
State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh Bachan Singh Mundra,

Advocate, 1014,Phase 4,

Mohali,.





………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Vice Chancellor,

Baba Farid University of Health,

Faridkot.





………….Respondent

CC No. 325  of 2006

Present:
i)None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)Ms. Nirmaljit Kaur,Advocate and



    Sh. S.K.Pandhi, PIO, in person.

ORDER

Heard


The respondents have today submitted as follows:-

i) An affidavit of Sh. S.K.Pandhi, PIO of the University  stating that the orders of this Court dated 16-11-2006 were not received in the University, because of which they  could not comply with  the orders and that  the respondent was not aware of the  hearing on 7-12-2006. Shri Pandhi has further stated that any lapse which has occurred is a bona fide mistake and is not intentional and has requested that the notice served on him may be dropped.

ii) The respondents  have brought with them  the complete information wanted by the complainant namely, the annexures of the supplementary note wanted by the complainant and attested copies of all the documents asked for by  him.

The complainant is not present. The information provided by the respondent may be sent to him by post or delivered to him by hand if he shows  up before  closing hours of the office today.

The notice served on the PIO of the University u/s 20 of the RTI Act is dropped.

Disposed of.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh Karamjit Singh Gill,

Opp. Old S.D.M’s Court,

Near Asian Footwears,

Moga.







………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.







………….Respondent

CC No.469  of 2006

Present:
i).S.Karamjit Singh Gill, complainant in person...



ii.Sh. M.S.Jagi,Assistant Commissioner (Grievances),



    PIO in person.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that he has only recently joined as the PIO in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Moga, after long medical leave and the Deputy Commissioner, Moga has also been transferred and the present incumbent has joined only a few days back. He further submits that the orders of this Court dated 21-12-2006 were not received in the office of the Deputy Commissioner and a copy of the same has been obtained by him after some difficulty.  He also gives an assurance that he will personally supervise the effort to locate the various applications of the complainant and the documents which would show the action taken thereon so that the complete information required by the complainant in his applications dated 18-1-2006 and 5-11-2006 is provided to him and seeks 10 days to do the needful.


The complainant has no objection to acceding to the above mentioned submission of the respondent.


In view of the changed circumstances resulted from the transfer of the  Deputy Commissioner, Moga and the  re-designation of the PIO in his office, the notice served  u/s 20 of the RTI Act against the PIO is dropped and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 8-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh Som  Nath  

S/o S. Pawan Kumar,

Big Gate, Nabha.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Senior Superintendent Police,

Patiala.






………….Respondent

CC No.  554  of 2006

Present:
i).S. Som Nath complainant in person..



ii). Head Constable Kirpal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The original application of the complainant for information has been examined and the FIR/applications in respect of which all the connected documents such as statements of the witnesses and reports which are required by the complainant, were listed out and given to the respondent,  who has made a commitment that the required documents will be delivered to the complainant with in 15 days.

Adjourned to 10 AM  on 1-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Dr. Parveen Kumar Rishi,

1, Rishi Enclave,  Bhadson Road,

Patiala.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Pr. Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Health & Family Welfare Department,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC No. 473  of 2006

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



ii. Dr. Vipan Chander Sharma,PIO,Director Ayurveda,



     on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has submitted to this Court an affidavit sworn by the PIO O/O The Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Health and Family  Welfare  Department, Chandigarh, to the effect that the  letter, an attested copy of which is required by the complainant, is not available in the office of the respondent or in the Directorate of  Ayurveda, Punjab.


In the above circumstances,  since the information required by the complainant is not available, the same cannot be supplied.


Disposed of.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh Ram  Kumar,

S/o S. Chanan Ram,

Near Andrala Dera,Tappa,

  Barnala.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Director General of Police,

Sectyor 9, Chandigarh.




………….Respondent

CC No. 591 of 2006

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

.

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

ORDER

Heard


The respondent submits that the information required by the complainant is available and is ready to be delivered to him except that the required fee has not been deposited by the complainant. The initial fees payable along with the application was deposited by the complainant only on 11-12-2006.  However, since his application was made on 27-9-2006,  further payment of any fees in respect of the documents to be supplied to him is waived  and the respondent is directed to send the required information to the complainant by Registered post immediately.


Disposed   of.









   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Madan Lal Gupta,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash,

K.No. 4130 (New No. 8112)

Kila Road,

Bhatinda.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Deputy Commissioner,

Bhatinda.






