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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balvir Singh S/o Shri Mahalla Singh , 

R/o V& PO Sarawaan,

Tehsil Jaiton, District Faridkot.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar, Irrigation Department, 

Punjab, Chandigarh 





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 874 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Balvir Singh complainant in person.

Shri Kamaljit Singh, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Jagdev Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant admits that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  His plea, however, is that he had applied for the same on 31.12.2012 but was furnished the information on 14.2.2013 after a delay of 46 days.

2.

The plea of the respondent on the other hand is that the information is held /in the custody of Technical Examiner, Vigilance Organization, Patiala, whereas the PIO is Registrar, Irrigation Department, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Therefore, the information had to be procured from that office and passed on to the complainant on 23.1.2013.  The information was dispatched vide respondent’s No.95 dated 23.1.2013 though it may have been received by the information-seeker on 14.2.2013.

3.

Heard the parties.

4.

To come up for order on 2.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sher Singh , S/o Shri Gurdyal Singh,

V& PO  Kishanpura ,

Tehsil and District Roopnagar 



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer , 

Roopnagar






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  877 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sher Singh complainant in person.



Shri Amrit Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further and that the case may be closed.

2.

Accepting the plea of the complainant, the case is closed.

           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Suresh Kumar , S/o Shri Chhaju Ram,

Village and Post Offiice Bahirampur Zjimidari, 

Tehsil and district Roop Nagar 




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Divisional Forest officer 

Roopnagar







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 908 of 2013
Present:-
Shri Suresh Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Naresh Mahajan, Divisional Forest Officer, Roop Nagar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits its written reply vide No.9921 dated 28.3.2013 pleading that information has already been furnished to the complainant to his satisfaction.  The complainant on the other hand submits that he is yet to receive the information pertaining to Hadbast No.219, Khasra No.53, Village Behrampur Jimidara.  The respondent is directed to convey the information as per record available with the respondent-department.
2.

To come up on 29.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnaib Singh , S/o Shri Mastan Singh 

Village Raipur, PO Jhajh,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib 

District Ropar






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, District Roopnagar




    -------------Respondent.
Complaint Case No. 912 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Gurnaib Singh complainant in person.



Shri Sukhbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information except to Utilization Certificate, which the respondent submits was sent to the Executive Engineer, Panchayati Raj, Mohali for audit purposes.  The respondent further states that he will procure a copy of the Utilization Certificate from that office and furnish the same to the complainant within one week from today.
2.

In view of this submission of the respondent and the fact that other record has already been received by the complainant as per his own submission, the present proceedings are closed.  In case, however, the complainant does not receive a certified copy of the Utilization Certificate within 10 days of this order, he is free to move the Commission for appropriate action against the respondent.

           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhminder Singh S/o S. Bant Singh 

R/o Guru Anghad Dev Nagar , 

OPP A.S. Girls Play Ground, Modi wali gali 

Amloh Road , Tehsil Khanha (Ludhiana) -141401 

    -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Chairman, Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Nabha Road, Patiala.





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  917 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Jatin Joshi, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.681 dated 30.3.2013.  It is pleaded that the information was furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant in response to his RTI request dated 15.1.2013 and that there is no merit in the present complainant.  Since the complainant is absent without any intimation, to afford him one opportunity to file his rejoinder/objections, if any, the case is adjourned to 30.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
2.

On the request of the respondent, his appearance is exempted on the next date of hearing.

           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shyam Sunder Garg,

R/o # 116, Gurudarshan Nagar ,

Near 24 No. Phatak, Patiala.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Patiala 







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 484  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sham Sunder Garg appellant in person.



None for the respondent.

ORDER



The limited interest of the complainant in seeking the information is that his General Provident Fund payment was delayed by one month, which resulted in loss of interest to him.  He is seeking information to fix responsibility regarding this loss.  He further pleads that he will be satisfied if he is paid the required interest on delayed payment as per rules.

2.

The respondent is directed to file his written reply on this limited issue.  A copy of the order be endorsed to Shri Jatinder Goyal, Chief Accounts Officer, PSPCL, the Mall, Patiala.P
3.

To come up on 29.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

CC

Shri Jatinder Goyal, Chief Accounts Officer, PSPCL, the Mall, Patiala.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Kumar, #6/2725,

Bhagat Singh Nagar, Tehsil Nakodar,

District Jalandhar.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1027 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The case is adjourned to 29.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
          





 



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raghvir Singh s/o Shri Karnail Singh,

VPO Bareh, Tehsil Budhladha,

District Mansa.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs.

 The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Manager,

The Mansa Central Cooperative Bank Limited,

Mansa.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1030  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Raghvir Singh complainant in person.

