STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhim Sain,

S/o Sh. Data Ram,

Gobindpura Basti, Near New Grain Market,

Sangrur.





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Distt. Manager,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, 

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent 

CC No. 1650 of 2007

Present:
i) 
    Sh. Bhim Sen, complainant  in person.
ii) 
  Sh.R. N. Kaura,Technical Officer, on   behalf of the           respondent.

ORDER
Heard
The respondent states that since the Distt. Manager, PSWC, Sangrur was transferred and his successor has only recently joined, a few more days may be given to him to give the complete information to the complainant
In view of the respondent’s request, a period of 15 days is given to him to give complete point wise reply to the complainant’s application for information dated 23-7-2007

Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amrik Singh,

S/o Sh. Balbir Singh,

Prashan Niwas, VPO- Dhallake,

Distt. Moga.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.







__________ Respondent 

CC No.1661 of 2007

Present:
i) 
    S. Amrik  Singh,   complainant  in person.
ii) 
   None    on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard
In response to the application for information of the complainant, he has been informed that the complaint made to the police by the complainant is still  being inquired into and a complete copy of the inquiry report ( which should include copies of the statements of all witnesses) will be given to the complainant on the completion of the inquiry.
Since the report of the office of the SSP,  Moga, stating that the inquiry is still going on is dated 21-8-2007, it is expected that the inquiry should have been completed by now and the information required by the complainant will be received by him at the earliest.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rakesh Jain,

S/o Late Sh. Mohan Lal Jain,

# 175, Phase-3B-I, Mohali.




___________Complainant

     




Vs.

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

Public Information Officer-cum-

Executive Engineer, 
O/o Chief Administrator,

GAMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.





__________ Respondent 

CC No. 1643 of 2007

Present:
i) 
  Sh. Rakesh Jain, complainant  in person.
ii) 
Sh. Amarjit Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO, GMADA, on   
behalf     of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
The application for information in this case was made by the complainant as early as on 7-8-2007.  The application contains seven points to which replies were required to be given to the complainant within 30 days i.e. by 7-9-2007, in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  However, the complainant has stated before the Court that he has not received any information from the respondent apart from having received a copy of the complaint from Ms. Suman Jain, which was sent by her to the office of the GMADA.
The information asked for from the respondent is quite clear and simple to understand.  The complainant has applied for the transfer of ownership of property rights on the basis of a family settlement deed, which has been duly endorsed by a Court of law.  Instead, however, of acting upon the settlement deed, he has been asked by the respondent to get it registered in the office of the Sub Registrar, Mohali. All the seven questions asked for by the complainant revolve around this grievance and it is incumbent upon the respondent to give a full and specific reply to each of the seven points raised by him in his application for information. Yet the information asked for has not been supplied to him and unnecessary delay is being caused.

In the above circumstances, the only conclusion the Court can reach is that the information in this case has not been given to the complainant without any reasonable cause within the time specified  under section   7(1) of the RTI Act.                                             

  




Contd…2
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Under the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Sh. Paramjit Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, office of the Chief Administrator, GMADA, Mohali, to show cause at 10 AM on 7-12-2007, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day, for every day that the required  information was not supplied after the expiry of thirty days from the date of receipt of the application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act,2005.

In the meanwhile, the PIO is strongly advised to give the point wise information to the complainant as asked for by him in his application dated 7-8-2007, before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-12-2007 for further consideration and orders.
                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
.STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhag Singh,

C/o SCO-2, Yadvindra complex,

Distt. Court, Patiala.





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o BDPO,

Block Sanour, Opp. Gurudwara Sahib Motibagh,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent 

CC No. 1652 of 2007

Present:
i) 
     S. Bhag Singh,   complainant  in person.
ii) 
      None   on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard
The complainant has stated that he has not received any information from the respondent.  The respondent is also not present at the hearing today, either personally or through any representative,

In the above circumstances, a copy of the application for information of the complainant dated 18-6-2007 is sent to the PIO-cum-DDPO, Patiala, through registered post, with the direction that the information required by the complainant should be sent to him within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders.  The PIO-cum-DDPO,Patiala or the concerned APIO should also be present in the Court on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the information which has been supplied to the Court.

Any failure on the part of the respondent to carry out his duties under the RTI Act or observe the orders of this Court will attract serious notice and will lead to the  imposition of the penalty prescribed under section 20 of the RTI Act.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mehar Chand,

# B-34/8599, New Sant Nagar,

Chuharpur road, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhaian.






