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

Sh. Sandeep Kumar,

Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Gali No. 6/1, Bathinda.


  
    ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.







_____ Respondent

CC No. 2010 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh.  Sandeep Kumar  complainant in person.


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

Heard.

With reference to the applications for information of the complainant dated  20-3-2007 and 22-6-2007, the respondent has informed him that the records concerning the passport applications/ verifications of the six persons mentioned therein has been destroyed under the relevant instructions and therefore, the information required by the complainant cannot be given to him. 

In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

# B-11/15, Sadar Bazar,

Barnala.


  
   

  ________ Complainant.

      Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Attorney,

Court Complex, Sangrur.




________ Respondent

CC No.612 of 2008

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the  complainant.


ii)   Sh.   Piara Singh Sidhu, Dy. Distt Attorney, on behalf of the 



respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been sent to him by Regd. Post vide their letter dated 9-4-2008.

The complainant is not present. Apparently, he has received the information for which he had applied.


Disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

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

Sh. Harbans Lal,

Vill. Mukandpur,

Distt. Nawanshehar, Punjab.


   ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Nawanshehar.




__________ Respondent

CC No.622 of 2008

 Present:
i)    Sh.   Harbans Lal, appellant  in person.


ii)     DSP. Sh. Pushkar Sandal, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the complainant has already been given the required information in connection with his earlier complaint dealt with in CC No. 2353 of 2007. He states that the complainant has been informed that his complaint dated 2-11-2006 was inquired into and an FIR  was not registered  since no  prima facie case  is made out.  A copy of the inquiry report has also been given to the complainant.

In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

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

Sh. Kewal Krishan,

H.No. 16916, Basant Vihar,

Gali No. 11/2  Near Anandpuri Ashram,

Bathinda.




   ____________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.




____________ Respondent

CC No.553 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh. Kewal Krishan complainant in person.


ii)     DSP(HQ). Sh.  Balbir Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that he has received the required information only in part.  The respondent has come to the Court with the complete file on the subject of the departmental inquiry which was conducted against the complainant and he has undertaken to supply all the other documents which the complainant requires today itself.

Disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

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

Sh. Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




  
     ___________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab W/S & Sewerage Division,

Gurdaspur.





_____________ Respondent

AC No.368 of 2007

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of theappellant  


ii)   
 Sh. Satish Kumar, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte. 

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 20-3-2008, the respondent has prepared the information required by the appellant and has brought the same to the Court.  The information which has been prepared consists of the list of works carried out during the period 1-1-2006 to 31-12-2006.  The respondent further states that the preparation of the information required by the appellant mentioned at sr. no. 4  of his application would take an enormous amount of time. Therefore, it would be in the fitness of things if  the appellant can select any three works in respect of the information asked for at sr. no. 4, and the same will be provided to him by the respondent  within 15 days of the date on which the names of the selected works is received.











,,,,2/-







---2---


The information which has been asked for at sr. no. 2 is not available in the office of the respondent since he states that the comparative statements which are prepared in his office, are sent to the Head Office and not returned, and the information in  respect of pts. no. 3, 5, &  6 is nil.


A copy of the information brought by the respondent, mentioned  above,  may be sent to the appellant  along with these orders.


Disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

Encls: as stated

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

Sh. Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




  
     _______ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Engineer,

Municipal Council,

Mandi Gobindgarh, 

 Distt.  Ludhiana.





____ Respondent

AC No.197 of 2007

Present:
i)    
None     on behalf of the  appellant. 



ii)   
Sh.Ashok  Kumar, Accountant,  on behalf of the 





respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte.

The information required by the appellant has been sent to him by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s  orders dated 31-1-2008.


Disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

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)  
None  on behalf of the appellant



ii)
Sh. Sat Pal Singh, Asstt. Trust Engineer, IT, on  behalf of the   


respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte. 


The respondent states that the information required by the appellant in respect of 82 works has been sent to him in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 20-3-2008  on  15-3-2008.  However, the hearing in this case took place  on 20-3-2008 and the information now being given by the respondent has not been  noted in the orders passed on that date. The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 29-5-2008 to enable the appellant to make any submission which he may wish to make in respect of the information  which has been provided.
.







           (P.K.Verma)







                     State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008


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:
i)    None  on behalf of the appellant 



ii)    Sh.  Pawanjeet Singh, ETO (Mobile),on behalf of the 




respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte. 

The information required by the appellant has been provided to him by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 20-3-2008.


Disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




 _____________ Appellant  

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Distt.Food & Supply Controller,
Gurdaspur.




_____________ Respondent

AC No. 196 of 2007

Present:
i)   None    on behalf    of the     appellant.



ii)   Sh.  Rattan  Anmol,  AFSO,   on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER

Heard.


The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte. 

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 20-3-2008, the respondent has brought the clarification in response to the appellant’s letter dated 25-10-2007.  He is directed to send the clarification to the appellant through registered post within three days.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 29-5-2008 to give an opportunity to the appellant to point out any deficiencies in the clarifications which been provided by the respondent. 

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sunil Subroy,

O.pp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




  
___________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assitant Excise & Taxation

 Commissioner, (Enforcement),

Amritsar.





_________ Respondent

AC No.200 of 2007
Present:
None
ORDER

The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte. 




The ETC’s report has still not been received by the Court and the orders dated 31-1-2008 have therefore not been complied with.  In the above circumstances, it  is made clear that if the report  is not received  on or before the next date of hearing, there will be no option before the Court but to conclude that the information provided by the respondent to the appellant  in response to his application dated 7-3-2007 is not correct  and the Court will proceed to take action for the imposition of the penalties 

-











----2/-










--2---


prescribed under section 20 of the RTI Act, on the PIO..

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 29-5-2008 for further consideration and orders.

.







         








  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

A copy along with a copy of the Court’s orders dated 31-1-2008 is forwarded to:


1. Financial Commissioner,Taxation, Punjab, Chandigarh

2.ETC,  Punjab, Patiala

for information and immediate necessary action.

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

Sh. Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




  
     _______ Appellant

  Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division,Sangrur,

PWD B&R, at Patiala.







________ Respondent

AC No.   195   of 2007

Present:
i)   
  None   on behalf of the  appellant. 

ii)     
  Sh.  Mohinder Singh, Supdt, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte. 

The information required by the appellant has been brought to the Court by the respondent.  The respondent is directed to send this information to the appellant through registered post with three days from today.


Disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




  
     _______ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

BATALA. 143505




________ Respondent

CC No.    396   of 2007

Present:
i)   
  None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
  Sh.    Pardeep Jaiswal, ATE, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte. 

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 20-3-2008, the respondent has brought the required information regarding 19 comparative statements in separate file folders.  He states that the complainant has been asked to collect the information after depositing the required fees, but since the information was not provided within the period of 30 days prescribed in the RTI Act, no fees can be charged  from the complainant for the same.  The respondent is therefore directed to send this information to the complainant through registered post.


Disposed of.
.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.




  
     _______ Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer-cum- 

Executive Engineer,

Construction Division, PWD, B&R,

Gurdaspur.





________ Respondent

AC No.  42  of 2007

Present:
i)   
  None on behalf of the  appellant. 

ii)     
  Sh.  Kulwant Singh, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the 
 
 
respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte. 


The representative of the PIO, who has appeared in the Court today states that no further action has been taken on the appeal under consideration or on the orders of the Court dated 20-3-2008, because the application for information of the appellant dated 9-11-2006 has not been received in his office.  On the other hand,  Shri Harjinder Singh, SDE-cum-APIO, Construction Provincial Sub Division No. 1, PWD, B&R, Gurdaspur, made a statement in the Court on the last date of hearing that information cannot be given to the appellant because he has not deposited the requisite fees.  The Court had therefore directed the respondent to inform the complainant about the quantum of fees payable by him @ Rs. 2/- per page so that it can be deposited by the appellant and the required information can then be   given to him.              ………2/






---2---


In view of the statement made by the APIO on the last date of hearing, the PIO cannot now say that the information cannot be given to the appellant because his application dated 9-11-2006 has not been received. A question has further been raised by the respondent today about whether the application for information pertains to Provincial Sub Division No. 1 or No. 2.  However, this question was not raised by the respondent on the last date of hearing and Sh. Harjinder Singh, who is incharge of the Provincial Sub Division No. 1,  informed that the information pertaining to his Sub- division has been prepared and is ready for delivery to the appellant.  In the above circumstances, I conclude  that the PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, is not taking his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness and the different statements being made on his behalf in the Court on different dates indicates that he is deliberately not giving the information to the appellant with mala fide intention and is only wasting the time of the Court.

Another serious infringement on the part of the PIO is that despite our instructions that only the PIO or APIO should attend the Court, a Junior Assistant has come today to represent him.

In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to  Sh. Satinder Pal Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Construction Provincial Division P.W.D/ B&R, Gurdaspur ,to show cause at 10 AM   on   29-5-2008, as  to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, should not  be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act. 2005.


In the meanwhile, the respondent is advised to send to the appellant the information required by him, in respect of Construction Provincial Sub-division No. 1, free of cost, since it has not been provided within the period prescribed under the RTI Act , before the next date of  hearing positively.


Adjourned to10 AM on 29-5-2008 for further consideration and orders.
.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

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

Ms. Kamalpreet Kaur,

D/o Sh. Piara Singh,

Midha Bhawan Street,

Mansa.




  
     _________ Complainant

Vs.

Sh. RPS Bedi, 

Deputy Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2217 of 2007

Present:
i)  
  Sh.  Manoj  Kumar, on behalf of the complainant.



ii) 
  Sh. RPS Bedi, Dr,Registrar-cum-PIO.
 ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the orders of the Court dated 20-3-2008 have been complied with.  The complainant however has pointed out some deficiencies in the information which has been provided, which are discussed as follows:-

1. The position regarding the communication or information, received from the DRDA, Mansa and Bhatinda, giving intimation regarding the 5 Direct Learning    Centers, has not been intimated to the complainant.  This may now be done.
2. The amount of Rs 100/- charged from the complainant by the respondent, over and above the amount of Rs. 78/-, which he is required to pay for the information consisting of 39 pages, has not been refunded  to him, which may be refunded within a week.


The complainant submits that since the information required by him was not given by the respondent within the prescribed  period of 30 days, penalties should be imposed upon him under section 20 of the RTI act.  This submission of the complainant is    rejected,    because I   do not    find    that    any    information has been 









---contd..p2/

-










--2---

withheld from the complainant with mala fide intention or that there has been  any unreasonable delay   in  supplying the required information to the complainant.


No other action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.
.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008

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

Sh. Anil Bhandari,

78, Mall Road, Amritsar.


  
     ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,             
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.






________ Respondent

CC No.399 of 2008

Present:
i)  
Sh.  Sandeep K. Wadhawan, Advocate,   on behalf of the  



complainant 



ii)
DSP. Sh. J.S.Sandhu,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has, in his reply to the notice issued to him vide the Court’s orders dated 10-4-2008, stated that the application for information in this case, a copy of which was sent to him along with the Commission’s notice, has not been received in his office. The receipt for the payment of fees enclosed by the complainant, shows that he had sent this application to the office of the SSP, (Rural) Amritsar  and not to the office of the SSP (City), Amritsar.

In view of the above, the notice issued  to the respondent vide this Court’s orders dated 10-4-2008 is hereby dropped.


The complainant has already been informed by the respondent that if he desires to have any information pertaining to his office, he should make an application under the RTI Act along with the application fees and same will considered by him under the provisions of the said Act.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008



State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No84-85,(2nd 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.Executive Engineer, (Civil),

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.





………….Respondent

AC No.  126  of 2007

Present:
i)    None  on behalf of the appellant.


ii)   Sh. Pardeep  Attri, Asst. Corp. Engineer, on behalf of the 


respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte. 


The information required by the complainant has been prepared by the respondent in accordance with the directions of the Court dated 31-1-2008.  The respondent has made a commitment that the information will be  sent to the appellant through registered post within three days positively.

Disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   24th  April,  2008


The appellant in this case is one of three members of  the “Anti Corruption Council ”  Pathankot, who have made a large number of complaints to the Commission with reference to  numerous applications made by them to different Public Authorities  for information regarding their functioning.   Identical  letters have been received  by the Court from all the three appellants namely, S/shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Sunil Subroi and Sanjeev Kumar, stating that “due to sudden domestic works, I cannot attend your Court on dated 24-04-2008 so kindly excuse my absence from the court on that day. So please give next date 23-5-08”. The fact that an unspecified “domestic work” has caused the absence of all the three appellants is difficult to accept.   On the other hand, Government officials have come from all over the State to attend today’s hearing, which will therefore take place ex-parte. 

