STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh 

Teja Singh & Sons,

Railway Road, 

Amritsar.





   
        …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,  

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.




 
     ..…Respondents

AC No.  1131/12 

ORDER 

Heard Via Video Conference
Present: 
None for the appellant.

Mr. Jashanjit Singh, Tehsildar1-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 
 

Appellant is absent for the second consecutive hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 
 

The respondent-APIO states that requisite information has been furnished to the appellant. He states that no raid was conducted on the premises of the Sub-lime Chit Fund Company, Amritsar. Since no raid was conducted, no response was required to the related questions raised by the appellant.

 

The respondent is directed to send a copy to the Commission through co-coordinator for its record. 

 

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.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Rajesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Kishan Lal, 

M3/538, 

Guru Ramdass Nagar, 

SD School Wali Gali, 

Outside Bhagtan Wali, 

Amritsar 







 …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar 






           …Respondent

CC No.  2163/2012 

 




    ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference
Present: 
None for the complainant.



Mrs. Asha Anand, APIO-cum-Supdt., behalf of the respondent.

 

In accordance with the Commission’s order dated 25.10.2012, the complainant had been provided an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being provided through registered post. The complainant was absent during the last hearing too otherwise the information could have been  furnished to him during the hearing itself.  

 

The respondent submitted that in compliance to the commission’s directions, the information has been provided to the complainant through speed post on 26.10.2012. 

 

Since the complainant has not pointed any deficiencies nor approached the commission and also preferred to abstain for the second consecutive hearing without any intimation, it can be assumed that he has received the requisite information and satisfied with the same.

 

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. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Navneet Singh,

75 Nagar Nigam Colony ,

O/s Gilwali Gate,

Amritsar – 143001 





   
        …Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar. 
         
   



             ..…Respondents

AC No.  1055/12 

ORDER 

Heard Via Video Conference 

Present: 
Mr. Naveen Singh, appellant in person.


None for the respondent. 

 

The Respondent is absent without intimation to Commission.   


On the last date of hearing on 25.10.2012, the respondent was directed to furnish the entire information, duly attested and legible, to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Today, neither the respondent has turned up nor information has been supplied to the appellant. The Commission takes a serious note of the non-compliance of its orders by the respondent. It tantamount to willful denial of information to the appellant.  Moreover, the RTI application is dated 06.06.2011 but the PIO-respondent has not supplied the demanded information.



PIO o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar 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 on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



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.
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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 o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar is directed to furnish the information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.

 

The case is adjourned to 12.12.2012 at 11:00 AM to be heard   via video conference facility of NIC available in the office of DC Amritsar. 
 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Anil Kumar Sood, 

532/VII-4,

Gali No. 3, 

Kalan Harnam Shah, 

Dhab Wasti Ram, 

Amritsar.   
 


 



            …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,
Manager, Gyan Ashram,
Education Society, 
(Senior Secondary School)

Outside Chattiwind Gate, 

Amritsar. 







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2768/12 

ORDER
Heard Via Video Conference

Present:  
Anil Kumar Sood, complainant in person.



None for the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
19.05.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
11.09.2011
Ground for complaint

:
 Denial of Information 
Information  sought:- 

 
 Seeks information in fie percent share contributed by the society towards running of the school.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



 The notice of hearing was inadvertently sent at a wrong address therefore accordingly a fresh notice of hearing be sent to PIO-cum-Manager, Gyan Ashram, Education Society, (Senior Secondary School) Outside Chattiwind Gate, Amritsar.
 Decision:- 
 

 
The case is adjourned to 12.12.2012 at 11:00 AM to be heard   via video conference facility of NIC available in the office of DC Amritsar. 

 
 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh, 

Village -  Nizamdin Wala,

P.O – Mukkhu, 

Tehsil – Zira, 

District – Ferozepur
 



            …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Zira, Distt – Ferozepur.



          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2511/12 

ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference
Present: 
Mr. Avtar Singh, complainant in person.

