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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal Advocate, r/o #539/112/3,

St. 1-E, New Vishnu Puri, Shivpuri Road, 

P.O. Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Principal, SCD Government College for Boys,

Ludhiana.

FAA-Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.

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

AC No. 214  of 2012

Present;-
Shri Surinder Pal Advocate appellant.



Ms. Poonam Mittal, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In compliance with the order of the Commission dated 11.9.2012, the appellant has carried out the inspection of the record and thereafter obtained copies of  some of the receipts pertaining to the year 2008-09.  However, some other receipts, as indicated in writing by the complainant vide letter dated 19.11.2012, are yet to be furnished.  The respondent has brought some of these at the time of hearing and handed over the same to the appellant.
2.

The appellant may peruse these and confirm that he has receive the entire information as pointed out by him in his letter dated 19.11.2012 after inspection of the record.
3.

This case will be heard further on 19.12.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon (Retd.),

192-C, Rajguru Nangar, Ludhiana.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Nanakana Sahib Education Trust, 

Gill Park, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana.
    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1558 of 2012

Present:-
Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-PIO.

ORDER



The complainant is present but none is present on behalf of the respondent-PIO.  No reply has also been received from the PIO regarding the notice issued to him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to show cause why penalty should not be imposed.
2.

The case is adjourned to 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for hearing at Chandigarh in the Chamber of Chief Information Commissioner.

      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon (Retd.),

192-C, Rajguru Nangar, Ludhiana.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana.

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

CC No. 1559 of 2012

Present:-
Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-PIO.

ORDER



The complainant is present but none is present on behalf of the respondent-PIO.  No reply has also been received from the PIO regarding the notice issued to him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to show cause why penalty should not be imposed.

2.

The case is adjourned to 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for hearing at Chandigarh in the Chamber of Chief Information Commissioner.

      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satpal s/o Shri Manda, r/o Khundar Utaar,

P.O. Mamdot, Tehsil and District Ferozepur-152023,

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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Social Welfare Officer, Ferozepur.

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

CC No.  1961   of 2012

Present:-
Shri Satpal, complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



It appears that notice has not been served on the District Social Welfare Officer, Ferozepur.  Therefore, the case is adjourned to 19.12.2012, a fresh notice be issued.
2.

This case will be heard further on 19.12.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.


      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Gursimran Kaur (Journalist),

r/o 4113/2, Jyoti Colony, Jamalpur Awana,

Ludhiana.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Ludhiana.





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

CC No.2595 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Dr. Pardeep Kumar Sharma, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 11.10.2012, the parties had agreed for inspection of record.  The respondent submits that inspite of number of calls to the complainant-Mrs. Gursimran Kaur, she has not turned up for the inspection of the record.

2.

The complainant is absent today without intimation.  As a last opportunity to the complainant, the case is adjourned to 19.12.2012.  In the meantime, if she approaches the respondent, inspection of record shall have 
 allowed by the respondent.
3.

The case is adjourned to 29.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for hearing at Chandigarh in the Chamber of Chief Information Commissioner.

      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sohan Singh s/o Shri Visakha Singh,

Village Bazidpur Bhooma,Tehsil Abohar, 

Distt. Fazilika-152116.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Social Security Officer,

Ferozepur.







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

CC No. 2812  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Manju Jindal, Senior Assistant for the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has sent a written reply received in the Commission vide diary No.20145 dated 8.11.2012 enclosing a photocopy of receipt given by the present complainant acknowledging the receipt of the information.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that complete information has been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant and therefore, the case may be closed.

3.

The complainant is absent without intimation. In view of the acknowledgement given by him to the respondent-department, the complaint case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhakhshish Singh s/o Shri Kirpal Singh,

r/o Bibipur, P.O. Dhangerian, Teh. & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.
      -------------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.  2075 of 2012,

Present:-
Shri Bakhshish Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This case came up for the first time for hearing on 31.8.2012 when one Shri Mohinder Singh Sood, Senior Assistant appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare (Health-2 Branch). The case was adjourned to 19.9.2012 with clear direction to the respondent to file written reply within 15 days.  However, none appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO on 19.9.2012 and the case had to be adjourned to 22.10.2012.  On that date, though the complainant confirmed having received a letter from Health-II Branch/Principal Secretary Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh, he denied that this letter discloses any information in respect of his queries.  His plea was that direction given by the Commission on 31.8.2012 to the respondent has not been complied with. The case was thereafter adjourned to today but again the respondent has neither filed any reply nor any one has appeared on behalf of the PIO.  On three consecutive dates, absence of the PIO or his representative amounts to willful abstentions, without furnishing the information, which was sought by an application  under the RTI Act on 9.3.2012.  A period of more than 8 months has lapsed which amounts to a flagrant violation of statutory mandate of 30 days.  I therefore deem it fit to issue a notice to Shri Manmohan Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, Health-2 Branch o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Mini Secretariat, 3rd Floor, Chandigarh to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed on him for willful denial of the information.  His written explanation may be submitted to the Commission before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.
2.

