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

Shri Manohar Lal s/o Shri Tulsi Ram,

Village Husan Munda, P.O., Kartarpur, Distt. Jalandhar.    
_______ Complainant. 

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Food and Supplies Controller, Jalandhar.
    _______ Respondents

CC No. 334 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Manohar Lal complainant in person.

Shri Sampat Rai, Asstt. Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The parties submit that they may be allowed to reconcile the information supplied by the respondent.  They intend to meet in the office of the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Jalandhar on 2.3.2010.  The proceedings of this case are accordingly adjourned to 8.3.2010.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Shri Gurdawar Singh s/o Shri Jarnail Singh

Vill. Hussan Munda, P.O. Kartarpur, Distt. Jalandhar.
         _______ Complainant.
Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Jalandhar.    _______ Respondents

CC No.  333  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Manohar Lal on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Sampat Rai, Asstt. Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The parties submit that they may be allowed to reconcile the information supplied by the respondent.  They intend to meet in the office of the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Jalandhar on 2.3.2010.  The proceedings of this case are accordingly adjourned to 8.3.2010.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Shri Vasudev, r/o H. No.1450,

Sector 21, Panchkula.





_______ Complainant.
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.








    _______ Respondents

CC No. 327 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Vasudev complainant in person.
Shri Sat Pal Inspector alongwith Shri Amrik Singh, Assistant Sub nspector on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has received the information.  He is satisfied with it.  The case is closed. 








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Shri Harnam Singh

Ex-Punch, Village Bahmna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.
          _______ Complainant.
      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.


    _______ Respondents

CC No. 325 of 2010

Present::-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Issue fresh notice to the parties.

To come up on 19.3.2010 at 10.30 AM.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Shri Vasudev, r/o House NO.1450,

Sector 21, Panchkula.





_______ Complainant.
      




Vs.
The Public Information Officer

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

DGP office, Punjab, Chandigarh.



    _______ Respondents

CC No. 322 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Vasudev complainant in person.

Shri Piara Singh, Inspector alongwith Ms. Indira, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondents representing PIO o/o the Inspector General of Police (Hqrs) states that information is held by and under the control of Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala who is also a public authority under the Right to Information Act.  The request of the complainant has been forwarded by the Inspector General of Police (Hqrs.), Punjab, Chandigarh to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.  It was further stated by the respondent that as per the information received by them from the office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala, the inquiry is still going on and therefore, the copy of the inquiry report would be available only after completion of the inquiry.
2.

In view of the above, complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Shri Dalbir Singh s/o Shri Bahadur Singh,

Vill. Ganna Pind, Tehsil Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar.

_______ Complainant.
      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Chief Judicial Magistrate, Bhatinda.



    _______ Respondents

CC No. 321  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Dalbir Singh complainant in person.


Shri Pritam Chand, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is seeking copies of the judgments of the judicial Courts, which may have been passed in the five FIRs namely 164 dated 06.09.84, 256 dated 01.06.84, 257 dated 01.06.84, 259 dated 07.06.84 and 74 dated 14.02.85 pertaining to Police Station (Kotwali), Bhatinda. However, complainant is not certain whether in these FIRs, the police had completed the investigation and thereafter put up Challans to Court.  He is also not clear whether any judgment/order was passed by the Chief Judicial Magistrate, Bhatinda or any senior Court in these cases.  In the absence of knowledge whether any Court has passed any order/judgment in these FIRs, it would be difficult for the PIO to identify these cases.  It has been stated in the reply of the PIO that the record sought by the appellant is not with the Court.  All record is consigned to the Record Room within 15 days.  
2.

In the absence of details of specific record which the complainant wants, the PIO naturally cannot supply the same.  The appropriate remedy before the complainant would be to approach the PIO of the Police Department for inspection of these case files to find the exact position of each FIR.  Thereafter, the complainant may approach the concerned competent authority to supply the copies of the information.
2.

With this direction, complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





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

M/s Kishlay Snack Products through its one 

Of the partners Shri Sandeep Bajaj, Fancy Bazar,

Guwahati-781001 (Assam).




_______ Complainant.
      




Vs.

The Public Information Commissioner,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar.

    _______ Respondents

CC No.  313  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Ranbir Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police (West), Amritsar alongwith Shri Sital Singh, Head Constable.

ORDER



The complainant is absent.  The respondent has submitted the reply vide No.444/CPC dated 24.2.2010 stating that the complainant has been informed that inquiry is under process.  The complainant, in fact, has been summoned to joint the inquiry.  No further cause of action is left and the case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balbir Kumar Aggarwal, 1525/1, St. No.33,

Preet Nagar, New Shimlapuru, Ludhiana-10.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Lord Mahavira Foundation c/o Samaj Rattan Hira Lal Jain,

38, Atam Nagar, Ludhiana.

                ________________ Respondent

CC No.   3333      of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Naresh Dilawari, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without any intimation.  He has also not sought any adjournment.  

2.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 18.2.2010, an opportunity was given to the complainant to file written submissions in support of his oral statement that Lord Mahavira Foundation has received grants/concessions from the State.  Since he has failed to support his oral statement, with any evidence or even a simple application, I find no force in this complaint and order the same to be closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hari Dev Sharma, Ex-M.C., Editor Jandiala,

Darpan Akhbar, Musulian Gate, Jandial Guru.  __________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the President  Guru Cooperative, Industrial Estate, 

Jandiala Guru, Amritsar.


  ________________ Respondent

CC No. 3484  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ashwani Prashar, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  He was also absent on the last date of hearing i.e. 18.2.2010. However, the case was adjourned to 25.2.2010 to give him an opportunity, which he has not availed. Consequently, the complaint case is dismissed in default.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Anil Wadhera s/o Late Shri S.L. Wadhera,

Flat No.237,  Pocket 13, DDA Flats, Sukhdev Vihar,

New Delhi-110025.





__________ Appellant.

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o MARKFED, Sector 35, Chandigarh.

2.
FAA Managing Director, Markfed,


Sector 35, Chandigarh.


_______________ Respondent

AC No.   914      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Manwinder Rathee, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ashwani Prasher, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Heard the parties. The case stands adjourned to 26.2.2010 for pronouncement of order.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajiv Singla c/o Singla Mobile Service,

Piran Wala Gate, Sunam-148028.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh. _____ Respondent

CC No. 3560 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Rajiv Singla complainant in person.

Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has handed over a copy of the Rules of Punjab State Cooperative Financing Institutions Service Rules (Common Cadre), 1970-71 as amended upto 30.1.2001.  The complainant, however, pleads that there was an amendment in the Rules in the year 2005. If so, the respondent shall also provided upto date amendments to the complainant within ten days.  

2.

With this direction, complaint case is closed.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Ashish Wadhwa,

s/o Sh. Om Parkash Wadhwa,

C/o S.R. Sharma & Associates, T-17/693,

Main Bazar, Chowk Katra Khazana,

Amritsar – 143001 (Punjab)



_________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Excise & Taxation Department, 

Maclod Road, Govt. College Road, 

Amritsar-II (Punjab).

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1654 of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the parties.
ORDER



This complaint case was disposed of on 9.2.2010.  However, as the complainant had alleged that the affidavit filed by the respondent is factually incorrect, he was called upon to file a counter affidavit in support of his allegation by 25.2.2010.  It was made clear that in case an affidavit is not filed before 25.2.2010, the case will be closed.  Since complainant has not filed the affidavit nor he is present or sought any adjournment, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Jagmohan Singh,

s/o Sh. Hardayal Singh,

# 298, Preet Aashiana,

Urban Estate, Phase -3,

Patiala, Punjab.








_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Divisional Commissioner,

Patiala.






      _______ Respondents

AC No. 1001 of 2009
Present: -
i)
None on behalf of the appellant.

ii)
Sh. Gurdarshan, Clerk o/o Tehsildar, on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


The appellant is absent. However, he has submitted a written application dated 1.2.2010 which has been received in this office vide diary No.2873 dated 22.2.2010 stating that he has received the information sought by him.

2.

The respondent represented by Shri Gurdarshan Singh also states that the information has been supplied to the satisfaction of the complainant.  In view of this, case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Amin Chand,

s/o late Sh. Tek Chand,

# 205, Ghumar Mandi, 

Ludhiana, Punjab.






______ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.





      _______ Respondents

AC No. 1016 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Shri Amin Chand appellant in person

ii)
Sh. Ranjit Singh, Deputy Registrar (Admn.) on behalf of the 


respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has placed on record, a copy of the Grant of Copies and Translation of Records, Part-B, Chapter-5 of Rule and Orders of Punjab and Haryana High Court.  The respondent states that these Rules and Orders have been notified after approval by Full Court.
2.

A copy of the relevant extract has been supplied to the complainant.  To come up for arguments on 19.3.2010 at 11.00 AM.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Sushil Kumar Saini,

s/o Sh. Sanjhi Ram Saini,

R/o 4 Marlas Quarters, 

Rajinder Nagar, Teh. Pathankot,

District Gurdaspur, Punjab.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Batala, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3977 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Shri Sushil Kumar  complainant in person alongwith Shri 
ADS Ghuman, Advocate.
ii)
Sh. Balraj Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant was supplied photocopies of the relevant documents However, he is not satisfied and states that partial information has been given for the following reasons:-

(i)
Copies of Jimni Orders of the Inquiry Officer have not been supplied.

(ii)
Whether the opposite party had submitted any documents to the Inquiry Officer and if so, copies of the same may be supplied to him.

2.

The respondent seeks time to respond to the issues at Sr. No.(i) and (ii) above. Time is allowed.  
3.

To come up on 17.3.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Rajesh Singhal,

# 500, Phase – 6, 

Mohali – 160055.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District & Sessions Judge, 

Mansa, Punjab. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 4030 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Shri Rajesh Singhal complainant in person

.

ii)
Sh. Parminder Singh Walia, Translator, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Partially heard the parties.  Case is adjourned to 16.3.2010 at  10.30 AM.














   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Subhash Chander Kaushal,

H. No. 25, New Grain Market,

Phase-II, Mandi Mullanpur,

District Ludhiana, Punjab.






 

         _________ Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Govt. of Punjab, Patiala, Pb. 

&

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Govt. of Punjab, Patiala, Pb. 







   _________ Respondents

AC No. 787 of 2009
Present:           i)   
Shri Subhash Chand appellant in person.
ii)     
Sh. Rajeev Garg, PIO alongwith Shri Harvinder Singh, APIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The appellant has been supplied whatever record was available with the respondent.  As regards, B.A. certificate of Shri Subhash Chander Kaushal, the respondent has filed an affidavit that it does not exist in the record and therefore, the same cannot be supplied to him.

2.

In view of the above, the appeal case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Lakhvir Singh,

C/o Jurisconsultus,

SCO No. 89-90, Level IV, 

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh 






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Registrar, 


Punjab & Haryana High Court,


Chandigarh





    _______ Respondents

AC No. 954 of 2009
Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the appellant.

ii)     
Sh. Ranjit Singh, Deputy Registrar (Admn.) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The complainant is absent without intimation. He has also not sought any adjournment.  He was absent on 1.2.2010 and case was adjourned to 25.2.2010, giving him one last opportunity to represent his case.  His continuous absence only implies that he is not interested in pursuing the matter further.  The appeal case is dismissed in default.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Hari Singh,

s/o Sh. Sardara Singh,

VPO – Harpalpura, Teh. – Rajpura,

District Patiala, Punjab.



_________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 2606 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Sh. Hari Singh complainant in person.
ii)     
Shri Kuldeep Singh, Tehsildar, Rajpura on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has supplied information to the complainant, which the complainant alleges to be deficient.  However, both the parties have agreed to meet in the office of the Tehsildar, Rajpura on 16.3.2010 to thrash out the discrepancies.  The case is adjourned to 19.3.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Amar Singh Chahal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 122, District Courts,

Sector 17, Chandigarh. 

 

_________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3862 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Sh. Amar Singh Chahal, advocate on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
Shri Ranjit Singh, Deputy Registrar (Estt)-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard the parties.  Reserved for pronouncement of orders.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Parmal Singh,

Deputy Director of Factories,

Gali No. 2, Putlighar,

Amritsar – 143001.








_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Baradari Garden, Patiala – 147001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Baradari Garden, Patiala – 147001.








    _______ Respondents
AC No. 06 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Parmal Singh, complainant alongwith Shri Ramesh Kumar, Advocate 
Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant seeks adjournment to pursue the information supplied to him.  Time is allowed.  The case is adjourned to 30.3.2010 at 10.30 A.M.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Punjab Singh,

s/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

R/o Dera Pathana,

Teh. – Dera Baba Nanak,

District Gurdaspur, Punjab. 

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 27 of 2010
Present:-
Shri Punjab Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent vide his fax No.109/RTI-8126 dated 24.2.2010 has conveyed that due to law and order situation in Batala, hearing of this case may be adjourned to some other date.  The request of the respondent is allowed and case is adjourned to 17.3.2010.  


In the meantime, the respondent may also firm up their stand. If the information is accessible under the Right to Information Act; the same may be supplied to the complainant otherwise a speaking order may be passed by the PIO.. 








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Lok Nath Angra, IPS,

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur, Punjab. 




 

         

_________ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of Home Affairs & Justice (Home-III),

Branch, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police (HQ) Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





   _________ Respondents

AC No. 708 of 2009
Present: -
Shri R.L. Sharma advocate alongwith Shri Lok Nath Angra complainant on behalf of the appellant.

Shri S.K. Sharma, APIO on behalf of the respondent No.1 and Shri Gurmeet Singh, APIO on behalf of respondent No.2..

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 26.2.2010 for pronouncement or order.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh.  Jagdish Bansal,

s/o Sh. Prithi Chand,

W. No. 21, Khokhar Road,

District Mansa, Punjab.




 

_________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Manager,

Punjab Agricultural Development Bank Ltd.

Branch Mansa, Punjab.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 3552 of 2009
Present: -
Shri G.S. Verma, advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Shri K.K. Beniwala, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 3.5.2010.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Jeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

H. No. 167-C, Focal Point,

Teh. – Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.

 

_________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3022 of 2009
Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Kuldeep Singh, Tehsildar, Rajpura on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is again absent.  He is continuously absenting himself as he did not appear on 4.1.2010 and on 25.1.2010.

2.

The respondent represented by Shri Kuldeep Singh, Tehsildar, Rajpura states that so-far no action has been taken on the complaint dated 17.6.2009 submitted by the complainant in respect of which he is seeking information in the present case.  The complainant may accordingly be informed of the outcome by the respondent.
3.

With these directions, the complaint case is filed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma,

s/o Sh. S.R. Sharma, Advocate, 

C/o S.R. Sharma and Associates,

# 51, Hide Market, Opp. Old Sabji Mandi,

Near Assiain Batteries, Amritsar - 143001



_________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner Pb,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1653 of 2009
Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Rajeev Kumar, AETC-cum-PIO along with Shri Harvinder Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent.  The respondent states that the balance information is ready with them.  The same may be sent to the complainant through registered post.  With this direction, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





      Punjab

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

C/o Prtiampal Sharma,

# 284, Gali No. 8,

Hussainpura (East), Amritsar








_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Vigilance Officer,

Local Government, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Vigilance Officer,

Local Government, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.




      _______ Respondents

AC No. 997 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Sh. Rajinder Singh, appellant in person. 
ii)     
Shri Rajinder Rai, Vigilance Officer alongwith Shri Sat Pal Sharma, Vigilance Officer on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


Heard partially.  Case stands adjourned to 17.3.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010





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

Shri Ashok Kumar, Kundan Nagar,

Ichhewala Road, Gali Shurting Wali, Near Churd,

Ferozepur City.






_______ Complainant.
      




Vs.
The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Attorney, Kapurthala.



……………Respondents

CC No. 3985 of 2009
Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

. 

ii)     
Ms. Balwinder Kaur, ADA alongwith Shri Munish Kumar, ADA on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The complainant is absent without intimation. He has also not sought any adjournment. The respondent represented by Ms. Balwinder Kaur, ADA submits that information has already been supplied to the complainant vide District Attorney’s memo No.1554/DA dated 14.12.2009.  

2.

In view of this, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

25th  February, 2010
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