………….Respondent

CC No. 744 of 2006

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

ii).Shri Rajinder Kumar Garg, Superintendent

 on behalf of the    respondent.

ORDER

 The complainant has written to the Commission stating that he does not wish to pursue this case any further.


Disposed  of.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh   Mohd.  Riaz, Advocate,

S/o Zulfkar Khan,

Vill. Rohia,

Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.





………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.






………….Respondent

CC No. 778  of 2006

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



ii)).S. Manjit  Singh, Clerk, O/o SDM, Malerkotla



    on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard


The respondent says that no document other than the Court’s notice is available in his office.  A copy of the application of the complainant for information has accordingly been given to the respondent, who has made a commitment that the required information will be delivered to the complainant within 10 days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh  S.S.Phull,

Street No. 9, Krishanpura,

Sangrur.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o . The Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur






………….Respondent

CC No. 779 of 2006

Present:
None

ORDER


The     complainant   vide his   FAX   message   dated 11-1-2007 has requested for an adjournment and the respondent also is not present.


In this case the complainant has asked for the following information:-


How many Marriage Palaces have been issued NOC in Distt. Sangrur?


The information asked for ought to be easily available in the office of the respondent. The case accordingly is adjourned to 10 AM on 8-2-2007 with the direction to the respondent to provide the above mentioned information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 8-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, 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  Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Dhariwal,

Distt.Gurdaspur.





………….Respondent

AC No. 138  of 2006

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



ii).S.Gaurav Khosla,Clerk,MC,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The required  information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant except that the  Government rates of the items  which have been tendered have not been provided. The respondent undertakes to give this information to the complainant within 10 days.


Disposed  of.


   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, 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 .Distt. Forest Officer,

Pathankot.






………….Respondent

AC No. 141 of 2006

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



ii.S. Baldev Singh,Forest Guard, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The application for information was made in this case by the complainant on 23-8-2006. The required information, however, has still not provided to him by the respondent who has, therefore, clearly violated the provisions of the RTI Act. In the above circumstances, the following directions are hereby given to the respondent:

The information required by the complainant must be prepared and given to him within 10 days of the receipt of these orders.

The PIO, office of the Distt. Forest  Officer, Pathankot should show cause at 10 AM on 8-3-2007 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information has not been supplied to the complainant after the expiry of 30 days from the date of his application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-3-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, 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 .Distt. Mandi Officer,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No. 147  of 2006

Present:
i)S. Yogesh Mmahajan, complainant in person.



ii)Sh. C.P.S.Randhawa, Sr. Assistant ,on behalf of



    respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


Out of the 12 Market Committees in Gurdaspur Distt.,the required information in respect of 4 Market Committees, namely Dera Baba Nanak, Dina Nagar,Gurdaspur and Kalanaur, has been provided to the complainant.  The respondent has requested for some more time to provide  the remaining information because the staff of the Market Committees have been  put on Election duty  and the voting will be held on 13-2-2007. The respondent is directed  that  the required information in respect of the other 8 Market Committees should be collected and provided to the complainant before 
8-3-2007

Adjourned  to 10 AM on   8-3-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Sanjeev  Kumar,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road, Pathankot

Distt. Gurdaspur .









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Mandi Officer,

Amritsar.






………….Respondent

AC No. 145 of 2006

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



ii)S.Rajinder Pal Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the



    respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent returned the cheque of Rs. 10/- sent by the complainant with his application on the ground that the prescribed fee is Rs. 50/-. This is, however, not correct since the Government has reduced the prescribed fees  from Rs. 50/- to Rs. 10/- vide its notification dated 17-7-2006. The cheque  for Rs. 10/- was therefore handed over back to the respondent in the Court today.  The required information should now be prepared by the respondent and given to the complainant by 22-2-2007.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 22-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Pawan Kumar,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Asst. Excise and Taxation Commissioner,
Jalandhar. .
..





………….Respondent

AC No.  139 of 2006

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



ii.None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The application for information was made in this case by the complainant on 23-8-2006. The required information, however, has still not provided to him by the respondent who has, therefore, clearly violated the provisions of the RTI Act. In the above circumstances, the following directions are hereby given to the respondent:

The information required by the complainant must be prepared and given to him within 10 days of the receipt of these orders.

The PIO, office of the Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Jalandhar should show cause at 10 AM on 8-3-2007 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information has not been supplied to the complainant after the expiry of 30 days from the date of his application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-3-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh  Sh Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road, Pathankot..

