STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Khoshal Chand Vohra,

S/o Dharam Lal Vohara,

OBC/Land Mardgage Bank Wali,

Gali – Dera Baba Nanak,

Distt- Gurdaspur 





         …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager PUNSUP, 

Gurdaspur 


2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Manager PUNSUP,

Gurdaspur

 




…Respondents 

 AC- 519/2012

   ORDER 

Present :
Mr. Mohan Jit Kumar, Advocate, for the  appellant.



Mr. Ajit Lal, PIO-Sr. Auditor, for the Respondents.






----



The Respondent-PIO states  that  the appellant  did not  visit their office to identify the  information  required  by him.  However, to resolve the issue  the Respondent  today submits  lists  of  the millers to the appellant.  The appellant  says that  he would identify the requisite information  and  point out the same, in writing, to the Respondent  today itself.



The Respondent is directed to supply the information to the appellant  as identified  within 10 (Ten) days on payment, duly attested and legible. In case the appellant does not give  the list of identified information today, he would forfeit the right to obtain the  information.  It  is made clear that no further adjournment will be given.



The case is adjourned to  06.08.2012 at 10.30 A.M.



Announced in the  open court.



Copies  of order be sent to the parties.

Place : Chandigarh.
         
      (Surinder Awasthi)
               

Dated:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Vill – Naiwala,

PO- Jogewal,

Tehsil- Patran, Distt – Patiala .   


  
       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.
 






…Respondent

CC- 717/2012

ORDER

Present :
None for the  complainant.



None for the Respondent.





----



Neither the  complainant nor the Respondent is present today.



In the  hearing on 28.05.2012, the respondent was directed  to supply the requisite information within a week to the complainant.  On subsequent hearing on 26.06.2012, none appeared for both the parties. Today again,  both the parties  are absent.



It is assumed that the information has been supplied by the Respondent and the complainant  is satisfied with the same as nothing  contrary has been heard  from  him.



Therefore, 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:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tilak Raj,

S/o Sh. Sewa Ram,

4A/77, Near Sugar Mill,

Dharampura Mohalla,

Dhuri, 

Distt- Sangrur.  





      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab.,

Department of Local Govt.,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of  Punjab.,

Department of Local Govt.,

Chandigarh.  

 



…Respondents 

AC- 381/2012

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Chander Parkash, for the appellant.



None for the Respondents.





----



The Respondent is absent  without intimation for the second consecutive hearing.  



Only partial information regarding qualifications of the post of Accountant  had been furnished so far.  The number of vacant posts  of each year from 2000 to 2011 is yet to be  given.  The Respondent has not bothered to provide the remaining information  nor appeared before the Commission   as directed   in the  last  order. The Commission takes a very serious note of the adamant and defiant attitude of the  PIO.  It tantamount to wilful delaying and denying of the information to the appellant.



That being so, PIO-Under Secretary, Mr. Romesh Kumar Verma,             is hereby issued 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  upon him till the information is actually  furnished.  
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The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO-respondent 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-Respondent, Mr. Romesh Kumar Verma, is further directed to furnish the information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  The PIO, Mr. Romesh Kumar Verma,  is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.



A copy  of  this order  is sent to the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Deptt. of Local Govt., by name to take cognizance of the matter and ensure that the PIO-respondent  provides the  requisite information to the  appellant  and is personally present  with a copy of the information provided, at the next date of hearing. 



The case is adjourned to 06.08.2012 at 10.30 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies  of order be sent to the parties.

Place : Chandigarh.
         
      (Surinder Awasthi)
               

Dated:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.


 Cc:

            Mr. Suresh Kumar, IAS,


 Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

            Department  of  Local Govt.,



 Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,


 Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Harmanjit Singh Deol,

No. 13/89, Guru Angad Nagar,

Sohian Road, Sangrur.   





  …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer, PWD (B&R),

Provincial Division,

Near Dhoda Sweets,

Ghuman Mandi,

Rani Jhansi Road, Ludhiana.

. 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Executive Engineer, PWD (B&R),

Provincial  Division,

Near Dhoda Sweets,

Ghuman Mandi,

Rani Jhansi Road, Ludhiana.



