
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Rajinder Sehgal,

S/o Late Sh. Jaidev Sehgal,

H No. B-13/116, Shastri Market, 

Sharda Street, Red Road, 

Hoshiarpur. 







………. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Nabha, 

District Patiala. 






………..Respondent
C. C. No. 3334 of 2011 

Present :       None on behalf of the Complainant.


       Ms. Jaspal Kaur, Tehsildar, Respondent in person.
ORDER



Heard.




This case was last heard on 15.03.2012 when the Public Information Officer-cum- Tehsildar,  Nabha,  was served show cause for imposition of penalty for denial of information to the Complainant.



In compliance with the show-cause issued to Ms. Jaspal Kaur on 15.03.2012, she submits that Complainant has been provided with the requisite information on 16.08.2011.



She further submits that information-seeker was also informed by the Patwari concerned that he could get the information to his satisfaction, by visiting the office of Tehsildar, in person, after depositing the requisite fee for the same.



As the information-seeker never visited the office of Tehsildar, Patiala nor given in writing that he requires more information than what has been sent to him through registered post vide letter no. 47 dated 28.02.2012. 
She submits that on her part there was no intentional delay in supplying 
the requisite information to the Complainant and requests that the show-cause may kindly be withdrawn. 


While considering oral submission and her written statement dated 25.04.2012, the show-cause issued to her is dropped and Sh. Rajinder Sehgal is directed to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him within ten days in writing to the Respondent-PIO and the Respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.


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



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


         


                                                  (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Manohar Singh, 

S/o Sh. Charan Singh,

Kothi No.1, 

Opp. Radha Swami Satsang Ghar,

Ajnala, District Amritsar. 






………. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, (Rural),

Amritsar. 








………..Respondent
C. C. No. 3473 of 2011 

Present :        None on behalf of the Complainant.


        Sh. Balwinder Singh, S. I., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



On the last date of hearing on 15.03.2012, the Respondent-PIO was directed to file a fresh affidavit in this case, as the affidavit filed by Sh. Satinder Singh, D. S. P. on behalf of S. S. P., Amritsar (Rural) was found to be wrong.


In the affidavit, S. S. P., Amritsar(Rural) – Sh. Pritpal Singh submitted that the complaint no. 1258 was received against Inspector – Sh. Manjit Singh from Sh. Manohar Lal for causing him illegal harassment. He submits that complaint was inquired by S. P. (HQ), Amritsar(Rural) and the same was found false.



As Sh. S. P. S. Parmar, who was S. S. P., Amritsar(Rural) at the time when the RTI application was moved and who was asked to appear in the Commission alongwith the information supplied has been transferred, his personal appearance is exempted.



A copy of the affidavit submitted in the Commission today, was also sent to the Complainant on 24.04.2012.

The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent

from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 
It is assumed that he does not wish to pursue his case further. In view of the 
above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
         


                                                  (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th April, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Manohar Singh 

S/o Sh. Charan Singh, 

Kothi No. 1, 

Opposite Radha Swami Satsang Ghar, 

Ajnala, District Amritsar. 






……. Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, (Rural),

Amritsar. 








……….Respondent
C. C. No. 3474 of 2011 

Present:       None on behalf of the Complainant.


        Sh. Balwinder Singh, S. I., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on  20.03.2012, when the Complainant was not present and he was given an opportunity to match the information and point-out deficiencies in the information supplied.



Sh. Satinder Pal Singh, D. S. P., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent on the last date of hearing, had submitted that requisite information was sent to the Complainant through registered post on 23.02.2012. 

The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again 

absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.



It is assumed that he does not wish to pursue his case further as nothing contrary has been heard from him.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
         


                                                                             (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Manohar Singh, 

S/o Sh.Charan Singh, 

Kothi No. 1,

Opposite Radha Swami Satsang Ghar, 

Ajnala, District Amritsar. 





………….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, (Rural),

Amritsar. 







………….Respondent
C. C. No. 3475 of 2011 
Present:       None on behalf of the Complainant.


        Sh. Balwinder Singh, S. I., on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 20.03.2012 when the Complainant was not present and he was given an opportunity to match the information and point-out deficiencies in the information supplied.



