a serious note of respondent’s absence. 
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One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide the requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 

Decision:- 


The case is adjourned to 16.08.2012 at 10.30 AM.
Announced in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 06.08.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Gursimran Kaur,

R/o 4113/2, 

Jyoti Colony,

Jamalpur Awana, 

Ludhiana.

 





…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






          ..…Respondent

CC No.  1598/12 

ORDER
Present: 
None for the complainant.



Mr. Harminder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The respondent states that he has already provided the requisite information. 


Since the complainant is absent for the second consecutive  hearing without any intimation  to the commission,  It is presumed that she has received the information and is satisfied with the same. Moreover, nothing contrary has been heard from her suggesting that she is no more interested to pursue the case further. 
With the above observation, 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: 06.08.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

