STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Venus

W/o Anil Kumar,

C/o Sukhija Helpline,

Opposite Nokia Care Kairon,

Road Malout,

Distt- Muktsar-152107 
 


     
    …Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o ASDP, 

Sector-34A,

Chandigarh. 


Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

Director General School Education,

Sarv Siksha Abhiyan, 

Sector-34A, Chandigarh.  


   
    
  …Respondent  


AC- 477/2012

Order 

Present:-
None for the appellant.



None for the  respondents.






----

RTI application filed on 

: 11.11.2011.

PIO replied



:  No response.
First appeal filed on


:  20.12.2011.

First Appellate Authority’s order
:  There was no order.

Second appeal filed  to State

Information Commission on
:  28.03.2012.

Information sought :



The appellant seeks  information on some points regarding  employment with regard to letter No. RLA RP 124955181N.  She seeks attested photocopies of list of vacant posts  along with allotted station of  Taxation  Practice (Vocational Masters/Mistresses) under general category.
PIO’s reply :



There was no response from the PIO.
Grounds for First appeal  and second appeal:



There was no response.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :
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Appellant has sent a fax  dated  16.05.2011  expressing  her inability to attend the hearing today  and requested for adjournment.


The appellant has also requested that  her instant appeal case No.AC-477/2012 may be clubbed with another case No.AC-476/2012  which is  listed for hearing on 28.05.2012.  



Therefore, both these cases are clubbed together and the instant case is adjourned to 28.05.2012 to be heard alongwith AC-476/2012.
Decision:


The case is adjourned  to 28.05.2012 at  10.30 AM.



Announced  in the  open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Anil Sandhir,

S/o Sh. Satya Pal Sandhir, 

H.no. 2994, HIG,

Phase-I, Dugri,

Ludhiana 

 




     
    …Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ludhiana.  


First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ludhiana.   






         …Respondents  

AC- 467/2012

Order 
Present :-
None for the  appellant.


Dr. Charanjit Singh, Dy.DEO, for the respondents.





     ----

RTI application filed on 

: 04.02.2012.

PIO replied



:  No response.

First appeal filed on


:  07.03.2012.

First Appellate Authority’s order
:  There was no order.

Second appeal filed  to State

Information Commission on
:  27.03.2012.

Information sought :



 He seeks information  regarding the status of arrears of administrative officer on promotion under the letter  No.E-1/303, dated 01.10.2011.  Seeks information on five points.
PIO’s reply :



There was no response from the PIO.

Grounds for First appeal  and second appeal:



There was no response.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :



The appellant has sent an e-mail dated 15.05.2012  expressing his inability to attend the hearing  due to illness.
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The respondent submits a letter No.Lekha-1/2012/1028, dated 15.05.2012, addressed to Principal, SCD Govt. College, Ludhiana with an endorsement to the Commission mentioning therein that the official at present 
works in your institution.  So his final pay certificate  and drawn statement have been sent to you and according to govt. instructions,  his case be considered at your lever.



The respondent is directed to send a copy of this letter to the appellant also by registered post within  two weeks.  The respondent claims that the appellant had talked on phone  and was satisfied with the action taken.  However, appellant is given another opportunity to peruse the information  supplied and point out deficiencies, if any,  before the next date of hearing.  The respondent is directed to make  up the deficiencies, if any, received from the  appellant.
Decision:



The case is adjourned  to 01.06.2012 at  10.30 AM.



Announced  in the  open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Kuljeet Singh, 

S/o  Sh. Paramjeet Singh, 

Village- Malawali,

PO- Goomtala,

Tehsil & Distt- Amritsar  




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Amritsar. 





        

… Respondent

CC- 870/2012

Order 
Present:-
None for the complainant.
Mr. Jiwan Bansal, E.O.-PIO with Mr. Satinderjit Singh, APIO, for the  respondent.




----

RTI application filed on 

: 21.02.2012.

PIO replied



:  No response.