…Respondents 

AC- 623/2012

ORDER

Present :
Ms Kiranbir  Kaur, Advocate,  for the appellant.



Mr. Avtar Singh, SDE, for the Respondents.





  ---



Ms  Kiranbit Kaur, who appears for the appellant, submits her authority letter which is taken on record.




The Respondent says that  the requisite information has been supplied  to the appellant.



The  appellant  acknowledges  having received the  information  and also gives in writing  that she is satisfied  with the information.  The same is taken on record.



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:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.

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





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

H. No. 269, WN 4,

Morinda (Ropar). 



  


…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Nangal, Distt. Roopnagar.  




… Respondent

CC- 1374/2012

ORDER

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

Mr. Harphul Singh Gill, Tehsildar-PIO,  for the Respondent.

                               ----



The  Respondent states that some information  has been supplied to the  complainant  which, the complainant admits, having received the same.  However, the complainant says that substantial information is yet to be supplied by the  Respondent. The PIO-Tehsildar submits a letter dated  13.07.2012 explaining his position  regarding  delay in supplying the information  which is not very convincing. The same is taken on record.



The  Respondent and the complainant are  directed to sit together  and sort out the information  which remains to be provided and also point out discrepancies, if any, in the information supplied.



Consequently, the complainant  points out, in writing, about the information  which is yet to be supplied, today i.e. 16.07.2012, to the  PIO-Respondent and submits a copy of the same to the Commission.  The PIO is directed to  supply the information as pointed out by the  complainant,  duly attested and legible, before the next date of hearing and endorse a copy of the forwarding letter to the Commission failing which  stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 will be invoked.  It is made clear that  no further  adjournment  will be granted.



The case is adjourned to 30.07.2012 at 10.30 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies  of order be sent to the parties.

Place : Chandigarh.
         
      (Surinder Awasthi)
               

Dated:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

s/o Sh. Hamir Singh,

c/o Harjit Singh

s/o Surjan Singh,

House No. 1, Street No. 1,

Thales Bagh Colony,

Sangrur. 




  


…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.







… Respondent

CC- 1355/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Nika Singh, complainant, in person.

Mr. Pal Singh, office Kanungo o/o Tehsildar Rajpura, for the Respondent.

---



This case was last heard on  29.06.2012 when  PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala was  directed to be  personally present at the next date of hearing  and  also to supply the requisite information to the complainant.  At that hearing,  one  Parkash  Singh, Patwari  from  Samana Tehsil  appeared who submitted vague and incomplete information.  Later on, one Raghvir Singh, AOK from Tehsil Nabha also appeared  and submitted some information  to the complainant pertaining to tehsil Nabha.  



Today, Mr. Pal Singh, office Kanungo of  Tehsil Rajpura appears who  does not have  any information.  In this case, information has been asked from PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner who does not appear to be serious about this case in supplying the requisite information.  The notice of hearing and  subsequent  orders of the Commission are being treated in a cursory manner by the PIO-Respondent.  The Commission takes a very serious note of  dilly dallying and delaying  tactics adopted by the PIO in this case.  This tantamount to  wilfully  delaying  and denying the supply of information by the PIO to the complainant.



One last opportunity is given to the PIO-Respondent  who is directed to supply the requisite information to the  complainant as available on 
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record, duly attested and legible, before the next date of hearing failing which  stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005  will be invoked.  It is further directed that the PIO or APIO should be personally present  with a copy of the information provided  at the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 06.08.2012 at 10.30 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies  of order be sent to the parties.

Place : Chandigarh.
         
      (Surinder Awasthi)
               

Dated:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Lalit Mohan Batra,

5155, Modern Housing Complex,

Manimajra, Chandigarh (UT).

  


   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Station House Officer (SHO),

Police Station, Zirakpur, 

Distt. Mohali. 

 




    …Respondent

CC- 798/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Lalit Mohan Batra,  complainant, in person.

Mr. Tarlochan Singh,Inspector-SHO, for the respondent.

