State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.



……….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o. Sr. Medical Officer, 

Civil Hospital,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

. 

AC No  44 of 2006

Present:
i),Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person

          ii) None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The appellant has pointed out that the information given by the respondent is incomplete since the documents provided in respect of purchase of medicines and repairs  show that the total which has been spent on these two items do not match the stated total expenditure.

In the above circumstances, the PIO-cum-Senior Medical Officer, Gurdaspur is directed to attend the Court on the next date of hearing either personally or through the APIO in order to give the required clarification concerning the provided information.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-7-2007 for further consideration and orders. 

(Kulbir Singh)

               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

 State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.



……….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Divisional Soil Conservation Officer,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

. 

CC No. 739  of 2006

Present:
i)  Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person

          ii)  S.Prem Raj, Sr. Asstt.on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant should take action as already ordered by this Court on 
9-3-2007.

Disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.



……….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The SDO,  PSEB, (North)

Pathankot.






………….Respondent

. 

CC No 647 of 2006

Present:
i),Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person

          ii)  None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has informed the Court that he has received the information in compliance with the orders of this Court dated 13-4-2007.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)

             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

 State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Smt. Amandeep Kaur,

W/o Maj. Davinder Singh,

# 97, Lal Bagh, P.O. Threekay,

Ludhiana...142021





……….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Chairperson,

Pb. State Women Commission,

SCO 57-59, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

. 

CC No 02 of 2007
Present:
None

ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  The complainant has sent a request for adjournment of this case since she is preoccupied with her mother’s illness. The case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 9-8-2007, in accordance with the complainant’s convenience.  The PIO or his representative is directed to attend the Court on the next date of hearing positively to show to us the Dispatch Register of the State Women Commission, in accordance with the directions given in our orders dated 13-4-2007.
(Kulbir Singh)

               
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Bhushan  Kumar,

Petronet  LNG Ltd.,

World Trade Centre,

Barakhamba Lane,

New Delhi






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.




          

    ………….Respondent

CC No.,289 & 301  of 2007

Present:
i)  None, on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)    ASI  Piara Lal,Thana Tripari, Patiala,,on behalf of the      respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

It is a matter of regret that the Sr. Superintendent of Police-cum-PIO has not taken this case with sufficient seriousness.  We had directed in our orders dated 12-4-2007 that the PIO should go through the two applications of Shri Bhushan Kumar with which these cases are concerned and to supply such information to the complainant as has not been submitted along with the challan to the Court. Instead of complying with these orders, the SHO of the concerned Thana, which is Tripari, has been directed to attend the Court today, in routine and we are, therefore, confronted with ASI Piara Lal , who is neither aware of the applications of Sh. Bhushan Kumar nor the orders of this Court passed on 12-4-2007, referred to above.
In the above circumstances, the PIO is again directed to comply with the orders of this Court dated 12-4-2007, otherwise he would become liable to the penalties prescribed in section 20 of the RTI Act.
Adjourned  to 10 AM on 19-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated: 21st June, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S.Amrik Singh,

#  732,  VPO  Budhlada,

Distt.Mansa






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Mansa






………….Respondent

CC No.  41   of 2007

Present:
i) S.Amrik  Singh,   complainant in person.



ii) None , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has asked for information from the respondent in this case in three separate applications dated  20-10-2006 out of which he has received  the information in respect of two of the applications. The respondent wrote to the complainant that the third application had not been received in their office and to submit the same in the prescribed form along with the application fees of Rs. 10/-  This was duly done by the complainant as a result of which with reference to his third application for information, the respondent has informed  the applicant that an amount of Rs. 22,972/- in respect of IC bills submitted by him, has since been adjusted, but an amount of Rs.30,972 could not  yet be adjusted because the concerned documents have not been submitted by the complainant.  The complainant states that the concerned documents have since been sent by him to the respondent on 22-5-2007.  The respondent may, therefore, now take steps to get the remaining amount adjusted within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders  and  send intimation thereof  to the complainant.

Neither the PIO nor the APIO in this case are present in the Court, which is a serious lapse on the part of the PIO.  From the letter of the District Food and Supplies Controller, Mansa dated 11-5-2007, it app-ears that he had deputed Sh. Om Parkash Gupta, Food and Supplies Inspector, Mansa  to attend the Court in this case because he himself was busy with the wheat procurement operation.  Now , however, the wheat procurement operations are almost over, and neither the PIO nor the Food Inspector, has attended the Court.
Contd…..2/

(  2  )

Under the above circumstances, the PIO is directed to be present in the Court on the next date of hearing and to strictly comply with the orders passed above regarding providing the remaining information to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 12-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance,

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  21st June, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.Sanjeev Kumar

Shop No. 2, Near  Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Pathankot.






………….Respondent

AC No.18 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the complainant. 



ii) Sh. Parminder Singh, Executive Officer, I.T. Pathankot.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has wrongly informed the appellant that  he has to deposit Rs. 2600/- @ Rs. 10/- per page as the prescribed fees whereas the prescribed fees is only Rs. 2/- per page and the appellant is required to deposit Rs. 520/-.
The information will now be supplied in the office of the complainant at Pathankot through a messenger within 3 days from the date the appellant deposits the prescribed fees of Rs. 520/-. Thereafter, if the appellant finds any deficiency in the information, he may point out the same on the next date of hearing. 
Adjourned  to 10 AM on 19-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  21st June, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

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:
i) Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the complainant.


ii)None,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The appellant has withdrawn his application for information in this case.
Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  21st June, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

Post Box No. 361,

Head P.O. Ludhiana.




…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Chandigarh.


                                                ………….Respondent

CC No. 279 of 2007

Present:
i)None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)  SI Varinder Singh, O/o SSP Ludhiana.
iii)DSP Des Raj, Vigilance Bureau,Punjab, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The complainant in this case has informed the Court that he has received the information required by him and has requested that the case may be disposed of.
Disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  21st June, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.  Dinesh  Berry,

Berry Farm,

Opp Fauji Dhabha,

Dugri Road,

PO  Millarganj,Ludhiana




…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.




              ………….Respondent

CC No. 280 of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant..



Ii)  S. Tejinder Singh, S.P. (D), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant is not present.  Apparently, he is satisfied with the information already provided to him.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  21st June, 2007.




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. Rajinder Singh Sohi, Advocate,

# 97, Lal Bagh, P.O. Threekay,

Ludhiana.




  
     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Tehsildar,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 31 of 2007

Present:
None

ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent  are present.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 12-7-2007 to give another opportunity to the parties to appear before this Court.

(Kulbir Singh)

               
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Madan Lal,

# 8112, Kila Road,

Near Kila gate,

Bathinda.



  
     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Mini Secretariat, Bathinda.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 633 of 2007

Present:
i) None, on behalf of the complainant



ii) S. Sukhdev  Singh, DFSC, -cum-PIO,Bhatinda.

ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been prepared and is available with the respondent but it could not be given to the complainant because he has not yet complied with the requirement of depositing the application fees of Rs. 10/-, since the postal orders sent by him were defective and this was pointed out to him in the letter sent to him by the respondent on 
19-3-2007.
In the above circumstances, the respondent may give the required information to the complainant after he deposits the application fees of Rs. 10/- and prescribed fees for the information @ Rs. 2/- per page.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Yash Pal Sachdeva,

HIG-694, urban Estate,

Phase-1, Patiala.


  
     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 636 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) Sh. Ram Lok Singla, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant is not present.  The required information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant who has recorded that he is satisfied with the information which has been supplied.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harjinder Singh,

Superintendent of Police (H.Q.),

Ferozepur.


  
   
  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 642 of 2007

Present:
i)None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)  Sh. Balwinder Singh Bedi, Supdt. Home-cum-APIO.
ORDER

Heard.


The required information in this case has been provided by the respondent to the complainant.


The complainant is not present.

Disposed  of. 
(Kulbir Singh)

                       (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. S.N. Singh,

Branch Manager,

National Co-operative Consumer’s-

Federation of India Ltd.,

SCO. No.1020-21, Sector-22-B,

Chandigarh.


  
   
_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Jalandhar-2, Jalandhar.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 645 of 2007

Present:
i)Shri S.N.Singh,  Complainant in person.



ii)Sh. K.K.Bhatia, ETO , on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The required information has been given by the respondent to the complainant, except the information mentioned at (iv)  and  (v) of the application dated 9-2-2007. The respondent has made a commitment  that the remaining information will also be given to the complainant within one week from today.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

                        (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Swaran Singh,

H. No. 438, Sector-65,

Mohali.

  
   
  
_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 650 of 2007

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



ii) HC Surjit Singh, on behalf of the  respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the record pertaining to the allegations levelled by Ms. Lovleen, which is the subject matter of the application for information in this case, would be available in the office of the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Ropar, since Mohali District came into being later on. The respondent is,   therefore, directed to get the concerned record from the office of the SSP, Ropar and, in case any allegation which has been mentioned in the application for information is found in the record, the required information should be given to the complainant within 15 days from today.  In case, however, there is no such allegation on the record of this case, the complainant should also be informed accordingly.
Disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)

               
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ram Kumar,

S/o Sh. Chanan Ram,

Near Andarla Dera Tappa,

Distt. Barnala.

  
   
  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Inspector General of Police(H.Q.),Punjab,

Sector -9, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 655 of 2007

Present:
i)Sh. Ram Kumar, complainant in person.



ii)Inspector Ranjit Singh,
Internal Vigilance,
Punjab


   on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The required information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant.
Disposed  of.
(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bishan Dass,

# 1614, Sector 36-D,

Chandigarh.


  
   
_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab,

Sector -21-D, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 658 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Bishan Dass, complainant in person.



ii) Wing Com. H.S.Kang, Dy. Director –cum-PIO.
ORDER

Heard.


The required information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today.  He may go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, on the next date of hearing.  He is also directed to deposit the necessary fees of Rs. 140/- in the office of the respondent before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 19-7-2007 for further orders.

(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  21st June, 2007