__________ Respondent 

CC No  1653    of 2007

Present:
i) 
    None on behalf of the complainant  
ii) 
  Sh.Sanjeev Uppal, APIO-cum-Supdt., on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard
The respondent has shown to the Court a copy of the reply which has been sent to the complainant  with reference to his application for information dated nil.

The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information which has been provided to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ram kumar Bhagat,

26-A, Gurcharan Park,

Near Kochar Market,

Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Joint director,

Deptt. Of Local Govt., Punjab,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent 

CC No.    1657   of 2007

Present:
i) 
    None on behalf of the  complainant .
ii) 
  Sh. Hakam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO,on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard
The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 16-10-2007, a copy of which has been taken on record of the Court.  The respondent has claimed exemption in respect of information asked for at point no. 8 of the application for information, for the reason that it is third party information. The exemption is upheld.

The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information which has been provided to him.

Disposed of

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Lt. Col. N.K. Ghai,

C/o Amelioration India,

205-B, Model Town Extn.,

Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent 

CC No.    1659   of 2007

Present:
i) 
    Sh. Rajinder Ghai, on behalf of the complainant  .
ii) 
  Sh. Sanjeev Uppal,APIO-cum-Supdt. on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard
The application for information in this case was made on 18-7-2007 but no response has still been given to the complainant by the respondent. The representative of the respondent who has appeared before me has requested for 15 days time within which he has given a commitment that full and complete information will be given to the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harsh Mohan Singh, Advocate,

105, Near Chandigarh Steel, Walia Enclave, 

Opp. Punjabi University, Patiala.



___________Appellant 

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent 

AC No   290    of 2007

Present:
i) 
     Sh.  Harsh Mohan Singh,  complainant  in person.
ii) 
  None on    behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard
In this case, although the respondent has intimated the status of FIR No. 411 and 412 of 1999 to the complainant, certified copies thereof, which had also been asked for in his application dated 3-5-2007 have not yet been supplied to him.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply the certified copies of these two FIRs to the complainant within seven days of the receipt of these orders.

It is a matter of regret, of which the Court has taken a serious view, that neither the respondent nor any representative on his behalf has attended the hearing of this Court today.  The respondent is advised to 
be present on the next date of hearing, either personally or through the APIO.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.C. Kapur,

# 1523, Sector-15,

Panchkula.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Punjab, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent 

CC No.      1613     of 2007

Present:
i) 
   Sh. R.K.Kapur, complainant  in person.
ii) 
  Sh. Navinder Kaur, Supdt.,on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard
The information asked for by the complainant vide his application dated 10-8-2007 has been handed over to him by the respondent in the Court today.  The complainant is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-12-2007 for further orderts.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harpal Singh Grewal,

C/o sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Kothi No. 74, Brahma Asharam Road,

Himshikha, Pinjore (Haryana.).



___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent 

CC No.    1170    of  2007

Present:
i) 
    S. Gurcharan Singh s/o S.Harpal Singh (complainant)
ii) 
  None on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard
The respondent has received the notice for today’s hearing late and  has therefore requested for an adjournment.  He has also intimated that the information required by the complainant has been sent at the address given by him in his application for information.

In the above circumstances, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 7-12-2007 to enable the complainant to go through the information sent to him and to point out deficiencies, if any.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Mandeep Kaur,

H. No. 501, Phase-9,

Mohali.




   __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Government, Pb.,

General Administration, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.________________ Respondent

CC No. 1064 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. Hem Raj Mittal, Advocate, on behalf of the  complainant.

ii)  Sh. Harchand Singh, & Rakesh Sharma,Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the Court.  The same will be handed over to the counsel for the complainant after taking the prescribed fees of Rs. 30/- through IPO.


Disposed of.
                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Satish Karkara,

Legal Advisor,

323, Yadvindra Complex,

Distt. Courts, Patiala.


  
 _________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o IGP (H.Q.),

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector-9,

Chandigarh.





____________ Respondent


          Application for review of orders dated 27-7-2007 
                     in CC No. 1030  & 1031 of 2007
Present:
i)   None,  on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)  ASI  Bithal  Hari,   on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Vide the orders of this Court dated 27-7-2007, the complaints in CC-1030 and 1031 of 2007 had been disposed of with the direction to the respondent to give the required information to the complainant after he had deposited the required fees.  These orders were passed on a statement made by Shri Jawahar Lal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent, that the information required by the complainant is ready and can be given to him after he has deposited the prescribed fees.

The respondent has submitted that Sh. Jawahar Lal, Sr. Assistant, who was recently posted in the RTI cell, was unaware about the facts of these two cases and had, therefore, made a wrong statement before the Commission, because the applications for information in both these cases were under process on 27-7-2007, the date of the orders of the Court, and the information required by the applicant was not ready for delivery as stated by Shri Jawahar Lal.


The respondent has further submitted that the information sought by the applicant is too frivolous , old and non specific and its collection  would involve an enormous amount of time  and expenditure which would burden the State exchequer  unnecessarily.   He has therefore  requested that the orders directing that the information should be supplied to the complainant may be recalled.

In his two applications for information, which are involved in these two cases, the applicant has sought the following:-                                        ……p/2
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CC-1030/2007

The number of persons either enrolled or promoted as ASIs in the Punjab Police on 1-10-1993 and thereafter, who have been promoted to the next higher rank.  Further details asked for in each case of promotion, are the name of the promotee,  the date and method of his promotion, the reason for the promotion and whether the promotion case was recommended through proper channels or not.

CC-1031/2007

How many Head Constables and ASIs have been exempted from passing the promotion course from 1980 till date.  The information asked for in the case of each person who was exempted, is his name, the date of exemption, the reason for the exemption, the age of the employee when the exemption was granted , whether he has been awarded  with D II or E II, the authority who gave the  exemption and whether his case came  through proper channels or not.  

While appreciating the anxiety of the applicant for information and his apparent desire to find out whether administrative decisions in the Punjab Police Department are being taken with due care or not, the fact is that if the respondent compiles the information which has been asked for, it would involve a huge number of man hours for the collection and examination of hundred if not thousands of files.  Whether the supply of the information would serve any public interest or not, there is no doubt that its collection and compilation would involve the diversion of an excessive amount of man hour and funds from the normal work of the Police Department, which would definitely not be in the public interest and would, therefore, not serve the overall objective of the RTI Act.  


For the above reasons, the application of the respondent is accepted and the orders of this Court dated 27-7-2007 are hereby recalled and the complaints made in both these cases are filed.

The complainant, to whom the notice for today’s hearing was also sent along with a copy of the respondent’s application, is not present.
                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amrik Singh,

# 6/281, Ekta Niwas,

Nirankari Colony,

Delhi-110009.




  ______ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Deptt. Of Personnel,

Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


            ___ Respondent

CC No. 1396 of 2007

Present:
i) S. Amrik Singh, complainant in person.



ii) Shri Harchand Singh, Supdt and Sh Ramesh Chander,

on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that full and complete information has been given to the complainant in response to his application for information dated 12-3-2007.  The complainant, however, denies that he has been given the complete information.  He states that the grant of the benefits of various promotion scales in the IAS had been denied to him because of the pendency of disciplinary proceedings  in which he was finally exonerated and the Punjab Government issued an order on 23-2-2001, the concluding paragraph of which is as follows:-

“ NOW, THEREFORE, the Governor of Punjab is pleased to place Shri Amrik Singh, IAS (Retd) in the Selection Grade of the Indian Administrative Services i.e. 4800-5700 with effect from 1-1-1986 and in the Super Time Scale of the Indian Administrative Services i.e. 5900-6700 with effect from 29-8-1990 thereby granting him consequential benefits in terms of Orders dated 26-2-1998 of the Hon’ble Central Administrative Tribunal, Principal Bench, New Delhi.”
In order therefore to satisfy himself whether the afore mentioned  orders of the Punjab Government have been fully implemented, the complainant has asked for the details of all the payments of arrears of pay made to him from 23-2-2001 onwards.  The respondent has received a    letter from      the     Under Secretary
 ( Accounts) stating that all his dues have been paid to him, but this does not satisfy him, because in the absence of the relevant details, he  cannot himself check up whether this assertion of the Government is correct.  He, therefore, requires  the following details regarding every payment made to him after 23-2-2001 on account of the implementation of the orders of the Government dated 23-2-2001, quoted above:-                                                                        contd…
-2-

1. The particular grade or scale to which the payment pertains. 

2. The period of service for which the payment was made.

3. The manner in which the arrears have been calculated.
Since the Under Secretary ( Accounts) has already made an assertion that all payments due to the complainant have been made to him,  it should be a simple matter to give him the above mentioned details.