In compliance with the order of the Commission, dated 21.02.2012, S. S. P., Amritsar (Rural) – Sh. Pritpal Singh, submitted an affidavit that no complaint, which claimed to be lodged by Sh. Manohar Singh against Sh. Hardeep Singh Science Teacher, Govt,. Sr. Sec. School, Ramdass and Sh. Amandeep Singh S/o Sh. Hardeep Singh, is found available in the police record of the Police Station –Ramdass and hence requisite information could not be supplied to the Complainant due to non-availability in police record. A copy of the same affidavit has also been sent to the Complainant on 24.04.2012.
The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again 

absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.



As nothing contrary has been heard from the Complainant, it is assumed that he does not wish to pursue his case further.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

(Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Mohan Lal Sharma Tiwari, 

S/o Late Sh. Badri Dutt, 

H. No. 739, Gali No. 7, 

Near Shiv Mandir, 
Gurbaksh Colony,

Patiala.









………….Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

Patiala









................Respondent

C. C. No. 3481 of 2011 

Present :     Mr. Mohan Lal Sharma Tiwari, Complainant in person.


      Ms. Daljit Kaur, Clerk O/o Tehsildar, Patiala, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 20.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information within one week from that day.



Ms. Daljit Kaur, Clerk Office of Tehsildar, Patiala, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that requisite information has been supplied to the information-seeker on 26.03.2012.



The Complainant has asked for taking action against the Respondent-PIO for making delay in supply of information to him. 



Ms. Daljit Kaur, Clerk submits that RTI application was moved by the Complainant to F. C. (R), Punjab on 05.10.2011. That application was received in the office of S. D. M. on 05.01.2012 and the same was received in the Tehsil office on 18.01.2012. She further submits that requisite information was supplied to the information-seeker on 14.02.2012.



The Complainant pointed-out that information is incomplete and vague. On demand of the information seeker, he was supplied with the record which is in ‘Urdu Language’ on 26.03.2012.



After hearing both the parties, it appears that there is no mala-fide on the part of the Respondent for the delay in supplying the information to the information-seeker.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
         


                                                               (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.




(www.infocommpunjab.com)(0172-4630054)
Sh. Karandeep Sharma, Advocate,

181 F, Ranjit Nagar,

Near Seuna Chowk,

Patiala.







………….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







……….Respondent

C. C. No. 3622 of 2011 

Present:          None.

ORDER



This case was last taken up for hearing on 20.03.2012  when none of the parties were present and an opportunity was given to appear before the Commission.



Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent are present. No request has also been received for an adjournment from either party.  Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

(Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Mrs. Nirmal Kaur 

W/o Sh. Gurjant Singh,

Street – 14,

Sanjay Nagar,

Faridkot





          

..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Superintending Engineer,

Distribution Circle,
Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Faridkot








..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3780 of 2011 

Present :     None on behalf of the Complainant.


       Sh. M. S. Brar, Deputy Chief Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 15.03.2012 when a fresh notice of hearing was given to  S. E., Pb. State Power Corporation, Faridkot to supply the requisite information.



Sh. M. S. Brar, Deputy Chief Engineer, Pb. State Powercom Ltd., Distribution Circle, Faridkot, submits that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant – Mrs. Nirmal Kaur, on 16.04.2012. He also produces a written-note in connection with acknowledgement of the Complainant, of having received the requisite information.


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



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012


    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Satinder Singh

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

Jhule Lal Colony,

Opp. Recreation Club,

Fazilka





     
        

 ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Fazilka









..…Respondent

C. C .No.  3782 of 2011 

Present :       None on behalf of the Complainant.


        Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, in person. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 15.03.2012 when the Public Information Officer-cum- Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Fazilka, was served show cause for imposition of penalty for denial of information to the Complainant.



In response to the show-cause issued to Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Fazilka, submits that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant – Sh. Satinder Singh, on 23.04.2012. He submits that partial information was also supplied to the Complainant within reasonable time after he moved RTI application.


He submits that RTI application was dealt with as per provisions of the RTI Act and there was no bad intention on his part to deny the information. He submits that the amount of Rs. 2646/- was demanded, vide letter no. 1896 dated 29.07.2011, in the shape of fee, from the Complainant so that requisite information could be supplied to him. 


He submits that there is no hanky-panky made in the letter written to the Complainant in connection with the demand of Rs. 2646/- as fee. He also submits that there was lack of co-ordination between different branches of Municipal Committee, Fazilka. He makes a request that in view of the above, the show-cause issued to him may be withdrawn.



Taking all the facts into consideration and oral submission made by Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, show-cause issued to him is withdrawn.


Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, also produces a written note in connection with the acknowledgement of having received the information by Sh. Satinder Singh – Complainant.


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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Satinder Singh

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

Jhule Lal Colony,

Opp. Recreation Club,

Fazilka






       

   ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Fazilka









..…Respondent






C. C .No.  3783 of 2011

Present :       None on behalf of the Complainant.


        Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, in person. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 15-03-2012 when the Public Information Officer-cum- Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Fazilka, was served show cause for imposition of penalty for denial of information to the Complainant.

In response to the show-cause issued to Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, 
Municipal Council, Fazilka, submits that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant – Sh. Satinder Singh, on 23.04.2012. He submits that partial information was also supplied to the Complainant within reasonable time after he moved RTI application.



He submits that RTI application was dealt with as per provisions of the RTI Act and there was no bad intention on his part to deny the information. He submits that the amount of Rs. 2646/- was demanded, vide letter no. 1896 dated 29.07.2011, in the shape of fee, from the Complainant so that requisite information could be supplied to him. 



He submits that there is no hanky-panky made in the letter written to the Complainant in connection with the demand of Rs. 2646/- as fee. He also submits that there was lack of co-ordination between different branches of Municipal Committee, Fazilka. He makes a request that in view of the above, the show-cause issued to him may be withdrawn.



Taking all the facts into consideration and oral submission made by Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, show-cause issued to him is withdrawn.


Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, also produces a written note in connection with the acknowledgement of having received the information by Sh. Satinder Singh – Complainant.


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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Surinder Kumar

S/o Sh. Pritam Dass,

V. – Kalyanpur,

P. O. – Kiratpur Sahib,

Distt. - Ropar





       
       ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar








..…Respondent





C. C .No.  3786 of 2011

Present :     None. 

ORDER

The Complainant – Sh. Surinder Kumar vide his letter which was received 
in the Commission vide Dairy No. 6056 dated 18.04.2012 submitted that no information has been supplied to him by the Respondent-PIO.


Sh. Gagan Singh, D. D. P. O., Roopnagar who appeared on the last date of hearing, was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within fifteen days. He was also cautioned that any laxity would attract against him as per provisions of the RTI Act.


Neither the Respondent nor his representative appeared in the Commission to attend today’s hearing. No intimation was also given to the Commission in connection with his absence.



An opportunity is given to the Respondent to comply with the directions in order dated 15.03.2012 and remain present in the Commission on the next date of hearing.


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



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
     


                                                    (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Mehanga Singh

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

V.P.O. – Fatehgarh Panjtoor,

Distt. – Moga.





   
     

  ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Engineer,

Pb. State Powercom Ltd,

Fatehgarh Panjtoor,

Distt. – Moga.








..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3795 of 2011 

Present :       None on behalf of the Complainant.


         Sh. Amarjit Singh, S. D. O., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 20.03.2012 when Respondent was directed to re-submit in the shape of  an affidavit what has been in his letter dated 28.11.2011.



Sh. Amarjit Singh, S. D. O.,  who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits an affidavit, in connection with what he has stated in letter no. 2572 dated 28.11.2011, in the Commission today, in compliance with the order of the Commission dated 20.03.2012.



The Complainant – Sh. Mehnga Singh, was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.



It is assumed that information-seeker does not wish to pursue his case further.



The case is disposed of with the directions that the Respondent-PIO will send a copy of the above mentioned affidavit to the Complainant within two days from today.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
(Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Arun Kumar

S/o Sh. Ram Chand,

V. – Aujla, 

P. O. – Jiwanwal babri,

Distt. - Gurdaspur




          

..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Kartarpur,









Distt. – Jalandhar







..…Respondent

C. C .No.  3811 of 2011 

Present :         None on behalf of the Complainant.


           Sh. Paramjit Singh, Sanitary Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on   20.03.2012 when the Complainant was not present and he was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied.





Sh. Paramjit Singh, Sanitary Inspector, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that requisite information was supplied to the Complainant – Sh. Arun Kumar, through letter no. 183 dated 16.03.2012.


The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him. He is again absent from today’s hearing, without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.


