STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Baldev Singh s/o Shri Kabal Singh,

Q.No.2-A, Income Tax Colony, Chhoti Baradari, Patiala.

_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib.

FAA-Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala.

    _______ Respondents

AC No. 145   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Roop Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Amloh alongwith Shri Gobinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the appellant had alleged that the information supplied to him is deficient and the case was adjourned to 18.3.2010 to enable the respondent to remove the deficiencies.

2.

The respondent has today placed on record a photocopy alongwith its enclosures of the letter dated 15.3.2010 addressed by the BDPO, Amloh to the present appellant, through registered post. The respondent states that the alleged deficiencies in the information have been removed and the information duly conveyed to the appellant.
3.

The appellant, however, has sent a letter received vide diary No.4679 dated 17.3.2010 seeking an adjournment on the ground that he has to attend the court proceedings in another case.  He has also pleaded that the copies of the resolutions of Gram Panchayat, Village Majra Manna Singh Wala supplied to him are not attested and, therefore, fresh attested copies should be supplied to him.
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4.

To come up on 19.4.2010 at 10.30 AM. 

5.

In view of the fact that the respondent has placed on record a photocopy of the letter vide which the information has been supplied to the appellant, the respondent is exempted from appearance on 19.4.2010.  The appellant, however, may confirm before 19.4.2010 if he has received the information.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


March 18, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kamlesh Chander Sharma and

Shri Ramesh Sodhi, Advocates, Jalandhar.


_______Complainants.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

CC No. 532       of 2010

Present:-
Shri Vikash Awasathy, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

ASI Surinder Pal Singh, Police Station, Division No.6 on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On 8.3.2010, the last date of hearing, the information was supplied to the complainant, who, however, had sought an adjournment to enable him to peruse the information.  Case was adjourned to 18.3.2010.  Today, however, the complainant is absent.  He has also not sought an adjournment.

2.

In view of the fact that the information has already been supplied on the last date, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


March 18, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Dilbagh Singh and Shri Saroop Singh,

s/o Shri Harbans Singh, r/o Vill. Mallha, P.O. Kang,

Distt. Tarntaran.






_______Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Amritsar.






    _______ Respondents

CC No. 498   of 2010

Present:-
Shri Saroop Singh complainant in person


SI Tarlok Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant, vide his application dated 10.2.2009, addressed to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar (Rural) had sought a fresh inquiry into the facts of the case already inquired into vide inquiry report No.183-5AP dated 27.11.2008 conducted by S.P. (Hqrs).  The complainant now seeks to know the outcome of the fresh inquiry.

2.

The respondent states that no fresh inquiry has been ordered nor the request of the complainant has been filed so-far.  Let the respondent confirm before the next date of hearing, the fate of the application dated 10.2.2009 and convey the decision to the complainant before that date.

3.

To come up on 19.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


March 18, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surinder Pal Bansal s/o Shri Hem Raj,

r/o Power House Road, Gali No.7, Bhatinda.



_______Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Traffic),

Punjab, Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

CC No.  446      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Surinder Pal Bansal complainant in person.



Shri Harmanbir Singh Gill, SP (Traffic) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In compliance with the order dated 8.3.2010, the remaining information has also been supplied by the respondent to the information seeker.  No further cause of action is left and the case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


March 18, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jaswant Singh s/o Shri Piara Singh,

E.R.214, Paka Bagh, Jalandhar.




_______Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

CC No. 302   of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jaswant Singh complainant in person.



SO Shri Om Parkash on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing (26.2.2010), the case was adjourned to enable the respondent to make an earnest effort to trace the old record.  The respondent submits that they need more time as the record is old.  Time is allowed.  

2.

To come up on 19.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


March 18, 2010





      Punjab