---



In response to the show cause notice issued vide order dated  28.06.2012  to the PIO-SHO  under Section 20(1), Mr. Tarlochan Singh, PIO-SHO is personally present today and submits his written submission dated 16.07.2012  stating  reasons for  delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the  complainant  and non-appearance on 28.06.2012 before the Commission.   The written submission is taken on record.



The PIO-Respondent states that the available information has been given to the complainant.  The complainant concedes having received the information to his satisfaction.



The written submission  made by the PIO-SHO  is accepted and  further proceedings are dropped.



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:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com) 

Charanjit  Singh,

s/o Sh. Palwinderjit Singh,

VPO - Surapur,

PS  Sadar,

Distt. SBS Nagar.






…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent  of Police,

SBS Nagar.







..…Respondent

CC No.  1382/2012 

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Charanjit Singh, complainant, in person.



Mr. Jang Bahadur Sharma, Inspector, for the Respondent.






----



The Respondent submits a letter  dated  14.07.2012,  signed by PIO-cum-SSP,  stating therein that  the requisite information as available on record  has been supplied to the complainant  and there is nothing  more on record to be supplied  as claimed by the complainant.  Besides one paper /letter, all other information as available on record has been provided to the complainant.  The letter is taken on record.



The complainant acknowledges  having received the  information.



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:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Pardeep Singla,

S/o Sh. Satpal Singla,

H.No – 1704/3, 

Behind old Police Line

School, Ragho Majra,

Patiala.  





  



         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer PWD (B&R),

Patiala. 







         …Respondent

CC- 1381/2012

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Sandeep Singh, for the complainant.

Mr. Pawan Ahuja, PIO-SDE  and Mr. Manjit Singh, Supdtt., for

 the Respondent.

----



The Respondent submits  a letter  dated 06.07.2012 stating therein  that the requisite  information  has been sent  to the  complainant vide letter dated 06.07.2012.  The letter is taken on record.



The complainant says that  the information given is incomplete.  



The  Respondent  undertakes to supply the remaining information within 2-3 days  to the complainant.  The Respondent is directed  to give the remaining  information, as promised,  to the  complainant, duly attested and legible.



The case is adjourned  to  30.07.2012 at 10.30 A.M., for confirmation.

Announced in the open court.



Copies  of order be sent to the parties.

Place : Chandigarh.
         
      (Surinder Awasthi)
               

Dated:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

 Avtar Singh,

s/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

Ward No. 12, Near Pavitar Singh Workshop,

Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.




…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,  

Ludhiana.






       

Public Information Officer,

o/o  District Education Officer (SE),

Sangrur.                                



..…Respondent

CC No.  1303/2012 

     ORDER

Present :
Mr. Avtar Singh, complainant, in person.



None for the Respondent.





----



The  Respondent  is absent  without intimation.



The complainant  says that  partial  information has been received  from the  school authorities but  it is incorrect.



PIO o/o District Education Officer (DEO) (SE), Sangrur is impleaded as Respondent party in this case.  A copy of the last order dated  28.06.2012 along with RTI application  dated 25.02.2012 was also sent to the D.E.O.(SE), Sangrur  who was directed to  give the requisite information  to the complainant  before the next date of hearing. Today, neither the PIO o/o DEO, Sangrur is present nor information has been supplied to the complainant. The Commission takes a very serious note of this lapse on the part of the PIO-DEO, Sangrur.



One last opportunity is given to the PIO-DEO(SE) to give the requisite information, duly attested, to the   complainant before the next date of hearing. The PIO/APIO is also directed to be personally present with a copy of the  information supplied at the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 06.08.2012 at 10.30 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies  of order be sent to the parties.

Place : Chandigarh.
         
      (Surinder Awasthi)
               

Dated:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sri Ram,

S/o  late Sh. Khem Chand,

# 159, Randev Coloony

Girls School Road,

Old Rajpura, Distt.  Patiala.      



         …Appellant

Versus

1.Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala. 





2.First Appellate Authority,

  o/o Inspector General of Police,

  Patiala Zone, Patiala. 





…Respondents

AC-  746/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Sri Ram, complainant, in person.

Mr. Hakam Singh, H.C. and Mr. Krishan, ASI, for the

Respondents.