It seems that the Complainant does not wish to pursue his case further. It is assumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him as nothing contrary has been heard from him.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Sh. Jaideep Kumar, PhD Scholar,

Center for Public Health, 

1st Floor, Aruna Ranjit Chandra Hall, 

Panjab University, Chandigarh. 




…………… Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Town Planner, 

Punjab, Madhya Marg,

Sector 18, Chandigarh. 




        
   ..….Respondent

A. C.  No. 1188 of 2011 

Present:         None on behalf of the Appellant.

ii) Sh. Rajinder Singh, Acctt., M. C., Derabassi ;

iii) Sh. Rakesh Arora, Acctt., M.C., Lalru, on behalf of the  Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 15.03.2012 when the Appellant was not present and he was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied.



Sh. Rajinder Singh, Acctt., M. C., Derabassi and Sh. Rakesh Arora, Acctt., M.C., Lalru, submit that requisite information has been supplied to the information-seeker through registered post on 16.03.2012. They submit that information has already been supplied to him through ordinary post.



The Appellant was absent on the last date of hearing and he was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him. He is again absent from today’s hearing, without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.



It seems that the Appellant does not wish to pursue his case further. It is assumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him as nothing contrary has been heard from him.



In view of this, the case is closed and disposed of.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
         


                                                (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Manmeet Singh,

H. O. 100, Street – 8,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Gurbaksh Colony,

Patiala






        

     ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Patiala








      
    ..…Respondent

A. C. No.  1365 of 2011 

Present :       None on behalf of the Appellant.

                Sh. S. B. Sachdeva, XEN, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 15.03.2012 when the Appellant was not present and he was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied.


Sh. S. B. Sachdeva, XEN, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that requisite information was supplied to the information-seeker – Sh. Manmeet Singh, on 12.03.2012 through registered post.
             The information-seeker was also supplied information in connection with the certain queries raised by him in his RTI application on 24.01.2012.



The Appellant was absent on the last date of hearing held on 15.03.2012 and he was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him. He is again absent from today’s hearing, without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.



It seems that the Appellant does not wish to pursue his case further. It is assumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him as nothing contrary has been heard from him.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
         


                                                  (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Amritpal Singh,

D – 15, Marg -13,

Saket, 

New Delhi - 17




        

  ..…Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chairman,

Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana







       ..…Respondent
A. C. No.  1397 of 2011 

Present :      None on behalf of the Appellant.


        Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 15.03.2012 when the Appellant was not present and he was given an opportunity to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied.



Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant on 19.04.2012 through registered post.


The Appellant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He is advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the Respondent-PIO and the Respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.


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



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

(Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Ram Asra

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

V.P.O.- Mohanpur,

Tehsil – Khanna,

Distt. – Ludhiana - 141401



 
         ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District & Sessions Judge,

Ludhiana


Public Information Officer 

O/o Addl. Civil Judge(Sr. Divn.),

Khanna


 




      ..…Respondent

A. C. No.  1398 of 2011 

Present :          Sh. Ram Asra, Appellant, in person.

Sh. Naresh Kumar, Judgment Writer, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on  15-03-2012 when the respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within two weeks from that day.


Sh. Naresh Kumar, Judgment Writer-cum-PIO of the Court of Additional Civil Judge, Khanna, submits that relevant  record in which connection the information has been sought for by the appellant,  Sh Ram Asra,  has been found missing from the Ahlmad’s room.

He submits that Sh Harish Anand  Additional Civil Judge (Senior Division)-cum- appellate authority, (under RTI Act) , Khanna  has informed  Distt. and Sessions Judge, Ludhiana through his letter No. 82 dated 22-03-2012 that the record pertaining  prior to the year 2005, is missing.

He submits that as required under Rule -5, Chapter 19-A of the High Court Rules and Orders Vol. IV,  the intimation regarding said  loss   was sent to Registrar General, High Court of Punjab and Haryana, Chandigarh  on 27-03-2012.

                             



           Contd…..p2/

A. C. No.  1398 of 2011 







--2--


In a separate letter,  Sh Harish Anand,  Additional Civil Judge, submits to the Commission that concerned Ahlmad of the concerned Court  has reported  that record prior to the year 2005 is missing.  He submits that since the record is not available, the requisite information cannot be supplied at this stage.  He submits that the matter has been taken up  with  the  Ld.  Distt and Sessions Judge, Ludhiana and Ld. Civil Judge, (Jr. Div), Khanna , he makes a request that time for supplying the requisite information may please be extended.