Mr. Gurgeet Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar, Makhu, for the  respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:

26.03.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 
23.05.2012
Complaint  received in SIC 
:

03.09.2012
Ground for complaint

:
 
Incomplete information furnished by 
 






the respondent.
Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks details of compensation given for damaged crop in village Nijamdin for the year 2010 & 2011.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



 The respondent states that the information has been provided to the satisfaction of the complainant. However, the complainant was agitated that the information has been inordinately delayed and penalty be imposed on the respondent.

                   The respondent said requisite information was under preparation as compensation was still being paid which was contested by the complainant. 
 
 
The respondent is cautioned to take RTI application more seriously in future and respond promptly to ensure speedy disposal of cases.  
Decision:- 
 
 

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.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Kanta Rani,

W/o Sh. Chanchal Kumar, 

Shop no. 112,

Bazar no. 7, Main Bazar,

Ferozepur Cantt - 152001

 



            …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur.  







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2899/12 

ORDER
Heard Via Video Conference

Present: 
Ms. Kanta Rani, complainant in person in Chandigarh.


Mr. Ram Singh, DRO-cum-APIO, on behalf of  the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
04.07.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.09.2012
Ground for complaint

:
 Denial of Information
Information  sought:- 

 
 Seeks action taken by the Deputy Commission against Mr. Sukhwinder  Singh Handa and  Mr. Surinder Kumar on an order of the O/O  DC ( HRC Branch) letter No HRC/2012 454 dated 31.05.2012 & DC (HRC 467/ 31.05.2012 to Sukhwinder Singh Dhanda for producing all the related records on 08.06.2012. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



The respondent submits that information has been furnished to the complainant through ordinary post on 16.11.2012 but the complainant submits that she has not received any information.



The respondent is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant through registered post or by messenger within this week itself.
Decision:- 
 

 
The case is adjourned to 12.12.2012 at 11:00 AM to be heard   via video conference facility of NIC available in the office of DC Ferozepur. 
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Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


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

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Daljit Singh,

No. 114-C, Type IV (D.S.)

RCF Colony,

Kapurthala-144602.





   
        …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Gurdaspur 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.
 




 
     ..…Respondents

AC No.  1107/12 

ORDER 

Heard Via Video Conference

Present: 
None for the appellant.

Mr. Rakesh Pal Minhas, Tehsildar-cum-APIO Gurdaspur, on behalf of the respondent. 
 

In the earlier order dated 25.10.2012 information sought was wrongly mentioned. Infact the information sought is in the RTI application is “Copy of order of Collector (Agragian)Gurdaspur dated 20.02.1978 in favour of Mr. Charan Singh village Aujala, Tehsil and District – Gurdaspur.” The earlier order is rectified to this extent. 
 

Today the respondent submits a letter bearing no. 445 dated 23.10.2012 which states that information has been supplied to the appellant. The letter is taken on record.   
 

The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. One last opportunity is provided to the appellant to point out deficiencies if any, before the next date of hearing. 



The case is adjourned to 12.12.2012 at 11:00 AM to be heard   via video conference facility of NIC available in the office of DC Gurdaspur. 
 

 Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Hari Singh

s/o Sh. Teja Singh,

Village Sohangarh,

Tehsil Guruharsahai,

Distt. Ferozepur.




            …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur.





          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2327/12 

ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference

Present: 
Ms. Sandeep Kaur, Advocate, for the complainant. 


Mr. Ram Singh, DRO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 


The respondent present seeks more time to provide the requisite information. Granted. 
 

The case is adjourned to 09.01.2013 at 11:00 AM to be heard   via video conference facility of NIC available in the office of DC, Ferozepur. 
 

 Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

R/o Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

PO Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,
Ludhiana.





            …Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar (East)

Ludhiana.





          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2239/12 
ORDER   




Heard via video conference.
Present :
None for the  complainant.



Mr. Sukhdev Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Sahnewal,  for the Respondent.






----  



The complainant is absent without intimation.



The respondent submits that the  complainant has been provided  the information on 13.09.2012.  In the last hearing,  the complainant was advised to point out deficiencies precisely to which the complainant has said that he is  not satisfied as the information is incomplete.  The complainant is advised  to point out deficiencies in black and white  and precisely to the Respondent within a week  and the Respondent  should address the same  before the next date of hearing.  