Complaint filed  to State

Information Commission on
:  27.03.2012.

Information sought :



The complainant seeks information whether the Professors’ Colony in Ward No.7  is authorized or otherwise. If the M.C. since 2007 has incurred any expenditure on development projects in the said colony.  Whether the  Improvement Trust  has adopted any resolution for laying sewerage in the colony.

PIO’s reply :



There was no response from the PIO.

Grounds for  complaint:


There  being no response.


Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :


The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.



The respondent has intimated  vide letter dated 14.05.2012 that  the demanded information had been sent to the applicant vide letter 
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No.AIT/11389, dated  21.03.2012, even before the complainant approached the Commission,  a copy of which is annexed to the letter.  The same is taken on record.  


However, the respondent is directed to  send this information again  by registered post to the complainant within a week’s time under intimation to the Commission.


The complainant is also directed to go through the  information supplied and point out deficiencies, if any, which the PIO-respondent will make up  soon.

Decision:



With this, 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: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Singh 

S/o Sh. Waryam Singh,

Village- Dhanal Khurd, 

P.O- Phoolpur, Distt- Jalandhar.  



         Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE),
SCO 95-97, Sector-17-D, 

Chandigarh.






        … Respondent

CC- 857/2012

ORDER
Present :
Representative, Mr. Inderjit Sharma, for the  complainant.



Mr. Narinder Singh, Dy. Director (Sports), for the respondent.






----

RTI application filed on 

: 02.11.2011.

PIO replied



:  No response.

Complaint filed  to State

Information Commission on
:  29.03.2012.

 Information sought :



The complainant seeks information on nine points in relation to  selection of Hockey team under 17 for National  held on 29.10.2011. 
Grounds for  complaint:



There  was no response despite the fact that the information-  seeker  has sought information from three concerned authorities.


Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :


Representative, Mr. Inderjit Sharma, who appears on behalf of the complainant, furnishes his authority letter. It is taken on record.



Respondent says that the requisite  information has been sent  to the complainant by post on  14.05.2012 and  submits a copy  of the letter which 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: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Singh 

S/o Sh. Waryam Singh,

Village- Dhanal Khurd, 

P.O- Phoolpur, 

Distt- Jalandhar.  





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE),.
Sangrur. 






        … Respondent

CC- 860/2012
ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Inderjit Sharma, for the  complainant.

Mr. Rakesh Jain, Sr. Asstt. with  Mr. Gurmit Singh, Sports Officer, for the respondent.






----

RTI application filed on 

: 02.11.2011.

PIO replied



:  No response.

Complaint filed  to State

Information Commission on
:  29.03.2012.

 Information sought :



The complainant seeks information on nine points in relation to  selection of Hockey team under 17 for National  held on 29.10.2011. 

Grounds for  complaint:



There  was no response despite the fact that the information-  seeker  has sought information from three concerned authorities.


Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :


Representative, Mr. Inderjit Sharma, who appears on behalf of the complainant, furnishes his authority letter. It is taken on record.



The complainant has demanded same information from three different concerned authorities.  The requisite information has been provided to the complainant in case CC No.857/2012 and  No.CC-865/2012 vide  letter  dated 14.05.2012.
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: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Singh 

S/o Sh. Waryam Singh,

Village- Dhanal Khurd, 

P.O- Phoolpur, 

Distt- Jalandhar.  





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

Deputy Director (Sports) 


O/o Director Public Instruction (SE), Pb.

SCO 95-97,Sector-17D,

Chandigarh. 




        

… Respondent

CC- 865/2012

ORDER 
Present :
Representative, Mr. Inderjit Sharma, for the  complainant.



Mr. Narinder Singh, Dy. Director (Sports), for the respondent.






----

RTI application filed on 

: 16.11.2011.

PIO replied



:  No response.

Complaint filed  to State

Information Commission on
:  29.03.2012.

 Information sought :



The complainant seeks information on nine points in relation to  selection of Hockey team under 17 for National  held on 29.10.2011. 

