STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

REGISTERED

Shri Vidya Sagar,

Lomesh Bhawan,

101-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registar,

Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana.



Respondent

AC No.433/2007

RESERVED ON  14.2.2008 

AND 

PRONOUNCED IN OPEN COURT ON  22.5.2008

ORDER
1.

Arguments in this case were heard on 14.2.2008 and the judgement was reserved. 

2.

The   Appellant has preferred the instant Appeal with the grievance that the information, sought by him, has not been delivered to him. The stand of the Respondent is that he has given specific reply to the Appellant regarding the information sought by him. A perusal of the copy of the reply, sent by the Respondent  
to the Appellant, reveals that the information sought by the Appellant is merely a repetition of what he has already been supplied in earlier cases i.e. AC-4/2007 and AC-152/2007. I have looked into the various cases filed by the Appellant before the Commission. In all these cases he has been asking 
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for the information repetitively on the same points and what-ever information is delivered to him, he expresses his dis-satisfaction therewith. He also,  sometimes,  refuses to accept the information given to him and every time starts leveling reckless allegations against the Respondent as well as the Commission, including defamatory allegations against the Chief Information Commissioner and 

other State Information Commissioners. I strongly deprecate the conduct and attitude of the Appellant.   Even otherwise on merits, the Appellant has no case. 

3.

Therefore, the appeal is dismissed.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.5.2008



  State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

REGISTERED

Shri Vidya Sagar,

101-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar,

Punjab Agriculture University, Ludhiana.




Respondent

AC No.420/2007

RESERVED ON 28.2.2008 

AND 

PRONOUNCED IN OPEN COURT ON 22.5.2008

ORDER

1.

The judgement in this case was reserved on 28.2.2008.

2

On 28.2.2008, there was no appearance on behalf of the Appellant.  Shri Suresh Kumar Saini, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Sarabjit Singh, Senior Assistant had appeared on behalf of the Respondent. 

3,

In the instant case, the Appellant had filed the Appeal with the grievance that the information, prayed for by him, has not been supplied to him by the Respondent. The case of the Respondent is that the information, as had been demanded by the Appellant, was supplied to him vide communication dated 24.12.2007. A copy of this letter along with comments, on the information demanded, have been placed on the record of the instant case. On 14.2.2008 the Respondent produced before the Commission a copy of the information that had been supplied to the Appellant and he was   also willing to provide another
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 copy of the duly authenticated  information to the Appellant .  I had, therefore, directed that one copy of the information, duly authenticated, be handed over to the Appellant and it was also observed that the Appellant may go through the information and submit his response, if any, by the next date of hearing. The Respondent, however, reported that the Appellant had refused to accept the information, when it was offered for delivery on that very day. Thereafter, the matter was adjourned to 28.2.2008 for further proceedings. As already indicated here-in-above, the Appellant did not appear on 28.2.2008. 

4.

In these circumstances, I accept the stand of the Respondent that the Appellant refused to take delivery of the information, as per my directions given vide order dated 14.2.2008. I also believe that the stand of the Respondent regarding delivering the information vide its communication dated 24.12.2007 is correct. 

5.

In view of the foregoing, no further proceedings in this case are needed. The Appeal is, therefore, dismissed.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

     Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated:  22.5.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Khushbakhat Singh,

Lecturer Machine,

Pt. Jagat Ram  Govt.  Poly Technical College,

Hoshiarpur.








Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Technical Education & Industrial Training,

Punjab, Sector: 36, Chandigarh.





Respondent

AC No.179 /2008

Present:
Shri Khushbakhat Singh, Appellant, in person.
Smt. Sangeeta Goyal, PIO, Shri Jagdeep Singh, APIO and Smt. Kanwaljit Kaur, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The information demanded by the Appellant was discussed in detail in the morning. The PIO and the APIO could not answer certain queries raised by the Appellant. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to bring the concerned officers dealing with the subject at 12.30 P.M.  today.

2.

At 12.30 P.M. today,  the PIO and the APIO submits that the concerned officers are not available in the office as they have gone to attend  Punjab and Haryana High Court in connection with a Contempt Petition.

3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 23.5.2008 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

 Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.05.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnam Singh Azad,

B-52, Rose Enclave(Sant Nagar),

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary, PWD(B&R),

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.880/2008

Present:
Shri Gurnam Singh Azad, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harchand Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. He further states  that the cases of the Complainant for payment of pension, gratuity and leave encashment have been sent direct  to the Accountant General Punjab by the Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala. 

3.

