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

Shri Sarabjit Sharma, Depot Holder,

Ek Roop Avenue, Dashmesh Colony, Naushehra,

Majitha Road, District Amritsar-143601.




                 _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, 

Amritsar-143104.

FAA-Director Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab, 

Chandigarh-160017.





                            _______ Respondents

AC No.25 of 2011

ORDER



The present appellant had earlier filed an appeal vide AC-554/2010 against the PIO/District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Amritsar and the First Appellate Authority-Director Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh. Appeal in AC-554/2010 was decided ex-party on 20.9.2010 as the respondent had shown a receipt dated 18.9.2010 given by the information-seeker acknowledging that he had received the information.  The appellant was absent on that date without intimation but in view of the fact that he had acknowledged the receipt of the information, the appeal case was closed.

2.

However, now he has filed a fresh appeal (AC-25/2011) pleading that the earlier appeal No.AC-554/2010 may be restored. It is alleged that the information furnished to him is deficient. He has cited a decision of the Apex Court in Swaran Singh vs. Kishan Singh (2007(2)-Apex Court Judgments-35) wherein it was held under Civil Procedure Act, 1908, Order 41, Rule 19-“second appeal-appellant absent-the appeal dismissed on merits-restoration-reasons for non-appearance at the time when the matter was taken up indicating-restoration of appeal cannot be refused merely for the reasons that the appeal is dismissed on merits-appeal restored.”
3.

The above quoted observations of the Hon’ble Supreme Court are in respect of Civil Procedure Code, 1908. Civil Procedure Code (CPC) is not applicable to proceedings under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Nevertheless, considering the fact that it has been pleaded that the appellant’s grand mother-in-law aged 92 years was not well and finally expired for which reason he could not attend the proceedings on 20.9.2010 in AC-554/2010, the appeal proceedings are restored.  Issue notice to the parties for 11.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








     
(R.I. Singh)

April 21, 2011





    Chief Information Commissioner










    Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjit Singh s/o Shri Balwant Singh,

r/o Village Tandha Badha Khurd, Tehsil Amlohr,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.





      -------------Complainant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Idea Cellular Ltd., Punjab Circle,

C-105, Industrial Area, Phase-VII, Mohali.



----------------Respondent.

CC No. 1115 of 2011

ORDER



This is a complaint preferred by Shri Inderjit Singh s/o Shri Balwant Singh,

r/o Village Tandha Badha Khurd, Tehsil Amlohr, District Fatehgarh Sahib  impleading 
PIO/ Idea Cellular Ltd., Punjab Circle, C-105, Industrial Area, Phase-VII, Mohali as a respondent.

2.

Prima facie, M/s Idea Cellular Ltd.  is a private company.  Let the complainant, therefore, show how the present complaint against the respondent is maintainable under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Issue notice to the complainant.

3.

To come up on 11.05.2011 at 10.30 A.M.








     
(R.I. Singh)

April 21, 2011





    Chief Information Commissioner










    Punjab
