                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

# 1722.Sector-14, Hisar (Haryana)








                     …Complainant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Chandigarh.










…Respondent

CC No. 514 of 2013

Present: - 
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Balwinder Singh, ASI, Office of the Addl.Director General of Police, Punjab and Shri Balwinder Singh Senior Assistant, Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the additional information/clarification regarding the discrepancies pointed out by the complainant has been provided to him vide letter No. 2679/Traffic-2 dated 17.5.2013 sent through registered post. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. As a last opportunity to the complainant to raise his objection if any, the case is adjourned to 19.6.2013. 



To come up on 19.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

                                                                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 28.5.2013.


State Information Commissioner

                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Gurvinder Kaur W/O

Sh. Pappu Singh, R/O W.No.10,

Sooch Patti, Handiayan, Distt.Barnala.








       …Complainant


Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.









…Respondent
CC No. 1265 of 2013
Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Parminderpal Singh, Head Constable, Office of Senior 

                                 Superintendent of Police, Barnala.

ORDER:



The respondent has made a written submission vide letter dated 13.5.2013. The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been provided to her. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding her absence has been received. As a last opportunity to the respondent to raise her objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 19.6.2013,




To come up on 19.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.






                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 28.5.2013.


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Gurvinder Kaur W/O

Sh. Pappu Singh, R/O W.No.10,

Sooch Patti, Handiayan, Distt.Barnala.








       …Complainant


Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.









…Respondent
CC No. 1266 of 2013
Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Parminderpal Singh, Head Constable, Office of Senior 

                                 Superintendent of Police, Barnala.

ORDER:



The respondent has made a written submission vide letter dated 13.5.2013. The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been provided to her. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding her absence has been received. As a last opportunity to the respondent to raise her objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 19.6.2013,




To come up on 19.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.






                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 28.5.2013.


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, Distt.Sangrur.               
           …Complainant

                                         Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. FAA: The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.









…Respondent
AC Nos. 746, 747 & 749 of 2013
Present: -
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Vinod Kumar, ASI, Incharge RTI Cell, Office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.
ORDER:


The respondent has made a written submission vide letter dated 27.5.2013 which is taken on record. A copy of the written submission has also been sent to the appellant. The respondent further submits that all the three cases i.e. A.C.Nos. 746, 747 and 749 of 2013 may be taken together as these relate to same matter and the same appellant.  



The appellant is not present, however a letter dated 16.5.2013 has been received from him mentioning that due to some court case, he is not in a position to attend the hearing in this Commission  and he has sought adjournment of the case. As a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection if any, all the three cases are adjourned to 26.6.2013. 



To come up on 26.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.






                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 28.5.2013.


State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, Distt.Sangrur.               
           …Complainant

                                         Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. FAA: The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.









…Respondent
AC No. 748 of 2013
Present: -
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Vinod Kumar, ASI, Incharge RTI Cell, Office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.
ORDER:
The respondent has made a written submission vide letter dated 27.5.2013 which is taken on record. A copy of the written submission has also been sent to the appellant. The appellant is not present, however a letter dated 16.5.2013 has been received from him mentioning that due to some court case, he is not in a position to attend the hearing in this Commission  and he has sought adjournment of the case. As a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection if any, the case is adjourned to 26.6.2013. 



To come up on 26.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.






                    (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 28.5.2013.


State Information Commissioner
                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Singh, 

House No. 36/46, Gali No. 2,

Prem Nagar, Batala Road, 
Amritsar-143001   






……Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

Women Cell,

DSP, Traffic,Police Office, Headquarter,
Jalandhar.







   ….Respondent

CC No. 2679 of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The respondent and the complainant are not present and no intimation regarding their absence has been received. At the last date of hearing the Public Information Officer-Deputy Superintendent of Police, Traffic Police Office, Jalandhar was directed to be personally present. The Public Information is not present. As a last opportunity Shri Jagan Nath, Public Information Officer, Deputy Superintendent of Police, Traffic Police Office, (HQ) Jalandhar is hereby summoned to be personally present on the next date of hearing to provide his written response regarding the complaint and also explain his absence from the hearings in this Commission. 


To come up on 26.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
DATED: 28.05.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 
CC: 
Shri Jagan Nath, Public Information Officer-Deputy Superintendent of Police, Traffic Police Office (Headquarter) Jalandhar for necessary action.

               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sucha Singh,

S/o S. Rajinder Singh,

V&PO Jasraur, 

Tehsil Ajnala, 

Distt. Amritsar.






………Appellant

V/s

The Public Information Officer,

Secretary,

The Jasraur Cooperative Agriculture Service

Society Ltd., V. Jasraur, Teh. Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.

2. President-cum-First Appellate Authority,

O/o the Jasraur Cooperative Agriculture Service

Society Ltd., V. Jasraur, Teh. Ajnala,

 Distt. Amritsar.                                                                      ……….Respondent

A C No. 697 of 2012

Date of hearing: 28.5.2013

Date of decision: 28.5.2013

Public Authority: The Jasraur Cooperative Agriculture Service

                               Society Ltd. Village Jasraur

Present:
Shri S.M.Bhanot on behalf of Shri Sucha Singh, Appellant.



