STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bahadur Singh Saini,

S/o Sher Singh

VPO- Sahouran,

Tehsil- Kharar,

District- SAS Nagar, Pb.
  



         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar, Kharar,

District SAS Nagar.





        … Respondent

CC- 868/2012

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Bahadur Singh Saini, complainant, in person.


None for the respondent.





------
RTI application filed on 

:  24.02.2012.

PIO-SDM, Kharar, transferred 
:  01.03.2012 
the application under Section
6(3) to Tehsildar, Kharar,   under 
intimation to 
the applicant.

Information sought
: Certified  copy of the application  filed by Sh. Sarup Singh s/o Karam Singh of vill. Sahora in the court of SDM, Kharar which was decided on 5.3.2008.  File No.54.
PIO’s reply

:No response  was given by the PIO-
Tehsildar, Kharar.
Relevant facts emerging

during hearing :

           The complainant states  that  no response was given                                                                                               

by the PIO-Tehsildar. 

A perusal of  documents on record reveals that  the

SDM had directed the  PIO-Tehsildar to provide the demanded information 
to the  applicant as the same  is available in his office record. Despite this no information  has been given by the PIO-Tehsildar.
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None has appeared  today on behalf of the PIO-Tehsildar despite  issuance of sufficient notice of  hearing on 17.04.2012.  The Commission takes a serious  view  of non-compliance of  its notice by the respondent-PIO.

The PIO-Tehsildar is  given  one more  opportunity to  provide the demanded information as available on record, duly attested, to the  information-seeker before the next date of hearing  with a copy to the Commission failing which  action will be initiated  against him as per  provisions  of the RTI Act, 2005. 

Decision :


The case is adjourned  to 21.05.2012 (Monday) at 10.30 AM.

Announced in the open court.
Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Arun Garg,

H. no. 40, Central Town,

Village- Daad, 

P.O- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana- 142022





     

      

 Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,


Home Affairs & Justice Department Pb.,


Chandigarh.






…..Appellant

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 


Home Affairs & Justice Department Pb., 




Chandigarh.






…..Respondents 

AC- 500/2012

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant.


None for the respondents.





   -----

RTI application filed on 

: 24.11.2011.
PIO replied



: No

First Appeal



: 17.01.2012.

Letter of transfer


:17.02.2012.

Second appeal received on
:03.04.2012.

Information sought :


The appellant has sought information  on various points i.e.  A ( i to  vi) and B  as listed in the  RTI application.

PIO’s reply:

No  response has been given by the PIO.

Order of the FAA :


No order has been passed.
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Grounds for the Second Appeal :


No information was provided. Hence second appeal before the Commission.
Relevant facts emerging during  hearing :


Neither the appellant nor  anyone on behalf of the respondents is present.


The appellant has sent an e-mail message stating that  he   is unable to appear before the Hon’ble Commission  today as he is to appear in a court of law at  District  Courts, Ludhiana.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 16.05.2012 (Wednesday) at 10.30 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg,

H. no. 40, Central Town,

Village- Daad,

P.O.- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana - 142022



     

      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent,

Central Jail, Jalandhar;

At Modern Jail, Kapurthala. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police (Prisons) Punjab. 

SCO No. 8-9, Sector-17A, 

Chandigarh.  

   


    …..Respondents

AC- 501/2012

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.


Mr. Nachhatter Singh, Assistant Supdtt. Jail and Mr. Amritpal 

Singh, Supdtt. o/o DGP, Pb, for the respondents.






----

RTI application filed on 

: 13.12.2011.

PIO replied



: Letter No.393, dated 12.01.2012.
First Appeal



: 23.01.2012.

Second appeal received on
:03.04.2012.

Information sought :


The appellant seeks information  on 07 points as listed in the  RTI application.

PIO’s reply:

            The  PIO, Jalandhar Central Jail  responded  on all the points on 12.01.2012.

The information is contested by the appellant in an appeal filed before the FAA-DGP (Prisons), Punjab, on 23.01.2012.

Order of the FAA :


No order was passed.
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Grounds for the Second Appeal :


Incorrect and misleading  information was  sent to the information-seeker by the  Respondent-PIO. No decision /communication received from the FAA. Hence second appeal before the Commission.