Shri Rajesh Kumar Sharma, Assistant Manager on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.5468 dated 30.3.2013 stating that the matter is subjudice before a judicial court at Budhlada  and police has seized the relevant record after registering FIR.  The plea of the respondent is that the report is confidential and since the matter is pending in the Court of Law, copies of the same cannot be furnished under the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The plea of the complainant is that a fraud was committed by some employees of the bank, who defalcated the bank finance which belongs to the members of the cooperative bank.  It is further averred that the matter is being hushed up and all the guilty employees are not being prosecuted.  Therefore, it is in public interest that the information is furnished.
3.

Apparently, the information pertains to third party.  Therefore, procedure under Section 11 of the RTI Act has to be followed by the respondent-bank.  So far as pendency of a case before the Court of Law is concerned, there is no bar against the disclosure of information unless there is a stay order granted by the Court under Section 8(1)(b).  Therefore, the respondent is directed to follow the procedure under Section 8(1)(j) read with Section 11 and after giving notice to the concerned third parties pass a speaking order.  With this direction, the case is relegated back to the respondent for decision within a month of this order.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Girdhari Lal, #825,

SSST Nagar, Rajpura Road,

Patiala-147003.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Superintending Engineer,

Technical Audit & Inspection,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1031 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Girdhari Lal complainant in person.

Shri Ravinder Singh, Additional Superintending Engineer (Technical Audit Unit-1), PSPCL, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.1496 dated 28.3.2013.  The complainant also submits that he is satisfied with the reply and does not want to pursue the matter any further. Hence, the case is closed.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurjit Singh s/o Shri Bharpur Singh,

Village Rurka, District and Tehsil SAS Nagar.


      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Kharar (SAS Nagar)





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  1043    of 2013

&

Shri Gurjit Singh s/o Shri Bharpur Singh,

Village Rurka, District and Tehsil SAS Nagar.

      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Panchayat Secretary, 

Village Rurka, (SAS Nagar)


The Public Information Officer, 

o/o Executive Engineer, Panchayat Raj, Ajitgarh.


    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  1044    of 2013

Present:-
Shri Gurjit Singh complainant in person.



Shri Harpinder Pal, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In both these cases, the information-seeker-Shri Gurjit Singh submits that partial information has been given.  The stand of the respondent-Panchayat Secretary-Shri Harpinder Pal is that in both these cases, the remaining record has been transferred to the Executive Engineer, Panchayati Raj, Ajitgarh.  Shri Davinder Kumar Hans is at present Executive Engineer, Panchayat Raj, Ajitgarh.  He is impleaded as a party in this case with the direction to furnish copies of the record pertaining to village Rurka, which is held/in the custody of his office, after having been transferred by the Gram Panchayat.

2.

To come up on 29.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

           




( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

CC
Shri Davinder Kumar Hans,

 Executive Engineer, Panchayat Raj, Ajitgarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harminder Singh Sandhu,

Chamber No.329, New Courts,

Opp. Pehalwan Da Dhaba,

Jalandhar.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Jalandhar Improvement Trust,

Skylark Chowk, Jalandhar.





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  990    of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have furnished the information by post on all the six queries raised by the information-seeker vide their letter No.9214 dated 22.3.2013.

2.

Since the complainant is absent today without any intimation, to afford him one opportunity to file his rejoinder/objections, if any, the case is adjourned to 29.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pawan Kumar, #249,

Patel Nagar, Bathinda.





      -------------Complainant.




Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Superintending Engineer (HRD),

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  969    of 2013

Present:-
Shri Pawan Kumar complainant in person.

Shri R.S. Pabla, PIO-cum-Superintending Engineer alongwith Shri Sant Singh, Deputy Secretary, Services-II Branch, Shri Jagjit Singh, Additional Superintending Engineer and Shri Rajinder Singh, Nodal Officer (RTI) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The grouse of the complainant is that a third person impersonating the present complainant-Shri Pawan Kumar and using his address obtained the information. His request, therefore, is that action may be taken against the person who impersonated in his place.
2.

The respondent has shown me a copy of the reply given vide their memo No.70182 dated 4.10.2012 to the alleged impersonator in the name and on the address of the present complainant.  Perusal of this reply shows that no substantive information has, in fact, been disclosed.  Nevertheless, if the present complainant has any grouse of impersonation against any employee of the department, the respondent is willing to conduct an inquiry, if the present complainant submits a written request disclosing the names of the suspected persons.

3.

So far as the present complaint filed in the Commission on 3.1.2013 under the Right to Information Act, 2005 is concerned, it calls for no action and is closed.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha,

30, Banda Bahadur Nagar, Jalandhar.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 935     of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that information was sent to the complainant by post vide their No.9212 dated 22.3.2013.  Since the complainant is absent today without intimation, the case is adjourned to 29.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M. to afford an opportunity to the complainant to confirm, if he is satisfied with the information said to have been furnished.






           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Bhatia, Chamber No.158,

New Court Complex, Jalandhar-144001.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs.

 The Public Information Officer

O/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.



    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  933    of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a copy of letter addressed to the information-seeker.  It is pleaded that the information stands furnished.  The complainant, however, has sent a fax message requesting for an adjournment.

2.

Let the complainant confirm, if he is received the information and, if so, whether he is satisfied or not.
3.

