State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh..Yogesh Mahajan,
Shop No. 2,Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.







……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

(Enforcement)

Jalandhar.






………….Respondent

AC No.139 of 2006
Present:
None.. 

ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present. Apparently, the information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in accordance with the orders of this Court dated 11-1-2007


Disposed  of with the directions that in case the orders dated 11-1-2007 have not been complied with, the information should be given to the complainant within 10 days positively.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2,Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.







……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Civil Surgeon,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No.140 of 2006
Present:
None. 

ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present. Apparently, the information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in accordance with the orders of this Court dated 11-1-2007.


Disposed of with the directions that in case the orders dated 11-1-2007 have not been complied with, the information should be given to the complainant within 10 days positively.
(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2,Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot..






      ……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Distt. Forest Officer,

Pathankot.
  





    ………….Respondent

AC No. 141 of 2006
Present:
i)   None on behalf of the appellant.



ii)  S. Rajesh Kumar, Deputy DFO, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the Court that the application made by the appellant in this case on 23-8-2006 was unsigned and they received a signed application only on 25-10-2006, in response to which the information which he has asked for, was given to him on 14-11-2006.  It is distressing, to say the least, that the fact that the appellant was given information in response to his application was concealed by him from the Court during the last hearing on 11-1-2007.


Disposed of. 
(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2,Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






….……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oT^he Deputy Director Factories,

BATALA.






………….Respondent

AC No.  142 of 2006
Present:
i)   None on behalf of the.appellant.



ii)  S  N.R.Kaushal, Advocate.. on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


The required information in  this case had been provided by the respondent to the appellant on 22-9-2006.  Thereafter, the appellant asked for some more detailed information, regarding the names of the Industries/ Brick Kilns/Crushers which were inspected, which also has been provided to the appellant on 28-12-2006.  It is unfortunate that the respondent could not be present on the last date of hearing on 11-1-2007 because of the postal delay  in his receiving the notice and the appellant also did not disclose that a substantial portion of the information applied for by him had already been received by him.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2,Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.







……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Project Officer,

Forest Department,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No.143  of 2006
Present:
i)   Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person.



ii)  S.Manpreet Singh Advocate, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent in this case had already supplied the information mentioned at sr. no. 1 of the application of the appellant dated 11-9-2006, vide his letter No. 241-42 dated 4-10-2006, which unfortunately was not revealed to the Court by the complainant on the last date of hearing on 11-1-2007. 


Regarding sr. no. 2 of the application of the appellant dated 11-9-2006, the respondent has clarified that they do not maintain  any muster rolls  since the labour which is employed is not directly engaged by them but through a contractor.  The details of the payments made to the contractor have been provided to him in the Court.  No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2,Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot..







……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o he Secretary,

Zila Parishad,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No. 144 of 2006
Present:
i)   Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person.



ii)  Sh. Sat Pal, Jr. Assistant,. on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant in this case was given to him by the respondent on 16-9-2006.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2,Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.







……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No. 146 of 2006
Present:
None.. 

ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present. Mr. Yogesh Mahajan, of the Anti Corruption Movement, Pathankot, has sought to represent the complainant on the basis of a letter of authority, which has not been accepted since it does not bear valid signatures of the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 12-4-2007. In the meanwhile, the Tehsildar, Gurdaspur, is directed to  respond to the  notice   served on him vide this Court’s orders dated 11-2-2007 and also provide the information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 28-8-2006.
(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2,Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot...







……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Distt. Mandi Officer,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No.  147 of 2006
Present:
i)   Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person.



ii)  S. Gurbachan Lal, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided by the respondent which the complainant says is not clear.  Copies of all the vouchers concerning the payments have been provided to him but the complainant says that they are not legible. In these circumstances, an offer has been made by the respondent that the complainant may go to his office on 20-3-2007 ( the date mutually agreed upon) and get fresh copies of the documents which are not legible and get any other clarification which he requires.
Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2,Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot..






………Complainant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Excise and Taxation Officer,

Pathankot.






………….Respondent

CC No.  465of 2006
Present:
i)   Sh.Yogesh  Mahajan, complainant in person.



ii)  Sh. Sudesh Vikas, ETO-cum-PIO. 

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him in the Court today.
Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


 State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Dr. Yogesh Kohli,.









S/o Dr. Narinder Kohli,

R/o Tibri Road,

Gurdaspur





…………Complainant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

CC No.  703 of 2006

Present:
i)   None on  behalf of the complainant.



ii)  S.  Baljit Singh, SDO, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

 
The complainant is not present. The respondent has stated that the information required by the complainant has been given to him after collecting the requisite fees.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh..Yash Pal Sachdeva,

HIG  694,Urban Estate,

Phase –I,Patiala.





…………Complainant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.






………….Respondent

CC No.  39 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh.Yash Pal Sachdeva, complainant in person.



ii)  S.Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

Another lot of information was given to the complainant by the respondent in the Court today.  The respondent states that information is still being collected on a couple of points which will be given to the complainant within 10 days.

This case accordingly is  adjourned to 10 AM on 30-3-2007.  On that date, in case the complainant is still unsatisfied with any of the information which has been provided with reference to his application dated 5-10-2006 for the same, he should bring the details of his objections in writing for the consideration of the Court. He may also give a copy of the objections to the respondent in advance so that he may also come prepared to the hearing.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.Karamjit Singh Gill,

Opp. Old SDM’s Court,

Near Asian Footwears,

Moga..






………… Appellant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Deputy Commissioner,

MOGA.






………….Respondent

CC No.   469 of 2006

Present:
i)   Sh.Karam Singh Gill, complainant in person.



ii)  Sh. M.S.Jaggi, PCS, Asstt.Commissioner-cum PIO.. 

ORDER

Heard.

Whatever information is available in the  office of the respondent has been provided to the complainant in this case  and an affidavit of the Deputy Commissioner, Moga, in respect of the documents and records which have been lost or misplaced,  has also been submitted by the PIO in the Court today.  The complainant wants to know the fate of his applications which were not traceable in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Moga and copies of which have been given by him. He has been guided to make a fresh application for this purpose and the PIO ,Shri M.S.Jaggi, who is present in this Court, has made a commitment that the information will be given to him within 30 days, as is provided in the RTI Act.  He has assured the Court that he will take personal interest and see to it that this is done.

In his letter No. 30/RIA/Moga dated 30-11-2006, the Deputy Commissioner, had written to the Commission to say that the documents required by the complainant in this case have been provided to him and a certificate in acknowledgement has been received from the applicant, a copy of which is enclosed herewith (although no such enclosure had been received with the letter). The complainant has today urged the Court to check up the certificate, since he insists that he did not give any such certificate. The respondent was accordingly ordered to produce the concerned file so that the assertion of the complainant could be verified. A perusal of the file shows that there is a certificate titled “Clearness Certificate” purportedly signed by the complainant, stating that he had received the documents required by him, and another document on the file is a receipt signed by the complainant on account of having received back the sum of Rs.250/- ordered to be refunded to him by the Court. These documents were shown to the complainant, who has denied having signed the certificate and has  alleged that his signature on this document has
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 been forged. A visual appraisal of the two signatures also shows that they differ greatly from each other. This is a serious allegation which needs to be properly investigated with the assistance of a handwriting expert.  We, therefore, direct the D.C.Moga to  institute an inquiry as to whether the  signature on the “Clearance Certificate” is that of Shri Karam Singh Gill  or not and if not, the circumstances under which the forged certificate has been placed  on the file of his office and the official responsible for the same.

The PIO, who is present here today, has been directed to submit the inquiry report of the D.C. Moga to this Court on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-4-2007.
(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh..Sarbjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO  Bhattian—Bet,

Ludhiana.






……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Secretary,

Punjab State Sports Council,

SCO 116-117,Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC No.486  of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)  Sh. R.K.Malik, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court that the ongoing case against the Punjab Cricket Association, Mohali, is still pending and therefore this case is adjourned to 10 AM on 14-6-2007, by which time it is expected that the case will be decided and the required information will have been given to the complainant.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.Malkiat Singh,

Flat No. 521, 6th Floor,

Housefed Complex.

