STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Madan Lal s/o Shri Om Parkash Jain,

20204, Gali No.18, Grahak Jago, Parinda Road, 

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar, Bathinda.




      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Bathinda.

FAA-Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.





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

AC No. 1085  of  2012

Present:-
Shri Madan Lal appellant in person.

Shri Ashok Gupta, Excise and Taxation Officer on behalf of respondent No.1 and Shri Bhag Singh, Excise and Taxation Officer, Malerkotla on behalf of respondent No.2.

ORDER



The respondent has furnished information to the appellant.  Grouse of the appellant, however, is that the given information discloses that two of the firms have not paid VAT or any tax.  The respondent has confirmed in writing that these firms are not registered with them.  The remedy now open to the appellant is either to approach senior officers of the department on the administrative side for appropriate action or approach the judicial court.  For the purpose of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the queries of the information-seeker have been answered as per the record available with the respondent and therefore, no further action is called for.  Hence, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

September 12, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpal Singh, Kohalla Koka Majri,

Sunam, District Sangrur-148028.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, 

Chandigarh.






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

CC No. 2326 of 2012
Present:-
Shri Harpal Singh complainant in person.



Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the PIO submits that the views of third party namely 
Dr. Baldev Singh Sahota were sought, who has objected to the disclosure of the information  on the plea that it is his personal information and he is threatened by the present complainant.

2.

The plea of the complainant on the other hand is that he is seeking information in the interest of public and that some of the district offices of Sangrur, Barnala and Mansa have already given him the information.  However, the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare is not providing him information.
3.

I have heard the parties and perused the record.  What public interest, if any, is involved has not been brought on record.  However, the information is being sought regarding conduct of a government official pertaining to his official duties. It would not be appropriate to deny the information.  The subject matter of the complaint and the number of complaints faced by Dr. Baldev Singh Sahota alongwith any criminal case registered against him, may be conveyed to the complainant within 10 days of this order.  With this direction, the case is closed.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

September 12, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar (Bittu) s/o Shri Tek Chand,

r/o Sanjay Nagar, Gali No.6, #840, Faridkot.

      

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan, Sector 34, Chandigarh.


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

CC No.2338 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Kuldip Kumar complainant in person.


Shri Rajinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent-Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh submits that the subject matter of the RTI request dated 16.5.2012 pertains to the office of the Civil Surgeon, Faridkot, which is an independent public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  As such the RTI request was transferred to PIO/Civil Surgeon, Faridkot vide Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh’s letter No.1798 dated 22.5.2012 under intimation to the complainant.  The plea of the respondent is that they may be exempted from further appearance in this case and the PIO/Civil Surgeon, Faridkot may be impleaded as a party.
2.

Accordingly the PIO/Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh is exempted from further appearance in this case.  Issue notice to the PIO/Civil Surgeon, Faridkot for 31.10.2012.

3.

To come up on 31.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

September 12, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

CC

PIO/Civil Surgeon, Faridkot.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bachittar Singh s/o Dr. Deep Singh,

#18, Gali No.7, Sant Vihar, Khanpur,

Pathankot-145001.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.





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

CC No.  2346  of 2012
Present:-
Shri Bachittar Singh complainant in person.

Shri Rajinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Tarsem Lal and 

Shri Abhinav both clerks on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information was sent to the complainant by post on 23.8.2012.  However, another photocopy of the information has been furnished to the complainant today at the time of hearing.

2.

The complainant requests for one adjournment to enable him to peruse the information, he will thereafter confirm.  He is satisfied with the same.
3.

To come up on 5.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

September 12, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.C. Tandon, 146, Urban Estate, 

Phagwara-144632.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, SLSBS Trust (Regd.),

Chachoki, Phagwara, District Kapurthala.


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

CC No.  1375  of 2011

&

Shri Avtar Singh Reehal, 131, Urban Estate,

Phagwara, District Kapurthala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Lakha Singh Bahra Charitable Trust (Regd.),

VPO Chachoki, Phagwara (Kapurthala).