To come up on 29.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kiran Gir, Village Kansal,

P.O. Nawan Gaon, Tehsil Kharar,

District Ajit Garh.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Rural Development and 

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Mohali.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 927 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Ms. Pushpa, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the respondent shows a receipt given by the information-seeker on 6.2.2013 in acknowledgement of having received the information.  The plea of the respondent is that information was furnished vide respondent’s letter No.1614 dated 23.1.2013.

2.

The complainant, however, is absent without intimation. To afford him one opportunity to file his rejoinder/objections, if any, the case is adjourned to 30.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





                      



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Kumar c/o S. Malkit Singh,

#6/2725, Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Tehsil Nakodar, District Jalandhar.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

Superintending Engineer,

Punjab State Transmission  Corporation, 

Jamsher, District Jalandhar.




    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1023  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Gautam Verma, Divisional Superintendent Accounts on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has twice been sent to the information-seeker but notice issued to the complainant Shri Rajinder Kumar on his given address has been returned by the postal authorities with the observation that “gqkgseosk tko tko ikD s/ Bjh fwbdk @.  It appears that the postal authorities visited at the given address on seven different dates.  As a last opportunity to the complainant, the case is once again adjourned to 29.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M. Issue notice.
2.

On the request of the respondent, his presence on the next date of hearing is exempted.

           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Charanjit Singh, Deputy Chief Engineer (Tech)

to Director(Commercial),

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala.







      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall Road, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o the Chairman, Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall Road, Patiala.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  510    of 2013

Present-
Shri Charanjit Singh appellant in person.
Shri Munish Sodhi, Senior Executive Engineer on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



Heard the parties.

2.

To come up for order on 2.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dewan Singh Jaggi,

#136/10, Central Town,

Jalandhar.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.


    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  564    of 2013

Present:-
Shri Dewan Singh Jaggi appellant in person.



Shri Parampal Singh, ATP on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his memo No.466 dated 1.4.2013 stating that complete information had been furnished on all the five issues and that there is no merit in the present appeal case and therefore the same may be closed. The appellant admits that he has received the information but points out delay on the part of the PIO.

2.

Heard.  PIO is cautioned to be careful in observing the time schedule provided under the Right to Information Act, 2005 and rules framed thereunder.  With this direction, the case filed in the Commission on 26.2.2013 is closed.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Mahajan,

Samaj Sevak, 2346/1, Kucha Mirja, 

Town Hall, Amritsar.





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.




   


 -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 524  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Municipal Corporation,  Jalandhar has sent a written reply received vide diary No.6656 dated 20.3.2013 that the subject matter of the queries does not relate to Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar but to Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

2.

This case will be heard on 06.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar. Issue notice.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal, 10904, 

Basant Road, Miller Ganj, Industrial Area-B, Ludhiana-141003      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.
     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1642 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Balbir Aggarwal appellant in person.

Ms. Manjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO alongwith Ms. Sawaran Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondents.


ORDER


The appellant says that he has received the compensation amount of Rs.1000/- under Section 19(8)(b) awarded by the Commission vide order dated 22.2.2013. He has given a signed receipt in acknowledgement of the same to the respondent.

2.

The respondent-Shri R.L. Mehta, Officer on Special Duty (Litigation) and Ms. Manjit Kaur, Superintendent-cum-PIO (Health VI Branch) have filed their written replies.  Shri Mehta has submitted that he is not PIO but holds the position of First Appellate Authority under Right to Information Act, 2005, and that responsibility to furnish the information squarely rested on the concerned PIO’s.  Ms. Manjit Kaur, PIO, in her written submission, has stated that she is PIO of Health-VI-Branch and that the information relates to Health V Branch, which has a separate PIO, namely Shri Karam Chand, Superintendent.

3.

It was observed on the earlier dates of hearings that there is a complete lack of coordination among the different branches of the Health and Family Welfare Department, Chandigarh. The department has designated separate PIOs under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for various Branches at the head office.  RTI Act empowers a public authority to appoint more than one PIO. But in such a situation, the public authority has to appoint a Nodal PIO to coordinate with different branches within the same public authority.  
4.

Since the information has still not been furnished by Health-V-Branch,  notice be issued to Shri Karam Chand, Superintendent-cum-PIO as to why penalty proceedings should not be drawn against him for willful denial of the information, which was sought vide an application dated 25.7.2012.  Inspite of lapse of so many months and notices issued by the Commission, the information given to appellant is still deficient. This amounts to intentional and willful denial.  The explanation of PIO may be submitted before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that date.  A copy of this order shall be endorsed to Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh to draw her attention for the need to coordinate the RTI requests within the department. The First Appellate Authority shall coordinate between two branches of Health and Family Welfare Department and ensure that the balance information relating to the appellant is provided before the next date of hearing.
5.

To come up on 29.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
           



( R.I. Singh)



April 1, 2013.






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

CC

Ms. Vini Mahajan, IAS, Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh
