STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Varinder Kumar, H. No.2882/8

Cinema Road, Sirhind.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 518     of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Shiv Sharan Dass, Sr. Assisant on behalf of the respondent-



department.

ORDER



In view of  letter dated 1.4.2008  sent by  the complainant stating that he has received the information which he had asked for  and  does not want to pursue the matter further,  the  case stands disposed of.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 9, 2008




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ashok Kumar Sahejra,

#B-1/2145, Mohalla Jattan, Old Rajpura,

District  Patiala.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the o/o the Municipal Council, Rajpura.
________________ Respondent

CC No.  220    of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Kamal Deep Sharma, Advocate PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Kamal Deep Sharma, Advocate has  submitted a letter stating that he has been asked to appear on behalf of the respondent-department  because Shri Vinod Kumar Superintendent has been put on Election Duty.  He is also stated to be a Legal Adviser to the Municipal Council, Rajpura.  Shri Sharma further  stated that the asked for information is ready but the party concerned has not come to collect the same.   

The information in question  be supplied to  the complainant by post.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 6.6.2008.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 9, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Karam Singh, r/o S.C.O. No.11,

Scheme No.11, Hoshiarpur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,

Hoshiarpur.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  221 of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Shamsher Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-


department.

ORDER



Shri Shamsher Singh PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that  the information which the complainant had asked for has been supplied to him.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 6.6.2008 for confirmation.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 9, 2008.         



     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Chaman Lal Jain

c/o Vishan Sanitory Store, Loha Bazar, 

Dhuri, District Sangrur.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Dhuri, District Sangrur._______________ Respondent

CC No.  242 of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER



Inspite of the directions and a registered notice sent to the Executive Engineer, P.W.D. ( B & R), Malerkotla, the asked for information has not been supplied.  



Case stands adjourned to 6.6.2008 when Shri Daljit Singh, Executive Engineer, P.W.D. (B & R), Malerkotla should be present personally to explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Shri Jaspal Singh, APIO should also be present on that date.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 9, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
CC



Shri Daljit Singh, Executive Engineer, P.W.D. (B & R), Malerkotla 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Som Chand Katia,

Managing Director, Sepal Hotels Pvt. Ltd.,

Bathinda.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Improvement Trust, Bathinda.

________________ Respondent

CC No.  260    of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gurjang ,  Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



This case was fixed for today for confirmation. A letter dated 6.5.2008 has been received from the complainant that he has received the information. The  case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 9, 2008.         



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Varinder Kumar, H. No.2882/8, 

Cinema Road, Sirhind.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Assistant Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No.131-132, Juneja Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh._____ Respondent

CC No. 517     of 2008

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Kuldeep Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information as demanded by the complainant is stated to have  been supplied to him vide  letter dated 8.5.2008.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 6.6.2008 for confirmation.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 9, 2008




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parkash Chand Kumar, M.C.,

Inside Magazine Gate, Ferozepur City.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Ferozepur._________ Respondent

CC No. 477  of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri J.S. Rana, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

(ii) None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri J.S. Rana, Advocate states that he has been informed by the complainant  on telephone to appear before this Commission and as such  he is appearing on his behalf  without Vakalatnama.  He further stated that he  will submit  the Vakalatnama on next date of hearing.

2.
Case stands adjourned to 6.6.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 9, 2008




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Krishan Kumar Goyal, Journalist,

Railway Bridge Street, Ludhiana Road, Mansa.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Mansa.______________ Respondent

CC No.  471     of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Amrit Pal, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Amrit Pal, PIO appearing for the respondent-department states that the asked for information has been provided to the complainant.  It is, however, seen that most of the information supplied to the complainant by the respondent department vide their letter dated 1.1.2008   not only relates to third party   but  is  also more than enough.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 6.6.2008 for confirmation.  A  final chance is given to the complainant to  explain his stand in this behalf 









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 9, 2008




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bhajan Singh, Vill. Khun Khun Sharki,

P.O. Pandher, Tehsil Dasuya, Distt. Hoshiarpur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dasuya (Hoshiarpur)



________________ Respondent

CC No.  463     of 200
Present:-

(i) Shri Bhajan Singh complainant in person.




(ii) Shri Savinder Singh, Social Education and Panchayat Officer,




      On behalf of the complainant.

ORDER

.

It is observed  that an order was passed for recovery of the amount under Section 216 of Panchayati Raj Act in 2004 and no action seems to have been taken till date.   Shri Savinder Singh, SEPO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states a notice has been issued to the Sarpanch in this regard on 2.5.2008.  This is nothing but carelessness and negligence on the part of the Block Development and Panchayat   Officer and District Development and Panchayat Officer.  Basically, it is the responsibility of the  BDPO to  take action and give reply.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 6.6.2008 when the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dasuya should be personally present to explain position of the  case.  The asked for information be supplied to the complainant duly attested forthwith.

3.
 Indian Postal Order No.59E  901640 drawn in favour of Chief Information Commission, Punjab  which has been enclosed with the complainant   be returned to the complainant in original  and a photocopy of the same   be kept on records.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 9, 2008




State Information Commissioner
CC



Shri Chaman Lal, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dasuya , 


District Hoshiarpur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ravinder Ghai,

VPO Bhanbaura, Teh. Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions, Pb. (S), Chandigarh._________ Respondent

CC No. 2344     of 2007

Present:-
Shri Ravinder Ghai complainant in person.



None  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant  about 7 districts in the case of CDAC and 10 districts in the case of S.S.Board has not been furnished by the respondent-department. Shri Prem Nath, Superintendent-cum-APIO alongwith PIO from the office of the Director Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab, Chandigarh should be present personally on the next date of hearing i.e. 6.6.2008.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 6.6.2008.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 9, 2008




State Information Commissioner