Distt. Gurdaspur .



.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Excise and Taxation Officer,

Pathankot.
..




………….Respondent

CC No. 465 of 2006

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



ii.None on behalf of the respondent

ORDER

Heard

The application for information was made in this case by the complainant on 1-6-2006. The required information, however, has still not provided to him by the respondent who has, therefore, clearly violated the provisions of the RTI Act. In the above circumstances, the following directions are hereby given to the respondent:

The information required by the complainant must be prepared and given to him within 10 days of the receipt of these orders.

The PIO, office of the Excise and Taxation Officer, Pathankot ,should show cause at 10 AM on 8-3-2007 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information has not been supplied to the complainant after the expiry of 30 days from the date of his application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-3-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, 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 Secretary,

Zila Parishad,

Gurdaspur.
..




………….Respondent

AC No. 144 of 2006

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



ii.None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard

The application for information was made in this case by the complainant on 23-8-2006. The required information, however, has still not provided to him by the respondent who has, therefore, clearly violated the provisions of the RTI Act. In the above circumstances, the following directions are hereby given to the respondent:

The information required by the complainant must be prepared and given to him within 10 days of the receipt of these orders.

The PIO, office of the Secretary, Zila Parishad, Gurdaspur, should show cause at 10 AM on 8-3-2007 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information has not been supplied to the complainant after the expiry of 30 days from the date of his application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-3-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, 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 Project Officer,

Forests Department,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No. 143 of 2006

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



ii.None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard

The application for information was made in this case by the complainant on  11-9-2006. The required information, however, has still not provided to him by the respondent who has, therefore, clearly violated the provisions of the RTI Act. In the above circumstances, the following directions are hereby given to the respondent:

The information required by the complainant must be prepared and given to him within 10 days of the receipt of these orders.

The PIO, office of the Project Officer, Forest Department,Gurdaspur, should show cause at 10 AM on 8-3-2007 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information has not been supplied to the complainant after the expiry of 30 days from the date of his application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-3-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, 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 Deputy Director Factories,

Batala

Distt. Gurdaspur.
..




………….Respondent

CC No. 142 of 2006

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



ii.None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard

The application for information was made in this case by the complainant on 6-11-2006. The required information, however, has still not provided to him by the respondent who has, therefore, clearly violated the provisions of the RTI Act. In the above circumstances, the following directions are hereby given to the respondent:

The information required by the complainant must be prepared and given to him within 10 days of the receipt of these orders.

The PIO, office of the Deputy Director Factories, Batala, should show cause at 10 AM on 8-3-2007 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information has not been supplied to the complainant after the expiry of 30 days from the date of his application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-3-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, 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  Civil Surgeon,

Gurdaspur.
 .
..




………….Respondent

AC No. 140 of 2006

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



ii.None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard

The application for information was made in this case by the complainant on 11-8-2006. The required information, however, has still not provided to him by the respondent who has, therefore, clearly violated the provisions of the RTI Act. In the above circumstances, the following directions are hereby given to the respondent:

The information required by the complainant must be prepared and given to him within 10 days of the receipt of these orders.

The PIO, office of the Civil Surgeon Gurdaspur, should show cause at 10 AM on 8-3-2007 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information has not been supplied to the complainant after the expiry of 30 days from the date of his application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-3-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Pawan  Kumar,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road, Pathankot..

Distt. Gurdaspur .



 .









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Tehsildar,

Gurdaspur.
..




………….Respondent

AC No. 146  of 2006

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



ii.None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard

The application for information was made in this case by the complainant on 23-8-2006. The required information, however, has still not provided to him by the respondent who has, therefore, clearly violated the provisions of the RTI Act. In the above circumstances, the following directions are hereby given to the respondent:

The information required by the complainant must be prepared and given to him within 10 days of the receipt of these orders.

The PIO, office of the Tehsildar, Gurdaspur, should show cause at 10 AM on 8-3-2007 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information has not been supplied to the complainant after the expiry of 30 days from the date of his application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-3-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh
Sh  Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road, Pathankot..

Distt. Gurdaspur

Vs.

PIO,o/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Batala

CC No. 396 of 2006
ORDER


The above mentioned case has been closed on account of non-attendance of the parties.  Today, vide his application dated 15-12-2006, the complainant has requested for restoration of the case.  The request of the complainant is granted and the respondent is directed to supply the required information to him within 10 days of the date of these orders.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-3-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated. 11th January,2007.