Relevant facts emerging during  hearing :


The  respondent-PIO submits a letter No. 723/ASCT, dated 06.05.2012  during the hearing  stating therein that  some information has been provided to the appellant  as available in the record of  the respondent-PIO.  The letter  further states that  in compliance with the orders of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court the appellant-Arun Garg was   shifted to Burail Jail, Chandigarh  and all his conviction record was also sent  alongwith him to the authorities of Burail Jail.  And he was  told to get rest of the information from the authorities  of  Burail Jail Chandigarh.  
The letter is taken on record. The  respondent  is directed  to send a copy of the  same through registered post  immediately to the appellant. 

The appellant has sent an e-mail message stating that  he   is unable to appear before the Hon’ble Commission  today as he is to appear in a court of law at  District  Courts, Ludhiana and seeks adjournment.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 16.05.2012 (Wednesday) at 10.30 AM.

Announced in the open court.


Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg,

H. no. 40, Central Town,

Village- Daad,

P.O.- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana - 142022



     
      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent,

Central Jail, Jalandhar;

At Modern Jail, Kapurthala. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police (Prisons) Punjab. 

SCO No. 8-9, Sector-17A, 

Chandigarh.  

     


    …..Respondents

AC- 502/2012

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Nachhatter Singh, Assistant Supdtt. Jail and Mr. Amritpal 

Singh, Supdtt. o/o DGP, Pb, for the respondents.






----

RTI application filed on 

: 13.12.2011.

PIO replied



: Letter No.392, dated 12.01.2012.

First Appeal



: 23.01.2012.

Second appeal received on
:03.04.2012.

Information sought :


The appellant  sought information regarding total period undergone by the  applicant and his release, from May 17 to August 13, 2011.

Attested copies of details of correspondence between Chandigarh Burail Jail and Central Jail, Jalandhar regarding remission earned by convict/total period undergone by convict and his release with dates and no. of receipts etc. (on five points). 

PIO’s reply:

            The  information furnished by  PIO, Jalandhar Central Jail  on 12.01.2012.
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No satisfied with the information given, the  appellant preferred first appeal to DGP (Prisons), Punjab, on 23.01.2012.  And finally approached the State Information Commission on  03.04.2012.
Order of the FAA :


No order was passed.

Grounds for the Second Appeal :


Incomplete, incorrect,  irrelevant  and misleading  information was  sent to the information-seeker by the Respondent-PIO. No decision /communication was received from the FAA. Hence second appeal before the Commission.

Relevant facts emerging during  hearing :


The  respondent-PIO submits letter No. 724/ASCT, dated 06.05.2012  during hearing today stating therein that  some information had been provided to the appellant  as available in the record of  the respondent-PIO. Letter  further states that  in compliance with the orders of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court the appellant-Arun Garg was   shifted to Burail Jail, Chandigarh  and all his conviction record was also sent  alongwith him to the authorities of Burail Jail.  And he was  told to get rest of the information from the authorities  of  Burail Jail Chandigarh.  

This letter is taken on record. The  respondent  is directed  to send a copy of  the  same through registered post  immediately to the appellant. 


The appellant has sent an e-mail message dated May 7, 2012 stating that  he is unable to appear before the Hon’ble Commission  today as he is to appear in a court of law at  District  Courts, Ludhiana and seeks adjournment.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 16.05.2012 (Wednesday) at 10.30 AM.

Announced in the open court.


Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur 

Gen. Secy. Universal Human Rights Org.

Vill. Rasulpur, 

PS Jagraon Sadar, 

Distt- Ludhiana




     

  …..Appellant

 Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur.   


    …..Respondents

AC- 503/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Representative, Mr. Hari Singh Sodhi, for the  appellant.



Ms. Usha  Rani, Sr. Assistant, for the respondents.





------

RTI application filed on 

:  29.12.2011.

First  Appeal



:  12.02.2012.

First Appellate Authority order
:   No order was passed.
Second appeal received on
:  03.04.2012.

Information sought
:   Regarding bus facilities provided to the   
   terrorist victims from  01.12.1997 in district     
   Moga.  
PIO’s reply

:  No response  was given by the PIO. 
   On not getting any response,  the complainant filed his first appeal on  

12.02.2012 to  Commissioner, Faridkot Division, inadvertently though the FAA was Commissioner, Ferozepur Division as Moga district is a part of Ferozepur and not Faridkot  commissionaire.

Commissioner, Faridkot Division, transferred it to  Commissioner, Ferozepur Division,  on  21.02.2012.


Interestingly, the appellant who claims to be an activist of Universal Human Rights Organisation, was not aware as to which commissionaire Moga district belongs to.
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            No information has been furnished  to the appellant so far.  Therefore, second appeal  to the Commission was preferred.  Notice of hearing was issued to the parties on 17.04.2012 for  07.05.2012.

Relevant facts emerging

during hearing :

          Representative of the  appellant states  that   partial information  was                                                                                                

received  from the  respondent.  Information  on remaining 02 points is yet to be  provided.  

The representative, Ms Usha Rani,  appearing for the respondent , submits a letter No.97/RRA, dated 02.05.2012 furnishing information on the remaining 02 points. This letter is taken on record.

A copy of this letter is handed over to the  appellant’s representative  in the court today itself.  He is satisfied with the same.
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.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi Dhuri,

Distt- Sangrur.





         …Complainant

Versus

1.Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police

Division, Patiala


2. First Appellate Authority,


O/o Inspector General of Police,
Division Patiala.






… Respondents
AC- 515/2012

ORDER
Present:    None for the  appellant.

       Mr. Charat Singh, ASI, for the respondents.





-----

RTI application filed on 

: 10.01.2012.

First Appeal



: 12.03.2012.

Second appeal received on
:04.04.2012.

Information sought :


  Seeks a copy  of directions and instructions issued by DGP, Punjab  couple of years ago on the subject that the inquiry can only be re-opened after obtaining the permission  of the  DGP if the inquiry has been already completed and disposed off.
Contents :


RTI request was filed on 10.01.2012.  The application  was disposed of ten days later by I.G. P., Zonal-1,  Patiala saying that the appellant had sought very vague information which was not directly related to his office.  He was directed to contact the DGP’s office which actually had issued the requisite directions.

Instead of directing the appellant to contact DGP office, the IGPolice could have transferred the RTI request to the concerned  PIO i.e. office of DGP, Pb.


Perhaps, the perception is that the RTI application is to be transferred to junior officers only. In case the requisite information is with the PIO higher 
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in administrative  hierarchy, the tendency is to instruct the appellant to directly contact the higher authority.  The RTI application can be transferred  under Section 6(3) to the PIO who is in custody of the information  irrespective of his position in  hierarchy  of the administration.

In the instant case, the IG Police’s  contention was justified that the appellant should have been very specific regarding the directions issued by the DGP, Punjab’s office.  However, the IGP (Zonal-1)–cum- PIO informed the  SIC through its letter No.6045/RTI dated 28.04.2012.  This letter is taken on record.

The respondent-PIO is directed to send this requisite information to the appellant through registered post within 03 days.
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.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

R/o # 4976/40,

Jagjit Nagar, 

Roopnagar, Pb.




     

   …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Roopnagar

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police, (IG),

Zone- I, Patiala 

     


    …..Respondents

AC- 480/2012

ORDER
Present:    None for the appellant.
Mr. Ranjit Singh, ASI and  Mr. Shingara Singh, H.C., for the respondents.






----

RTI application filed on 

: 19.10.2011.

First Appeal



: I.G. P. (Zone -1), Patiala.
Second appeal received on
:28.03.2012.

Information sought :

 Appellant seeks action taken report on his representation regarding the 
increment for four years made in June, 2011.


Also wants to know the reasons for not releasing his pay with the due increment for the last four years.  The officers responsible for the delay for denying him justice to be identified.
Contents :

RTI application dated 10.10.2011 to SSP, Mohali was transferred to SSP, Roopnagar on 23.11.2011 (after 40 days instead  of mandatory five days.  However, SSP, Roopnagar informed the information seeker on 20.12.2011 which the appellant  feels was not complete and satisfactory.


Subsequently, the appellant filed an appeal to I.G. Police (Zone-1), Patiala, on 14.2.2012.  Again, SSP, Roopnagar  on 12.3.2012.

The appellant is  seeking complete information on why his increment has not been  effected for the last four years.
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Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :


The respondent says that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant and  he is satisfied.

Decision :


The information stands supplied.  However, the  appellant is given yet another opportunity to point out any discrepancy in the information furnished before the next date of hearing.  The case is adjourned to 16.05.2012 (Wednesday) at 10.30 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of  the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012.

                       State  Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mahinder Kumar Arora,

# 12, Street no. 3,

Near Gurudwara Kalgidhar,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Tripri, Patiala, Pb. 
  




         …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala,



2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Inspector General of Police,


Zonal-I, Patiala. 

 


        … Respondent

AC- 510/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Mahinder Kumar Arora, appellant, in person.
Mr. Jasbir Singh, H.C. and Mr. Hakim Singh, H.C., for the respondents.



----

RTI application filed on 

: 12.12.2011.

First Appeal



: 05.03.2012.
Second appeal received on
: 04.04.2012.

Information sought :

  
Appellant seeks  certified copies  of action taken report on case No.84 registered on 10.03.2011 against councillor Sangeeta Gera.  Details on raids to arrest  her accomplices, exact date and court in which its challan was presented and related details.

Also wants to know the reasons for not releasing his pay with the due increment for the last four years.  The officers responsible for the delay for denying him justice to be identified.

Contents :


On not getting proper response, the appellant filed appeal before the FAA- IG Police, Patiala, who directed the PIO to respond within ten days.  Failing to get any response, the appellant approached State Information Commission vide his appeal dated  27.03.2012.










Contd…2-
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Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :


The respondent says that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant and  he is satisfied with the information.  The appellant has also given in writing that he is satisfied with the information provided.
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.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Pal Singh,


R/o # 595,

W.No.-1,

Surjit Nagar, Morinda,

Tehsil- Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt- Roopnagar- 140101




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Roopnagar.






        … Respondent

CC- 874/2012






  ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


: 
30.03.2012
PIO replied 




: 
04.05.2012
Second Appeal Received on 

: 
04.05.2012
Information Sought:
The complainant sought attested copies of DDR No 23.01.2012 & DDR no. 26.01.2012, regarding  Sh. Sarabjit Singh’s duty for guarding the EVM’s at Ropar and his absence on 01.01.2012. Also on the PHG Harjinder Singh’s duty from 30.01.2012 to 02.01.2012.
PIO’s Reply: 

No reply has been filed by the PIO.

Grounds for the Second Appeal:
Information not provided.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:
Complainant: Mr. Pal Singh.
Respondent:  Mr. Ranjit Singh, ASI and Mr. Parminder Singh, HC.

 
Respondent today provided the requisite information to the complainant in the court, to his satisfaction. However, the complainant is insisting that the information provided to him should be attested. 


Respondent is directed that the provided information to the complainant should be duly attested by the competent authority. Complete information has been provided to the complainant, to his satisfaction. 

 







Contd……2/-
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Decision:  

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

Announced in the open court.

          Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

S/o Sh. Rulda Singh,

R/o Majra Manna Singh Wala,

President the Schedule Caste Co. Land Society Ltd.,

Majra Manna Singh Wala,

Tehsil- Amloh,

Distt- Fatehgarh Sahib. 




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, (SDM)

Amloh, Distt- Fatehgarh Sahib, Pb. 


        … Respondent

CC- 879/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
29.12.2011
PIO replied 




: 
23.01.2012
Second Appeal received on 

:
30.03.2012
Information Sought:

The complainant was seeking information regarding Rojnamcha waquati for the year 1979-1980. 

PIO’s Reply: 
Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Not satisfied with the provided information by the PIO vide letter dt. 23.01.2012

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:
Complainant: Mr. Mukhtiar Singh
Respondent:  Mr. Jaswinder Singh, Tehsildar Amloh and Sh. Baljit Singh,        



 Office Kanugoo.


The Respondent states that there was no such report on the record.  Subsequently, in appeal to State Information Commission, the complainant sought report Rojnamcha  dated 23.09.1956 regarding allotment land allotted to Harijan’s. 


The Respondent stated that the requisite record was not available and he produced the copies of record stating that the patwari who relinquished office and handed over charge on May, 1973, had not handed over this particular record. The present patwari dittos it. 










Contd…2/-
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Since the record is not available and the information is old record which is lost between 1956 and 1973, it can’t be traced.  The Respondent pleaded that the information cannot be supplied. The complainant was satisfied with the respondent’s response / information.

Decision: 
 
Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced in the open court. 

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jallaur Singh,

S/o Sh. Galla Singh,

R/o 7-D, Dashmesh Nagar,

Amritsar Road,


Moga.

  





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Additional General of Police,

IVC-cum-Human Rights Commission Punjab, 

Sector- 34A,

Chandigarh 



 


        … Respondent

CC- 908/2012

ORDER
RTI Application filed on 


: 
29.08.2011
PIO replied 




: 
23.12.2011
Second Appeal 



:
03.04.2012

Information Sought:
Action taken report regarding his complaint dated 08.06.2011 made Sh. Jagjit Singh S/o Sh. Makhan Singh. 

PIO’s Reply: 
PIO made a request to deposit Rs. Six on 23.12.2011 and the appellant deposited the same on 05.01.2012.

Grounds for the Second Appeal:
Information not provided. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

None for the parties. 


Today none is present on behalf of both the parties. The complaint has deposited the requisite fee which is demanded by the Respondent vide letter dated  23.12.2011.   The Respondent-PIO is directed to furnish the information at earliest, in any case before the next date of hearing.  
Decision: 
The case is adjourned to 21.05.2012 (Monday) at 10:30 A.M.3
Announced in the open court. 
Copies of order be sent to the parties. 
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldip Singh (Namberdar)

VPO- Samundra,

Teshil- Garhshankar,

Distt- Hoshiarpur,

Punjab. 
  





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD (B & R),

Circle No. 2,

Hoshiarpur.
 





        … Respondent

CC- 904/2012

ORDER 

RTI Application filed on 


:
20.09.2011
PIO replied 

: 
26.09.2011, 03.10.2011,         







17.10.2011 & 03.11.2011 

Information Sought:
Land acquisition by Punjab government for State Highway from Balachaur to Hoshiarpur. The information is sought on four points.

PIO’s Reply: 
PIO has provided point-wise reply to the complainant. 
Grounds for the Second Appeal:

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Kuldeep Singh
Respondent: Mr. Satpal Singh, SDO & Mr. Varinder Kumar, JE.

 
Respondent-PIO supplied the requisite information vide letter dated 02.05.2012 to the complainant in the court during the hearing. The complainant submits in writing that the requisite information has been received to his satisfaction.

Decision: 
Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced in the open court.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.   
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Surjit Singh, 

S/o Sh. Ram Singh,

Village- Dodra, 

PO- Kulara 

Tehsil- Samana 

Distt- Patiala.
  





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar Samana,

Distt- Patiala, Pb. 





        … Respondent

CC- 897/2012






   ORDER 
RTI Application filed on 


:
16.01.2012
PIO replied 




: 
No reply has been filed 
Second Appeal 



:
02.04.2012
Information Sought:

Illegal possession in village Deoda, Tehsil- Samana, Distt- Patiala  

PIO’s Reply: 
No written reply has been filed by the PIO. 
Grounds for the Second Appeal:
Information has not provided.  

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Surjit Singh
Respondent:  Mr. Bheem Sain, Office Kanugoo, Mr. Sat Pal, Patwari & Mr.  Inderjit Singh, Patwari. 


Heard both the parties. Order is reserved.

Decision: 


The order will be pronounce in the open court on 11.05.2012 (Friday)  at 10:30 AM. 
Announced in the open court.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.  
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harbans Singh,

S/o Sh. Makhan Singh,

# 1064, Sector-70,

Mohali







…Complainant





        Versus 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sh. Mukatsar Sahib, Pb. 
 



…Respondent
         

CC- 880/2012

ORDER 

RTI Application filed on 


: 
22.06.2010
PIO replied 
 
No reply has been filed by 



the PIO.
Second Appeal received on  

:
30.03.2012
Information Sought:
The complainant is seeking a copy of the order. Report on the suggested correction by FCR in the revenue records and the report of the SDM, Mukatsar on this issue. 

PIO’s Reply: No reply has been filed. 
Grounds for the Second Appeal:
Information not provided to the complainant. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Harbans Singh.
Respondent: Mr.Shakeel Singh, DRO 


The Respondent-PIO has furnished the requisite information to the complainant in the court. The complainant feels satisfied and gives in writing, to file his complaint. Copy of the same is taken on record. 

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.  
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 07.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