The Complainant states that he has received part information running into 4 sheets alongwith one page of covering letter. He further states that he wants copies of  full correspondence  made between the office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) Patiala and the office of Principal Secretary, PWD(B&R) including other offices i.e. Quality Control, Vigilance etc. He further states that he also wants copies of the  calculations made for deducting the interest on his  Car
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 Loan.  He also  states that there are missing credits in his GPF Account for the months of 8/74, 9/74, 7/76, 8/76, 3/77, 4/78 and 4/82 to 3/89  which are still to be settled. It is accordingly directed that the Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala may be directed to supply the detail of the missing credits in the GPF Accounts of the Complainant alongwith status report regarding their settlement and copies of calculations regarding deduction of interest on the car loan of the Complainant. It is also directed that the PIOs of the offices of Principal Secretary, PWD(B&R) and Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) Patiala,  will attend, in person, the proceedings on the next date of hearing alongwith approval of the competent authority for making  payment of retiral benefits to the Complainant.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 3.6.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R), Patiala. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.5.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Major Singh Sekhon,

# 4608, Street No.5,

SAS Nagar, Abohar Road, Muktsar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, PWD(B&R),

Muktsar Circle, Muktsar.






Respondent

CC No. 609 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf  of the Complainant.


Shri Varinderjit Pal, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the XEN/SDO is  on election duty for the Panchayat Elections. He further states that due to bifurcation of the Divisions/Sub-Divisions, the estimates have been transferred from Muktsar Construction Division to Faridkot Construction Division which has been  further shifted to Gidarbaha  as Consutruction Division Gidarbaha. He pleads for some more time to get the estimates collected from the concerned Division/Sub-Division. The request of the Respondent  is accepted and the case is fixed for further hearing on 12.6.2008 wherein the PIO will appear in person alongwith copies of the estimates, duly authenticated by the competent authority, as has been demanded by the Complainant.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.6.2008.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.5.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amandeep Goyal, Advocate,

Civil Courts, Phul, District: Bathinda.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman, Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Patiala.








Respondent

CC No.239 /2008

Present:
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate,  on behalf of Complainant.
Shri Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 29.4.2008,  when it was directed that the Complainant will send his observations/comments, if any, to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission, on the information supplied to him. 

2.

The Complainant states that he has already submitted his observations on the information supplied to him. On the perusal of the observations submitted by the Complainant,  it is observed that most of the information supplied to the Complainant is incorrect and misleading. He further pleads that he has verified information from  the Web Site of the Punjab Pollution Control Board.  He also submits a copy of the information available on the Web Site to show that the information supplied to him by the PIO is incorrect and misleading. 
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3.

The Complainant further states that he has, however,  received  correct Information, as per his demand,  on 29.4.2008 and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. 

4.

He states that he may be compensated for the 
detriment suffered by him for supplying him  incorrect and misleading information . He further states that the information available on the Web Site maintained by the Pollution Control Board has not been updated. The Respondent  assures that the Web Site will be updated .

5.

It is accordingly directed that the PIO will be present in person on the next date of hearing and will submit an affidavit giving reasons as to why penalty be not imposed on him for supplying incorrect/misleading information and not keeping  the Web Site maintained by the Pollution Control Board updated . The PIO will also give reasons in the affidavit  as to why  compensation be not given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him for not supplying him the correct information.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 3.7.2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.5.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-

Executive Engineer, Drainage Division, Gurdaspur.


Respondent

AC No.57/2008

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.  

Shri Vinod Kumar, SDC,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 8.4.2008 when the Respondent brought to the notice of the Commission that the original application of the Appellant seeking information had not been received in his office but he had prepared the information on the basis of Notice of the Commission. He handed over the information running into 524 pages. The Appellant was directed to go through the information handed over to him and submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO by 23.4.2008 under intimation to the Commission. 

2.

The Appellant states that he had sent his observations to the PIO vide letter dated 23.4.2008 through ‘On dot Couriers & Cargo Ltd. Near Kali Mata Mandir, Pathankot.  The Respondent states that no letter of the Appellant  has 

been received in his office in the instant case. The Appellant is directed to hand over a copy of the observations to the Respondent. The Appellant states that the
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 file is in his car. Then the Appellant is asked to bring the file from the car. The Appellant replies that the Driver has taken the car to some other place and will return after some time. He assures that photo copy of the observations will be handed over to the Respondent after the court is over. 

3.

Having already received a number of verbal reports from PIOs/Respondents of different Departments that letters written by the Appellant do not reach them and consequently, smelling some foul play,   Appellant has been  asked about the authenticity of the said Courier Service. He replies that I can enquire about the Courier Service at my own level. Thus a D.O. letter has been written to Deputy Commissioner Gurdaspur  to enquire about the modus operandi of the said Courier Service and about its existence. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.6.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.5.2008

               
State Information Commissioner



After two hours the Respondent reports that the Appellant is not available and a copy of the observations has not been handed over to him by the Appellant today.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.5.2008

               
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Dasuya.








Respondent

AC No.58/2008

Present:
Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant, in person.  

Shri Jasmer Sibngh, DFO-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that the information is ready as per the demand of the Appellant. He further states that the Appellant has been informed vide letter No. 6064 dated 14.12.2007 to collect the information after depositing Rs. 498/-(Four hundred ninety eight only) as charges. 

2.

The Appellant states that he has not received any letter from the PIO. All of sudden, he  gets infuriated, apparently on my writing a D.O. letter to the Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur to enquire about the modus operandi and existence of the Courier Service through which the Appellant sends letter to the PIOs and he leaves the court stating  that his all cases fixed for today may be disposed of. Since the information is ready with the PIO, the Appellant can collect the same after depositing the necessary charges.

3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.5.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Pathankot.








Respondent
AC No.59/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Appellant.  

Shri Rajesh Mahajan, Deputy Divisional Forest Officer, Gurdaspur at Pathankot  and  Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of Appellate Authority,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The  Appellant appeared in two cases AC-57/2008 and AC-58/2008 today and during arguments in the second case,  left the court  stating that his all remaining cases,  fixed for today, be treated as withdrawn  as he is leaving under protest. 

2.

The Respondent states that the information is ready with him and he wants to supply the same. He further states that the office staff has devoted full one month to prepare this information and the office work has suffered a lot. He requests that in future the Appellant may be directed to ask for specific information which is available in office record so that office work could not suffer.

3.

Since the information is ready with the Respondent, the Appellant can collect the same after depositing the necessary charges. 

4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.05.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector, Weights and Measure, Pathankot.


Respondent

AC No.60/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Appellant.  

Shri Harpal Singh, Deputy Controller, Legal Metrology Punjab and Shri Jasbir Singh, Inspector-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The  Appellant appeared in two cases AC-57/2008 and AC-58/2008 today and during arguments in the second case,  left the court  stating that his all remaining cases,  fixed for today, be treated as withdrawn  as he is leaving under protest. 

2.

Shri Harpal Singh, Deputy Controller, Legal Metrology Punjab, appearing  on behalf of the Appellate Authority,  states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant and no observations/comments have been received from him in the instant case. 



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:  22.05.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer, Batala.




Respondent

AC No.61/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Appellant.  

Dr. R. S. Rana, Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur and Dr. V.K. Khullar, S.MO.  on behalf of the Respondent.

Shri K. R. Gupta, Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission.

ORDER

1. 

The  Appellant appeared in two cases AC-57/2008 and AC-58/2008 today and during arguments in the second case,  left the court  stating that his all remaining cases,  fixed for today, be treated as withdrawn,  as he is leaving under protest. 


2.

The case was last heard on 8.4.2008 when files of both the parties were taken into custody  and Deputy Registrar of the Commission was directed to send the files to the Forensic Department to get a report regarding overwriting.
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3.

 The Deputy Registrar states that Report from the Forensic Department has not been received yet. Accordingly,  it is directed that a reminder be sent to the Forensic Department to send report at the earliest. 

4.

Since the information is ready with the Respondent, the Appellant can collect the same from the Respondent after depositing the necessary charges.
5.

To  come  up  on  26.6.2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.05.2008.


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,


O/o Divisional Forest Officer, Hoshiarpur.



Respondent

AC No.62/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Appellant.  

Shri Paramjit Singh, Range Officer, Hoshiarpur  on behalf of the Respondent and Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Appellate Authority.

ORDER

1. 

The  Appellant appeared in two cases AC-57/2008 and AC-58/2008 today and during arguments in the second case,  left the court  stating that his all remaining cases,  fixed for today, be treated as withdrawn,  as he is leaving under protest. 





2.

The Respondent states that the information running into 17(seventeen) sheets including  one sheet of covering letter has been sent to the Appellant vide letter No. 577 dated 16.5.2008 by registered post but no observations/comments have been received from the Appellant.  The Representative on behalf of the Appellate Authority states that no intimation has
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 been received by the Appellate Authority in the instant case. 

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: 22.05.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,


O/o District Manager,

Punjab State  Ware Housing Corporation,

 Gurdaspur.








