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

Sh. Amritpal Singh Sidhu,,

# 2985, Ajit road, Street No. 3,

Bathinda.


  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector-34-A, Chandigarh.



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1521 of 2007

resent:
None
ORDER
Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  It would appear that the complainant has received the required information and is, therefore, not interested  in pursuing his complaint.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amritpal Singh Sidhu,,

# 2985, Ajit road, Street No. 3,

Bathinda.


  
   


__________ Complainant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector-34-A, Chandigarh.



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1522 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  It would appear that the complainant has received the required information and is, therefore, not interested  in pursuing his complaint.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhbir Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Kulwant Singh,

Maleana Road, Badhni Kalan,

Distt. Moga-142037.

  
   


___ Complainant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector-34-A, Chandigarh.            



  ____ Respondent

CC No. 1538 of 2007

Present:
None


ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  It would appear that the complainant has received the required information and is, therefore, not interested  in pursuing his complaint.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 306, Lahori Gate, 

Patiala.

  
   


__________ Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Ludhiana.
            



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 282 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the  appellant.
ii) 
 Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
With reference to the objections raised by the appellant in his letter dated 30-7-2007, the respondent has stated that each page of the personal file of the appellant has been correctly copied out and given to him.  In case the appellant has any doubt about any part of the information which has been provided to him, he may visit the office of the respondent where he will be allowed to see the personal file in original and the respondent has undertaken to clear his doubt.
Insofar as the additional information asked for by the appellant is concerned, he is required to make a separate application for the same under the RTI Act, 2005.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amandeep Goyal, Advocate,

Opp. Arya High School, 

Rampura Phul-151103.

  
   


__ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Ludhiana.






  ___ Respondent

CC No. 1519 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,on behalf of the  complainant.
ii) 
 Sh.Vikrant Sharma,Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent and given to him in the Court today.  The complainant has pointed out the following deficiencies in the information:-
1. The documents which have been provided have not been attested.

2. The information against point no. 2 of the application  for information regarding whether percentage of marks more than .5% is considered as 1% etc.  has not been given in respect of all the courses of the University and the respondent may clarify whether the information already provided is only for B.A./ B.Sc courses or all the courses.

3. It is not clear whether the information which has been provided in respect of the College of Engineering is in respect of the entire Neighbor Hood Campus, Phul, Distt. Bhatinda, or .there are other colleges  in the Campus.

4. The information given in respect of point no. 6 and 7 is not complete.            The respondent has made a commitment that complete information in respect of these points including the names of the News Papers in which the advertisement has been given, will be provided to the complainant.
5. The Counsel for the respondent has stated that he will clarify to the     
                                    






Contd….2

----2----

complainant  which of the four posts mentioned in the information given against point no. 5 were advertised and if not, the reasons for the same, and  in what manner the recruitment process was carried out against the non-advertised posts.




The respondent is directed to remove the above mentioned deficiencies before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 22-11-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Labh Singh,

S/o Sh. Barkha singh,

Barach Colony, Samana,

Distt. Patiala.


  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Registrar,

Co-operative Societies, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.




  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1577 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii) 
Ms. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent.


Disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. Joginder Singh,

# 905, Phase-2,

Goindwal, Distt. Tarn-Taran.
  
   


____ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & justice, Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Sector-9, Chandigarh.


  
__ Respondent

AC No. 279 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Col Joginder Singh on behalf of the appellant.
ii) 
 Sh.Parveen Kumar,Budget & Estab. Officer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the application for information of the appellant  dated 18-6-2007 has not reached  his office.  A perusal of the application shows that it has been addressed to the PIO, office of the Punjab Government Justice and Vigilance Department, Chandigarh, which is not a correct address since the department of Justice is separate from the department of Vigilance, which is the probable reason for the application having not reached the Department of Vigilance.


A copy of the application for information has now been given to the respondent alongwith its enclosures in the Court today.  The respondent is directed to take necessary action on the same in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Er. Daljit Singh Gill,

SDO(Civil), New Anaj Mandi,,

Sirhind Road, Patiala.
  
   


__________ Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Mandi Officer,

Punjab Mandi Board,

Sangrur.


  



______ Respondent

AC No. 278 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Daljit Singh Gill,  appellant  in person.
ii) 
Sh. Abdul  Batish, Distt. Mandi Officer, Sangrur.
ORDER


Heard.
The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent except for a copy of the CD mentioned in point no. 2 of his application for information dated 14-7-2007.  The respondent has made a commitment that the remaining information will be given to the appellant within seven days from today.

Adjourned to 11.00 AM on 18-10-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Sohan Singh,

Associate Professor,

Deptt. Of orthopedics, 

Govt. Medical College, Amritsar.
  
   


___ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Medical Education & Research, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.


  
____ Respondent

CC No. 1525 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  It would appear that the complainant has received the required information and is, therefore, not interested in pursuing his complaint.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), 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, ,

PWD B&R, Patiala.
       



  __________ Respondent

AC No.     199  of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, ob behalf of the appellant.


ii)Sh. N.R. Gupta, Executive Engineer,- respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that he has not yet received the application for information of the appellant dated 3-2-2007.  A copy of the same has been provided to the respondent, who is directed to take necessary action on it in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.





