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

Shri Kanwar Sain Jain, 1239, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Patiala.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Tehsildar, Patiala.

FAA- Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



        _______ Respondents

AC No.  551 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri  Gurtej Singh, Registry Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent submits letter dated 29.7.2010 confirming that the information has been furnished to the appellant who, however, is absent without intimation.  Let the appellant confirm that he has received the information and that he is satisfied with the same.

2.

To come up on 13.8.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab 

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

Shri Mahinder Singh s/o Sh. Ishar Singh

Mohalla Mori, Sultanpur Lodhi, Distt. Kapurthala.
                    _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

     The Public Information Officer

     o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, 

     Kapurthala.






       _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1390      of 2010

Present: -
Shri Mahinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Kuldip Singh Chandi, SDM alongwith SI Rupinder Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent submits letter No.554 dated 29.7.2010 stating that the information stands supplied to the complainant.  
2.

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







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

  Shri Mahinder Singh s/o Sh. Ishar Singh

  Mohalla Mori, Sultanpur Lodhi, Distt. Kapurthala.
                   _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

    The Public Information Officer

    o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala.


     _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1393      of 2010

Present: -
Shri Mahinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Kuldip Singh Chandi, SDM on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The complainant had moved number of applications to the Revenue Authorities alleging illegal possession over a public street.  Subsequently, he moved an application dated 11.6.2009 to the PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala inquiring as to the action taken on his earlier complaints.  The respondent represented by Shri Kuldip Singh Chandi, SDM, Sultanpur has personally conducted on the spot enquiry involving the complainant.  A copy of the inquiry report may be supplied to the complainant.  

2.

With this direction, the complaint case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Rajinder Kumar s/o Shri Satpal,

r/o Ward No.10, Near Jindal Public School, Dhuri, Sangrur.

_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.

FAA-Commissioner, Patiala Division,

Patiala.






         _______ Respondents

AC No. 491  of 2010  
Present:-
Shri Rajinder Kumar appellant in person.

Shri Sukhdev Singh, Kanugo on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has forwarded the information to the appellant, a copy of which was handed over to the information-seeker at the time of hearing today.  Let him peruse the information and confirm that he is satisfied with the same.

2.

To come up on 9.8.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri G.D.Sodhi s/o Late Shri Lal Chand Sodhi,

r/o 165, Basant Avenue, Amritsar (Punjab).
               _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar.

FAA-The Inspector General of Police, Border Range,

Amritsar.





          _______ Respondents

AC No. 490 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Vishal Sodhi on behalf of the appellant.



Inspector Nihal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has forwarded the information to the appellant who, however, seeks time to peruse the same.

2.

To come up on 6.8.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Makhan Singh s/o Sh. Jagar Singh,

Village Bikar, District Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar.
          _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar.          _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1909 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Makhan Singh  complainant in person.

Shri Birpal Singh, SDM, Nawanshahar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant confirms that he has received the information.

2.

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







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Makhan Singh s/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

Village Bikar, District Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar.
          _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Inspector General of Police, Jalandhar Range,

Jalandhar.






           _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1918 of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Makhan Singh complainant in person.

S.I. Dilbagh Singh alongwith HC. Nirmal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the PIO was directed to remove the deficiencies, which the complainant alleges have not been fully removed.

2.

The plea of the respondent, however, is that challan has been presented in the Court and all the relevant documents in original have been submitted to the Judicial Court.  The respondent is unable to supply the copies of the documents as these are now in the custody of the judicial authority.

3.

The parties, however, agree that the complainant may visit the Police Station, Mukandpur. Copies of documents which are available on the record of police file may be supplied to the information-seeker, since investigation in any case is over.
4.

With this direction, the case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Jasbir Singh r/o Village Jalal Khera

Post Office Sullar, District Patiala. 


      _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Transport Officer, Patiala.

                 _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1913 / 2010

Present:-
Shri  Jasbir Singh  complainant in person.

Shri Rakesh Sharma, Section Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The parties have agreed to meet in the office of the District Transport Officer, Patiala for inspection of record.  Let the complainant identify the document of which he needs a copy.  The respondent shall supply him the same, thereafter.

2.

With this direction, the case is disposed of.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Amrik Singh s/o Shri Inder Singh,

Anandpura Mohalla, Fazilik, Distt. Ferozepur.

        _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.

         _______ Respondent

CC No.  1724   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


HC Jaspal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 2.7.2010, the complainant had confirmed that he has received the information but he had alleged that the copies have not been attested.

2.

The respondent today confirms that attested copies have been supplied to the complainant who, however, is absent without intimation.
3.

Since the information has been supplied to the complainant, the case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri D.C.Gupta, General Secretary,

Sucha Adhikar Manch (Regd.), #778, Urban Estate,

Phase-1, Patiala.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

FAA-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.


         _______ Respondents

AC No.176 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Harmesh Singh, Assistant Supervisor alongwith Shri Gursewak Singh, Accountant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the appellant had sought an adjournment to go through the information supplied to him by the respondent. Today, the appellant is absent but has telephonically sought an adjournment.  Time is allowed to him as a last opportunity.

2.

To come up on 6.8.2010 at 10.30 A.M.  

3.

The respondent is exempted from appearance on 6.8.2010.








        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

HarminderSingh, #2877, Phase-7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali





         _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ropar.

The Inspector
General of Police, Zonal(I),

Jalandhar.






       _______ Respondents

AC No. 512  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Harminder Singh complainant in person.

ASI Darshan Singh   on behalf of respondent No.1 alongwith ASI Ranjit Singh on behalf of respondent No.2.

ORDER


The respondent states that copy of letter No. 192/5C/SP Mohali, 30/5C dated 23.5.2005 from Superintendent of Police, Mohali has been given to the appellant.

2.

The appellant, however, draws attention to a discrepancy that the dispatch date of this letter is dated 23.5.2010, whereas it appears that the signatures of the Superintendent of Police, Mohali are dated 2.8.2005.  His plea is that it is very unlikely that a dispatch number would have been assigned to the letter without the signatures of Superintendent of Police, Mohali and that it is also unlikely that a signed letter would have been kept pending  for nearly three months.  Let the respondent explain this discrepancy.

3.

To come up on 8.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







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, Pb.,

Chandigarh.





                      _______ Respondents

CC No. 802       of 2010

Present:-
Dr. Sandeep Gupta complainant in person..

Shri Raman Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


Only incomplete information has been furnished to the complainant. Let the discrepancies be removed within a period of one month.



2.

To come up on 6.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Jasvinder Singh s/o Sh. Bhagat Singh

Village Singhpura, Tehsil Derabassi,

Distt. SAS Nagar Mohali.




        ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, SAS Nagar .
       _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1765   of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jaswinder Singh complainant in person.



ASI Darshan Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER   



The complainant has received the information.  Hence, no cause of action is left and the case is closed.








        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Sanjeev Gupta, Advocate,

District Courts, Bhatinda.




          _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.
        _______ Respondents

AC No. 420 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jagdeep Kapil, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Department of Home Affairs and Justice alongwith H.C. Parshotam and Shri Lakhmir Singh, Senior Assistant  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.2259-60 dated 29.7.2010, which is an endorsement of the letter sent to the appellant Shri Sanjeev Gupta forwarding the requisite information.

2.

The appellant was absent on 10.6.2010 and then again on the next date of hearing which was on 19.7.2010.  The appellant is again absent today without intimation.  In view of the fact that the information has been sent to the appellant, the case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







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:-
None on behalf of the complainant
ASI Vijay Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant, on the last date of hearing on 14.7.2010, have since been removed and complete information has been forwarded.  As a proof of this, the respondent submits letter dated 29.7.2010 with a photocopy of receipt given by Shri Dilbagh Singh complainant that he has received the information.

2.

In view of the fact that the information has been supplied to him, no cause of action is left and the case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri K.C. Singal, 524, Gurbax Colony,

Street No.5, Patiala.





         _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the State Public Information Officer-cum-Excise 

and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, 

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.




         _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1782 of 2010

Present:-
Shri  K.C.Singal  complainant in person.

Shri Harvinder Singh Datta, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent has placed on record an affidavit sworn on behalf of Shri Rajeev Kumar Garg, PIO, Department of Excise and Taxation, Punjab, Patiala.

2.

Heard the parties.  Orders are reserved.  Date for pronouncement will be conveyed separately.











        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Hakam Singh, #2556,

Ward No.11, Nagar Council, Kharar, District Mohali.

             _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o the Joint Director (Admn) o/o the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






              _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1595 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Hakam Singh complainant in person.

Shri Gurbachan Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Deficiencies pointed out on the last date of hearing on 14.7.2010 have been removed except that the copies of the documents supplied to the complainant have not been attested by the respondent.  This should be done.  

2.

PIO/Flying Squad o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh has forwarded the request of the complainant to ensure that copies of the documents in his custody are submitted before 6.8.2010. 
3.

 Issue notice to the PIO/ Flying Squad o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.
4.

To come up on 6.8.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

CC

The PIO/ Flying Squad o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.

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

Shri Kesar Singh, H. NO.1190-A, 

Sector 41-B, Chandigarh.




          _______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






         _______ Respondents

CC No.  885    of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

ASI Ranjit Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing on 13.7.2010. The respondent had confirmed that the information had been supplied to him.  However, the case was adjourned to 30.7.2010 for confirmation that the complainant is satisfied with the information.
2.

The complainant is again absent today without intimation.  The respondent submits letter No.1548-51 dated 27.7.2010 with an affidavit of Hawaldar Narinder Singh, No.928, Patiala confirming that he did not conduct any investigation pertaining to application No.592/R/DSP Nabha dated 18.9.2009 and further that he did not record any statement of Ms. Jaspreet Kaur d/o Shri Gurmit Singh, Shri Avtar Singh s/o Shri Bant Singh, Mrs. Sarabjit Kaur w/o Shri Avtar Singh and Mrs. Gurdev Kaur w/o S. Bant Singh.

3.

Since no statement of the above individuals was recorded, no record exists and no copy of the same can be supplied to the complainant. 

4.

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







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Nachhattar Singh Mavi,

Secretary (Retd.), Punjab Vidhan Sabha,

1179, Sector 64, Mohali.




          _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Vidhan Sabha Secretariat, Chandigarh.

             ______ Respondent

CC No. 728    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Nachhattar Singh Mavi complainant in person.

Shri H.C. Arora, Advocate on behalf of Shri Madan Mohan, Secretary (Retired) alongwith Shri Madan Mohan, Secretary (retired) and Shri Sulinder Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department 

ORDER  



Shri H.C. Arora, Advocate has placed on record written arguments, a copy of which has also been supplied to the complainant.  

2.

Heard the parties.  Order is reserved.  Date for pronouncement will be intimated to the parties in due course.








        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Kanwar Sain Jain, 1239, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Patiala.




      _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Tehsildar, Block-A, Mini Secretariat,

Patiala.






      _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1980      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..



Shri Gurtej Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 5.7.2010, the respondent was directed to remove the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant.  The respondent today produced a photocopy of a receipt dated 26.7.2010, given by the complainant, stating that he has received complete information and that he is satisfied with the same.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  Since the information has been supplied to him, the complaint case is closed.










        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Hardeep Singh Sandhu,

f/o H.C. Kamaljit Singh, H.No.1957, 84, Shastri Nagar, 

Majitha Road, Amritsar.




           ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar.

           _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1973      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Hardeep Singh Sandhu complainant in person.



Inspector Nihal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent has forwarded the information to the complainant vide letter No.1402 dated 23.7.2010 which, however, the complainant alleges to be deficient.  The complainant particularly refers to Sr. No.1, 2 and 3 of his query dated 7.5.2010.  The respondent’s stand is that these documents do not exist in the record.  Let the respondent confirm this in writing to the complainant.
2.

So far as at Sr. No. 4, 5 and 6 are concerned, the respondent is withholding the information on the ground that disclosure at this stage will impede the investigation.  The complainant may file his reply/rejoinder, if he so likes.

3.

To come up on 7.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Tribhawan Singla

s/o Shri Prem Chand Singla, 

r/o H.No.578, Sector 11-B, Chandigarh.


        _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjab Wakf Board, SCO No.1062-63,

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.




         _______ Respondent.

CC No.  979  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant was absent. The respondent had stated that the information is ready and will be dispatched to the complainant by registered post.  Today again the complainant is absent without intimation.  It appears that he has received the information and he is satisfied with the same.

2.

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







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Arun Garg s/o Shri Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.)



  _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent Central Jail, Nabha.

FAA-The superintendent Central Jail, Nabha.


  _____ Respondents
AC No.  523  of 2010
Present:-
Shri Arun Garg appellant in person.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Assistant Superintendent on the behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



Information has been supplied to the appellant.  Hence no cause of action is left and the case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Arun Garg s/o Shri Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.)



  _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent Central Jail, Nabha.

FAA-The superintendent Central Jail, Nabha.


  _____ Respondents
AC No.  524  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg appellant in person.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Assistant Superintendent on the behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



Information has been supplied to the appellant.  Hence no cause of action is left and the case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Arun Garg s/o Shri Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.)



  _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent Central Jail, Nabha.

FAA-The superintendent Central Jail, Nabha.


  _____ Respondents
AC No.  525  of 2010
Present:-
Shri Arun Garg appellant in person.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Assistant Superintendent on the behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



Information has been supplied to the appellant.  Hence no cause of action is left and the case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Arun Garg s/o Shri Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.)



  _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent Central Jail, Nabha.

FAA-The superintendent Central Jail, Nabha.


  _____ Respondents
AC No.  526  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg appellant in person.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Assistant Superintendent on the behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



Information has been supplied to the appellant.  Hence no cause of action is left and the case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Arun Garg s/o Shri Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.)



_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent Jail, Jalandhar.

FAA-The superintendent Jail, Jalandhar.
.


            _______ Respondents

AC-527/2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg appellant in person.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Assistant Superintendent on the behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been supplied.  The appellant is satisfied with the same.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Smt. Shimla Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.)



  _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab, Chandigarh.
FAA-The Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab, Chandigarh.           _______ Respondents

AC No.  528  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg appellant in person.

Shri Mangat Ram, Senior Assistant on the behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



The respondent submits that a copy of the Government instructions regarding remission for the bail period is yet to be supplied.  One week’s time is granted to the respondent for the same.

2.

To come up on 5.8.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Arun Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.) 


       _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent of Jails, Ludhiana.


       _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2032 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg complainant in person.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Assistant Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



The complainant confirms that he has received the information.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Arun Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.) 


         _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent of Jails, Ludhiana.


         _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2033 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg complainant in person.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Assistant Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant confirms that he has received the information.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Arun Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.) 


         _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent of Jails, Ludhiana.


         _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2034 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg complainant in person.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, Assistant Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.1613 dated 29.7.2010 stating that the History Ticket for the convict, for the period 22.1.2001 to 10.8.2001, has not been received in the office of the Central Jail, Jalandhar from Maximum Security Jail, Nabha.  It is further stated that as per telephonic conversation between the two superintendents of Jails, it transpires that History Ticket for the relevant period is not available at Nabha also.

2.

Issue notice to the PIO/Maximum Security Jail, Nabha to confirm in writing that the relevant record is not available, if so, the reasons thereof.

3.

To come up on 7.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

CC

PIO/Maximum Security Jail, Nabha
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Arun Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.) 


            ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab, Chandigarh.  _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2036 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg complainant in person.

Shri Chetan Parkash, Chief Probation Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter dated 28.7.2010, which is taken on record.  The respondent has supplied copies of the relevant instructions to the complainant during the course of hearing.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Arun Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.) 


            ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab, Chandigarh.  _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2039 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg complainant in person.

Shri Chetan Parkash, Chief Probation Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No. 11385 dated 30.7.2010 stating that the complainant is asking the information in English whereas it exists in Punjabi.  Copies of the relevant instructions, in whatever language these have been issued, will be provided to the complainant. 

2.

To come up on 5.8.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

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

Shri Arun Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.) 


            ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab, Chandigarh.  _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2037 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg complainant in person.

Shri Chetan Parkash, Chief Probation Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No. 11389 dated 30.7.2010. The plea of the respondent is that the complainant is seeking third party information and hence the same has been denied.

 2.

Let the complainant file his response/rejoinder. To come up on 5.8.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







        (R.I. Singh)

July 30, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner

    







Punjab