Shri Shavinder Singh, Secretary-cum-PIO, respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Sucha Singh son of S.Rajinder Singh resident of V&PO Jasraur, Tehsil Ajnala, District Amritsar lodged a complaint with this Commission vide his application dated 10.5.2012. In the complaint, Shri Sucha Singh has mentioned that loan account details of the complainant as well as of his father, which otherwise are personal information, have been disclosed to a third person without following the procedure under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and without inviting the objections from the complainant in contravention of the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. The complainant has mentioned in his complaint that he may be compensated for the harassment and mental agony, delay, deficient service and wastage of the time of the complainant and has sought relief. Notice of hearing was sent to both the parties on 22.6.2012 and the case was listed for hearing on 17.7.2012. The respondent did not turn on 17.7.2012 and again he abstained from hearings in this Commission on 4.9.2012, 3.10.2012, 18.12.2012, 30.1.2013 and 12.3.2013. The PIO came present on 17.4.2013 and offered unqualified apology for his absence from the earlier hearings. The PIO sought time for providing response regarding the appeal and the case was adjourned to 2.5.2013. Again the PIO sought time for providing response and was given a last opportunity for the same. On the request of the appellant, the Public Authority was directed to pay an amount of Rs. 6000/- due to the harassment and detriment caused to him and case was adjourned to 28.5.2013. 


Today, the PIO came present along with his counsel. The counsel of the PIO sought adjournment of the case. Shri S.M.Bhanot representing the complainant stated that on 17.4.2013 the PIO has sought adjournment and therefore the case was adjourned to 2.5.2013. Shri S.M.Bhanot further stated that the case was again adjourned on 2.5.2013 to 28.5.2013 and again now the counsel of the PIO is seeking adjournment of the case. 



At this stage, Shri Shavinder Singh, PIO, tendered his unqualified apology regarding providing the information of the complainant to a third person without following the procedure laid down under the Right to Information Act, 2005. The PIO further stated that the order of this Commission dated 2.5.2013 already stands complied with as the compensation amount has been paid to the complainant through Shri S.M.Bhanot appearing on behalf of the complainant. Shri S.M. Bhanot confirms that the compensation amount has been paid. In view of the unqualified apology tendered by the PIO, the case is disposed of and closed.  






         (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 28.5.2013

                State Information Commissioner.

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhola Singh,

Son of Sh. Joginder Singh

Village Nagla, 

Tehsil Lehra Gaga,

District Sangrur






…Complainant





Versus

Public Information Officer,

Office of the Tehsildar,  

Sri Muktsar Sahib.

    







          …Respondent

CC No. 783 of 2013

Date of hearing: 28.5.2013
Date of decision: 28.5.2013

Public Authority: Tehsildar, Sri Muktsar Sahib.

Present:    Shri Bhola Singh complainant.


      Shri Vipin Kumar Kanungo, Office of Tehsildar Sri Muktsar Sahib on 
                 behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

       The respondent has made a written submission vide letter dated 26.3.2013 which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the complainant has asked for copies of the revenue record relating Khewat No.144, Khatoni No.  413 to 441. The respondent submits that the complainant has already been informed vide letter No. 28 dated 5.2.2013 that he can obtain the revenue record after depositing the requisite fee as notified by the State Government. Since there is already a disclosure mechanism in place, the provisions of the Right to Information Act would not override those provisions because there is nothing inconsistent between the two. Therefore, in this case the complainant has rightly been advised to obtain the copies of the records from the relevant authority by following the regulations put in place by the State Government.
                   Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 






                (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 28.5.2013

                State Information Commissioner.

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, Advocate

House No. 2123,                                       

Sector 27-C,
Chandigarh





                 …Appellant





Versus

1 Public Information Officer,

   Office of the Principal Secretary, 

    Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab,

    Punjab Civil Secretariat,

    Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    The Principal Secretary, 

    Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab,

    Punjab Civil Secretariat,

    Chandigarh. 






   …Respondent

AC No.421 of 2013

Present:          Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, appellant.

                        Smt. Veena Kumari, Superintendent-APIO, Office of the Principal     

                        Secretary Home Affairs, Chandigarh on   behalf of the 
                        respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has made a written submission vide letter dated 28.5.2013 which is taken on record. A copy of the written submission has also been handed over to the appellant at the time of hearing. The appellant is not satisfied with the response of the respondent that the record relating to the complaint is not available with the Public Authority. Accordingly the PIO is directed to file an affidavit mentioning the position regarding non-availability of the record at the next date of hearing.  



To come up on 11.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED: 28.5.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal 

Kundan Bhawan, 

126, Model Gram,

Amritsar









…Appellant


Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.





2. First Appellate Authority,

    Municipal Corporation,

    Amritsar 



















…Respondent.

AC No. 40 of 2013

Present:

Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:



The PIO, Office of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. At the last date of hearing on 3.4.2013, Shri Tilak Raj, Executive Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar and Shri Suraj Parkash, Assistant, Municipal Corporation Amritsar  were present and have filed written submission vide letter dated 25.3.2013. The appellant stated that the information mentioned in the written submission dated 25.3.2013 relates to a different application and not the present case. In view of the wrong written submission of the respondent, the PIO, Commissioner Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was directed to be personally present at today’s hearing to explain reasons for filing the wrong reply and also to explain reasons for delay in providing the information. Shri Parduman Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Amritsar is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to explain reasons for filing wrong reply, not filing written reply as required in the notice of hearing dated 31.1.2013, delay in providing the information and to explain his absence from today’s hearing. Ms. .Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate appearing on behalf of the appellant stated that the appellant has faced harassment and detriment due to delay in providing the information and has sought compensation. In view of the harassment and detriment faced by the appellant, the Public Authority-Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is directed to pay an amount of Rs. 5000/- as compensation to the appellant to be paid through Bank draft within one week’s time, through registered post. 



To come up on 25.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED: 28.05.2013




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 
