STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravinder Kumar, 

S/o Shri B.L Sadhu, 

3/110 Subhash Nagar,

New Delhi-110027 M 9899126484




……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information officer, 

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

 Patiala. 


First Appellate Authority 

o/o   Inspector General of Police, Patiala Zonal,

Patiala. 



 


……………....Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2240 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Ravinder Kumar (M.No.9899126484) appellant in person.



Shri Parveen Kumar (M.No.98764-32980) Head Constable on behalf of the 



respondents.


ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 10.07.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term.

2.

The representative of the respondent-PIO has brought one letter bearing No. 1503 dated 4.11.2014 stating that after investigation the challan has been filed in the Court of Additional Judge, Fatehgarh Sahib on 1.3.2014 and the case was listed for hearing on 15.11.2014.  The respondent-PIO further states that the case is subjudice and pending before the Hon'ble Court and complete record is available in that Court so the information asked for by the appellant cannot be provided. In view of this the appellant is advised to seek the information from the Hon'ble Court as the relevant record is now available in that Court.  However, the respondent-PIO is directed to ensure that any other information which the information-seeker is seeking and is available in any of the police station be provided to him.
3.

It has been seen that there is delay in furnishing the information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 and no proper response was given, the respondent-PIO is directed to be careful in future.
3.

With this direction the case which was filed in the Commission on 10.07.2014 is closed.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Tirath Garg, M.B.B.S M.S Ortho Surgeon, 

Aarti hospital, Malwal Road, 

Ferozepur City. -152002





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur

 
The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Committee,

Lehragaga, District Sangrur.





……………....Respondents
Complaint Case No. 1045 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Piyush Sharma, Advocate (M.No.9646306300) on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Sukhkwinder Verma (M.No.98760-27701) Naib Tehsildar, Lehragaga on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 26.03.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term. 
2.

The counsel for the appellant-Dr. Tirath Ram Garg states that he has lost his brief (case file) and he is not in a position to argue the case.  On the other hand both the Municipal Committee, Lehragaga and Naib Tehsildar, Lehragaga have furnished some information which the appellant may peruse before the next date of hearing and communicate to the respondents if there is any deficiency in the information. Municipal Committee, Lehragaga may also be impleaded as a party.  Both the parties should remain in touch with each other and very clear and specific about the information, which he needs. The respondent-PIOs are directed to supply information which is available in their record before the next date of hearing.
3.

The case is adjourned to 13.1.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Tirath Garg,M.B.B.S M.S Ortho Surgeon, 

Aarti hospital, Malwal Road, 

Ferozepur City. -152002





…………….. Appellant.

Vs

The Public Informational Officer, 

o/o  Deputy Commissioner,  Sangrur. 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,  

Sangrur.

 




……………....Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1633 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Piyush Sharma, Advocate (M.No.9646306300) on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Sukhkwinder Verma (M.No.98760-27701) Naib Tehsildar, Lehragaga on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 06.05.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term.

2.

The appellant-Dr. Tirath Ram Garg is being represented by Shri Piyush Sharma, Advocate.  He has asked for the information from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.  He further submits that he has lost his case file of this case and is not in a position to check the information as to what he really requires.  He requests for some time to reconstruct his own case file and then ask for information.  The information asked for by the appellant is being submitted by respondent- PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur to the representative of the appellant for appellant's perusal.
3.

The case is adjourned to 13.1.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dhirinder Kamal Saldi, 

House No. 1124, sector 18 C, 

Chandigarh. M 9814172803




……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Superintendent of Police(Crimes I)  

Punjab , Chandigarh.
 



……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1526 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Daninder Kamal Saldi (M.No.98141-72803) complaint in person.


Shri Sukhwinder Singh, ASI (M.No.98764-61574) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 26.05.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term.

2.

The complainant submits that the concerned file was available with the respondent on 26.2.2013 when they have asked to deposit Rs.108/- for 54 pages.  It is very strange that thereafter the file has gone missing as stated by the representative of the respondent-PIO.  During this period, no inquiry has been conducted to find out any official responsible who has played mischief so-far.  This is a case of serious lapse against the custodians of govt. record and calls for due inquiry and registration of FIR for missing file to punish the culprits.  
3.