----



The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the  appellant and submits a letter dated  14.07.2012  to the Commission, which is taken on record.



The appellant says that he has received the information and is satisfied.



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:  16.07.2012.   

       State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Darshan Singh,  SDE,
Construction Sub- Division No – 8

PWD B&R Branch,

Ludhiana. 






            …..Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Central Works Circle, 

PWD B&R Branch,

Ferozepur 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Engineer (Gazetted)

PWD B&R Branch,

Patiala. 





         …..Respondents

AC- 740/2012  

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Darshan Singh, appellant, in person.



Mr. Prit Pal, JE, on behalf of the respondent. 



On the last date of hearing Respondent had been directed to provide the complete information to the appellant free of cost. 



Today respondent submits that the information demanded by the information seeker regarding action taken report is still awaited as the enquiry is still pending. It is informed to the appellant vide letter dated 13.07.2012.
 

Complainant is informed the same accordingly. The respondent is directed  to supply the requisite information within ten days of the completion of the inquiry.
With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Announced  in the hearing.


 

Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 16.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Buta Singh Bairagi,

Advocate,

House No. 22, first floor,

Sector 2-A,

Chandigarh. 



  



…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o A.I.G.

G.R.P. Punjab,

Patiala.







… Respondent

CC- 1098/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant.



Mr. Avtar Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent. 



Complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

 

In compliance with the order dated 28.06.2012 respondent submits a written statement dated 03.07.2012 responding to RTI application stating that there is no woman cell in the GRP. A copy of the same has been supplied to the complainant. 
 

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


 

Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 16.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com) 

Anil Kumar Bhanot,

S/o Sh. Harmesh Singh Bhanot,

U-Enclave, 

Back Side Victory Bus Stand,

Una-Road, 

Hoshiarpur  







…Appellant 

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DGP Punjab,  Police Hq.

Sector -9, Chandigarh.


2.
First Appellate Authority,  

O/o DGP Punjab,  Police Hq.

Sector -9, Chandigarh.
 


       ..…Respondent

AC No.  321/11 

ORDER 

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Parshotam Kumar, HC on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The present case was clubbed with AC no. 449/12 which has already been decided by this bench and the information has been provided to the appellant. 

 

Since the information stands supplied, 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: 16.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Gaurav Arora Advocate,

E-407, Ranjit Avenue, 

Amritsar – 143001 






…Appellant 

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer Operation,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Amritsar.



2.
First Appellate Authority,  

O/o Chief Engineer, 

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Amritsar. 


 


       ..…Respondents

AC No.  576/11 

ORDER  

RTI  application filed on

:   
01.10.2011

PIO  replied



:    
04.01.2012

First appeal filed


:   
22.01.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:   
Nil 
Second  appeal received  in
:   
28.04.2012
SIC 


Information sought :

 
Seeks information on seven points regarding A/C No a42PM132978A operating in the name of Sukhwant Singh s/o Mukhtar  Singh r/o village Pandori Warraich , Majitha , Amritsar.
Grounds for appeals :

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :

Present: 
Mr. Himanshu Arora, on behalf of the appellant.


None for the respondent. 

           








Contd…2/-
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Representative of the appellant appears with an authority letter and requests to adjourn the present appeal case and reschedule it through video conferencing facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar. Granted. 


As regards his RTI application, the information is already provided by the respondent-PIO vide letter no. 6994 dated 19.06.2012 to the appellant. A copy of the same is also endorsed to the Commission, which is taken on record. 



Appellant is advised to peruse the information, point out discrepancies, if any, before the next date of hearing. 

Decision :



 The case will now be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, on 19.07.2012 at 10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 16.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

N.K. Sayal, 

Sayal Street,

Sirhind – 140406,

Distt – Fatehgarh Sahib.




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintending Engineer,

(Construction Circle No. – 2)

PWD B&R,

Patiala. 
 