Sh. Ram Asra   has sought information pertaining to case No. 712 of 15-11-1991, which was decided by the Court of  Mrs. B. K. Bhatia, Sub Judge, Ist Class, Khanna.

Taking all the documents placed on record, the submission made by the appellant and the respondent,  it appears that there is no mala-fide on the part of the respondent.


Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of  with the direction to the respondent PIO that whenever the  relevant record is traced out,  he shall be duty bound to supply the requisite information to the appellant free of cost.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         


                                                (Chander Parkash)    
                           

           State Information Commissioner

25th  April, 2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sukhraj Singh,

H. No. 263, 

Lajpat Nagar,

Jalandhar






    

      ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o S. D. O.,

Pb. State Powercom Ltd.,


Unit – II, Jalandhar






            ..…Respondent
A. C. No.  1399 of 2011 

Present:
None.
ORDER



This case was last heard on 15.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant within seven days from that day.



Neither the Appellant nor the Respondent are present. No request has also been received for an adjournment from either party. 
The Commission has taken a serious view of the absence of the 

Respondent when he was directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant vide orders dated 15.03.2012.

Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to appear before 
the Commission on the next date of hearing




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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
(Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012


     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bhupinder Singh,

Ravidass Basti,

V. – Bamna,

Tehsil – Samana,

Distt. - Patiala




      


   ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab,

Sector 68, Mohali





   
         ..…Respondent



A. C. No.  1411 of 2011 

Present :     Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Appellant, in person.

i)  Dr. Jasbir Singh, Deputy Director ;
ii) Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 20.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant within four weeks from that day.



Dr. Jasbir Singh, Deputy Director and Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submit that requisite information could not be supplied to the Appellant because of the fact that the Appellant was asked to deposit application fee of Rs. 10/- with the department time and again, but he did not deposit the same. 
However, they were asked why they did not comply with the order of 
the Commission dated 20.03.2012, in which they were directed to supply the requisite information within four weeks from that day.
 They submit in writing that the requisite information would be supplied to 

the Appellant within fifteen days from today.


The Respondent-PIO is directed to provide the requisite information to the Appellant within fifteen days from today, failing which action would be initiated against him. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.


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



There would be no further adjournment in this case.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

         
                                               (Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bhupinder Singh,

Ravidass Basti,

V. – Bamna,

Tehsil – Samana,

Distt. - Patiala





      

   ..…Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab,

Sector 68, Mohali






        ..…Respondent

A. C. No.  1412 of 2011 

Present :     Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Appellant, in person.

ii)  Dr. Jasbir Singh, Deputy Director ;
iii) Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 20.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the remaining information to the Appellant within five weeks from that day.



Dr. Jasbir Singh, Deputy Director, hands over a reply vide no. 1353 dated 19.04.2012, to the information-seeker in connection with item no. 4, in the Commission today.

 In that letter, Mr. N. P. Rai, Respondent-PIO, has clearly mentioned that 
record in connection with the information sought, in connection with item no. 4, of the RTI application of the Appellant, is  not maintained in the office and hence could not be supplied.


I have gone through the queries raised in RTI application and reply of the Respondent, I found it satisfactory.


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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

(Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Ms. Santosh Kumari

W/o Mr. Manohar Lal,

South Avenue, Street – 6,

Backside DAV College,

Abohar







    
      ..…Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chief Engineer,

Pb. State Powercom Ltd (West),

Bathinda








..…Respondent
A. C. No.  1421 of 2011 

Present :      None on behalf of the Appellant.


        Sh. Shankar Lal, S. D. O., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 20.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to re-submit the requisite information to the Appellant through registered post within one week from that day.



Sh. Shankar Lal, S. D. O., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that in compliance with the order, dated 20.03.2012, the Respondent-PIO has sent the requisite information, to the Appellant through registered post on 26.03.2012. He further submits that the same information was also supplied to the Appellant on 02.01.2012 through registered post.

The Appellant was absent on the last date of hearing and she is again 

absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

(Chander Parkash)    
                           

State Information Commissioner
25th  April, 2012
