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.





…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Executive Engineer,

PWD  B&R Construction Dvn.,
Mukerian,(Hoshiarpur)








………….Respondent

AC No. 38 of 2007

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



ii)   None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The appellant has stated that he has received the required information.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 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.






…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Executive Engineer,

Mandi Board Div.

Nawanshehar.








………….Respondent

AC No. 39  of 2007

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

ii)  Sh. Maan Singh, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the   respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has stated that the information required by the appellant has been prepared and sent to the PIO of Punjab Mandi Board in Nawanshehar

 who is Shri Parkash Singh
, District Mandi Officer, Nawanshehar.  A copy of the covering letter in which the information was sent, has been taken on record of the Court.

The PIO-cum-Distt. Mandi Officer, Nawanshehar is directed to supply the information sent to him by the Executive Engineer,Mandi Board, Nawanshehar vide his letter dated 27-3-2007 to the appellant within seven days positively.  Since the information has not been supplied within 35 days, which is the limit in this case prescribed in the RTI Act, no fees will be chargeable for the information.  The fee of Rs. 10/- which was  sent to the Executive Engineer with the application but was returned to the appellant, will however, be sent by the appellant to the PIO before the information is sent to him.

 Disposed  of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 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.






…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,
Kathua S/Div. Malikpur

Distt Gurdaspur.





………….Respondent

AC No. 40 of 2007

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



ii)   S. Kashmir Singh,Asstt. Engineer,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has provided the information required by the appellant mentioned at Sr. No. 3 of his application dated 25-10-2006.  No work has been executed by the Sub Division on Chakki River.  Therefore, the information required against Sr. No. 4 of the application is nil.  Insofar as Sr. No.1 & 2 are concerned, the respondent has brought the information except for the information which is concerned with the Border areas, which cannot be provided for reasons of National Security, but it is not in the form in which it has been asked for and is also illegible.  The respondent has been guided as to the manner in which the information has to be prepared, which he will now do and supply the same to the appellant within two weeks from today.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 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.






…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oSub Divisional Officer,

Construction Sub Div. No. 1,
PWD B&R Gurdaspur.




………….Respondent

AC No. 41 of 2007

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



ii)   None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In this case the application for the information was made to the APIO-cum-SDO, Construction Sub Division No.1, PWD, B&R, Gurdaspur, who has replied vide his letter dated 1-2-2007 that no payment on purchases had been made by his office in respect of the works and that the required information would be available in the office of the Executive Engineer, Construction Division, PWD, B&R, Gurdaspur, who is the PIO in relation to this case.

The PIO, Construction Division, PWD, B&R, Gurdaspur, is accordingly directed to send the information required by the appellant after collecting the same from the SDE, Construction Sub Division No.1, PWD, B&R, Gurdaspur, within 15 days from the date of receipt of these
orders. A copy of the application of  the appellant dated 9-11-2006 is enclosed for ready reference.








Adjourned  to 10 AM on 13-4-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 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






…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Provincial  Sub Division,

PWD  B&R,   Gurdaspur.




………….Respondent

AC No. 42 of 2007

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



ii)  None   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Construction Division has sent  an intimation to the appellant vide his letter dated 25-1-2007 that he may collect the information required from him after depositing the requisite fees.  Since, however, the appellant has asked for the information through speed post, the PIO is directed to intimate the fees required to be deposited to the appellant by post and to send the information by speed post after the requisite fees has been received from the appellant.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 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






…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Construction Sub/Div. PWD B&R,

Batala






………….Respondent

AC No. 43 of 2007

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



ii)  None   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

No response has been received by the appellant to his application dated 9-11-2006 addressed to the APIO-cum- SDE, Construction Sub Division No. 1, Batala.  The respondent is also not present in the Court today.  The PIO in relation to this case is the Executive Engineer, Construction Division PWD, B&R, Gurdaspur.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send the information required by the appellant after collecting the same from the SDE, Construction Sub Division, PWD, B&R, Batala, within 15 days from the date of receipt of these orders. A copy of the application of the appellant dated 9-11-2006 is enclosed for ready reference.

The PIO or the concerned APIO is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 13-4-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 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






…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oSr Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No. 44 of 2007

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



ii)   S. Piara Singh, Chief Pharmacist, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information of the appellant dated 6-11-2007 has been examined and discussed and the position regarding the four items of information is as follows:-

i) The respondent has given the required information and the appellant has agreed that the list of the names and addresses of the donors/recipients runs into hundreds of pages and no useful purpose would be served if this entire information is given to him.  Instead, the respondent can give to the appellant the names and address of all the 271 persons who were the recipients of blood in the month of October, 2006.

ii) The details of funds received, either from the Civil Surgeon or from the fees collected from the patients and the expenditure made from these funds (head-wise)  should be given to the appellant for the year 2006-07 in the proforma which has been explained to the respondent.
iii) The details of purchases of medicines and all the repairs carried out of the various equipments in the Hospital during the period from 1-4-2005 to 31-10--2006 should be supplied to the appellant in respect of item Nos. 3 & 4.

The information may be sent to the appellant by speed post as requested by him.  Since  the  period   prescribed  in  the RTI Act,   2005 during which the
Contd…..2

(2)
 information had to be given has long since lapsed, no fees for the information will be charged from the appellant for the information..

Adjourned to 10 AM  on 13-4-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 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.






…………appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Construction Sub Div. No. 2

PWD B&R Gurdaspur




………….Respondent

AC No. 45 of 2007

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



ii)  None   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

No response has been received by the appellant to his application dated 9-11-2006 addressed to the APIO-cum- SDE, Construction Sub Division No. 2,Gurdaspur.  The respondent is also not present in the Court today.  The PIO in relation to this case is the Executive Engineer, Construction Division PWD, B&R, Gurdaspur.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send the information required by the appellant after collecting the same from the SDE, Construction Sub Division, PWD, B&R, Gurdaspur, within 15 days from the date of receipt of these orders. A copy of the application of the appellant dated 9-11-2006 is enclosed for ready reference.

The PIO or the concerned APIO is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 13-4-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 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.






…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Tibri Sub. Div. UBDC,

Tibri.  Gurdaspur





………….Respondent

AC No. 46 of 2007

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



ii)   S.Gurmail Singh,APIO-cum-SDE,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that he has not received a copy of the application for information sent by the appellant, although it was sent twice to his office under certificate of posting.  The Executive Engineer, UBDC, Gurdaspur Division, Gurdaspur, has also written to the respondent to supply the required information to the appellant  through a letter in which he has mentioned the number and date of the application for information, but has omitted to send a copy thereof to the respondent.  A copy of the application for information has been given to the respondent in the Court today, who has made a commitment that the required information will be given to the appellant within 15 days.  The application fees  of Rs. 10/-  has been given through IPO to the respondent afresh in the Court today, but no further fees may be charged from the appellant for the information, since a period of more than 30 days prescribed in the  RTI Act has since lapsed.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 26-4-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 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.






…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Health Officer,

Gurdaspur






………….Respondent

AC No. 47 of 2007

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



ii)   Sh. Piara Singh, Chief Pharmacist,  on behalf of the 



respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has stated that the required information is being prepared and will be supplied to the appellant through speed post within two weeks. No fees will be chargeable for the information since a period of more than 30 days prescribed in the RTI Act has since lapsed.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 26-4-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 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






…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary to Government, Punjab,

PWD (B&R), Mini Sectt., Sector 9

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No. 66 of 2007

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



ii)  None   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

In a similar case, the information required by the appellant has been provided to him.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

.Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj,

#  49, Preet Vihar,

Mehas Gate, Nabha,

Distt. Patiala.






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana






………….Respondent

CC No. 79  & 80 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj, complainant in person.



ii)   Hd. Constable Santosh Kumar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has submitted to the Court that the information already provided to him in respect of FIR No. 136 dated 8-6-2001 does not contain the comments of the Crime Branch to which the file had been referred by the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana.  He has further submitted that  the number of the FIR which had been registered at Kochhar Market,Division No.5, Ludhiana is 109.  The respondent has brought with him fresh information regarding FIR No. 136 and the required information regarding FIR No. 109, which has been given to the complainant. He may go through this information and in case, there are still some documents or information which is missing, he will go to the office of the PIO, specifically to Head Constable Santosh Kumar, who will show him the concerned file and the complainant will get a photostat copy of whatever document he wants from the file. The complainant also states that no information has been given to him in respect of FIR No. 109.  The respondent is directed to give the information concerning FIR No. 109 of Division No. 5 ,Ludhiana, within 10 days from today.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-4-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 2007.




 State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj,

#  49, Preet Vihar,

Mehas Gate, Nabha,

Distt. Patiala.