 





        … Respondent

CC- 1622/2012

ORDER

RTI  application filed 

:
01.03.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC
:
13.06.2012
Ground for complaint          
:  
No response, deemed to have denied 


Information 

Information  sought:-

 
Seeks information on five points with regard to his applications dated Jan 28/2012 and  Feb, 21/2012 . The complainant seeks copy of notings on these two files from the level of   dealing assist. to level of final authority the current status of these applications, para wise action taken on these applications and copy of the final action taken on these applications.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Present: 
Mr. N.K. Sayal complainant in person.
Mr. Sohan Lal, SDE – cum – APIO, on behalf on behalf the respondent. 



Respondent-APIO handed over the requisite information to the complainant. 
Complainant sought time to peruse the same.
 Complainant is advised to point out deficiencies if any, within a week and provide a copy of the same to the respondent. 

 
Respondent is advised to make up for the deficiencies before the next date of hearing


                                        



Contd…2/-
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Decision:-


The case is adjourned to 07.08.2012 at 10.30 AM. 




Announced  in the hearing.


 

Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 16.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

N.K. Sayal, 

Sayal Street,

Sirhind – 140406,

Distt – Fatehgarh Sahib.




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintending Engineer,

(Construction No. – 2) PWD B&R,

Patiala. 
 
 




        … Respondent

CC- 1623/2012

ORDER 

RTI  application filed 

:
09.04.2012

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC
:
13.06.2012

Ground for complaint          
:  
Denial of information 

Information  sought:-

 

Seeks information on five points with regard to his applications dated Jan 28/2012 and  Feb, 21/2012 . The complainant seeks copy of notings on these two files from the level of   dealing assist to level of final authority the current status of these applications, para wise action taken on these applications and copy of the final action taken on these applications.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Present: 
Mr. N.K. Sayal complainant in person.

Mr. Sohan Lal, SDE – cum – APIO, on behalf on behalf the respondent. 



Respondent-APIO handed over the requisite information to the complainant. 
Complainant sought time to peruse the same.

 Complainant is advised to point out deficiencies, if any, within a week and provide a copy of the same to the respondent. 

 
Respondent is advised to make up the same before the next date of hearing
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Decision:-



The case is adjourned to 07.08.2012 at 10.30 AM. 




Announced  in the hearing.


 

Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 16.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Bhushan Bhardwaj,

S/o Lat Sh. Shiv Kumar, 

H. No. 490, 

Sector – 61,

Mohali 






        
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana. 
 
 





   … Respondent

CC- 1627/2012

ORDER 

RTI  application filed 

:
11.05.2011
PIO’s  response


:    
 14.01.2012
Complaint  received in SIC
:
 14.06.2012
Ground for complaint          
:  
Requisite information not furnished 
Information  sought:-
 
Seeks information copy of the application filed, copy of the registered DDR / FIR alongwith a copy of the medical report of the person Sanjeev Kumar. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Present: 
Mr. Bhushan Bhardwaj, complainant in person. 




Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, on behalf of the respondent. 
 

Representative of the respondent submits that requisite information is not available on record. Respondent submits that no DDR or FIR was registered on January 24, 2009. A letter dated 12.07.2012 has been submitted by the respondent to this effect, which is taken on record. 
Decision:- 


Since this information cannot be supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 
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Announced  in the hearing.


 

Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 16.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S. Gurbax Singh,

# 40, Village - Bholapur, 

Jhabewal,

Distt - Ludhiana. 





        
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Roop Nagar.   
 





   … Respondent

CC- 1647/2012

ORDER 
RTI  application filed 

:
22.05.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC
:
18.06.2012
Ground for complaint          
:  
No response, hence denial of 


Information 
Information  sought:-

 
The complainant seeks the number of accidents and deaths in road accidents in district Roopnagar, the names of vehicles involved in the accidents and the number of persons injured/ died in each such collusion and whether the speed governors had been installed in these vehicles at the time of accident or not, also, seeks, the vehicle numbers, model and the company making these vehicles . Also, seeks a copy of fitness certificate of these vehicles.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Present: 
None for the complainant.


Mr. Kuljeet Singh, HC, on behalf of the respondent.



The Respondent submits that an acknowledgement receipt, signed by the information-seeker, dated 06.07.2012, confirming the receipt of the requisite information. This is taken on record.
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Decision



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



Announced  in the hearing.


 

Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 16.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

