                                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                        SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Kumar s/o Shri Surinder Kumar,

# 93, Ward No. 3, Gopal Nagar,

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.                                                               
  Complainant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Public Analyst, Punjab.

 Chandigarh.                                                                                 
    Respondent

                                                          CC No. 79    of 2014
Present:
Shri  Sanjiv Kumar complainant in person.


Shri Ashok Kumar, Public Analyst, Punjab, Chandigarh respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Ashok Kumar , complainant vide an RTI application dated 23.10.2013               addressed to   the PIO o/o Punjab Food Analysis Laboratory, Chandigarh ,sought certain information pertaining  to the sample Nos. 7258, 7259, 7260 and 7261 taken by District Health Officer, Mansa  on 13.11.2012.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 23.12.2013

Since the perusal of the file revealed sufficient grounds required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
During hearing of this case, to day,  it is observed that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 2102, dated 21.11.2013 under registered cover. Shri Ashok Kumar Public Analyst states that he has even sent copies of the analysis report alongwith the given opinion to the complainant. Further as the perusal of the provided information revealed that the same is according to the RTI application dated 23.10.2013  filed by the applicant /complainant. The  case is disposed of and closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.1.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
                                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Subhash Chander s/o Shri Kundan Lal,       
                                                                                        r/o Street No. 5, Thakar Abadi, 

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                                           
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

       Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh

                                                                                                      
    Respondent

                                                          CC No.  111   of 2014

   Present:

None for the applicant –complainant.



Shri Rajinder Singh Soch, APIO cum Supdt o/o DHS Pb Chd.
ORDER:


Shri  Subhash Chander , complainant vide an RTI application dated  1.6.2013              addressed to PIO o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought  3 points information  for the period from 9.1.2013 to date  pertaining to the show cause notice  issued  to  Shri Ajay Singla Drugs Controller Punjab.

The said RTI application was transferred by the PIO cum Superintendent  Health 6 Branch o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh to the Director Health & Family Welfare Punjab vide letter  No. 67751/1 dated 27.6.2013, under the provision of section 6 (3) of RTI Act, 2005 for supplying the information directly to the complainant and copy of said letter was endorsed to complainant.

However, failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, applicant  filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 24.12.2013.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

Shri Dharam Chand Sr. Asstt. appearing for the respondent PIO states that the information on point No. 3 have been sent to the applicant vide letter No. 13257 dated 10.7.2013. He further stated that information on point No. 1 and 2 have to be supplied by the PIO o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare Punjab, to whom this office has informed vide endorsement No. 13257-59 dated 10.7.2013.


It is noted  that neither the information on point No. 1 and 2 have been provided by the PIO Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab nor any one is present on their behalf. 
Thus completely a lackadaisical  approach have been adopted by the PIO cum Superintendent Health -6 Branch o/o Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare in  providing the information to the complainant, which is against the spirit of RTI Act, 2005. 
As such  a show cause notice is  issued to Mrs. Manjit Kaur, PIO cum Superintendent Health - 6 Branch, o/o  Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab to explain in writing as to why the  provisions of section 20 (1)  of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against her for willful  delaying and denying the information on Point no. 1 and 2 of the RTI application dated 1.6.2013 filed by complainant.  
In addition to the written reply, Ms. Manit Kaur, PIO cum Superintendent Health 6 Branch o/o  Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 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. 
Ms. Manjit Kaur, PIO cum Superintendent Health 6 Branch, o/o  Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab is further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
Mrs. Manjit Kaur PIO cum Superintendent Health 6 Branch, o/o  Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, is  further directed to be personally present on the next fixed date alongwith written submissions, action taken report,  complete records pertaining to the RTI information sought by the complainant Shri Subhash Chander. 

Shri Ajay Singla, PIO cum State Drugs Controller,   o/o Director Health Services, Punjab, Chandigarh  shall also be present on the next date of hearing alongwith written submissions action taken report pertaining to the information on point No. 3  of the RTI application of the complainant.  .  

The  case is adjourned to 7.2.2014 at 11.00 A.M. 
Chandigarh.