  
   


__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division ,

PWD B&R, Shimla Pahari

Near PWD rest House, Pathankot.


  __________ Respondent

AC No.     202   of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,  appellant in person.
ii) 
 Sh. Satvinder Pal Singh, Executive Engineer,-
respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The appellant has clarified that he does not require information in respect of works carried out by the Sub Divisions under the Executive Engineer but only in respect of works, the payments regarding which have been made by the office of the Executive Engineer and entries made in his Cash Book. The respondent has stated that this information will be provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  The appellant has further agreed that keeping in view the time and effort which would be involved in preparing the information he has asked for, the information to be provided may be restricted to the period 1-4-2006 to 31-3-2007.

Insofar as the payment of fees is concerned, the appellant has submitted that no satisfactory response was received from the respondent within the period of 30 days of the receipt of his application and therefore, no fees is payable by him under the RTI Act.  This contention of the appellant is accepted and the respondent is directed to give the information without payment of any fees.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 22-11-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Boota Singh Bajaj,

R/o Mall Road, Near SSP Residence,

Hoshiarpur. 





  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Deptt. Of Forest, Hoshiarpur.       



  __________ Respondent

CC No.     1468    of 2007

Present:
i) Sh.Boota Singh Bajaj,  complainant in person.

ii)  Sh.Kulraj Singh, Range Officer ,Forest,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The complainant has stated that the respondent has not given to him the details of Khasra Nos. of Village Chohal which were included in the notifications issued under section 3 of the Punjab Land Preservations Act, in 1902 and 1964. The respondent has stated that this information is not available in his office in Distt. Hoshiarpur, but he has made a commitment that he will make an effort to locate the same in the office of the Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab, Chandigarh, and will provide it to the complainant before the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-11-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
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.



……….Appellant.




V/s

Dr. Chandanjit Singh,






Public Information Officer-cum- Sr. Medical Officer, 

Civil Hospital,

Gurdaspur.






…….Respondent

AC No  44 of 2006

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

ii)
Sh. Makhan Singh,Sr. Asstt.,Sh. Darshan Lal, Cashierand Piara Singh,Chief Pharmacist-1 and Sh. Tara Chand, SMLT,o/o CMO,Gurdaspur.
ORDER
Heard.
The respondent has clarified that the discrepancy mentioned in the Court’s orders dated 16-8-2007 was due to the fact that the figure of Rs. 80,279/- does not include the pending liabilities of previous years and the vouchers   pertaining to the pending liabilities had also not been sent to the appellant.  This deficiency  has now been made up and  all the vouchers for the month of April including those pertaining to the pending liabilities,  amounting to Rs. 1,36,240/- has been provided to the appellant.

The respondent is directed to similarly reconcile the discrepancies   pertaining to the expenditure on medicines and repairs of the entire period towhich the application for information pertains, and to provide copies of the remaining vouchers to the appellant.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 22-11-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manjit Singh Bhatia,

# 524, Harinder Nagar,

Patiala.




 __________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjabi University,

 Patiala. 




___________ Respondent

CC No.783 of 2006

Present:
i)   Sh. Manjeet Singh Bhatia, complainant in person..



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

Heard.
In compliance with the Court’s Orders dated 23-8-2007, the Counsel for the respondent has given the required information to the complainant with regard to the two communications dated 14-6-1999 and 21-9-1999  stated to have been sent by him to the University, in which it has been concluded that the letters under reference and other relevant record relating to these  letters were destroyed  or misplaced by the  complainant himself.

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:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Charanjit  Raj, S/o

Sh. Darshan Kataria,

VPO  Mukandpur

Nawan Shehar.


  
   __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Pr. Secretary to Government,  Punjab,

Deptt. Of Home,

Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

CC No.  1441   of 2007

Present:
i)
Sh. Charanjit Raj,  complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh. Narinderpal Singh, DSP, APIO(Law & Order) and Sh. Balvinder Singh Bedi, Supdt.,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has already been provided to him by the SSP, Hoshiarpur.  The complainant states that the information is incomplete and, therefore, it has been scrutinized in detail by the Court. We find that the information which has been provided is in accordance with the four points mentioned in the application of the complainant dated 25-6-2007. Therefore, the statement of the complainant that complete information has not been provided to him is not correct. 

 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:   4th October, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Boota Singh Bajaj,

R/o Mall Road, Near SSP Residence,

Hoshiarpur. 





  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Deptt. Of Forest, Hoshiarpur.       



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1354    of 2007

To


Public Information Officer,


O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,


Deptt. Of Forest, Hoshiarpur. 

Sub:
Non compliance of orders dated 30-8-2007 


The complainant  has alleged before the Commission that the directions contained in this Court’s Orders dated 30-8-2007 had not been complied with.


You are accordingly required to appear before this Court at 10 AM on 8-11-2007 and explain why action should not be taken against you for the imposition of prescribed penalty  under section 20 of the RTI Act,2005.







State Information Commissioner,

              





        Punjab.

Endst No.                                        Dated:


A copy is forwarded to Shri Boota Singh Bajaj,   with reference to the submission made by him in the Court on 4-10-2007.







 State Information Commissioner,

              





        Punjab.