The information described above should be sent to the complainant within 15 days from the date of receipt of these  orders.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
`STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kailash Chander Goyal,

# 682, Gali No. 1A,

Abohar.




  
 ______ Appellant 

      Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.



                   ______ Respondent

AC No.219 of 2007

Present:
i)           None on behalf of the complainant  

ii) S. Amarjit Singh, APIO, Punjab Mandi Board.
iii) Sh. Vijay Merchant, DMO,Ferozepur 



             .
ORDER


Heard.
In compliance with this Court’s orders dated 17-8-2007, the respondent has, on receipt of a communication from the complainant pointing out the information which he has still not received, sent the remaining information to the complainant
The complainant is not present.  Apparently, he is satisfied with the information provided to him.

Disposed of.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Jaspal Singh,

# 13, Rana Mill,

Opp. Sandhu Avenue,

Chheharata, Amritsar- 143105

  
_______ Appellant 

Vs.

Sh. Mohan Singh Cheema,PES, 

Public Information Officer-cum- 

District Education Officer (SE),

Amritsar.





_______ Respondent

AC No.192 of 2007

Present:
i)
S. Jaspal Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)
None  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.
The respondent has sent with his letter dated 19-9-2007, his reply to the show cause notice issued to him on 17-8-2007.The respondent has described the efforts made by him to get the information required by the complainant from the Guru Nanak Khalsa  Shahidi Higher Secondary School, Fatehpur Rajputan, Amritsar, which was given to the complainant on its receipt from the School. It has also been stated that the complainant was an employee of the School Management and the dispute regarding payment of salary is between the employer and the employee and prompt action was also taken by him on the complainant’s application for information.  The application was received on 2-4-2007 and forwarded to the School on 9-4-2007.  The information was received from the School on 16-5-2007 and given to the complainant on 6-6-2007.  As such, the respondent did not take more than 28 days to dispose of the complainant’s application.
In view of the above facts, the request of the respondent to drop the show cause notice is accepted and the notice is hereby dropped.

The respondent has also enclosed an affidavit sent by  Shri Malik  Singh,  the Manager of the Guru Nanak Khalsa Shahidi Secondary School, Fatehpur Rajputan, Amritsar, which explains the entire position of the payment of salary to the complainant, including the issue of the payment of Rs. 50,000/- mentioned in the Court’s Orders dated 19-9-2007.  A copy of the letter of the respondent dated 19-9-2007,  along with copies of its enclosures  has been given to the           ….p/2 
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complainant, who may take further necessary legal action if he is not satisfied with the stand taken by the respondent regarding the payment of his salary. 
 
 The complainant has made a plea that a suitable penalty should be imposed upon the respondent for having given him misleading information and for the delay which has been caused.  The plea of the complainant in this regard is rejected, firstly, because  as explained by the respondent, he did not take more than 30 days to deal with the complainant’s application for information,  if the fact that the information had to be  obtained from a private school is taken into consideration, and secondly, the contents of the affidavit given by the Manager of the school are sufficient to cause a doubt about the complainant’s assertion that the information which was supplied to him was misleading.
Disposed of.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill. Dumenwal, P.O. Jhaj,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar.
_________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, Public Instructions (s),

SCO 95-97, Sector-17-D,

Chandigarh.




___________ Respondent

CC No. 1041 of 2007

Present:
i)      Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, complainant in person. 

ii )     S.Jaspal Singh, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has prepared the information in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 17-8-20078,  It is  not complete and deficiencies have been pointed out  and explained to him by the complainant and the Court.  The respondent has made a commitment  that the missing information will also be filled up in the Performa which has been prepared and brought  to the Court on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM  on 22-11-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

                                




 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ashish Kapur,

Research Fellow,

Deptt. of Pharmaceutical Sciences,

Guru Nanak Dev University, 

Amritsar.



  
     _____________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.





_____________ Respondent

CC No. 798 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.

ii) Sh. Manminder Singh, S.P(D), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 16-8-2007, the respondent states that full and complete information has been supplied to the complainant.

The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information which has been provided to him.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sidhu Rice & Gen. Mills,

VPO-Dhalleke,

Teh. & Distt. Moga.


  
 

___ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, Sector-34-A,

Chandigarh.





_______ Respondent

CC No. 1421 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

  
Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, which shows that the complainant has got the desired information or is not interested in pursuing his complaint.


Disposed of. 








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   19th  October, 2007