          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.1.2014


   
                   State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to :


Mrs. Manjit Kaur PIO cum                                   Registered.
Superintendent Health 6 Branch, 

o/o  Principal Secretary Health & 

Family Welfare, Punjab, Mini Sectt. 

 Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.

-for compliance.

Chandigarh.







          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.1.2014


   
                    State Information Commissioner
                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                       SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ranjit Singh, Advocate,

# 47/2, Professor Enclave,

Opp. Panjabi University,

Patiala.-147002                                                                              
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Medical Officer,

Primary Health Centre,

Bhadson, Distt. Patiala.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent

                                                          CC No. 149    of 2014

Present:
None for the complainant.



Dr. Bhupinder Singh S.M.O. I/c PHC Bhadson,  Distt. Patiala.
ORDER:


Shri  Ranjit Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   25.10.2013   addressed to Senior Medical Officer, C.H.C. Bhadson, Distt. Patiala ,sought 8 points information pertaining to duty roaster of staff nurses posted in the  PHC/CHC Bhadson.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 30.12.2013.
.


Further  perusal of the case revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, so notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 132 dated 14.11.2013. 

Dr. Bhupinder Singh., SMO further Stated that in addition to the information supplied earlier to the complainant vide letter No. 132 dated 14.11.2013, some additional information  have again been sent vide letter dated 15.1.2014 under registered cover. Neither the complainant is present nor any thing contrary to the provided information has been heard  from him, which shows that he may be satisfied with the provided information. 
As such, since the information stands supplied to the applicant, the case is disposed of and closed.


Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.1.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
                      

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh,

s/o Shri Dalip Singh,

r/o H.No. B-28-666/3 A, (Old 657),

Street No. 19, Punjab Mata Nagar,

Ludhiana-141013.                                                                                        Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                                                          Respondent                                                     

                                                      CC No. 24   of 2014
Present: 

Shri Manjit Singh complainant in person.



None for the respondent PIO. 
 ORDER:


Shri  Manjit Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  1.10.2013, addressed to the PIO cum Assistant Commissioner, Zone -D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana sought following  information on four points regarding Plot No. B-28 666, Street. No. 19, Punjab Mata Nagar, Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana :
1. Name of the Owner of this plot.

2. Proof of Allotment of No. of the Property 500 Sq. Yards in the Municipal Corporation Record.

3. Record of Allotment of Water Supply and Sewerage Connection with Plan of this property.

4. Is there any rules in the Corporation to construct Jhugis & Quarters (16/17) in 500 Yr. About 100 Parwasi Mazdoors.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.12.2013

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

Today during  the hearing of this case,  it is observed that the requisite information stands supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 353/ RTI/520/D, dated 14.10.2013.


However, complainant Shri Manjit Singh states the he had filed an other application on 28.10.2013 for seeking the information. However, APIO O&M Zone D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide letter No. 390-RTI-527 D dated 21.11.2013  informed him  that the demanded information cannot be supplied being third party.


It is further  noted that communication vide letter No. 375  APIO/O&M/2D  dated  20.1.2014 of APIO  O&M Cell, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  have been received in the commission requesting for an adjournment due to the strike in the Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.The request of the PIO O&M Cell. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is acceded to

PIO cum Executive Engineer, O&M Cell, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is therefore directed to attend the Commission on the next date of hearing, with written submissions,  action taken report and complete records, pertaining to the information sought by the complainant by filing another application. 


To come up on 11.2.1014 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.1.2014


   
           State Information Commissioner    
Copy to :



Public Information Officer –cum-                             Registered

Executive Engineer, O&M Cell, Zone D,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.1.2014


   
           State Information Commissioner    
                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harbhajan Singh s/o 

Shri Jora Singh r/o Jarhan,

Block Pakhowal, Distt. Ludhiana.                                                          
  Complainant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Food Civil Supplies

& Consumer Affairs Controller,

Ludhiana.                                                                                              
    Respondent    
                                                          CC No. 62    of 2014
Present:

Shri Harbhajan Singh complainant in person.
Shri Gurmit Singh, DFSO, Samrala and Shri Jagdev Singh Inspector Food Supply Kila Raipur, Distt. Ludhiana for the respondent PIO DFSC. (E) Ludhiana.
ORDER:

Shri Harbhajan Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 5.8.2013 addressed to the PIO cum District Food Supplies Controller, (East) Ludhiana, sought information regarding the supply of Wheat, Pulses and Kerosene oil in the village Depot Jurhahan  P.O.  Kammuwal, Tehsil & Distt. Ludhiana for the period 2003-2013.
Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 23.12.2013.
Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
During hearing of this case today, it is observed that though the complainant had sought very simple information, Information for only one  year have been  supplied to day to the applicant/complainant in the Commission itself. 
Thus this lackadaisical approach on the part of Dr. Sona Thind, Respondent PIO cum DFSC (E) being against the very spirit of RTI Act is viewed seriously and she is therefore directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with, written submissions action taken report and complete records, pertaining to the information sought by the complainant for its perusal by the Commission, before the punitive provisions of section 20(1) and 20(2) are considered to be  invoked against her. 


The case is adjourned to   12.2.1014 at 11.00 A.M.

       Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

       Dated: 21.1.2014


   
         State Information Commissioner
Copy to :


Dr. Sona Thind,  PIO cum 


Distt. Food Supplies Controller(East)


Ludhiana.

-
for compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

 Dated: 21.1.2014


   
               State Information Commissioner 

                                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Singh Sidhu,

# J-67/100 Bhai Randhir Singh,

Ludhiana-141012.                                                                              
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

     Ludhiana.                                                                                          
    Respondent

                                                          CC No. 68   of 2014
Present:
Shri Balbir Singh, complainant in person.



Dr. Pardeep Sharma, APIO  for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri  Balbir Singh  , complainant vide an RTI application dated  25.10.2013,  addressed to the PIO  cum Assistant Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana sought  certain information on 4 points pertaining to the service record of Shri Manoj Khosla, Food Inspector.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 23.12.2013.

Since the perusal of the complaint case revealed  that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the partial information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter  No. 45 dated 20.1.2014.

It is further noted that total lackadaisical approach have been adopted by the PIO cum Asstt. Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana in providing the information to the complainant, which is against the very spirit of RTI Act, 2005. As such before the  punitive provisions of section 20(1) and 20(2) of RTI Act are considered to be invoked against the PIO. Dr. K.S.Saini,  PIO cum Assistant Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana is  directed to file a written submissions, action taken report and to present relevant records pertaining to the RTI information sought by the complainant before the Commission for perusal, on the next date of hearing..

The case is adjourned to 12.2.2014 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.1.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura

5-C, Phase I,

Urban Estate,

Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141010







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Principal Secretary,


Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,


Mini Secretariat,


Sector 9-A, 
Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Principal Secretary,


Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,


Mini Secretariat,


Sector 9,


Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2590 of 2013

Order

Present: 
Appellant Sh. Kuldip Kaura in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Supdt.-PIO; Sanjeev Kumar, Sr. Asstt.-APIO 


In this case, Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, vide RTI application dated 09.07.2013 addressed to the respondent No. 1, had sought the following information pertaining to a representation submitted by Dr. Nirmaljit Kaur, SMO, Service No. 3830, to reconsider her placement dates at 4, 9, 14 stages for revision, in the light of decision in CWP No. 9545/2010: - 


(a)
Copy of her representation along with all enclosures;

(b)
Copy of noting of  the entire case;


(b)
Copies of all communications issued / received;

(c)
Copy of final orders passed by the Principal Secretary Health allowing her the benefit of revision of placement dates at 4, 9, 14 stages. 
 
PIO-cum-Superintendent, Health-1 Branch, vide letter No. 81541 dated 02.08.2013 had informed the applicant that the requisite information could not be provided under the provisions of Section 8(1)(e)(g) & (j) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Failing to get any information within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Kaura had filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 19.08.2013, and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the complaint in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 11.09.2013 when a communication bearing Memo. no. 94485/1 dated 10.09.2013 had been received from the respondent annexing therewith various documents, including a copy of Memo. No. 89541/1 dated 02.08.2013 addressed to the applicant-complainant Sh. Kaura whereby the information sought by him had been declined citing the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP (Civil) No. 27734 of 2012, rendered on 03.10.2012.


Upon perusal of the case file and hearing both the parties, Sh. Kaura was advised to first exhaust the remedy of first appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and in case he did not feel satisfied, to approach the Commission in Second Appeal, since in a complaint case, in view of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 [arising out of SLP (C) No. 32768-32769/2011, the Commission had no jurisdiction to direct the respondent-Public Authority to provide the information sought by the applicant-complainant. 

It is the case of Sh. Kaura that he approached the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 14.10.2013 but has not been favoured with the requisite information.   As such, he had approached the Commission in Second Appeal, vide letter dated 25.11.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.12.2013 when, during the hearing, Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, present on behalf of the respondents, stated that the First Appellate Authority, in response to the first appeal preferred by Sh. Kaura on 14.10.2013, issued a notice of hearing for 18.11.2013; however, he did not come present.    He further placed on record a copy of the order dated 03.12.2013 passed by the First Appellate Authority wherein also, the plea taken earlier by the respondent-PIO had been made the basis for declining the information in question.   Sh. Sanjeev Kumar also highlighted the submissions made by Dr. Nirmaljit Kaur about whom the information had been sought, expressing apprehensions of harassment in case her personal information as sought, was passed on to the applicant-appellant. 


The provisions of Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005 were brought to the notice of the parties.


The appellant Sh. Kaura was advised to make detailed written submissions stating the larger public interest involved in disclosure of the present information, whereupon further proceedings in the matter would be conducted accordingly.


The respondent-PIO Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Superintendent Health-I Branch, was directed to appear before the Commission in person.


In compliance with the directions of the Commission, Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Supdt.-PIO had put in appearance.


The appellant Sh. Kaura had placed on record detailed written submissions stating that Dr. Nirmaljit Kaur had been granted the benefit erroneously and hence, he was seeking this information in larger public interest. 


The plea of the appellant had substance and was accepted.   Further, the Commission of the view that if a government official is drawing his / her salary or other monetary benefits from the State exchequer, his / her related information is very much within the public domain and can not be declined on the ground of its being related to third party.   Thus the contention of the respondents is not sustainable and is not accepted.


On the last date of hearing, i.e. 8.1.2014, respondents were directed to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete, duly attested information, free of cost, under the cover of a forwarding letter, per registered post and to present before the Commission, on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records, a copy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the information so provided for its perusal and records. On the prayer of the respondents, time of fortnight is granted for providing the requisite information, and the case was   adjourned to 21.01.2014   for further hearing.


Today during the hearing of this case, Shri Kuldeep Kumar Kaura, appellant stated before the commission that yesterday on 20th of January, 2014, he has received the requisite information under registered cover and is fully satisfied.


As the information in this case now stands provided to the applicant/appellant, the case is disposed of and closed.    
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.01.2014


             
 State Information Commissioner

            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jaspal Singh s/o Shri Mahinder Singh

# 404, Gali No. 1, Ward No. 07,

New Kachaheri Road,

Mansa 151505.
                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Mansa.  

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Civil Surgeon,

Mansa.                                                                                                          Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.118 of 2014
Present:       None on behalf of the appellant.


          Dr.Yashpal Garg, Assistant Civil Surgeon and Shri Mahesh Kumar,


          Computer Operator on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

              Shri Jaspal Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14.08.2013, addressed to PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Mansa sought certain information on 5 points for the period from 1.8.2012 to 1.8.2013 pertaining to the food (Milk and Ice) sample. 

2.
    Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 12.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 27.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.
      During hearing today, it is observed that a copy of communication, vide letter No.453-54, dated 25.11.2013, addressed to the appellant, has been received in the Commission from the PIO cum Civil Surgeon, Mansa wherein it has been mentioned that information supplied vide letter No. RTI/954, dated 5.11.2013 is correct, complete and nothing has been concealed therein. 

4.           Respondent further stated before the Commission that another set of information has also been supplied to the appellant vide letter No.607, dated 13.12.2013 which was duly received in the Commission by him in person. Neither the appellant is present nor any thing contrary to provided information have been heard from him.

5.
     Since the information stands supplied to the appellant, the case is hereby disposed of and closed.
                                                                                                          Sd/-

Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.01.2014




  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Navjot Kaur 

d/o Shri Gurdeep Singh,

Golden Avenue, Mehar Chand Road,

Gurdaspur.-143521                                                                                        Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

     O/o The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab

     Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

     Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority, 

     The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

     Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

    Chandigarh.                                                                                                 Respondent                                                     

AC No. 119 of 2014
Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Adarsh Kumar, PIO cum Superintendent, Shri Jatinder Dhawan and Shri Rajinder Kumar, Senior Assistant and Shri Kuldeep Singh, clerk on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:

       Ms Navjot Kaur, appellant vide an RTI application dated 23.09.2013, addressed to PIO,O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, sought certain information pertaining to the selection of 5 Food Inspectors, namely, Gauri Juneja, Bikkar Singh, Tarun Bansal, Mandeep Kaur and Divya Goswami.

2.             Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 28.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 27.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today. 

3.
    During hearing today it is noted that though the respondent cum Superintendent, Establishment-7 Branch, O/o DHS Punjab has sent certain information to the appellant, but on perusal of the same, it has been found to be incorrect and incomplete. Information demanded by the appellant has been explained to the respondent/PIO in the Commission and the PIO cum Superintendent, Establishment-7 Branch, is, therefore, directed to send correct, complete and pointwise duly attested information to the appellant under registered cover within a period of 4 days from today with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record.

4.
    The case is adjourned to 11.02.2013 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.
                                                                                                          Sd/-

Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)
Dated: 21.01.2014




  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  R.S.Chouhan,

# 92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opp. Guru Nanak Engineering College,

 Gill Road, Ludhiana.                                                                          
  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.                                                                                              
    Respondent

                                                          CC No. 85 of 2014

Present:
  Shri R.S.Chouhan, complainant in person.

                   None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:

          Shri R.S.Chauhan, complainant vide an RTI application dated 18.12.2013,               addressed to the PIO cum Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, sought action taken report on his letter dated 8.11.2013 by enclosing copy of the said letter.

         Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 23.12.2013.

              Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

             Case file has been perused. Complainant has been heard. He has stated that no information has been received by him so far. ADC(D) Ludhiana is accordingly treated as necessary party in this case. PIO is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing with necessary action taken report on the basis of record available in the office. 

              The case is adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
                                                                                                          Sd/-

Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.01.2014


   
            State Information Commissioner

Copy:       Public Information Officer, 


     o/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,


      (Development)


     Ludhiana.

                                                                                                          Sd/-

Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.01.2014


   
            State Information Commissioner 

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Brish Bhan Bujarak

s/o Shri Saroop Chand,

# 33, Kahangarh Road,

Patran, Distt. Patiala-147105                                  
                            Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Assistant Excise & 

Taxation Commissioner,

Sangrur.                                                                                              Respondent

                                                        CC No. 163 of 2014
Present:
None on behalf of the parties.
ORDER:

             Shri Brish Bhan Bujarak, complainant vide an RTI application dated 15.07.2013               addressed to Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Sangrur sought certain information pertaining to the illicit liquor confiscated during the  period from January, 2013 to May, 2013. Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 31.12.2013.

2.
Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.
During hearing today, it is observed that a communication dated 20.01.2014 under the signature of applicant has been received in the Commission wherein he has stated that he has received requisite information on 20.01.2014. Thus, he does not want any further action in the matter and his complaint may be filed.

4.
In view of these facts, since the information in this case stands provided to the complainant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
                                                                                                          Sd/-

Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.01.2014


   
              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kuldeep Singh,

# 437-A, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana.                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

     O/o The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

     Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

     Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

      o/o The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

      Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

     Chandigarh.                                                                                     Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.91 of 2014
Present:
Shri  Kuldeep Singh,appellant in person.


Mrs.Vandana Kaushal, Senior Assistant, Shri Jatinder Dhawan and Shri      
Rajinder Kumar, Senior Assistants on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:



Shri  Kuldeep Singh,Appellant vide an RTI application dated  7.10.2013, addressed to PIO, O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.sought certain information on 13 points. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 11.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 in second appeal on 23.12.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today during hearing, Respondent states that information has been sent to the appellant vide letter No.27045, dated 31.12.2013. However, perusal of provided information revealed that it was neither point-wise nor complete, despite of the fact that the RTI application was filed by the appellant way back on 7.10.2013. It is observed that total lackadaisical approach have been adopted by Shri Narinder Mohan, PIO cum Superintendent O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, in providing information to the appellant which is against the very spirit of RTI Act, 2005. He has failed to provide the complete and correct information as per the provisions contained in section 7(1) of the Act ibid.

4. 
  Show cause notice is, therefore, issued to Shri Narinder Mohan, PIO cum Superintendent, O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab for willfully delaying and denying the information to the appellant and as such, he is directed to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(i) of the Act ibid be not imposed on him till the information is furnished. 
5.         In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby afforded an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
6.       Shri Narinder Mohan, PIO is further directed to send duly attested pointwise complete information to the appellant free of cost within a period of 7 days under registered cover. He is also further directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing along-with one spare set of provided information.

7.

Case is adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.01.2014




    State Information Commissioner
Copy:
   Shri Narinder Mohan, PIO-cum-

              Superintendent, O/o Director
              Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

             Sector: 34, Chandigarh.                           

                                                                                                          Sd/-

Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.01.2014




    State Information Commissioner
                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Singh, s/o Shri Isher Singh

r/o Toderwal, P.O. Babarour,

Tehsil Nabha, Distt. Patiala-147201                                                        Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Lehal Division Irrigation Deptt.,

Punjab, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Executive Engineer,

Lehal Division Irrigation Deptt.,

Punjab, Patiala                                                                                          Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  85  of 2014

Present:
   None on behalf of the appellant.



   Shri Mahish Tandon, Telephone Clerk on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:

        Shri Raj Singh, appellant vide an RTI application dated 18..7..2013,            addressed to the PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Lehal Division, I.B. Patiala, sought certain information on 12 points pertaining to the Rajwaha Head which was made pucca from Mohalgwara to Palashor during the year 2012-13. 

2.         Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant filed first appeal to the First Appellate Authority-cum-SE, Canal Department I.B.Circle, Patiala under provisions of section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 on 21.10.2013 and subsequently, approached the Commission in Second Appeal on 23.12.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.
 During hearing today, it is noted that an additional fee amounting to Rs.300/- was demanded by the PIO-cum-XEN Lehal Division, Patiala vide letter No.8985, dated 14.08.2013 which was duly deposited by the appellant. Appellant has informed that the respondent has given 95 pages incomplete information and remaining 55 pages information has not been supplied to him so far. However, the representative appearing for the respondent stated that complete information running into 158 pages has been sent to the appellant vide letter No.196-97, dated 3.1.2014 under registered cover.

4.     Appellant is directed to file his observations/pointing out deficiencies to the respondent/PIO-cum-XEN Lehal Division, IB Patiala within a period of 7 days and respondent would send to him remaining information if any within another 7 days, without fail. 

5.           Shri Amrit Lal Goel, PIO-cum-XEN, Canal Lehal Division, Patiala is further directed to be present on the next date of hearing with one set of duly attested provided information and the appellant is also directed to pursue his case personally or through his representative on the next date of hearing failing which it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings will be taken.

6.

Shri Amrit Lal Goel, PIO cum XEN Canal Lehal Division, Patiala is further directed to be present on the next date of hearing with one set of duly attested provided information and the appellant is also directed to pursue his case personally or through his representative on the next date of hearing failing which it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings will be taken.

7.

Case is adjourned to 11.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 21.01.2014


   
              State Information Commissioner