On perusal of the office file, it has come to the notice that former SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur vide her order dated 13.10.2014 given an last opportunity to provide the requisite information but PIO has failed to do so. Under these circumstances, a notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to Shri Jaskaran Singh, IPS, Deputy Inspector General of Police (Crime), Punjab, Chandigarh –cum-PIO to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him is issued.  The written explanation of the PIO may be filed before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.  The respondent-PIO be present in person on the next date of hearing.  He is advised to ensure that the requisite record is got traced and information is provided to the complainant before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 15.1.2015.
4.

To come up on 15.1.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab
CC  (Regd.) 

Shri Jaskaran Singh, IPS, Deputy Inspector General of Police (Crime)-cum-PIO, Punjab, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardev Singh, Advocate,

House No. 1038

Sector 67, Mohali

M. B.No.9988825925 





……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.

 





……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1311 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Ms. Ritu Kapoor (M.No.97798-69631), Senior Assistant alongwith Ms. Rajni, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 09.06.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term.

2.

On the last date of hearing on 13.10.2014 before the Commission, the representative of the respondent-PIO submitted that Shri Hardev Singh was allowed to inspect the relevant record and some more information was also provided to him.  The complainant sought some time to peruse the information and the case was adjourned for confirmation.
3.

As stated by the representatives of the respondent-PIO, photocopies of complete file were given to the complainant-Shri Hardev Singh on 27.8.2014.  After the lapse of nearly three months, no intimation in writing regarding deficiencies has been received in the Commission or in the office of the respondent.  

4.

Keeping in view the above, the complaint case which was filed in the Commission on 23.04.2014 is closed. 








           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vikas Kuthiala, 

S/o Shri Kuldip Kuthiala, 

R/o # 105, Sector-27-A 

Chandigarh-160019.




……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Informational Officer, 

o/o Tehsildar(East),

Ludhiana. 




……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1071 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Rakesh Kumar clerk o/o Shri Vikas Kuthiala, advocate on behalf of the complainant. 

Major G.S.Benipal, Tehsildar, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 28.03.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term. 

2.

Shri Rakesh Kumar, Clerk representative of Shri Vikas Kuthiala advocate states that Shri Kuthiala is unable to appear before the Commission as he is out of station and has requested for an adjournment.  The respondent-PIO-Major G.S. Benipal, Tehsildar, Ludhiana is present.  In view of the request from the appellant, the case is adjourned to 13.1.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Subedar Major Pritam Singh, 

S/o Shri Chhota Singh, 

R/o Village Naushera (Saderabad), 

Near Shri Gurbax Singh Floor Mills,

Malerkotla, District Sangrur.




……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o S.H.O. Amargarh, Tehsil Malerkotla,

District Sangrur.
 




……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1113 of 2014

Present:-
Sub.Major Pritam Singh (M.No.9041535435) complainant in person.


Shri Sukhdev Singh, ASI (M.No.8054545128) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 03.04.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term.

2.

As stated by the appellant, complete information has been provided to him but he requests for compensation.
3.

I have perused the order dated 15.10.2014, which states that the respondent-PIO has regretted the delay and has felt sorry.  In view of the submissions made by him the Court of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur has accepted the explanation. As there is no provision of review of any orders passed by Hon'ble Members, hence no further action, as prayed by the complainant, can be taken.  If still aggrieved, he may seek any remedial action in the Court of Law.
4.

Since complete information has been provided to the satisfaction of the complainant, the complaint case which was filed in the Commission on 3.4.2014 is closed.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagroop Singh, 

S/o Late S.  Bant Singh, 

House No. 1363, Phase II, 

Urban Estate, Patiala.-147002 

M 9855567772






……………..Appellant

Vs

The Public Information Office,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Patiala. 


First Appellate Authority

o/o Inspector General Zonal , 

Patiala



 




……………....Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 1923 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Amanpreet Singh, Advocate  on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Parveen Kumar (M.No.98764-32980) Head Constable on behalf of the 


respondents.

ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 09.06.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term.

2.

The representative of the appellant states that the information asked for by the appellant has been sent to him on 20.10.2014, which has been received by his wife and no information before that was ever received by him.  In the information sent to him on 20.10.2014, certain pages are not legible and the signatures of the witnesses and their addresses are not appearing.  Both the respondent and appellant are advised to sit together and cross check the documents with each other on the deficiencies of the information being provided on the basis of record available in their office before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 13.1.2015.
2.

To come up on 13.1.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S. L. Sharma , 

S/o Shri Ronki Ram Sharma, 

House No. 1755/3, 

Khattarwara, Ambala City -134003.





……………..Appellant

Vs

The Public Information officer 

o/o Tehsildar,

Rajpura, Patiala.


First Appellant Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.




……………....Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1920 of 2014

Present:-
Shri S.L.Sharma (M.No.98962-14074) appellant in person.
Shri Darshan Singh M.No. (98764-87222), Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 09.06.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term.

2.

Earlier this case was heard by Ld. SIC- Mrs. Jaspal Kaur on 27.8.2014.  The appellant stated on that date that his representation dated 6.9.2010 is still under consideration of the respondents and he is not satisfied with the information which was supplied to him on 12.9.2011.  The case was heard on 27.8.2014 and adjourned to 16.10.2014, but the appellant was not present on 16.10.2014.  He, however, wrote another letter to the Commission on 30.10.2014 asking for some specific information.  A copy of the same was handed over to the respondent during the hearing for specific reply before the next date of hearing.

3.

In this case, it has been seen that the appellant is being made to shuttle and the respondent PIO is not responding in an appropriate manner and appellant is being harassed.  On the next date of hearing the respondent PIO-Shri Joginder Pal, Tehsildar, Rajpura is directed to appear in person.

4.

It is, therefore, a fit case to issue a notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him and compensation awarded to the appellant.  The written explanation of the PIO may be filed before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.

5.

To come up on 13.1.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

CC

Shri Joginder Pal, Tehsildar, Rajpura
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Jaswinder Kaur, 

W/o Shri Balwinder Singh, 

R/o 37, Phase 2, Urban estate, 

Patiala., M 9888117657





……………..Appellant

Vs

The Public Informational Officer, 

o/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala. 


First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Inspector General Zonal , Patiala. 



……………....Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1740 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Balwinder Singh, Appellant ( M.No. 98148-10023) and Mrs. Renu Grover on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Parveen Kumar, HC (M.No.98764-32980) on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 15.05.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term.

2.

In this case, Smt. Balwinder Kaur is being represented by her husband and 
Mrs. Renu Grover another interested party in this case is also present.  On 10.10.2014, information containing 31 pages has been provided to the appellant.  The representative of the appellant states that the information supplied to her is not exact and sufficient.  Copies of the statements of accused persons recorded during the investigation and also letter from the Deputy Superintendent of Police (D), Patiala to Tehsildar, Patiala regarding veracity of lease executed between Flying Academy and Capt. K.T. Rajendra were not supplied.  Shri Manjit Singh Brar, Deputy Superintendent of Police (D), Patiala is impleaded as a party to bring necessary record on the next date of hearing.  
3.

The case is adjourned to 5.1.2015 at 11.30A.M.








           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

CC 
Shri Darshan Singh Brar, the Deputy Superintendent of Police (D) o/o the Superintendent of Police, Patiala 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sachin Jain s/o Sh. Adishwar Jain,

K-201, Kismat Complex,

GT Road, Miller Ganj, Ludhiana.





……………..Appellant

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






……………....Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1327 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI (M.No.9501500377) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 25.03.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC- Shri Narinderjit Singh for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as he was going abroad. 
2.

Shri Sachin Jain, appellant is not present.  He has sent an e-mail to inform that he is unable to appear before the Commission due to sudden demise of his grand-father and seeks an adjournment.
3.

The respondent-PIO being represented by Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI states that he has brought some information containing 20 pages for handing over to the appellant.  The representative of the respondent-PIO is directed to send the same to the appellant at his address through registered post for his perusal.
3.

The case is adjourned to 13.1.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

H.No.60/35-P-330, St. No.8

Maha Singh Nagar, Daba Lohara Road,

Post Office Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana-141014.


……………..Appellant

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

FAA o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







……………....Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2115 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The above case under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not getting the information from the respondent was received in the Commission on 10.07.2014. It was entrusted to the bench of Hon'ble SIC-Mrs. Jaspal Kaur for adjudication. The case was referred to the Registry for transferring the same to another Bench as she was going to retire on completion of her term.

2.

The appellant-Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia has sent an e-mail which was received in the Commission on 22.12.2014 requesting for an adjournment as he is not feeling well.  
2.

The adjournment is allowed and case is fixed for 15.1.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 22, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

