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Gurmail Kaur

C/o Dr. K. K. Jindal,

Kothi no. 59, Ward – 14,

Advocate Street,

Near Bhagat Singh Chowk,

Nangal Colony, Mansa - 151505           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Child Dev. &

Project Officer,

JHUNIR,Tehsil- Sardulgarh

Distt. - Mansa







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1945  of 2013

Present :
Dr. K. K. Jindal, on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 26.03.2013. The information demanded pertains to 

‘Anganwari workers and helpers’ in Village – Donewala, Block – Jhunir from 01.01.2009 to 28.02.2013.The complaint with the Commission is dated 06.05.2013.

Dr. K. K. Jindal, who appeared on behalf of the complainant - Dr. K. K. Jindal, 
states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him. 
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than three months in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

In view of the above,  PIO – Ms. Anita Rani, C.D.P.O., Jhunir will show cause under 
Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to her submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 
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She is also directed to file her  status report regarding action taken by her on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 10th September, 2013(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
CC ;

Ms. Anita Rani, 
(Regd. Post)

The Child Dev. &

Project Officer-cum-PIO,

JHUNIR,    Tehsil- Sardulgarh

Distt. – Mansa
                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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R. S. Chauhan,

92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opp. G. N. E. College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana           




         

 ..…Complainant
     Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Distt. Manager,

Welfare Deptt., Pb.,

Fatehgarh Sahib






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1949  of 2013

Present :
Sh. R. S. Chauhan, complainant in person.
Sh. Jasvir Singh, Distt. Welfare Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 15.04.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

action taken report on letter dated 15.04.2013. The complaint with the Commission is dated 22.05.2013.

Sh. Jasvir Singh, Distt. Welfare Officer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent 
Hands over the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh. R. S. Chauhan, in the Commission today.


The complainant – Sh. R. S. Chauhan, has given in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Surinder Singh

S/o Late Sh. Bhagat Ram,

V.P.O. – Nanagl Majha,

Tehsil – Phagwara,

Distt. - Kapurthala           




         

 ..…Complainant
     Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Child Dev. &

Project Officer,

New Dana Mandi,

Phagwara (Kapurthala)





   
    ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  1953  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Surinder Singh, complainant in person.
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 11.04.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

Government orders regarding payment of old age pension. The complaint with the Commission is dated 20.05.2013.

The complainant  - Sh. Surinder Singh states that no information has been 
supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him.
In view of the above,  PIO – Ms. Sushil Bhatia, C. D. P. O., Phagwara will show 
cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to her submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 
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She is also directed to file her  status report regarding action taken by her on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 30th August, 2013(Friday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
CC :

Ms. Sushil Bhatia, 
(Regd. Post)

The Chile Dev. &

Project Officer,

New Dana Mandi,

Phagwara (Kapurthala)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Jagmel Singh

S/o Sh. Bhajan Singh,

Ward – 8,

Dhundia Wali Gali,

Mansa
           



         

   


      ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The S. M. O.,

Civil Hospital,

Bathinda






   
 
       ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2061  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the  complainant.                                                                             
Sh. Kundan Kumar Paul, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, in person.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on  04.07.2013, a show-cause was issued to Sh. 
Kundan Lal Pal, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, Bathinda under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.

 In compliance with the order dated 04.07.2013, Sh. Kundan Kumar Paul, Asstt. 
Civil Surgeon, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, seeks eight week’s time to trace out the information sought for by the complainant – Sh. Jagmel Singh, if available in office record, so that it could be supplied to the complainant. 

The complainant -Sh. Jagmel Singh, is absent  from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission.

The respondent-PIO is directed to trace out the information sought for by the 

complainant – Sh. Jagmel Singh, if available in office record and supply the same to the complainant before or  on the next date of hearing. If the information sought for by the complainant, could not found in the office record, the respondent-PIO will file an affidavit stating that no such record is available  in record.

As Sh. Kundan Kumar Pal, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, Bathinda, has not filed his reply to 

show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 04.07.2013, another opportunity is given to him

to file his reply to show-cause issued to him before or on the next date of hearing. 

The case is adjourned to 26th September, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jagjit Singh Mann,

45, Guru Bagh Co-op. Society,

P. O. - Focal Point,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana  


  
       


         

      ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The S. H. O.,

Police Station – Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana







   
    ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  886  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Jagjit Singh Mann, complainant in person.
i) Sh. Alam Vijay Singh, A.C.P. ;
ii) Sh. Mandeep Singh, Inspector ;
iii) Sh. Manjit Singh, S. I., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 06.06.2013, Sh. Alam Vijay Singh, A.C.P., Sh. 
Mandeep Singh, Inspector, Sh. Manjit Singh, S. I., appeared on behalf of the respondent and sought an adjournment in this case so that the requisite information could be supplied to the complainant – Sh. Jagjit Singh Mann. The complainant – Sh. Jagjit Singh Mann was advised to represent his case in person or through his representative on the date of hearing.
Sh. Alam Vijay Singh, A.C.P., Sh. Mandeep Singh, Inspector, Sh. Manjit Singh, S. I., 

state that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant – Sh. Jagjit Singh Mann.


The complainant – Sh. Jagjit Singh Mann, has given in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.

I have also gone over the replies submitted by the respondent-PIOs on the hearing 
held on 14.05.2013 and found that the explanations given by them are genuine. In view of the explanations, the show-causes issued to them are dropped.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Harwinder Singh, Advocate,

Chamber – 710,

District Courts,

Ludhiana  


  
       


         

      ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and

Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana - 1







   
    ..…Respondent
Complaint  Case No.  887  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Harwinder Singh, complainant in person.
 None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 06.06.2013, a compensation of Rs. 1500/- 
(Rupees One Thousand and Five Hundred only) was awarded to the complainant.

The complainant - Sh. Harwinder Singh, who appeared in person in today’s 

hearing, states that compensation amount of Rs. 1500/- through a cheque has been given to him but it is not proper.



B.D.P.O., Ludhiana – 1 is directed to pay compensation amount of Rs. 1500/-through a cheque/demand draft  in the favour of Harwinder Singh before the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him under the provisions of the RTI Act.
The case is adjourned to 30th August, 2013(Friday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Anil Kumar Ranga,

Village – Naiwala,

P. O. – Jogewala,

Tehsil – Patran,

Distt. - Patiala
     
           



         


 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Council of Paramedical, Punjab,

SCF 135, Phase – 7, Mohali





   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1259  of 2013

Present :
None.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 06.06.2013, another opportunity was given to 

the respondent-PIO to file his reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 14.05.2013 and file action taken report on the RTI request filed by the complainant.
The complainant - Sh. Anil Kumar Ranga was also advised to produce the necessary documents in the Commission to establish the fact that respondent organization is public authority.

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present in today’s hearing. No 
request has also been received for an adjournment from either party.
Another opportunity is given to the respondent-PIO to file his reply to show-cause 

issued to him vide orders dated 14.05.2013 before or on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 30th August, 2013(Friday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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R. K. Sharma,

H. No. 3133/2,

Sector 44 – D,

Chandigarh

     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh





   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1376  of 2013
Present :
Sh. R. K. Sharma, complainant in person.
i) Sh. Nacchhattar Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO, in person ;
ii) Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt ;
iii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 06.06.2013, the complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO. 

Sh. Nacchhattar Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO, Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt. and Sh. 

Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., appeared in person in today’s hearing and state that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh. R. K. Sharma vide letter no. 1452 dated 05.06.2013 through registered post.
The complainant - Sh. R. K. Sharma states that incomplete information has been 
supplied to him  as information in connection with item no. 3 and 4 has not been supplied to him.

        A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Balbir Singh, on the hearing held on 06.06.2013, in connection with the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 15.05.2013, will be taken later on.


The respondent-PIO is directed to file a point-wise reply in the shape of an affidavit before or on  the next date of hearing.

As the Complainant – Sh. R. K. Sharma has suffered a lot of detriments  on 

account of getting information, a compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) is awarded to him, which shall be paid by the public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft and not from the bank account of any individual official. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.
The case is adjourned to 30th August, 2013(Friday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh .




   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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R. K. Sharma,

H. No. 3133/2,

Sector 44 – D,

Chandigarh

     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Irrigation Deptt., Pb.,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1431  of 2013

Present :
Sh. R. K. Sharma, complainant in person.
Sh. Darshan Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 06.06.2013, the complainant was advised 
to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Sh. Darshan Singh, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent submits 
that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Sh. R. K. Sharma vide letter no. 1561 dated 05.06.2013 through registered post.



The complainant – Sh. R. K. Sharma, has given in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

60/35 – P/330, Street – 8,

Maha Singh Nagar,

Daba Lohara Road,

P. O. – Dhandari Kalan,

Ludhiana - 141014

           


          
 

            ..…Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director, 

Health & Family Welfare, Pb.,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan, 

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director, 

Health & Family Welfare, Pb.,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan, 

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh


     

         

       ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  473  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, appellant in person.
i) Sh. Rajinder Sood, Supdt.-cum-PIO ;
ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Supdt. (Health – 5 br.),  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
In compliance with the order dated 06.06.2013, Ms. Vini Mahajan, submits her 

reply through letter no. 991 dated 28.06.2013 in the commission today through Sh. Ashok Kumar, Supdt., Health – 5 branch.



In that rely, Ms. Vini Mahajan stated that 

“ all the Superintendants of branches in the Department of Health and Family Welfare have been appointed as PIO  in respect of their respective branch. The application of the applicant – Sh. Dhamotia was not addressed to any particular PIO. Had this been done, the application would have directly gone to the concerned Supdt./PIO. 

There has been some delay in the movement of the request for supply of information in health -1  and health – 2 branches. When the application  was sent to Health – 5 branch on 19.10.2012, the same was promptly transferred to the PIO of Director, health and Family Welfare on 23.10.2012 by Supdt., health – 5/PIO. The concerned officials have been directed to be careful in future. 
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It is also informed that after examining the reasons for delay in case of Sh. 

Dhamotia, it was decided that Supdt., branch – 6 shall be the Nodal Official for all PIOs of health Department’s branches in the Secretariat. All applications under RTI shall henceforth be sent to the concerned PIO of the branch by the Nodal officer. This mechanism shall reduce the delay being caused if the applications have to be transferred to other offices of Health Department.


It is also assured that in future, there will be no such delay in forwarding the request for supply of information under RTI Act to the concerned PIOs of the department.”
In the reply, in para no. 2, Ms. Vini Mahajan stated that all the Superintendants of 
branches in the Department of Health and Family Welfare have been appointed as PIO  in respect of their respective branch. The application of the applicant – Sh. Dhamotia was not addressed to any particular PIO. Had this been done, the application would have directly gone to the concerned Supdt./PIO.



However, Ms. Vini Mahajan failed to explain that as to why she did not send the RTI application of Sh. Dhamotia to the respondent-PIO concerned when she received the same on 19.09.2012. She has also failed to explain that as to why she marked that RTI application to Addl. Secretary, Health (R) - Ms. Rupanjali Kartik on 20.09.2012 instead of sending that RTI application to the respondent-PIO concerned.



As Ms. Vini Mahajan is working in the capacity of principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Health Department, it is expected from her that she must be aware of the provisions of the RTI Act which has mandated that every PIO concerned is bound to supply the requisite  information to the information-seeker within thirty days from the receipt of the RTI application and penalty can be imposed on the respondent-PIO concerned at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day for the period of delay made by the respondent-PIO in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker within the stipulated period.
  In this case, Ms. Vini Mahajan, instead of dealing with the RTI application of Sh. 
Dhamotia in proper manner, has shown sheer disregard to the provisions of the RTI Act and she made it (RTI application) a shuttle cock between different branches of the department, which she headed.



After perusing the reply filed by Ms. Vini Mahajan on 28.06.2013 through letter no. 991 and examining all the documents placed on record, the Commission takes a serious view of the conduct shown by Ms. Vini Mahajan in handling the RTI application of Sh. Dhamotia.



Therefore, I deem it fit that order of this copy be sent to the Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab – Sh. Rakesh Singh for taking appropriate action at his end. A copy of order dated 06.06.2013 be sent to him alongwith this order.
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As far as information is concerned that has been supplied.

After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than nine months in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

In view of the above, 

1. Sh. MohinderPal Goel, Administrative Officer – 2, Pb. Mini Sectt.. ;
2. Sh. Gurmit singh, Supdt., Health – 1 br. ;

3. Sh. Sanjeev Bhandari, Sr. Asstt., health – 1 br. ; 

will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the 
RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon them for willful delay/denial in supplying the  information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.





In addition to their submissions, the PIOs are also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.








They may take note that in case they do not file their submissions and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 
They are also directed to file status report regarding action taken by them on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant.

Due to evasive attitude of the respondent-PIO, an interim compensation of Rs. 
5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) is awarded to the appellant - Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia , which shall be paid by the public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft and not from the bank account of any individual official. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.

The case is adjourned to 30th August, 2013(Friday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
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CC :

1.  
Sh. Rakesh Singh ,

Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh 

2.  
Ms. Vini Mahajan, 

Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Health Deptt.,

Pb. Mini Sect.. , Sector 9,

Chandigarh ;
3.  
Sh. MohinderPal Goel, 

Administrative Officer – 2, 

Pb. Mini Sect.. , Sector 9,

Chandigarh

4.  
Sh. Gurmit singh, 

Supdt., Health – 1 br.,

Pb. Mini Sect.. , Sector 9,

Chandigarh ;

5.   
Sh. Sanjeev Bhandari, 

Sr. Asstt.,

 Health – 1 br.,
Pb. Mini Sect.. , Sector 9,

Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
           SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Karamjit Singh

S/o Sh. Jangir Singh,

C/o Sh. Jinder Singh,

H. No. H. L. – 324,

Phase – 2, Mohali
   
        


           

       

   ..…Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director, Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO 823-24, Sector 22 A,

 Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director, Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO 823-24, Sector 22 A,

 Chandigarh





     

         
  ..…Respondent




Appeal  Case No. 742  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Karamjit Singh, appellant in person.
Sh. Arvind Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 06.06.2013, the appellant was advised to point-
out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
In compliance with the order dated 06.06.2013, Sh. Arvind Kumar, Clerk, who 
appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, hands over the requisite information to  the appellant - Sh. Karamjit Singh.

 The appellant – Sh. Karamjit Singh gives in writing that  he has received the 
requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his complaint


A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Brahmjot Singh, M.O.-cum-PIO on the hearing held on  06.06.2013 in connection with the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated  14.05.2013, will be taken later on.

As the appellant – Sh. Karamjit Singh has suffered a lot of detriments  on account 
of getting information, a compensation of Rs. 1500/- (Rupees One Thousand and Five Hundred  only) is awarded to him, which shall be paid by the public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft and not from the bank account of any individual official. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.

The case is adjourned to 30th August, 2013(Friday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
       SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Sameer Kaushal,

Kothi No. 165, 

Phase – 1,

Mohali   
        


           

       



   ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Sr. Medical Officer,

PHC – Kohrian,

Distt. - Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Sangrur






     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  854  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Rajinder Prasad, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 06.06.2013, a compensation of Rs. 2000/- 
(Rupees Two Thousand only) was awarded to the appellant.
In compliance with the order dated 06.06.2013, Sh. Rajinder Prasad, Clerk,  who 

appeared in today’s hearing, on behalf of the respondent, submits that  compensation amount of Rs. 2000/- has been paid to the appellant – Sh. Dr. Sameer Kaushal  through cheque no. 468482 dated 20.06.2013. He has also produced a photostat copy of the demand draft. It is taken on record.
Since the orders dated 06.06.2013 passed by the Commission has been complied 

with, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gulshan Kumar,

10904, Basant Road,

Ind. Area – B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana - 141003








..…Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare, Deptt., Punjab,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare, Deptt., Punjab,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh






     

           ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1163  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the  appellant.

i)           Ms.  Swarn Kaur, Sr. Assistant ;

ii) Sh. Satish Kumar, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 04.07.2013, the respondent PIO was directed to 

send the remaining information to the appellant ‘free of cost’.

The appellant – Sh. Gulshan Kumar was advised to point-out deficiencies in the 
information supplied to him in writing to the respondent-PIO.
Ms. Swarn Kaur, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Satish Kumar, Sr. Assistant, who appeared 
on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Gulshan Kumar on 04.07.2013 through registered post.
The appellant – Sh. Gulshan Kumar was absent on the last date of hearing and 

he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the complainant is satisfied with the 

information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Surjit Singh

S/o Sh. Gurmez Singh,



Village – Dibbwala,

P. O. – Makhu, Tehsil – Zira,

Distt. – Ferozepur - 142044







..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital,

Ferozepur
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh




     

           ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1251  of 2013
Present :
None.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 04.07.2013, he appellant was advised to point-
out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present in today’s hearing. No 
request has also been received for an adjournment from either party.
The appellant - Surjit Singh  was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again 
absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the appellant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 Harish Chander,

Goyal Ayurvedic Store,

China Bazar,

Jaiton – 151202,

Distt. - Faridkot








..…Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh




     

           ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1277  of 2013

Present :
 Sh. Harbans Singh on behalf of the  appellant.
i) Sh. Rajinder Sood, Supdt.-cum-PIO ;
ii) Ms. Jasbir Kaur, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 04.07.2013, show-causes were issued to  Sh. 

Ajay Singla, State Drug Controller, Punjab and Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Supdt.-cum-PIO, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
In compliance with the order dated 04.07.2013 ,Sh. Rajinder Sood, Supdt.-cum-PIO 
and Ms. Jasbir Kaur, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, 

hand over the requisite information to  Sh. Harbans Singh who appeared on behalf of the  appellant – Sh.  Harish Chander in the Commission today.

Sh. Harbans Singh gives in writing on behalf of the appellant – Sh.  Harish Chander 
that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing this complaint.
Sh. Rajinder Sood, Supdt.-cum-PIO also submits a reply  to show-cause issued to 
him vide orders dated 04.07.2013, which is taken on record.


Sh. Ajay Singla, Asstt. Drug Controller, also sent a reply dated 02.08.2013 to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 04.07.2013, which is also taken on record.
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A decision on the replies filed by the respondent-PIOs in connection with the show-cause issued to them, will be taken later on.

As the appellant – Sh.  Harish Chander has suffered a lot of detriments  on 

account of getting information, a compensation of Rs. 1000/- (Rupees One Thousand only) is awarded to him, which shall be paid by the public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft and not from the bank account of any individual official. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.

The case is adjourned to 30th August, 2013(Friday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sanjeev Goel

C/o Sh. Harbans Goel,

H. No. 91, Block – G,

Shivalik Vihar, V.P.O. - Naya Gaon,

Distt.. – Mohali - 160103







..…Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, DHANAULA,

Distt. – Barnala

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Managing Director,

Health System Corporation Ltd., Pb.,

SIHFW Complex, Phase – 6, 

S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali)





     

           ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1308  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant, in person.
Dr. Kanwaljit Singh Bajwa, M. O., in person. ;
ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 04.07.2013, The appellant was advised to point-
out deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the respondent-PIO within seven days from that day and the respondent was directed to remove the same. Dr. Kanwaljit Singh Bajwa, M. O., also brought the original-record into the Commission today to facilitate the appellant for inspection of the same. As the appellant was absent, he was directed to bring the original-record into the Commission on the date of hearing.
           Dr. Kanwaljit Singh Bajwa, M. O., who appeared in person, in today’s hearing, states 
that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Sanjeev Goel  vide  letter no. 782 dated  14.05.2013 through registered post. He also states that the appellant has not pointed out any deficiency till date.

The appellant – Sh. Sanjeev Goel  was absent on the last date of hearing and 
he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the appellant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd August, 2013              
                                            State Information Commissioner
