STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajiv Lohatbaddi, Advocate,

Co-convener, Democratic Lawyers Association,

Punjab, Chamber No.592, District Courts,

Patiala.









…Complainant
Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the President, District Bar Association,

Distt.and Sessions Courts, Patiala.









…Respondent


CC No. 566 of 2013
Date of hearing:3.10.2013

Date of decision:3.10.2013

Public Authority: President, District Bar Association, Patiala.

Present: -

None on behalf of the complainant.



           None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER




The complainant is not present, however a letter dated 13.9.2013 has been received from him who states as under:-

                         “1. That District Bar Association (DBA) Patiala had already provided copy of agreement/contract of construction of lawyers chambers block II at district courts Patiala under RTI Act to the complainant as per record para No.1 available with the present body.

                           2.  That the present body has supplied available information to complainant so, complainant did not wants to pursue this complaint and this complaint may kindly be withdrawn as partial and important information has been supplied to the complainant. 


It is, therefore prayed that the present complaint may kindly be withdrawn in the interest of justice.”




The respondent is not present; however, in view of the submission of the complainant, the case is disposed of, as withdrawn.







(NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 3.10.2013                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Jiwan Garg S/O Sh.Om Parkash Garg,

H.No. B-1/473-A, Opp: Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road, Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.








       …Complainant


Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Hon’ble High Court of

Punjab & Haryana at Chandigarh.

FAA: Hon’ble High Court of

Punjab & Haryana at Chandigarh.









…Respondent
AC-1095 of 2013
Present:

Shri Jiwan Garg, the appellant in person.

                                 Shri Onkar Gupta, Joint Registrar-cum-PIO, Hon’ble High 

                                 Court of Punjab &   Haryana at Chandigarh, on behalf of the 
                                 respondent 

ORDER:
 


At the last date of hearing on 8.8.2013, the respondent had filed replication regarding the letter dated 4.7.2013 of the complainant. The respondent had also provided information relating to Point No. 9 of the application, to the information seeker. Shri Vijay Sharma present on behalf of the complainant had sought adjournment of the case. Today, the complainant, Shri Jiwan Garg states that he wants inspection of the record pertaining to Point No. 4, 8, 9, 11 and 14. The respondent agrees to allow the inspection of record. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to allow inspection of the record pertaining to Point No. 4, 8, 9, 11 and 14 to the complainant in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act 2005, on a mutually agreed date. The complainant may identify the documents/papers of which he needs copies and thereafter the same shall be supplied to the complainant, duly attested and free of cost.   As regards Point No. 18 of the application of the complainant, the respondent submits that the information has already been supplied to the complainant. However, the complainant states that he has not received the information; therefore, the respondent is directed to supply the information relating to Point No. 18 within ten days’ time.  


To come up on 14.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 







(NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 3.10.2013                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S. Hundal,

H.No.3402/ 71,




               Appellant.

Mohali.



      


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the District Magistrate,

Moga.

FAA: the District Magistrate,

Moga.

AC-1179  of 2013

Present:
 None on behalf of the appellant

                      Shri Amrik Singh, Sr.Assistant, Office of D.M. Moga on 

                      behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent has made a written submission in compliance with the directions given in the order dated 8.8.2013. The respondent submits that a copy of this written submission has also been sent to the appellant. The appellant is not present and therefore he is given a last opportunity to raise his objection if any.



To come up on 12.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 





           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:3.10.2013.

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bhushan Bhardwaj,

# 490, Sector-61, Chandigarh.



          …Appellant


Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…        Respondent

Office of the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. FAA Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-I, Patiala.















AC-1309  of 2013

Date of hearing:3.10.2013

Date of decision:3.10.2013

Public authority: the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant

                      H.C. Hakam Singh Office of Senior Superintendent of Police, 

                      Patiala on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing on 10.7.2013, the respondent had submitted that the information sought by the appellant has already been sent to him. The respondent has made written submission vide letter dated 5.9.2013 which is taken on record. The appellant was not present on 10.7.2013, therefore he was given a last opportunity to raise his objection, if any and the case was adjourned to 8.8.2013. The appellant was again absent on 8.8.2013, however, a letter dated 22.7.2013 was received from him seeking adjournment of the case. Today again the appellant is not present. The respondent submits that the appellant has not raised any objection till date. In view of the submission of the respondent the case is disposed of and closed. 




           (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated:3.10.2013.

State Information Commissioner
                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bagga Singh S/O Sh.Kasam Singh,

Balmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

                           …Complainant

Ferozepur City.




      


Versus

1.The Public Information Officer,



    …Respondent

Office of the Principal Secretary Home Affairs &

Justice, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2. The Public Information Officer,

 Office of the Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab,

 Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.

.











CC--2093  of 2013

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.

                      Shri Harbhajan Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Harbhajan Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO came present and states that the subject matter pertaining to which the information has been sought by the complainant, relates to the Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab, Chandigarh and that Department has been apprised about this position. At the last date of hearing on 8.8.2013, the PIO office of the Financial Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh was directed to be personally present at today’s hearing to submit his response regarding the application of Shri Bagga Singh. As a last opportunity, the PIO, office of Financial Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing failing which this Commission shall be constrained to take further action as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


To come up on 14.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.


                                                                (NARINDERJIT SINGH)                                                                      
DATED: 3.10.2013                     State Information Commissioner
