STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M. R. Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Special Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.178/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent-PIO states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to  pursue his case, if he so desires.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.5.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 20.03.2008.


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M. R. Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Special Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.179/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent-PIO states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to  pursue his case, if he so desires.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.5.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:  20.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M. R. Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Special Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.180/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent-PIO states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to  pursue his case, if he so desires.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.5.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:  20.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M. R. Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Additional Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.184/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent-PIO states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to  pursue his case, if he so desires.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.5.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:  20.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M. R. Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Additional Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.185/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent-PIO states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to  pursue his case, if he so desires.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.5.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:  20.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri M. R. Singla,

# 1015, Sector: 16, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Additional Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




Respondent

CC No.186/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Sham Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Raj Mal, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent-PIO states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more opportunity is given to him to  pursue his case, if he so desires.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.5.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:  20.03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar, J.E.(Retd.),

11322, Pavittar Nagar, 

Habowal Kalan, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Estate Officer,

Punjab Agriculture University, Ludhiana.




Respondent

CC No. 216/2008

Present:
Shri  Ashok Kumar,  Complainant, in person.
Shri  Gurdip Singh Makkar, Senior Assistant and Shri Harvinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent hands over information running into 9 pages to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. The Complainant has agreed to deposit the necessary charges for the information supplied to him.

3.

 It is directed that the Complainant will go through the information supplied to him today and will submit his observation/comments, if any, to the PIO by 5.4.2008 and the PIO will bring out his response on the observations/comments to be submitted by the Complainant within a period of 15 days. 

4

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.4.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 20 .03. 2008


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh,

# 148, Noorpura Basti,

Sunami Gate, Sangrur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Veterinary Service Provider,

C.V.H. Dharamgarh, Block: Sunam,

District: Sangrur.







Respondent

CC No.  189/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Dr. Vishal  Deep, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite  information  has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 63, dated 10.3.2008 by registered post, as per his  demand. He further states that the information could not be supplied  earlier as the post man S. Bant Singh had returned the letter of the Commission with the remarks ‘Refused’. Later on he  has admitted in a letter addressed to the Commission that  these remarks were written by mistake but actually he wanted to write ‘ There is no post of Public Information Officer’ in CVH Dharamgarh.   

2.

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

3.

To come up on 10.4.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 20.03.2008.


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdev Singh,

C/o Shri Jeet Singh,

H.No. 228, Gali No. 2,

Kundan Nagar, Ferozepur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Treasury Officer, Ferozepur.




Respondent

CC No.209/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Munish Kumar, Treasury Officer Abohar-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that the information on 3 points, as per the demand of the Complainant, has been supplied to him vide letter No. 587 dated 4.3.2008  by ordinary post. One copy of the information has been sent to the Commission also, which is taken on record. 

2.

The Complainant is not present. It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated:  20.03.2008.


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lal Singh,

Dashmesh Nagar, Gali No. 4,

Faridkot.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Soil Conversation Officer,

Faridkot.








Respondent

CC No.143/2008

Present:
Shri Lal Singh,Complainant, in person and Shri Diwan Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Lakhbir Singh Bhatti, DSCO-cum-PIO and Shri Nachhattar Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him. 

3.

On mutual consent of both the parties, it is directed that the Complainant will visit the office of PIO/APIO on 26.3.2008 at 11.00 A.M. for the inspection/identification of record.  After the inspection/identification of record, the PIO/APIO will supply the requisite information /documents to the Complainant as per his demand; on the spot and the Complainant will deposit the necessary charges for the information.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 29.4.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 20.03.2008.


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar,

Q.No. G-4, Police Lines,

Sangrur.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Human Rights-cum-IVC,

Punjab, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No.150 /2008

Present:
Shri Vijay Kumar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Bhag Singh, Inspector and Shri Baljinder Singh,Junior   Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

 The Respondent on behalf of the State states that the Complainant has been requested to deposit the necessary charges for the information supplied to him. He further states that the Complainant has deposited the necessary charges for the information supplied to him on 17.3.2008. The Respondent further pleads that the information will be supplied to him within a period of one week. He further states that the Punjab State Information Commission has been intimated vide No.5037/HR, dated 18.3.2008 that the information has been put up for taking the orders of the competent authority and will be supplied within week’s time.

2.

The case is fixed for confirmation/compliance of the orders on 10.4.2008.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 20th March, 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 Shri Jang Singh, Teacher Colony,

Near New Bus Stand,

North Mandi, District: Bathinda.




     
Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Sector-8, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC No.154 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of Complainant.


Shri Jasbir Singh Toor, Supdt.Gr.II on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information running into 1251 (One thousand two hundred fifty one) pages is ready with the Department. He further states that the Complainant has been informed vide Memo No.1/64/07-2n3/04, dated 8.1.2007 by registered post to deposit Rs.2492/-(Rs. Two thousand four hundred ninety two only) in the proper Head so that the requisite information can be supplied to him. He further pleads that the Complainant has been informed during the month of January, 2008 to deposit the necessary charges. He further states that more than two months have passed that the Complainant has not deposited the requisite charges of the information, the case may be closed.

2.

As the Complainant is not present today, one more chance is given.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 15.4.2008.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                  Surinder Singh

Dated: 20th March, 2008


        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hem Raj Mittal,

Ex-Chairman, S.S.S. Board,

Goniana Mandi, Bathinda.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal, Distt. Industrial & Educational

Training (DIET), Bathinda.






Respondent

CC No.172 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of Complainant.
Shri Surinder Singh Sidhu, Senior Lecturer-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 28.2.2008 has intimated that he has received the information on 25.1.2008 and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. He further states that no action is needed against the office involved in the said complaint.

2.

Shri Surinder Singh Sidhu, PIO on behalf of the Respondent pleads that since the information stands supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed.

3.

The case is, accordingly, disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                               Surinder Singh

Dated: 20th March, 2008


       State Information Commissioner