Grounds for  complaint:



There  was no response despite the fact that the information-  seeker  has sought information from three concerned authorities.


Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :


Representative, Mr. Inderjit Sharma, who appears on behalf of the complainant, furnishes his authority letter. It is taken on record.



Respondent says that the requisite  information has been sent  to the complainant by post on  14.05.2012 and  submits a copy  of the letter which 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: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balkar Singh,

S/o Sardar Bhagat Singh,

94-Band Gate, 

Shiv Chowk,

Sirsa-125055, (Haryana). 




         …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of  General Administration, 

Punjab Secretariat, Chandigarh. 



        … Respondent

CC- 840/2012

ORDER
Present :
Mr.  Balkar Singh, complainant, in person.



Mr.  Nirmal Singh, Supdtt.-APIO, for the respondent.






----

RTI application filed on 

: 06.09.2011.

PIO replied



:  No response.

Complaint filed  to State

Information Commission on
:  26.03.2012.

 Information sought :



Complainant seeks information reg. Punjab State Employees Board, Punjab Law Commission and Punjab State Information Commission which included  the responsibilities, their functions, powers, their addresses, telephone  numbers etc.
Grounds for  complaint:



There  was no response.

 Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :


Respondent says that the RTI application was not received in their office.  It was received alongwith the notice of hearing  sent by the  Commission on  30.04.2012.



PIO-Respondent states that the information demanded does not relate to  them.  It relates to three different  public authorities.  He  argues that the applicant  can make  separate applications to the concerned public authorities to obtain the information.
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In view of the above, the applicant-complainant is advised  to  file fresh application separately to  each concerned public authority to obtain information,  if he so desires. 
Decision:


 With this, 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: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rajinder Singh Panwar, 

S/o Sh. Bhagat Singh Panwar, 

C/o Heera Singh Panwar, 

Azad Bhawan Mess, 

IIT (Indian Institute of Technology),

Roorkee, 

Distt- Haridwar,- 247667

Uttrakhand 
 





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Hq.) Pb.

Sector – 9, Chandigarh 
 



        … Respondent

CC- 806/2012

ORDER
Present :
Mr.  Rajinder Singh Panwar,  complainant, in person.



None for the respondent.






----

RTI application filed on 

: 24.02.2012.

PIO replied



:  No response.

Complaint filed  to State

Information Commission on
:  26.03.2012.

 Information sought:


Complainant, a former employee of Haveli Haritage, Jalandhar-Phagwara Highway, had submitted an application to D.G.P.,Pb. that the alleged corruption of IPS officers goes unchecked.  However, his prime concern was humiliation and torture he had to suffer at the hands of police at the behest of the owner of the Haveli, Mr. Jain.  He wants to know  the action taken thereon. 
Grounds for  complaint:



There  was no response.

 Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :


The RTI application was transferred under Section 6(3) on 29.02.2012, well within the stipulated period and the complainant  was told the information  regarding fate of his application that would be communicated by IG Police-cum-PIO, Punjab Police, Chandigarh.
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The  applicant has sought action  taken report on his complaint which levels wild allegations of rampant corruption in the ranks from senior IPS officers  right down to constable.  Perhaps it needs a full-fledged  thorough investigation into the alleged corruption in the police force.  Such application  containing wild allegations cannot be entertained.
Decision:


Since such RTI application cannot be entertained, the case is, thus, closed and disposed of.


Announced  in the  open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Lalit Mohan Batra,

5155, Modern Housing Complex,

Manimajra, Chandigarh (UT).

  


   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Station House Officer (SHO),

Police Station, Zirakpur, 
Distt. Mohali. 

 




    …Respondent

CC- 798/2012

ORDER
Present:
Mr. Lalit Mohan Batra, complainant, in person.

Mr. Trilochan Singh, Inspector with Mr. Ajit Singh, ASI, for the respondent.
---- 


The complainant says that no information has been provided  to him as yet.


