STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Jasbir Kapoor,

M/s Farmers Poultry Breeding Farm,

Village:  Koompur, P.O.  Khudda, 

Tehsil:  Dasuya,   District: Hoshiarpur.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,

SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

AC No.80 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila, Holder of Attorney in the instant case, was  present in the Court in connection with  some other case on 10.4.2008  and  had pleaded   that he would not be present on 15.4.2008 and had requested that the instant case may be fixed for further hearing on 27.5.2008.
2.

The Respondent makes a written submission to the Commission, which is taken on record. It is directed that a copy of the written submission be sent to the Appellant by registered post. The Appellant will submit his observations/comments, if any, on the written submission to the PIO by 28.4.2008, under intimation to the Commission.

3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for 27.5.2008.



4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Jasbir Kapoor,

M/s Farmers Poultry Breeding Farm,

Village:  Koompur, P.O.  Khudda, 

Tehsil:  Dasuya,   District: Hoshiarpur.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,

SCO No. 3009-12, Sector: 22-D, Chandigarh.



Respondent

AC No.84 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Neeraj Khullar, Junior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Kuldip Raj Kaila, Holder of Attorney in the instant case, was  present in the Court in connection with  some other case on 10.4.2008  and  had pleaded   that he would not be present on 15.4.2008 and had requested that the instant case may be fixed for further hearing on 27.5.2008.
2.

The Respondent makes a written submission to the Commission, which is taken on record. It is directed that a copy of the written submission be sent to the Appellant by registered post. The Appellant will submit his observations/comments, if any, on the written submission to the PIO by 28.4.2008, under intimation to the Commission.



3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for 27.5.2008.



4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh,

22, Flowerdale Colony, Barewal Road,

Ludhiana.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation (R.W.S.) Division No.1,

Ludhiana.








Respondent

AC No.83/2008

Present:
Shri Jaswinder Sinbgh,Appellant, in person.

Shri  M.R.Kamboj, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Appellant had filed first appeal with the Superintending Engineer, Water Supply & Sanitation Circle-cum- Appellate Authority, Ludhiana, The S.E.-cum-Appellate Authority vide  letter No. 15609 dated 5.11.2007 asked the  Executive Engineer-cum-PIO to pay special personal attention to the matter and send the requisite information to the Appellant,  whereas he  should have decided the case at his own level, being the Appellate Authority.

3.

Accordingly, S.E., Water Supply and Sanitation Circle, Ludhiana-cum-Appellate Authority is directed to decide the first appeal of the Appellant at his own level. The Appellant will be at liberty to approach the Commission after exhausting the channel of Appellate Authority, if he so desires.

4.

The case is dismissed.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er.  Kirpal Singh Gill,

# 2, Vikas Vihar, Civil Lines,

Patiala.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Industries & Commerce,

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No. 1941/2007

Present:
Shri Kirpal Singh Gill, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jaspal Singh, APIO, Shri  Ravinder Singh, L.A., Smt. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of Director Industries; Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO, Shri Jagjiwan Singh, A.O., office of PSIEC ,Shri S.K. Ahuja, PIO,  Shri L. K. Singla, APIO, office of PSIDC,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 1.4.2008 in which it was directed that  the Complainant will supply the written comments/observations by 8th April, 2008. The Complainant has supplied the observations/comments on the information supplied to him on 11.4.2008.  The Department could not supply the additional information asked for by Shri Kirpal Singh Gill, the Complainant, in the instant case. The Respondent pleads for adjournment of the case to other date as 12th, 13th and 14th April, 2008 being the holidays, they could not supply the information as also the Complainant submitted his  written comments on 11.4.2008  instead of 8.4.2008.

2.        
It is directed that the Department/Respondent will supply the
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information as per comments/observations within a period of fifteen days.

3.

The Respondent from PSIEC hands over  a copy of the Drawing No.DTP/PSIEC/93/52, dated 13.10.1993 of Chemical Complex at Lalru showing the  Scheme of 383 plots, mostly varying from 500 sq.yards to 5000 sq.yards, duly authenticated by the competent authority,  to the Complainant in the Court today.

4.
 
The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.05.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties.

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Er.  Kirpal Singh Gill,

# 2, Vikas Vihar, Civil Lines,

Patiala.







          Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Patiala.





Respondent

CC No. 1942 /2008

Present:
Shri Kirpal Singh Gill, Complainant, in person.
Shri Rajesh Chaudhary, Superintendent-cum-PIO.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that he will make a written submission on the next date of hearing, about  the formula adopted for imposing penalty/interest in respect of SCO Nos. 9 and 10. The Respondent will supply a copy of the document duly authenticated by the competent authority.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.05.2008.


4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakhwinder Singh S/o





REGISTERED
Shri Jang Singh, Teacher Colony,

Near Bus Stand,Morh Mandi,

District: Bathinda.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Subordinate Services Selection Board,

Punjab, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.154 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of Complainant.


Shri Jaswant Singh, Supdt-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant Shri Lakhwinder Singh vide his Fax message dated 11.4.2008 requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date as he is to appear in M.A.II (Punjabi) Examination of Punjabi University, Patiala in the month of May, 2008.

2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant has been informed vide letter No.1/64/07-2n(n;up)// 323, dated 18.3.2008 that the information running into 1251 pages is ready and he has also  been asked  to deposit Rs.2502/-(Two thousand five hundred two) with the PIO of the Board for getting information. 

3.

The Complainant vide his letter has informed  that the information is only of 100(one hundred) pages and he is ready to deposit Rs.200/-(two hundred).
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4.