The Respondent  says that he has not received any communication. Also the Commission too has not heard anything adverse from the complainant suggesting that he is satisfied with the information and  not keen to pursue it any further.



In the light of  above, the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Rakesh Kumar

s/o Sh. Kasturi Lal,

B-2, 729,

Chhauni Mohalla,

Ludhiana.


 



            …Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.






          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2235/2012 
ORDER 



Heard via video conference.
Present :
Mr. Rakesh Kumar, complainant,  in person.

Mrs. Harminder Kaur, Sr. Assistant and Mr. Tarsem Chand, Labour Inspector o/o  Labour Commr., for the Respondent.





----  



The Respondent furnishes point-wise  information to the  complainant  during the hearing today alongwith   the required documents.  Also the Labour Inspector submits that the inquiry is still in progress  and  likely to be completed later this month. 



The Respondent is directed  to ensure that copy of the inquiry report is given to the complainant within a week of the completion  of the inquiry.



With these directions, the case is  disposed of and closed.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             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 Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority, 

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.

Mrs. Arina Duggal, Asstt. Commr. General-cum PIO   with  Mr. Bhajan Lal, Clerk, for the Respondent.




---  



The Respondent states that  the appellant can  inspect the  record  to identify the  information he requires.  The appellant and the Respondent have  agreed to inspect the relevant record on a mutually  agreed date and time in the office of the Respondent  and identify the documents/information that the appellant requires.  The Respondent will provide  the same, duly attested, to the appellant  before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to  12.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard  via video conference.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             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., Punjab,
SCO  No.131-132, Sector-17 C,

Chandigarh.
2.
First  Appellate  Authority, 

O/o  Director Local Govt., Punjab,

SCO No.131-132, Sector-17 C,

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.

Mrs. Arina Duggal, Asstt. Commr. General-cum PIO   with  Mr. Bhajan Lal, Clerk, for the Respondent.




---  



The Respondent states that  the appellant can  inspect the  record  to identify the  information he requires.  The appellant and the Respondent have  agreed to inspect the relevant record on a mutually  agreed date and time in the office of the Respondent  and identify the documents/information that the appellant requires.  The Respondent will provide  the same, duly attested, to the appellant  before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to  12.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard  via video conference.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Ind. Area B, 

Near Gurudwara, 

Ludhiana – 141003.





   
        …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.  1279/2012 

ORDER



Heard  via  video conference.
Present :
Mr. Balbir Aggarwal, appellant, in person.



Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, for the Respondents.






-----   

RTI  application filed on

:   02.07.2012.

PIO replied



:   Nil.

First appeal filed


:   06.08.2012.

First Appellate Authority’s order
:   Nil

Second  appeal received  in
:   13.09.2012.

State Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks action taken report on  his  complaint which was marked  by D.C. on 12.04.2012, No.1040/CEA.  The appellant wants to know  if any FIR was registered after the enquiry as directed by the Deputy Commissioner and related issues.
Grounds  for  appeal :



No response, hence denial of information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The  appellant says that no response has been given to his RTI application.



The Respondent  is directed to  submit para-wise  written response within a week  to the  appellant as also to the Commission  about  action taken.  

Decision :



The case is adjourned to 12.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard via video conference.



Announced  in the open court.

 

Copies of order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 20.11.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Harmeet Kaur, 

W/o Paramjit, 

# 29A, 

Dr. B.L. Kapur Hospital,

Old Sabzi Mandi,

G.T. Road, 

Ludhiana. 
 


 



            …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer, 

Thana City Kotwali,

Chaura Bazar, 

Ludhiana. 







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2479/12 

      ORDER 

Heard  via  video conference.
Present :
Mrs. Harmeet Kaur,  complainant, in person.



None for the  Respondent.






----

RTI  application filed 

:
17.07.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
Nil.

Compalaint  received in State
:
29.08.2012.

Information Commission  on

Ground for complaint
:  
Denial  of information.





  


Information  sought
:




Seeks  information  related to  her  complaint No.29/PSWC dated 27.01.2012.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The Respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.  The Commission takes  a serious note of this.  The Respondent is directed to  respond to the  RTI application of the complainant before the next date of hearing.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to  12.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard  via video conference.
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Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Arun Kumar, 

# 1134A,  Sector – 35B, 

Chandigarh.  
 

 



  …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.  







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2701/2012 

ORDER 

Heard  via  video conference.
Present :
Mr. Arun Kumar,  complainant, in person.



Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, for the  respondent.






----

RTI  application filed 

:
21.07.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
03.08.2012.

Compalaint  received in State
:
10.09.2012.

Information Commission  on

Ground for complaint
:  
No satisfied with the response of PIO.





  


Information  sought
:




Seeks  certified  copy of challan along with all the annexures attached which were submitted by police in the court in FIR No.25 dated  12.03.2009  at PS Division No.3, Ludhiana.  Also seeks certified copy of case diary (Zimni  orders).

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The Respondent  states that substantial information has  been provided to the complainant.  But the complainant says that the remaining information has not been given till date.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to  19.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard   at Chandigarh.

 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o  Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003.   




        

  …Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.






          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2498/2012 

ORDER
Heard Via Video Conference.

Present :
Mr.Kuldeep Singh Khaira,  complainant, in person.

Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI,  and Mr. Bikker Singh,  ASI, for the  respondent.






----

RTI  application filed 

:
28.07.2012.

PIO’s  response


:    
Nil.
Compalaint  received in State
:
31.08.2012.

Information Commission  on

Ground for complaint
:  
No  response, hence denial of information.





  


Information  sought
:




Seeks  lot of details of hiring of private cranes for removing   wrongly parked  vehicles.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



As the information demanded in this case  is voluminous,  both parties  agree that this case may not be heard via video conference facility.  



Accordingly, the Respondent is directed  to come up with the  relevant record  on the next date of hearing at Chandigarh.

Decision :


The case is adjourned to 10.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard   at Chandigarh.

 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 20.11.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Ajay Kumar, 

6070/5 Jumna Dass Blds. 

Cross Road no. 10,

Ambala Cantt – 133001.





   
        …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana. 





 
     ..…Respondents

AC No.  1253/12 

ORDER 

Heard  via  video conference.  

Present :
None for the  appellant.



Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, for the Respondents.






-----   

RTI  application filed on

:   14.11.2011.

PIO replied



:   Nil.

First appeal filed


:   22.03.2012.

First Appellate Authority’s order
:   Nil

Second  appeal received  in
:   07.09.2012.

State Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  to know if a FIR was filed on his  complaint  made on 20.06.2012.

Grounds  for  appeal :



No response, hence denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The appellant is absent without intimation. 


Since  the first appeal was filed after 133 days and the second after a lapse of  90 days,  the case is time-barred and can not be entertained as the 
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appellant has  not given any specific  reason for delay in filing the first and second appeal.   Moreover, the appellant is absent without any intimation suggesting that he is not keen to pursue the case  or in obtaining the information.
Decision :



In view of the above, the appeal is dismissed.



Announced  in the open court.

 

Copies of order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 20.11.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Rajinder Sharma, 

R/o H. no. 2879, 

C.R.P. Colony,

Dugri Road, 

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.  1369/2012 

ORDER 
Heard  via  video conference.
Present :
Mr. Rajinder Sharma,  appellant, in person.



Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI, for the Respondents.






-----   

RTI  application filed on

:   09.03.2012.

PIO replied



:   Nil.

First appeal filed


:   17.05.2012.

First Appellate Authority’s order
:   Nil

Second  appeal received  in
:   01.10.2012.

State Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information on all the public complaints received at Police Commissioner’s office from 01.01.2011 to 31.12.2011 including  action taken reports, pending reports and action taken against the officer who failed to take action on the complaints.  If no action is taken against such officials, then the reason thereof.

Grounds  for  appeal :



No response, hence denial of information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The Respondent says  that part of information has been  supplied to the appellant.  For the remaining information, the complainant agrees that he would discuss  it with the Respondent and procure the requisite  information from the Respondent.  Given the nature of the information  the complainant is satisfied with the response.
Decision :



In view of this, the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the open court.

 

Copies of order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 20.11.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