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

CC No.  1429  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainants.



Shri Surinderjit Singh, Honorary Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The order of the Commission has been challenged by the present respondent in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and the matter is listed for January, 2013.  The respondent requests that the case may not come up for hearing in January, 2013. and therefore, these cases may be adjourned sine-die. As and when the Hon’ble High Court disposes of the writ petition, the matter can be reopened in the Commission in the light of the decision of the Hon’ble High Court. 

2.

None is present on behalf of the complainants.

3.

The request of the respondent is reasonable and hence the present complaint cases are adjourned sine-die.  The parties may move the Commission for recommencement of the proceedings after the Hon’ble High Court has disposed of the writ petition.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

September 12, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh, #133, K.S.M. Road,

Rajpura-140401.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government Punjab,

Department of School Education,

Chandigarh.






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

CC No.  1527 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Baldev Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant was absent without intimation. In view of the stand of the respondent, the complainant was called upon to file his rejoinder, if any.  However, he has not availed of this opportunity and is again absent today without any intimation.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been furnished to him and therefore, his case should be closed.

3.

Considering the absence of the complainant without any intimation on two consecutive dates, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.
      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

September 12, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Gupta, 

#48, Sector 27-A, Chandigarh.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent Grade-1,

Cooperative Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director, Housefed Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.





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

CC No. 2037of 2012

Present:-
Shri Deepankur Sharma advocate for the complainant.



Shri Kulwant Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-1.

Shri Ashwani Prashar, Advocate alongwith Shri S.S.Mann, PIO both on behalf of  respondent No.2.

ORDER



Shri S.S.Mann, PIO confirms that the information being sought by the complainant vide his RTI request dated 29.3.2012 pertains to HOUSEFED and record in respect of this subject is in the custody of HOUSEFED.

2.

Counsel for the respondent-HOUSEFED also submits a written reply by way of preliminary submission, which is taken on record with a direction that a copy of the same be sent to the information-seeker.  The plea taken by the counsel is that that matter pertaining to whether HOUSEFED, Punjab comes within the ambit of the Right to Information Act, 2005 or not is pending before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  Therefore, proceedings of the present complaint case may be adjourned till the final disposal of the LPAs by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

3.

The request of counsel/HOUSEFED is accepted and the case is adjourned sine-die.  As and when the Hon’ble High Court decides the LPAs, the parties will move the Commission for further proceedings. 

      
     







    (R.I. Singh)

September 12, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab



Subsequent to the hearing of the case, Shri Deepanku Sharma, counsel for the complainant has appeared and he has been apprised of the order in the present case.









    (R.I. Singh)

September 12, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira

c/o Vigilant Citizen Forum,

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana-141003.


      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare, 

Mini Secretariat, 4th Floor, Sector 9,Chandigarh. 

FAA- o/o Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare, 

Mini Secretariat, 4th Floor, Sector 9,Chandigarh.


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

AC No. 1025  of  2012

Present:-
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, appellant in person.



None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  Though on the last date of hearing, Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Superintendent was present.

2.

The appellant points out that the information furnished to him is deficient.  He had asked for information from 19.5.2011 to the date of providing information by the PIO, which is 1.6.2012.  The plea of the appellant is that the photocopies pertaining to agenda of officers committee meeting have been furnished up to 22.6.2011.  However what transpired subsequent to 22.6.2011 till the date of furnishing of the information has not been conveyed to him.  The plea of the appellant, therefore, is that the information is partial and PIO be directed convey whatever record is available subsequent to 22.6.2011.  His plea is that in case, no further record exists with the respondent-PIO, this fact may also be confirmed to him in writing.  This should be done by the respondent-PIO within 15 days from today.
2.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









    (R.I. Singh)

September 12, 2012.



    
           Chief Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