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o oThe Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur






………….Respondent

CC No. 82-83 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj, complainant in person.



ii)   Hd. Constable Surinder Pal Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent’s representative has stated that although an inquiry may have been conducted by the then DSP, Dhuri, into FIR No. 6 dated 2-9-1999, as stated by the complainant, but no reference of any such inquiry has been found in the office of the DSP.   A written report to this effect has also been sent by that office.
Insofar as inquiry into DDR No. 12 dated 15-4-2001 is concerned, the respondent has shown the orders of the SSP, Sangrur , authorising destruction of the record of the Grievance Branch in his office for the period 2000-01.  He therefore states that the report of the inquiry which was conducted has since been destroyed and a copy thereof cannot be given to the complainant.
Disposed of
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

.Sh. D.R.Singla,

H. No. 538, Phase  6,

Mohali.






…………Complainant. 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Mohali






………….Respondent

CC No. 672 of 2006
Present:
i)   Sh. . D.R.Singla  complainant in person.



ii)  Hd. Constable Surjit Singh,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The Sr. Superintendent of Police , Mohali, has communicated that the information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent on the basis of the available record of his office. However, over and above the information already supplied, the complainant insists that the inquiry into his allegation that he has beaten up by certain police men on 16-2-2006, is also being enquired into by the DSP City (I), Mohali.
The respondent is accordingly directed to inform this Court on the next date of hearing whether DSP City (I), Mohali, is making any inquiry as stated by the complainant and if so the stage of the inquiry and the date on which it is likely to be completed, and if it has already been completed, a copy of the Inquiry Report be supplied to the complainant.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-4-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

.Sh. Jagmohan Singh Bhatti,Advocate,

H. No. 919, Phase 4,

Mohali.








…………Complainant. 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Secretary,

Bar Council, Law Bhawan, Sector 37,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC No. 684 of 2006
Present:
i)   Sh. Jagmohan Singh Bhatti , complainant in person.



ii)  S. Malkiat Singh Superintendent,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has submitted his written arguments along with a copy of the concerned judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, but has requested for an adjournment since he is feeling unwell.  The respondent has submitted a photostat copy of letter dated 2-3-2007 written by the Under Secretary, Home, Government of Punjab, in which he has stated that the Bar Council is a private organization, that it is neither a Government Department nor is it under the administrative control of the Government and therefore no provision can be made for funds for the Bar Council in the Government Budget.

The respondent had been asked to bring information regarding the sources of funds of the Bar Council in the year 2005-06, along with the amount received.  He has given a commitment that he will bring this information on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-5-2007 for arguments

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

.Sh. Dwarka Dass,

C/o Krishan Cycle Store,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana.






…………Complainant. 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No.  721   of 2006
Present:
i)   Sh. Dwarka Dass, complainant in person.



ii)    S. Kamikar Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant in this case has been given to him by the respondent to the extent available,  except that the report of the Inquiry referred to by him  in his application dated 24-7-2006  cannot be given to him on the ground that it is still pending.  The application of the complainant, however, is now eight months old and this response has become unreasonable through   passage of time.

In the above circumstances, Shri Vikas Partap, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, is directed to look into this matter personally and ensure that the inquiry is completed within 10 days and the report thereof is sent to the complainant within 15 days from today. Shri Kamikar Singh, who is present in the Court on behalf of the PIO, is directed to personally convey these orders to Shri Vikas Partap.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-4-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. D.R.Singla,

H. No. 538, Phase  6,

Mohali.






…………Complainant. 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The  District  Food and Supplies Controller,
Ropar.









………….Respondent

CC No.  99 of 2007
Present:
i)   Sh. . D.R.Singla  complainant in person.



ii)  None   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has not yet visited the office of the respondent, District Food and Supplies Controller, Ropar, for the information required by him as recorded in the orders of this Court dated 1-3-2007. The application fees has however been sent to the PIO of the respondent.  The complainant may therefore now visit the office of the District Food and Supplies Controller, Ropar for the information, which he has voluntarily agreed to do.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

.Sh. Jagdip  Singh  Chowhan,

#  1,  Adarash  Nagar,  Bhadson  Road,

Patiala..






…………Complainant. 






Vs

Sh. Dev Chand,

Superintendent-cum-APIO,
O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.






………….Respondent

CC No. 210 of 2006

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant 



ii)   Ms.  Surjit  Kaur,Assistant,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The case before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court is st
ill pending.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 24-5-2007.

 (Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  29th  March, 2007.