Respondent
AC No.63/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Appellant.  

Shri Kamal Kishore, Godown Assistant, on behalf of the Appellate Authority.
ORDER

1. 

The  Appellant appeared in two cases AC-57/2008 and AC-58/2008 today and during arguments in the second case,  left the court  stating that his all remaining cases,  fixed for today, be treated as withdrawn,  as he is leaving under protest. 
2.

The case was last heard on 8.4.2008 when the Appellant was handed over requisite information running into 35 pages. He was asked to go through the information  and submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO by 23.4.2008.

3.

The Respondent states that no observations/comments have been received from the Appellant. 

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: 22.05.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,


O/o District Manager, Markfed, Gurdaspur.



Respondent

AC No.64/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Appellant.  

Shri Ashwani Prashar, Advocate; Shri K.S.Goraya, Chief Manager-cum-PIO, Head Office; Shri Tarsem Singh, Assistant Law Office, Head Office; and Shri P.R. Salpekar, Senior Accounts Officer-cum-APIO, office of D.M.Markfed, Gurdaspur,  on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1. 

The  Appellant appeared in two cases AC-57/2008 and AC-58/2008 today and during arguments in the second case,  left the court  stating that his all remaining cases,  fixed for today, be treated as withdrawn,  as he is leaving under protest. 

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information, after getting approval from the competent authority,  has been sent to the Appellant. One copy is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

3.

To avoid delay in supplying the information, PIO is directed to amend the orders of the Managing Director keeping in view the provisions of R.T.I. Act, 2005.
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: 22.05.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,


O/o District Manager,

 Agro Foodgrains Corporation Ltd.,  Gurdaspur.



Respondent

AC No.65/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Appellant.  

Shri Anil Kumar, Executive Grade-2, office of D. M. Agro, Gurdaspur,  on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1. 

The  Appellant appeared in two cases AC-57/2008 and AC-58/2008 today and during arguments in the second case,  left the court  stating that his all remaining cases,  fixed for today, be treated as withdrawn,  as he is leaving under protest. 

2.

The Respondents states that the Appellant has not submitted his observations/comments on the information supplied to him till 21.5.2008. He pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant, the case may be closed. 
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:  22.05.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,


O/o Executive Engineer, Gurdaspur Division,

UBDC, Gurdaspur.






Respondent

AC No.66/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Appellant.  

Mrs. Alice, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1. 

The  Appellant appeared in two cases AC-57/2008 and AC-58/2008 today and during arguments in the second case,  left the court  stating that his all remaining cases,  fixed for today, be treated as withdrawn,  as he is leaving under protest. 

2.

The Respondent states that the information is ready and the Appellant has already been asked  vide letter No. 1006-1007 dated 31.3.2008 to collect the information after depositing necessary charges but he has not responded.

3.

Since the information is ready with the Respondent, the Appellant can collect the same after depositing the necessary charges.
4.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


    Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated: 22.05.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,


O/o District Manager, Punsup, Gurdaspur.



Respondent

AC No.67/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Appellant.  

Shri P.M. Sinha, D.M. Punsup-cum-Appellate Authority, Gurdaspur; Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy District Manager Accounts, Gurdaspur; Shri Raman Joshi, Additional Manager Punsup-cum-PIO, Head Office; and Shri P.P.S. Rana, Assistant Manager-cum-APIO, Head Office,   on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1. 

The  Appellant appeared in two cases AC-57/2008 and AC-58/2008 today and during arguments in the second case,  left the court  stating that his all remaining cases,  fixed for today, be treated as withdrawn,  as he is leaving under protest.

2.

The Appellate Authority states that no response  has been received from the Appellant on the information supplied to him by registered post. He further states that the information relating to list of material transferred from the Head Office to District Manager Punsup has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. SA/Supdt.-08/1457-58, dated 8.5.2008, by registered post. 
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:  22.05.2008


               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,


O/o Environmental Engineer, Amritsar.




Respondent

AC No.68/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Appellant.  

Shri  D.K. Dua, Senior Environmental Engineer-cum-First Appellate Authority, Shri Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer and Shri Amrik Singh, Law Officer, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1. 

The  Appellant appeared in two cases AC-57/2008 and AC-58/2008 today and during arguments in the second case,  left the court  stating that his all remaining cases,  fixed for today, be treated as withdrawn,  as he is leaving under protest. 

2.

The Respondent pleads that since no observations/comments have been received from the Appellant on the information supplied to him, the case may be closed. 
3.

Therefore, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                              Surinder Singh

Dated:  22.05.2008


               State Information Commissioner

