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

Shri Prem Singh, VPO Amarpura (Bahabwala),

Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur-152116.



_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

FAA -The Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.    _______ Respondents

AC No. 221 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Sukhbir Singh, Deputy Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states the information has since been supplied to the appellant.  

2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought an adjournment.  However, to enable the appellant to confirm or deny that he is satisfied with the information supplied, case is adjourned to 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Rakesh Gupta, 2492, Gali Munshian,

Tunda Talab, Amritsar.





_______ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer o/o

The Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.

FAA-Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

AC No. 222 of  2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Harish Chander, Assistant Project Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a detailed reply vide No.1130 dated 29.3.2010 explaining the factual position regarding the queries raised by the appellant pertaining to payment of TA bills for discharging election duty.

2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought an adjournment.  The respondent is directed to send by post copy of his letter dated 29.3.2010 which has been placed on record of the case file.  The appellant may peruse the reply and confirm that he is satisfied with the information.  The respondent is, however, exempted from appearance on the next date of hearing on 22.4.2010.

3.

To come up on 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Om Parkash s/o Shri Avtar Krishan Bhaskar,

H.No.611/B, New Railway Colony, Kota (Rajasthan)

_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.

FAA-Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala.

    _______ Respondents

AC No. 224  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Om Parkash complainant in person.
Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Clerk o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur alongwith Shri Ajaib Singh o/o the Kanungo, Moonak.

ORDER



The appellant had sought copies of Jamabandies of land owned by his family, which have been supplied to him by the concerned officials.  He has, however,  come in appeal only to know how his father sold so much land.  This query is not within the domain of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Since the information has been supplied, the appeal case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Jagat Ram s/o Shri Kartara Ram

r/o Gali No.13, Mohalla Santokhpura, Phagwara (Kapurthala)
_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

FAA-Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

    _______ Respondents

AC No.  226   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Ranjit Singh, Deputy Registrar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply vide No.286/APIO/HC dated 23.3.2010.

2.

The appellant, however, is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought an adjournment.  Case is adjourned to 20.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M. to give an opportunity to the complainant to file his rejoinder failing which the case will be disposed of as per the reply given by the respondent.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 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:-
None on behalf of the complaint. 

Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In compliance with the directions of the Commission dated 28.1.2010, the respondent had supplied the requisite information on the basis of marks-sheet/ record maintained by Punjab Public Service Commission.  On the next date of hearing on 25.2.2010, the appellant had sought adjournment to peruse the record and case was adjourned to 30.3.2010.  However, today the appellant has sent a written request stating that his advocate is unwell and an adjournment may be granted.  As a last opportunity, case is adjourned to 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
2.

Since the respondent has supplied the information, appearance of PIO is exempted on the next date of hearing.


(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Nand Lal, C-85, New Cantt Road, Faridkot.


_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the State Election Commission, SCO 54-55, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

FAA- State Election Commissioner,  SCO  No.54-55.

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.



    _______ Respondents

AC No.  235   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Avtar Singh, Assistant Controller (Finance and Accounts) alongwith Shri Harpal Singh, Assistant Chief Electoral Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information is ready.  The appellant, however, is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought any adjournment.  The information may be sent to him by registered post. The appellant may confirm that he has received the information as per his request. To come up on 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M. for confirmation by the appellant.  

2.

The respondents are exempted from appearance on 22.4.2010.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Lakhwinder Singh s/o S. Pritam Singh, 

VPO Karmuwala,  Police Station Ghall Khurd,

Tehsil and Distt. Ferozepur.




_______Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.

    _______ Respondents

CC No.  438      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written reply vide No. 252 dated 29.3.2010 stating that the complainant was duly informed that the information requested by him is ready and he could collect the same.  The complainant, however, replied that he is unwell and will collect the information in due course.

2.

Today both the parties are absent.  Let the complainant confirm that he has received the information or that he is not interested in obtaining the same.

3.

To come up on 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.

(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





      Punjab

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

Shri Makhan Lal s/o Sh. Chet Ram

C/o Singla Colar Company, Bus Stand Road, Dhuri-148024.
_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

FAA-Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

AC No. 237       of 2010

Present:-
Shri Prem Chand Singla on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sukhbir Singh, Deputy Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information was sent to the appellant on 27.1.2010   A copy of the same has also handed over today to him.  He may peruse the same and confirm whether he is satisfied with the information or not.

2.

To come up on 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Dr. Sandeep Gupta, 989, Sector 15-A,

Near Bishnoi Market, Hisar-125001.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deptt. of Food and Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs

Punjab, Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

CC No. 801       of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Randhir Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



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

2.

The respondent states that the information is ready and in any case will be uploaded on the official website of the department.

3.

The case is adjourned to 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Dr. Sandeep Gupta, 989, Sector 15-A,

Near Bishnoi Market, Hisar-125001.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o  The Secretary, Social Security and Child Development, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

CC No. 802       of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Amrit Pal Singh, Under Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Social Security, Punjab alongwith Shri Raman Kant, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



The respondent states that the information sought by the complainant has since been supplied to him. 

2.

 The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought an adjournment. To give an opportunity to the complainant to confirm that he has received the information, the case is adjourned to 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
3.

The respondents, however, are exempted from appearance on 22.4.2010, since they have reported that the information has been supplied.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Shiv Diyal, Ex-Member

Grievance Committee Sub-Division, ,

Green Avenue Street, Malerkotla.



_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Distt. Food and Civil Supplies Controller,

Malerkotla.






    _______ Respondents

CC No.  817  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Charanjit Singh Gill, AFSO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent produces a copy of the receipt given by the complainant as token of an acknowledgement of having received the information.  

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought an adjournment.  Since he has acknowledged the receipt of information, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Gurminder Singh, 43/6,

Aman Vihar, Patiala-147002.





_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

CC No. 822  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Gurminder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Sukhbir Singh, Deputy Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has supplied the requisite information today in my presence.  The complainant alleges that it is deficient. The deficiencies be removed.
2.

To come up on 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Suresh Kumar Rana,

Advocate, H. No.1178, St. No.5, Kabir Nagar,

Jalandhar-144008.





_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

CC No. 823  of 2010

  Present:-
Shri Rakesh Verma on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sukhbir Singh, Deputy Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant alleges that he had sought some information from the PIO of Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar and received a reply on 2.12.2009.  It is, however, alleged that there was deficiencies in the information, therefore, a fresh application dated 24.12.2009 was moved to the PIO to remove the deficiencies and supply further details.

2.

Let the respondent file parawise reply to the issues raised by the complainant in his letter dated 24.12.2009 addressed to PIO.

2.

To come up on 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Satish Kumar, 2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opp. GNE College, Gill Road, Ludhiana.



_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police (Jails),

Punjab, Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

CC No. 825  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Satish Kumar complainant in person.
Shri Sukhdev Singh, AIG (Prison)-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has placed on record a letter No.2744 dated 29.3.2010.  The information requested by the complainant in respect of Central Jails has been supplied.  No cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Sandeep Kumar, #319, MIG Flats,

Phase-3, Urban Estate, Dugri, Ludhiana.



_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana.

    _______ Respondents

CC No.  828     of 2010

Present:-
Shri Sandeep Kumar complainant in person.
Sub Inspector Surinder Kaur alongwith Head Constable Santosh Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The information being sought by the complainant pertains to Government Railway Police, Ludhiana.  The request for information addressed to PIO o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana, therefore, should be transferred to the concerned PIO under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. The complainant may approach the concerned PIO for getting the photocopy of the Challan presented against him.  With this direction, the complaint case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Nathaniel Gill, President,

Ludhiana Masihi Welfare Society (Retd),

B-YI-32, Issa Nagri Play Ground, Ludhiana-141008.


_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


    _______ Respondents

CC No.  832      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Nathaniel Gill complainant in person.
Shri A.K. Sharma, Deputy Director (Small Savings) for the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has sought information pertaining to recovery of grant of Rs.21.00 lacs from Kalavari Masih Samaj Welfare Society (Regd.), Ludhiana. 

2.

The respondent has placed on record, a letter No.916/DRA/FRC dated 19.3.2010, conveying that the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana has issued Recovery Orders vide No.RC-34 dated 4.3.2010. Tehsildar, Ludhiana (East) has been directed to make the recovery.
3.

The complainant, however, alleges that there has been nearly one year’s delay in recovering the amount, which in fact has still not been recovered.  This is an issue which falls within the administrative domain of the concerned Secretary/Financial Commissioner.  The complainant is free to approach the concerned authority for appropriate action against the Revenue officials for the delay caused in discharge of their duties.
4.

With these observations, the complaint case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th March, 2010





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

Shri Gurdip Singh s/o Sh. Hukam Singh,

VPO Mahuana, Tehsil Fazilika, Distt. Ferozepur.


_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Distt. Food and Civil Supplies Controller,

Ferozepur.






    _______ Respondents

CC No. 835       of 2010

Present:-
Shri Gurdip Singh complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant states that he had deposited Indian Postal Order worth Rs.100/- with the respondent, who, however, conveyed him to deposit another amount of about Rs.210/-.  This request for deposit of money was received after he had filed the present complaint.  He may, therefore, deposit the balance amount of fee with the respondent, who is directed to deal with the request as per the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

To come up on 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.


(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Harmesh Singla, Press Reporter,

Near P.O. Bareta, (Mansa)-151501.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Social Security, Women and

Child Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.



    _______ Respondents

CC No.  837      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Raman Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information sought by the complainant has since been supplied to him.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought an adjournment.  However, to give an opportunity to the complainant to confirm that he has received the information to his satisfaction, the case is adjourned to 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
3.

The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on 22.4.2010.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Ms. Rupinder Kaur w/o Gurpreet Singh,

W. No.15, H. No.5, Railway Road, Sirhind.



_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer o/o

The Additional Director General of Police (Crime), Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondents

CC No.  845      of 2010

Present:-
Ms. Rupinder Kaur complainant in person.


Inspector Hardayal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent had intimated the complainant to deposit the requisite fee.  The complainant may, therefore, obtain information after paying the fee.

2.

With this observation, the case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Sawaran Kumar s/o Shri Sardari Lal,

Village Gundralhri, P.O. Pathankot, Gurdaspur.


_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Food and Supplies Officer, Pathanakot.
    _______ Respondents

CC No. 847       of 2010

Present:-
Shri Sawaran Kumar complainant in person.
Shri Bakhshish Singh, AFSO, Pathankot on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant wanted to know what action, if any, has been taken on a complainant made by him against a depot holder of village Gandalari, Tehsil Pathankot.  2.

The complainant was given copies of the inquiry reports and also a copy of the letter recommending suspension of license of the depot holder.  The complainant, however, pleads that the license of the depot holder is yet to be cancelled and seeks its cancellation. This issue falls in the administrative domain of the concerned Director/Secretary of the Department for which the complainant may approach these authorities.

2.

With these observations, the complaint case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Jagdeep Singh s/o Shri Atma Singh,

Vill. Matoi, P.O. Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.


_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman Human Rights Commission, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondents

CC No.  849      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jagdeep Singh complainant in person.

Shri O.P. Sadana, Joint Registrar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written reply which is taken on record.  The respondent is also willing that the complainant may inspect the file and identify the documents of which he needs copies.  Accordingly, the complainant may inspect the record and thereafter specify the documents of which he needs copies.
2.

With this observation, the complaint case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Lal Singh (Retd. Thanedar)

s/o Shri Ganga Singh, r/o Mogian, 

Tehsil and Distt. Mansa.





_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Excise and Taxation Commissioner (Mobile Wing),


Punjab, Patiala.





    _______ Respondents

CC No. 853   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Issue fresh notice to the parties.

2.

To come up on 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.



  




 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





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

Shri Mohan Lal s/o Shri Gulzari Lal,

Vill Bhinder Khurd, PO Bhinder Kalan,

Tehsil and Distt. Moga-142041.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar.

    _______ Respondents

CC No.  611  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Mohan Lal complainant in person.



HC Kabul Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural), Amritsar had submitted a report to the Additional Director General of Police (Human Rights Commission) vide SSP’s letter No.371/NHRC dated 3.4.2008.  In this report, a finding was given that the character of the present complainant, Shri Mohan Lal s/o Shri Gulzari Lal, is not good.  The complainant wants to know the basis on which this conclusion was drawn by the Senior Superintendent of Police.
2.

The respondent was directed to file a reply/rejoinder, which has been placed on record today vide No.608/RTI dated 29.3.2010. A copy of this has also been given to the complainant.  The basis of the observation regarding character of the complainant has not been disclosed, though it has been alleged in the reply that the complainant is in the habit of making frivolous complaints. 
3.

 The remarks of Superintendent of Police in the inquiry report submitted to the Human Rights Commission were in the nature of a comment/observation, for which there is no record; a copy of the report submitted to the State Human Rights Commission has already been supplied to the complainant.  As such, no further cause of action is left for the Information Commission to deal with.  The complainant, however, has a right to approach judicial forum, if he feels that his character has been assassinated.

2.

The PIO is cautioned to be careful in future in observing the date-lines provided under the Act.  With these observations, the case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th March, 2010





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

Sh. Arun Kumar,

# 220, United Co-Operative House 

Building Society, Sector 68,

Mohali, Punjab.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3697 of 2009
Present:-
Shri Arun Kumar complainant in person.

Mrs. Surinder Kaur, Sub Inspector alongwith Shri Santosh Kumar, Head Constable o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana.

ORDER



Parties had agreed to inspection of record on 17.3.2010 in the office of the PIO/Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana, on the last date of hearing
2.

The complainant states today that he has received the information on all the points raised by him in his application addressed to the PIO.  No cause of action is left. Accordingly the case is closed.
(R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

30th  March, 2010





      Punjab