It is directed that the Complainant will visit the office of the PIO-cum-Supdt SSS Board on 12.6.2008 at 1100 hrs. He will inspect the record and identify  the record/information required by him. He will deposit the necessary fee

 then and there. The PIO is directed to supply the information as per his original demand dated 11.12.2007.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 24.06.2008.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties through registered post 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Navdeep Singla,

# 260, 2-Jawahar Nagar,Moga,

District: Moga.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga.






 Respondent

CC No. 338 /2008

Present:
Shri Navdeep Singla, Complainant, in person.
Dr.K.J.S.Kakar, PIO-cum-Assistant Surgeon and Dr.Rajesh Khatri on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information relating to Paras 1,3,4 and 5 has been supplied and the information relating to Para No.2 is under process,  and explanation of the concerned Doctor has been called for. The Respondent further states that after getting reply from the Doctor, enquiry will be conducted and action will be taken against the Doctor as per the Punjab Civil Services (Punishment & Appeal) Rules, 1970.

3.

Since the information available in  record has been supplied, the Respondent pleads that the case may be closed.

4.

It is directed that the remaining information relating to the Para No.2 be supplied as and when the enquiry is completed.

5.

Since the information available in record, stands provided, accordingly, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh Saggu,

T-4/17, RSD Staff Colony, Shahpur Kandi,

Township Pathankot.






     Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, UBDC,

Jail Road, Gurdaspur.






Respondent

AC No.89/2008

Present:
Shri Narinder Singh Saggu, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jagdish Rai, APIO-cum-SDO Malikpur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The First Appeal was disposed of by the Appellate Authority on 24.02.2008 with the direction that the appellant will inspect the documents/record and the Respondent will supply the requisite copies of the documents to the Appellant. 

3.

The Respondent states that some of the information has been supplied for which inspection has been conducted by the Appellant. He further states that the inspection of Divisional Office, UBDC Gurdaspur and Sub-Division Office, Tibri will be conducted on 22.4.2008 and 23.4.2008. The Respondent states that after the inspection and identification of the record/documents, the information will be supplied to the Appellant.
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4.

The Appellant states that he has made the inspection of Madhopur Sub-Division and Malikpur U.B.D.C. Sub-Division and the remaining record has yet to be supplied by the Respondent. It is directed that the complete record of 

the inspected sub-Divisions and to be inspected offices be supplied immediately. 

5.

The Appellant further states that since the information has not been supplied in time, the information may be supplied free of cost. It is directed that on the next date of hearing, the written submission may be made by the PIO to explain as to  why the information  should  not be  given free of cost  to the Appellant.

6.

The case if fixed for further hearing on 15.05.2008. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwinder Singh,

H.No. B-III/253,

Mohalla Fattu Ka, Jhandanwala Road,

Barnala.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o The Superintending Engineer,

Construction Circle, PWD(B&R), Punjab, 





SCO
No. 110-111, 2nd Floor, Sector:17,

Chandigarh.








Respondent
CC No.532/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.   

Shri K.S. Bhinder, S.E.-cum-PIO and Shri Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the Complainant has already been asked  vide letter No. 3009, dated 28.2.2008 to submit the proof of his association with the Contractor/Firm. 

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case otherwise the case will be decided ex-parte on the next date of hearing. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.5.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

After the hearing in this case is over, Shri Balwinder Singh, Counsel  for S. Sukhwinder Singh, Complainant, appears and states that he will submit the proof of the association of the Complainant with the Contractor/Firm on the Next date of hearing.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.5.2008.

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dr. Onkar Singh,

# 1140, Chappar Bandhan, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director,   Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No. 1325/2007

Present:
Dr. Onkar Singh, Complainant, in person.

Dr. Darshan Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO and Shri Avtar Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent makes the submission of the Inquiry Report conducted by Dr. H.S. Sandha, Joint Director Animal Husbandry (R.D.D.L.) Jalandhar, a copy of which is handed over to the Complainant in the court today, which is taken on record. He further states that the necessary action has  been taken to finalise the list of doctors, who are to be given the Selection Grade. He requests that since the  requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and requests that the case may be closed. 

 

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh,

310-B, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Secretary, Animal Husbandry, 

Dairy Development and Fisheries, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No. 336 /2008

Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh Lauhka for Shri Darshan Singh, Complainant.

Smt. Kamlesh Kumari, Superintendent-cum-APIO , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information is ready and will be supplied to the Complainant as  and when he deposits necessary fee/charges.  

3.

The Complainant states that since the information has not been supplied within a stipulated period of one month, it may be supplied free of cost. It is accordingly directed that the information be supplied to the Complainant free of cost. The Respondent hands over the information to the Complainant in the court and pleads that since the information stands supplied, the case may be closed. 

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR :17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avtar Singh,

H.No. 12, Friends Colony,

Dera Road, Batala, District: Gurdaspur.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.316 /2008

Present:
Shri Avtar Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri  S.K. Gupta, Estate Officer, Shri Jagdish Chand, Manager-cum-APIO and Shri S.K. Garg, Dealing Assistant, office of PSIEC,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent hands over  the requisite information running into 29(twenty nine) pages relating to M/s   Diamond Agro Industries, the present allottee, to the Complainant in the court today.

3.

The Complainant states that he wants photo copy of the full file of Plot No. 133-C(917 Sq. Yards) at Focal Point Batala, District Gurdaspur. The Respondent states that the information relating to the first allottee of Plot No. 133-C will be supplied to the Complainant after taking necessary approval from the competent authority. 

4.

It is accordingly directed that the requisite information duly
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 authenticated by the competent authority be supplied to the Complainant within a period  of three weeks after taking necessary  approval from  the competent authority.

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 29.5.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:15.04.2008


           State Information Commissioner