In compliance with the order dated  03.05.2012, the  PIO-SHO, Mr. Trilochan Singh is present today. However, despite clear directions in the last order he has not brought the requisite information with him.  The provision of information to the  complainant has already been inordinately delayed by the PIO-respondent.  


One more opportunity is given to the PIO-SHO  to  give the information, duly attested, to the complainant.  The PIO is directed to send the  requisite information through registered post  to the complainant before the next date of hearing.



The complainant is also directed to peruse the information when received and point out deficiencies, if any,  in writing, on the next date of hearing.



The PIO-SHO  will be personally  present, along with  a copy of the information sent to the complainant, on the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 28.05.2012 at 10.30 A.M.



Announced  in the  open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Pawan Khosla,

S/o Madan Lal,

Khosla Palace, 

Khajuri Gate, 

Batala,  
 





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police, Hq. Pb.,

Sector-9, Chandigarh  




        … Respondent

CC- 831/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
10.01.2012


PIO replied 




: 
Nil 

Complaint received in SIC

: 
27.03.2012


Information Sought:

Complainant seeks action taken report on his application dated Aug 19/2011 and dated Sept.13 submitted to the DGP. He looks for photocopies of the detailed inquiry reports on his applications/complaints.

PIO’s Reply: 

Grounds for the complaint in SIC. 

 No information has been furnished to the information seeker.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Pawan Khosla 

Respondent:  Mr. Inder Singh, Clerk O/o DGP Pb. and Mr. Jagjit Singh, HC O/o SSP, Batala for the Respondents. 

 
The Complainant submits that only partial information has been furnished by the Respondent. Respondent seeks another date to supply the requisite information to the Complainant.  Respondent is directed to remove the decencies before the next date of hearing by providing him enquiry report. If the enquiry is not completed a written reply should be submitted to the complainant as well as to the Commission. 

Decision: 
 
The case is adjourned to 01.06.2012 (Friday) at 10:30 A.M. 
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 Announced in the open court. 

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jagtar Singh, 

S/o Sh. Chahila Singh,

R/o Alisher Khurd, 

Distt- Mansa 
 



  

       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Director Food Supplies, 

Ferozepur, Pb. 





         … Respondent 





      

CC- 816/2012 

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
20.12.2012

PIO replied 




: 
No response  

Complaint received in SIC


: 
27.03.2012

Information Sought:

 
The district Controller of the Food and Supplies department had submitted No 4033 dated Aug 24/2011 to the depots were to be allotted by Nov.25/2011. Since the complainant was the only SC candidate for the same and why he was denied the said depot?  Why a depot is not set up in the village Alisher  Khurd.
PIO’s Reply: 

NIL 

Grounds for the complaint in SIC. 

No information has been furnished so far.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Mr. Jagtar Singh, complaint in person

Mr. Diwan Chand Sharma, AFSO, for the Respondent 

 
Respondent has furnished the information to the complainant vide letter dated DDF-2012 /162 dated 08.05.2012. The complainant has received the information as per his RTI application. Complainant gives in writing that he is satisfied with the information. These documents are taken on record. 

Decision: 


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

closed.

 






Contd…2/-
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Announced in the open court.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jasvir Singh, 

S/o Malkit Singh,

Village- Saiyan Kalan, 

Tehsil & District – Ludhiana 



         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Food Supplies Controller, (East)

Ludhiana.   





        

… Respondent

CC- 871/2012

Order 

RTI Application filed on 


:
10.01.2012


PIO replied 




: 
Nil 

Complaint received in SIC

: 
28.03.2012


Information Sought:

Appellant seeks information of four points on the PDS No 278  in village Ghunghr Ana regd. It’s depot holder. Also, a show cause notice was issued by the department to the depot holder and the applicant seeks detailed report of the follow up action. Also, how depot changed hands from father to son and related details.
 

PIO’s Reply: 

Nil 

Grounds for the complaint in SIC. 