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Block  E, Ludhiana..





….……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Managing Director,

Housefed.. SCO 150-52,Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No.  86 of 2006

Present:
i)   Sh Malkiat Singh,. complainant in person.



ii)  Sh. Amit Sharma,Advocate, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The petition made by the respondent on 19-2-2007 for recalling the orders dated 1-2-2007 of this Court has been considered, and the respondent has been informed that in support   thereof he would need to prove before this Court, on the basis of whatever evidence is required for this purpose, that the various notices issued by this Court were not received by the respondent.  An opportunity is given to him to do this at 10 AM on 12-4-2007.

In the meanwhile, till a decision has been taken on the recall application, the orders of this Court dated 1-2-2007 will remain in abeyance.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Ms. Harjinder Kaur,

D/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

#  101 Kartarpura,

Nabha..






……… Complainant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Sr. Superintendent of .Police,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No.699 of 2006

Present:
i)   Sh. Anmol Singh, on behalf of the complainant.



ii)  S.Santosh Kumar, Head Constable, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The required information was not sent by the respondent to the complainant by post under the impression that this would be done by the Court.  A photostat copy has therefore been given to the complainant today. She may point out deficiencies, if any, on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 12-4-2007.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.Lalit Mohan  Sharma,

SR House, Opp.Personal Point,

Near Gore Wala Chowk, 110ft. Road,

Bhatinda 151001





  ………Complainant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Chief Secretary to Government,Punjab,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC No. 796 of 2006

Present:
i)   Sh. Lalit Mohan Sharma, complainant in person.



ii)   None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent is not present. A letter has been received from the Under Secretary ,Coordination, Department of General Administration, stating that the subject matter of the application dated 18-7-2006 of the complainant concerns the Technical Education Department and further correspondence may be entertained with that Department.  While this may be true, but the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, should have followed the procedure prescribed in section 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which he neglected to do.   Section 6(3) of the Act ibid states that where an application has  been made to a public authority requesting for an information which concerns another public authority, he should transfer the application to that public authority and inform the applicant immediately about such transfer.  This procedure has not been followed by the PIO in this case and he is advised to do this in future.

A copy of the application dated 18-7-2006 of the complainant may be forwarded to the PIO,o/o the Secretary, Technical Education, Punjab, with a direction to send the information required by the complainant to him by post within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders. He is also required to attend the proceedings of this Court either personally or through an authorized representative not below the rank of the APIO on the next date of hearing in order to confirm the compliance of these orders.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 12-4-2007.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.  K. L.  Sharma,

Advocate,

Near Jassian Chowk,

Durgapuri Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana..






….…… Complainant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana






………….Respondent

CC No. 806 of 2006

Present:
i)   Sh.  K.L.Sharma, complainant in person.



ii)  Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, JE, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been provided to him and no other action is required to be taken.

The appellant has made a submission that the RTI Act is not being implemented properly in Ludhiana District mainly for the reason that the names and designations of PIO/APIOs appointed in the different Departments in Ludhiana, have not been displayed on their Notice Boards, nor on the name plates fixed outside the offices. A copy of these orders may therefore be forwarded to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of, Information and Technology, Chandigarh, with the request that suitable directions may  be given to all Departments to take necessary remedial steps.

Disposed  of.
(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

1521/1, Street No. 33,

Preet Nagar, New Shimla Puri,

Ludhiana.                                                              ….. …Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Ludhiana Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,



………Respondent

Ludhiana.

A.C.No. 129 of 2006

Present:  i) None on behalf of the complainant.

   ii) Sh. Pritam Singh, APIO, ImprovementTrust.Ludhiana.

.

ORDER

Heard.

In pursuance to the orders of this Court dated 1-3-2007, the remaining information has been given by the respondent to the complainant, who has acknowledged that he is fully satisfied with the same.

Disposed of

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  15th  March, 2007.


