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

Shri Om Parkash, #1568, Bhoglan Road,

Rajpura Town, Distt. Patiala.




   _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Bureau,

Patiala.

FAA-Senior Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Bureau,

Patiala.







   _______ Respondents

AC No.  630 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Inspector Balwinder Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.8624 dated 18.8.2010 and pleads that the Superintendent of Police (Vigilance Bureau, Flying Squard-2), Patiala is out of station.  It is further submitted by the respondent that the information is ready and on return of the Superintendent of Police (Vigilance Bureau), Patiala, it will be furnished to the appellant.
2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  The case is adjourned to 31.8.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Shamsher Singh, #1897/B, Pipal Wali Gali,

Near Khera Mandir, Raghomajra, Patiala.



_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

FAA- Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Patiala (Punjab).




          _______ Respondents

AC No. 631 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
ASI Parminder Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits copy of letter No.1723-26/RTI dated 12.8.2010 enclosing the information sought by the appellant.
2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  A copy of the report submitted by the respondent should be sent to the appellant alongwith this order by post.

3.

In view of the fact that the information has been furnished, the appeal case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

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

Shri Shamsher Singh, #1897/B, Pipal Wali Gali,

Near Khera Mandir, Raghomajra, Patiala.



_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

FAA- Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Patiala (Punjab).




          _______ Respondents

AC No. 632 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

ASI Parminder Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits copy of letter No.1727-30/RTI dated 12.8.2010 enclosing the information sought by the appellant.

2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  A copy of the report submitted by the respondent should be sent to the appellant alongwith this order by post.

3.

In view of the fact that the information has been furnished, the appeal case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 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, Village Daad, PO Lalton, Distt. 
Ludhiana.







______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District & Sessions Judge, Jalandhar.

         

  _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2402 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Gurcharan Singh, Judgment Writer-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The present complaint has been filed by one Shri Arun Garg against the PIO/District and Sessions Judge, Jalandhar on the ground that he had sought information within 48 hours as issues concerning life and liberty of the appellant, who is a convict, were involved.

2.

He was furnished replies vide letters No.40 and 41 dated 10.5.2010, copies of which have been placed on record, as per the written reply dated 19.8.2010 filed by the Assistant Public Information Officer/District and Sessions Judge, Jalandhar.

3.

Not satisfied with the information furnished, the present complainant preferred first appeal to the departmental appellate authority.  The appeal was found incomplete for want of necessary fee as prescribed under the Punjab Subordinate Courts (Right to Information) Rules, 2007 notified by the Punjab and Haryana High Court.  The complainant was duly informed to remove the deficiency by furnishing the requisite fee.  However, he preferred the present complaint under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

Notice was issued to the parties.  The complainant, who was given due and adequate notice of the date of hearing, is absent without intimation.  A perusal of the reply submitted by the respondent shows that the first appeal was not entertained due to non-compliance of the statutory rules.  It is also noted that the complainant has not attached a copy of his original request made to the PIO or a copy of the appeal preferred to the first appellate authority.  He has chosen to be absent today.  He should pay the requisite fee to the first appellate authority to enable him to adjudicate the case on merits.  With this direction, the complaint case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 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, Village Daad, PO Lalton, Distt. 
Ludhiana.







______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chemical Examiner, Punjab, Kharar,

District Mohali.




                       _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2413 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Dilbagh Singh, Assistant Chemical Examiner  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.RTI-2010/2781 dated 10.8.2010 conveying that the information has already been furnished to the complainant vide No.RTI/2010/1092 dated 2.8.2010.  A copy of this letter has also been placed on record.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  Since the information has been furnished to him, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Saudagar Ram s/o Sh. Bhagu Ram,

Village Khuian Sarwar, Tehsil Abohar

District Ferozepur.




   
        _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.

        _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2399  of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Saudagar Ram  complainant in person.

H.C. Jaspal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has been furnished the information regarding action taken on his complaint dated 19.8.2009 addressed to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.    In view of this, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Jatinder Gupta s/o Shri Ashwani Kumar Gupta,

#VIII-515, Ist Floor, Old Grain Market, Moga (Punjab).      _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2414 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Sher Singh Dhull, Superintedent (RTI) on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that original request alleged to have been submitted by the present complainant to the PIO/Punjab and Haryana High Court on 18.5.2010 was never received in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  Let the respondent bring it on the record in writing that the application for information alleged to have been made by the present complainant was never received by the concerned PIO.

3.

To come up on 31.8.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Ranjeet Puri,

#HE-262-A, Phase-7, Mohali.



     _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur.

      _______ Respondent.

CC No.  2419      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
SI Kulwant Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant had submitted an application dated 17.6.2010 to the PIO/Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur seeking information pertaining to FIR No.149 dated 4.6.2010 and a copy of the opinion given by D.A. (Legal).

2.

The contention of the respondent is that the information-seeker did not indicate the name of the police station where the concerned FIR was alleged to have been registered.  Therefore, a letter was sent to the information-seeker on 22.6.2010 asking him to indicate the name of the police station.  The information-seeker did not respond to this letter. He has not disclosed the name of the police station till date.

3.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To give him one opportunity, the case is adjourned to 10.9.2010 with the direction that he should furnish the name of the police station to the respondent before this date.  If he supplies the name of the police station, the respondent shall ensure appropriate action under the Right to Information Law, before the next date of hearing.

4.

On the request of the respondent, he is exempted from appearance on the next date.

5.

To come up on 10.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Bhagwant Singh Samao s/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

Baba Bujha Singh Bhawan, Court Road, Vigilance Street,

Mansa.






     _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa (Punjab).

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2384 of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Bhagwant Singh  complainant in person.

Shri Baljit Singh, Inspector Grade-I on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The requested information has been supplied to the complainant by the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Mansa and also by the Labour Department, Mansa.  Some of the information sought by the complainant pertains to the Income Tax Department, which is an organization of Central Government.  This Commission has no jurisdiction over it.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Balkaran Singh s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Baba Bujha Singh Bhawan, Court Road, Vigilance Street,

Mansa.






    _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa (Punjab).

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2383 of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Bhagwant Singh  complainant in person.

Shri Baljit Singh, Inspector Grade-I on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The requested information has been supplied to the complainant.  In view of this, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Ved Parkash s/o Shri Boota Ram,

BXVII-243, Taraf Karbara, Model Town Road,

Bharat Nagar, Ludhiana.




     _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Income Tax Circle-II, 

Dandi Swami Chowk, Ludhiana.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2391  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Ved Parkash complainant in person.

None  on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER


The complainant was called upon to show how the present petition is maintainable with the State Information Commission as he is seeking information from the Income Tax Department, Ludhiana.  The complainant has appeared in person today. He has been explained the legal position regarding jurisdiction over the Income Tax Department.  The address of the Central Information Commission has also been supplied to him.  The present complaint case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 19, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab
