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

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Civil Judge, (Jr. Divn.) (Retd.) 

R/o 835/2, Chandigarh Road Khanna,

District Ludhiana, Punjab.



_________Appellant 

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar (Admn.)

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.








    _______ Respondents

AC No. 34 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Ranjit Singh, Deputy Registrar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER   



The appellant has sent a request seeking adjournment, which is allowed and the case is adjourned to 27.09.2010 at 10.30.A.M 








       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Sukhdev Singh s/o Sh. Santokh Singh,

H.No.223, St.No.4, Mohalla Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Near Mair Di Chowki, P.O. Daba, Distt. Ludhiana.

           _____ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o the Chief Engineer, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ludhiana.





                    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1585  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Rachhpal Singh, Deputy Chief Engineer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, Shri V.K.Garg, Assistant Executive Engineer had appeared, after hearing in this case was over.  He had made a statement that the information had been sent to the complainant. The case was adjourned to 24.8.2010, to enable the complainant to confirm that he has received the information to his satisfaction.

2.

The respondent today produces a receipt dated 23.8.2010 given by the complainant Shri Sukhdev Singh that he has received complete information on 23.8.2010.  However, he has given a note that the information was supplied after lapse of 30 days.  For this, the respondent is cautioned. The case is closed.








       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, R/o ‘Kahlon villa’, 

Opp Tel.Exchange, VPO – Bhattian-Bet,

Ludhiana.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o Principle Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt-PB, Sec-9,Chandigarh





FAA- Principle Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt-PB, Sec-9,Chandigarh



       _______ Respondents

AC No. 337       of 2010

Present:-
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon appellant in person
Shri Simar Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


The respondent has given a copy of letter No.12605 dated 14.7.2010 to the appellant containing some photocopies of the correspondence conducted between the office of Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Sports and other official agencies.  However, the respondent is unable to confirm that apart from these documents, there is no other correspondence, copies of which may have been withheld by the respondent.  Let him confirm in this writing.

2.

To come up on 7.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Sohan Lal s/o Shri Brij Lal, R/o Kulara,

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.



        _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.


         _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1849  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Rajinder Kumar on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar, Samana on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has removed the deficiencies in the information earlier supplied to the complainant.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.








       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









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

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Civil Judge, (Jr. Divn.) (Retd.) 

R/o 835/2, Chandigarh Road Khanna,

District Ludhiana, Punjab.



_________Appellant 

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

2.
FAA-Registrar (Admn.), Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

AC No.  320      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Ranjit Singh, Deputy Registrar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER   



The appellant has sent a request seeking adjournment, which is allowed and the case is adjourned to 27.09.2010 at 10.30.A.M 









       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Balkar Singh, #739, Gali NO.11.

Tripuri Town, Patiala (Punjab)



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Superintending Engineer (Distribution),

Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2255  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Balkar Singh  complainant in person.

Shri Sanjeev Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Sanjeev Kumar states that the information has been supplied to the complainant. The Electricity Meter will be changed in the name of Mrs. Surjit Kaur w/o Shri Balkar Singh. Since Balkar Singh had already deposited security for the meter, the respondent submits that no fresh security will be charged.
2.

With this direction, the complaint case is closed.








       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Kulwinder Singh s/o Shri Dalip Singh Jat,

Village Balochak, Distt. Kapurthala.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Batala. 

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2254  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Balkar Singh on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has been given information on the seven issues raised in his application dated 5.4.2010 addressed to the PIO/Senior Superintendent of Police, Batala.  However, information on 8th point which is reproduced below is yet to be given by the PIO:-

“8H

Beb ogN nkfws nkrr?odftzdo f;zx fwsh 18H12H2001 EkDk x[wkD”
3.

The respondent is absent.  He is called upon to either supply copies of the above mentioned documents or submit a written reply stating reasons why these could not be furnished to the information-seeker.

4.

To come up on 24.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Kulwinder Singh s/o Sh Dalip Singh Jat,

Village Balochak, District Kapurthala.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Batala (Pb.).
    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2253  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Balkar Singh on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has sent a letter bearing No.l447/RTI/34454 dated 22.7.2010, conveying that the information is ready and the complainant was informed vide letter No.359/
RA dated 14.6.2010 that he could collect the same from the PIO.

2.

The complainant, however, states that he had contacted the PIO on 2.8.2010 but the information on the following two issues has not been supplied to him as originally sought by him from the PIO:-



“1H
s;dheô[dk Beb fumh BzL1278 fwsh 8H1H2002H



2H
doyk;s SHO x[wkD fi;d/ nkXko s/ fumh BzL1278 fwsh 8H1H2002 fbyh rJh ;h."


3.

The respondent is absent.  He is called upon to either supply copies of the above mentioned documents or submit a written reply stating reasons why these could not be furnished to the information-seeker.

4.

To come up on 24.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri H.P.Sharma, Kothi No.614,

Phase-1, Mohali.





_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2243  of 2010

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

ORDER



The Public Information Officer/Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib, has endorsed a copy of the  letter addressed to the Executive Engineer, Drainage Division, Patiala transferring the request of the present complainant under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to that public authority.

2.

Issue notice to the Executive Engineer, Drainage Division, Patiala. To come up on 24.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab
CC
The Executive Engineer, Drainage Division, Patiala 

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

Shri Gurinderpal Singh, Lucky Telelinks,

Balmiki Chowk, Jandiala Guru, Distt. Amritsar.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2224       of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Kulwinder Singh on behalf of the complainant.

H.C. Sital Singh alongwith Inspector Ranjit Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that challan in this case has been presented in the Judicial Court and all relevant record has been submitted alongwith it. So far as existence of plot No.98, Khasra No.1144 and 1144/12 is concerned, this information may be obtained from the concerned revenue authority, who shall supply it to the present appellant, if he moves an application under the Right to Information Act, 2005. The appellant may also obtain whatever copies of the record, he wants from the judicial court where challan has been presented.

2.

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








       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri M.K.Chadha, ##880,. Sector 38-A,

Chandigarh (UT).





_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

CC No.  2222      of 2010

Present:-
Shri M.K.Chadha complainant in person.

ASI Darshan Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Copy of FIR has been supplied. The documents at Serial No. B and C have been presented to Judicial Court and hence are not available with the respondent. As regard Serial No. D, the respondent states that provisions of Section158 (6) of MV Act have not been implemented. Police has not sent any report on form 54 of MV Act and, hence its copy cannot be given to the complainant. The respondent is cautioned to strictly observe the provision of the Act in future.

2. 

No further cause of action is left.The complaint case is closed.  









       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Om Parkash Jindal,

r/o Lal Chand Sabka M.C. Wali Gali, Ward No.15, 

Jawaharke Road, Mansa.




_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Divisional Commissioner, Faridkot.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2220   of 2010

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

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent states that the information is ready.  The information may be sent to the complainant by registered post.  With this direction, the complaint case is closed.








       (R.I. Singh)

August 24, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab
