STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Sadhu Singh Galvati,

S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

Lali Niwas, Gali No. 1,

Ajit Nagar, Tehsil Nabha,

Distt. Patiala.






.……… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Mini Secretariat, Patiala.                                                     ….…… Respondent




CC – 04 of 2010

                                          ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Daljit Singh Virk, DDPO, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 17.02.2010, the DDPO, Patiala, had been directed to provide response to the Complainant regarding status of his complaint, by 25.2.2010.  The Respondent PIO that is DDPO, Patiala, was to be personally present along with a copy of the information sent to the Complainant.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent PIO is personally present.  He states that the original request dated 26.11.2008 has not been received in his office.   Notwithstanding, non-receipt of the initial request, he has sent a detailed response regarding the status of the case which is still subjudice vide his letter No. 1094 dated 25.02.2010.  He submits a copy of the same which is taken on record.

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

 

Sh. Sadhu Singh Galvati, Complainant came to the office of the Commission at 11.30 A.M. and the above order was read out to him.  A copy of the Respondent’s letter No. 1094 dated 25.02.2010 has been handed over to the Complainant.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sardar Singh,

H.No.826, Street No.8,

Nanak Nagar,

Near New Sabzi Mandi,

Ludhiana (Pb.). 





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana (Pb.).  





…..…… Respondent



CC – 118 of 2010


 
 

       ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Jagbir Singh, APIO – cum – Superintendent Grade – I, O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

1.

The case relates to allocation of a plot.  Initial request was sent on 19.12.2009 and on not receiving a response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 18.12.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent submits a copy of his speed post letter No. 4446 dated 18.12.2009 which contains the requisite information.  

3.

Since the information is supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal,

Jiwan Niwas, Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur City – 152 002 (Pb.).



…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o The Secretary to Govt., Pb.,

Department of Labour & Employment,

Room No. 510, 6th Floor, Pb. Mini Sectt.,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.




…..…… Respondent



    
  CC – 470 of 2010


 



           ORDER

Present:
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal, Complainant in person.


Sh. Joga Singh, PIO – cum – Under Secretary, Labour, Pb. Mini Sectt. Chandigarh; Sh. Pritam Singh, APIO – cum - Supdt., Labour Br.; Sh. Gurmit Singh, Senior Assistant, Labour Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh and Sh. Nazar Singh, Reader, Labour Court. Bathinda.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 22.02.2010, the Respondent PIO had been directed to supply the information pertaining to Item No. 1  by 24.02.2010 to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission.  The Respondent PIO Sh. Joga Singh, PIO – cum – Under Secretary, Labour, Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh was to be personally present with a copy of the response to Item No. 1.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the response has been provided to Item No. 1 vide letter No. 437 dated 23.02.2010.  Since the Complainant had not received a copy, the same was handed over to him.  The Complainant requests for time to submit his observations on the information provided so far.    Accordingly, he may submit his observations at the earliest but not later than 05.03.2010.  Letter from the Complainant dated 24.02.2010 has been received and taken on record.
3.

It is observed that in Order dated 22.02.2010 the dates mentioned regarding Complainant’s letter are 01.12.2009 and 21.01.2010 whereas it should be 01.12.2009 and 29.01.2010.  Accordingly, a correction be made in the previous Order. 
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4.

To come up on 11.03.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal,

Jiwan Niwas, Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur  City – 152 002 (Pb.).



…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Sangrur. 



 


…..…… Respondent



         CC – 615 of 2010


 




     ORDER

Present:
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal, Complainant in person.

Sh. Kulwant Singh, APIO – cum – Sub Inspector, O/o SSP, Sangrur and Sh. Hardip Singh, ASI, Police Station ( City ), Sangrur.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding fake arrest warrants.  Initial request containing five items was filed on 15.01.2010 under provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act concerning life and liberty with the request to provide information within forty-eight hours.  On not being provided information, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 15.02.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent present states that he has informed the present status vide his letter  No. 332 dated 19.02.2010 to the Complainant.  Since the Complainant has not received the letter, a copy of the same is provided to him and a copy is also taken on record.  The Complainant, however, states that a part of information should be available with the Respondent.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent is directed either to provide specific information as has been demanded by the Complainant vide his original letter dated 15.01.2010 by 05.03.2010 with a copy to the Commission or the PIO Respondent will submit an affidavit stating and justifying non-availability of the same.  A copy will be endorsed to the Complainant by registered post free of cost.

4.

Adjourned to 11.03.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kulwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

Vill. Shergarh, Tehsil: Patran, 

Distt. Patiala. 





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Patran, Distt. Patiala (Pb.). 




…..…… Respondent


    
    CC – 117 of 2010






ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.

1.

No communication has been received from the Complainant.  This is the second consecutive hearing when the Complainant is not present to progress his case.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

2.

Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Satnam Singh Dhaliwal, President, 

Universal Human Rights Organisation, 

Bajrra Colony, Rahon Road,

Ludhiana. 






…… Complainant  






          Vs

Public Information Office,

O/o The District Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Ludhiana. 

 

 


…… Respondent

CC- 258 of 2010


             

 
 


       ORDER

Present:
Sh. Iqbal Singh, General Secretary, Universal Human Rights Organisation on behalf of Sh. Satnam Singh Dhaliwal, Complainant.

 

None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 23.02.2010, the Respondent had been directed to provide the requisite information by 25.02.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Complainant states that the requisite information has not been provided so far.  The Respondent is directed to provide the requisite information at the earliest.

3.

Adjourned to 03.03.2010 at 11.00 A.M.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.02.2010.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