 No information has been furnished to the information seeker.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Jasvir Singh

Respondent:  Mr. Dilraj Singh, AFSO

 
The Respondent has furnished the information in the court as per as per his RTI application. Complainant gives in writing that he has received the information to his satisfaction and he also requests to file the case. These documents are taken on record. 

 








Contd…2/- 
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Decision:

Since the information stands supplied, 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: 16.05.2012.


              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: 
Mr. Arun Garg, appellant in person.



None for the Respondent. 



On the last date of hearing dated 07.05.2012, none is present from the Respondent-PIO office. Today again none is present from the Respondent office. 



One last opportunity is granted to the Respondent-PIO to provide the information as per his RTI application to the appellant. Respondent-PIO is directed should personally present on the next date of hearing. 

 
 
The case is adjourned to 01.06.2012 (Friday) at 10:30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.  

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              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: 
Mr. Arun Garg, appellant in person.

Mr. Nachattar Singh, Supdt., O/o Central Jail, Jalandhar &  Mr. Amrit Pal Singh, Supdt. O/o DGP Jail (Prison) Pb., for the Respondents. 

 
 
The Respondent has supplied the partial information on 10.05.2012  by registered post and remaining information, Respondent point out was sent to Burail Jail, Chandigarh, when the convicted was shifted there. Appellant insisted with the jail authorities must have the photocopies of the said record, but the Respondent said there is no such practice can be done. The Respondent would file a written statement to this effect that such record is not maintain also on the other hand appellant would point out any deficiency in the information furnished  before. 

The case is adjourned to 01.06.2012 (Friday) at 10:30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.  

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              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: 
Mr. Arun Garg, appellant in person.

Mr. Nachattar Singh, Supdt., O/o Central Jail, Jalandhar &  Mr. Amrit Pal Singh, Supdt. O/o DGP Jail (Prison) Pb., for the Respondents. 

 
 
The Respondent has supplied the partial information on 10.05.2012  by registered post and remaining information, Respondent point out was sent to Burail Jail, Chandigarh, when the convicted was shifted there. Appellant insisted with the jail authorities must have the photocopies of the said record, but the Respondent said there is no such practice can be done. The Respondent would file a written statement to this effect that such record is not maintain also on the other hand appellant wo7uld point out any deficiency in the information furnished  before. 

The case is adjourned to 01.06.2012 (Friday) at 10:30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.  

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              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: 
Mr. Jaspal Singh, appellant in person. 



Mr. Ashok Kumar, HC, for the Respondent. 



On the last date of hearing dated 07.05.2012 appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The representative of the Respondent stated that he had provided the information sought  by  Appellant as per his RTI application.  



Today the Respondent present states that information has been provided to the appellant on the last date of hearing and he is satisfied with the information. Appellant gives in writing that he is satisfied with the information and requests to close this case. 

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



Announced  in the hearing.



Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
          

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com 

Varinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Krishan Kumar,

Shiv Shankar Electronics,

Near Tahli Wala Chowk,

Rajpura Town, Distt- Patiala.                


         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Rajpura, Distt- Patiala.


        … Respondent

CC- 777/2012

ORDER 

Present: 
Mr. Varinder Kumar, Complainant in person.

Mr. Rajesh Gupta, Supdt. and Sh. Shiv Kumar Clerk, for the Respondent.

 

The Respondent has sent the information to the complainant vide letter dated 11.05.2012.  However, during the course of hearing the complainant stated that the information is provided is incomplete. 

 

The complainant is directed to point out the decencies in writing and send same to the PIO-Respondent immediately. The Respondent is also directed to make up the deficiency pointed out by the complainant, as per information available on record before the next date of hearing. The representative of the Respondent-PIO should present on the next date of hearing.

 
The case is adjourned to 01.06.2012 (Friday) at 10:30 A.M.
Announced in the open court. 

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.


     
   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 16.05.2012.


              State Information Commissioner.