In exercise of powers under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, I further summon the PIO-Shri Manmohan Singh to produce the original record relating to the queries of the information-seeker before the Commission on the next date of hearing which is fixed for 21.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
CC
Shri Manmohan Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, Health-2 Branch o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Mini Secretariat, 3rd Floor, Chandigarh

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Raj Sharma

c/o Sukhdayal Ayurvedic Store, VPO Naushehra,

O/s Byepass majitha Road, Amritsar143001.


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







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Manager, PUNSUP, Ferozepur.

FAA- District Manager, PUNSUP, Ferozepur.

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

AC No.  819  of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant..



None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Shri Jagat Singh, Auditor-cum-PIO, PUNSUP, Ferozepur sent a fax message stating that he has been summed for appearance in a court on 21.11.2012.  The appellant has also sent a written request seeking adjourned to 11.12.2012.

2.

To come up on 11.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri B.N.Gupta, Senior Press Reporter,

Kapurthala  & Shri K.G. Gandhi, Advocate, Kapurthala.


      -------------Appellants

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Kapurthala.

FAA- Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.





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

AC No. 1069 of  2012

Present-
Shri Ramesh Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO.  Counsel for the appellant states that so far information has not been furnished, which was sought vide an RTI application dated 26.3.2012.  The respondent has been from time to time abstaining from hearing of the present appeal case without any intimation.  Non furnishing of the information within the statutory period is a violation of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  I, therefore, deem it fit to issue a notice to the PIO/Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Kapurthala to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed on him for violating the statutory provisions.  The PIO may furnish his explanation before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.

2.

The counsel for the appellant submits that PIO is intentionally delaying the matter and has not attended the proceedings on two consecutive dates and that, therefore, compensation should be awarded.

3.

The conduct of the PIO is certainly against the grain of transparency law.  He has abstained from proceedings of  the Commission on two consecutive dates without any intimation and even without furnishing any information, whereas the appellant has been made to go back from Chandigarh to Kapurthala without any access to information.  I, therefore, deem it fit to award an amount of compensation of Rs.1000/- which shall be paid by crossed cheque by the respondent-public authority before the next date of hearing.
4.
To come up on 21.12.2012 at 3.30 P.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Satpal Singh, #S-14/478,

Market Luhara, District Amritsar.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Amritsar.




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

CC No. 2256  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Dr. B.K.Kakkar, Asstt. Civil Surgeon on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had stated that the information had been furnished.  However, the complainant specifically wanted to know whether a statement made by one Shri Kulwant Singh exists on record or not.  The respondent was directed to re-verify this fact from the inquiry record.  
2.

The complainant is absent today.  The respondent confirms that they have re-verified from the record of the enquiry and no such statement of one Shri Kulwant Singh exists in record.  This fact has been conveyed to the complainant.

3.

In view of this, there is no ground to proceed further in the matter and the case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, #78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.

FAA-Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.



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

AC No. 1366 of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Dr. Pardeep Kumar, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information to the satisfaction of the appellant was duly furnished to him and for this reason he is absent today

2.

The appellant has also sent a written application confirming that he is satisfied with the information.  In view of this, the appeal case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri N.S.Sidhu, Village Kheerniyan,

P.O.  Mushakiabad via Samrala,

District Ludhiana.






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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer, Sirhind Canal Circle,

Ludhiana.

FAA-Superintending Engineer,

Sirhind Canal Circle,

Ludhiana.






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

AC No.   1335  of 2011

Present:-
Shri N.S. Sidhu appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The information-seeker has sought details of his medical reimbursement bill.  This is his personal information and he wants to know the reasons under Section 4(1)(d) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 as to why his bill was rejected.

2.

The respondent has explained that bill was returned with certain objections, but the same has not been received back.  The appellant on the other hand insists that he has resent the bill by ordinary post.

3.

The respondent is directed to verify from its record, if the bill was received back after removal of objections and if so, what decision has been taken on it.

4.

This case will be heard further on 19.12.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No.12, Street No.2, Kartar Nagar,

Near Maan Market, Amloh Road,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana-141401.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.




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

CC No. 3029 of 2012


Present:-
Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia complainant.


Dr. Pardeep Kumar, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had moved an application on 30.8.2012 addressed to the PIO/Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana raising four queries, which are in the form of seeking views/opinions of the PIO.  PIO/Civil Surgeon has sent a reply on 31.8.2012 that the queries of the information-seeker are in the nature of opinion and as no record/document exists, information was denied.

2.

I have heard the parties.  The plea of the complainant under Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is that information includes opinion. Therefore the respondent be directed to give reply to his queries.
3.

Section 2(f) of the Act ibid covers only opinion which exists in material form, if opinion exists in record and is held by the respondent-public authority, in that case it has to be furnished.  However, if no such opinion/record is held by or in the custody of the public authority, it is not obliged to create an opinion and thereafter furnish the same.

4.

In this case, it is observed that no such medical opinion exists on record and the queries of the information-seeker are in the nature of creation of opinion.  Hence, the complaint case is filed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Paramjit Singh, #29-A,

B.L.Kapoor Hospital, Counter Hospital,

Old Subzi Mandi, G.T. Road, Ludhiana.

      

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o B.L.Kapur Memorial Hospital, 

Old Subzi Mandi Chowk, Ludhiana.



    -------------Respondent.
CC No. 2907 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Paramjit Singh complainant.



Mr. S.M. Gulati, Advocate for the respondent.
ORDER



The plea of the respondent is that they are not a public authority and the matter has been finally settled by the Punjab and Haryana High Court, which uphold the decision of this Commission in CWP No.5577/2011 titled Balbir Aggarwal vs. State Information Commissioner, Punjab.  The State Information Commission had held that the respondent is not a public authority.

2.

The plea of the complainant on the other hand is that it has sent a written representation with copies of the relevant record received in the Commission vide diary No.20621` dated 19.11.2012 which clearly indicate that though the respondent is a private institute, it has availed substantial financial assistance from the appropriate government and its instrumentality.  The respondent shall be furnished a copy of the written petition of the complainant alongwith copies of the documents attached therewith to enable him to file his rejoinder, if any.  The rejoinder may be filed within 10 days from this order and the case will thereafter come up for argument on 19.12.2012.

3.

This case will be heard further on 19.12.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukesh Kumar, Ward No.8, Guru Nanak Gali,

Dina Nagar, Distt.Gurdaspur.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintending Engineer,

UBDC Circle, Amritsar.





    -------------Respondent.
CC No. 3013 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Charanjit Singh, SDO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have furnished the information vide No.1191/263-G/DB dated 8.11.2012.  The plea of the respondent is that the complainant is fully satisfied with this information and that is the reason why he has not turned up at the hearing today or sent any written objection.
2.

The respondent, however, has not placed on record copy of the information. The present case is closed with the direction to the respondent to place on record of the present complaint case a copy of the information furnished to the complainant.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Puran Singh s/o Shri Inder Singh,

R/o Walle Shah Hittar (Gulaba Bhani),

Tehsil & Distt. Fazilika.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Ferozepur.





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

CC No. 2935    of 2012

Present:-
Shri Puran Singh complainant.



Dr. Pardeep Kumar, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Puran Singh, the complainant, states that he has received the information to his satisfaction and he does not want to pursue the matter any further.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer,

Canals Majitha Division, Department of Irrigation, Punjab,

Canal Office, Opp. Railway Station, GT Road, Amritsar.
    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3084 of 2012
Present:-
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali complainant.



Shri Charanjit Singh, SDO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received the information only yesterday late in the evening and the same is deficient.  The respondent has also not placed on record a copy of the information furnished to the complainant.

2.

The respondent is directed to place a copy of the information furnished to the complainant on the case file.  The complainant is directed to place on record specific deficiencies in respect of each of his queries dated 8.8.2012 with a copy to the respondent, who shall thereafter either remove the deficiency or give suitable clarification in writing with a copy to the Commission.

3.

This case will be heard further on 19.12.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.


      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Singh s/o Shri Nihal Singh,

R/o Kothe Kili Wale, P.O. Cahnga Khurd,

Block Dhamdhot, Tehsil & Distt. Fazilika.


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





Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o District Social Welfare Officer,

Ferozepur.







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

CC No. 3093  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Raj Singh complainant.


Mrs. Manju Jindal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In this case, the information-seeker had sought information regarding the beneficiaries of old age, widow, disability, orphans pension and the amount paid by the department for the period specified in the RTI request dated 19.6.2012.  The plea of the complainant is that this information has still not been furnished to him.  

2.

I have heard the parties.  Under Section 4(1)(b)(xiii) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 particulars of recipients of concessions are to be published by the concerned department suo-moto.  This, it appears, has not been done.  The respondent department, is hereby called upon to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on the concerned PIO for not furnishing the information within 30 days as required by the RTI Act.  The concerned the District Social Security Officer, Ferozepur in his capacity as the public authority shall also explain why suo-moto  publication under Section 4 of the RTI Act has not been done by the respondent-department.
3.

This case will be heard further on 19.12.2012 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.


      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baljeet  Singh, 64-H, B.R.S. Nagar,

Ludhiana.







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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Christian Medical College and Hospital, Ludhiana.

FAA- Christian Medical College and Hospital, Ludhiana.
     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1548 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Baljeet Singh appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant has clubbed four RTI applications (two dated 9.7.2012 and two dated 11.8.2012) which were addressed to the PIO.  The appellant, as per the practice of the Commission has to file separate appeal/complaint against each RTI application. Therefore, the present case in which four RTI application have been clubbed together as one appeal case is not maintainable.
2.

Furthermore, it appears that in all these RTI requests, the information-seeker has only asked questions such as on “whose instructions”, “on whose advice”, “reasons”, “how much” etc..  These queries are not structured as per the provisions of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Therefore, the information-seeker is advised to formulate his queries keeping in view the provisions of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act and re-approach the PIO.

3.

With these observations the case is closed. The appellant for appropriate action at his end.

      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Raj Kumar, #  102, Gali No. 2,

Vijay Nagar, Batala Road, Amritsar



     -------------Appellant





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,  

Amritsar

FAA- Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.






     -------------Respondents.

AC No.   1491   of 2012
Present:-
Shri Raj Kumar appellant.

Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate alongwith Shri Ashwani Sehgal, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant had sought information pertaining to an employee-
Shri Devinder Singh Bhatti.  The Municipal Corporation, Amritsar has furnished a copy of the order.  The plea of the appellant is that his designation has not been shown in the order.  The Municipal Corporation has to supply a copy of the order as it exists in the record.  If the designation is not shown, naturally it cannot be supplied.  However, at the time of hearing of the case, the Municipal Corporation has confirmed that 
Shri Devinder Singh Bhatti is working as a helper.

2.

It is not within the domain of this Commission to go into the question whether Shri Devinder Singh Bhatti has been assigned any duties higher than the post he holds.  The information-seeker is free to complain, if he has a grouse in this regard to the concerned administrative authority.  Since a copy of the transfer order of Shri Devinder Singh Bhatti has been furnished, no further action is called for.
3.

It is also observed that procedure  under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 has not been followed by the respondent-Corporation which should strictly adhere to it in all future cases.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mahajan, #2346,

Kucha Mirza, Opp. SBI Town Hall,Amritsar



 -------------Appellant





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,  

Amritsar

FAA- Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar







     -------------Respondents.

AC No.  1521 of 2012
Present:-
Shri Ashwani Kumar Mahajan appellant,

Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate alongwith Shri Ashwani Sehgal, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant had asked six queries pertaining to the appointment of 
Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate by the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  A reply was given to him making it clear that Shri S.K. Sharma is not recruited or appointed as an employee of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. During the hearing of the case, it has come on record that the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, has appointed Shri S.K. Sharma as a Legal Adviser on retainership basis.  The respondent is directed to furnish a copy of the appointment of Shri S.K. Sharma as retainer/legal adviser by the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

2.

The respondent has also pleaded that the present information-seeker is misusing the Right to Information Act, 2005 by giving various applications under different names and that present request for information is an example of that misuse.

3.

This Commission at this stage would not go into this issue but close the case with the direction to the respondent to give a copy of the appointment letter of 
Shri S.K. Sharma as Legal Adviser/Retainer. 

      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pardeep Kumar s/o Shri Tilak Raj,

169/563, New Gold Avenue, B/S Mall Mandi, Amritsar.
      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Health & Family Welfare, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

FAA- o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Health & Family Welfare, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

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

AC No.  952 of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Karam Chand, Superintendent  (Health-5-Branch) o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh .

ORDER



The appellant has sent a written petition received in the Commission vide diary No.20693 dated 19.11.2012 stating that the information said to have been furnished to him vide respondent’s letter dated 5.11.2012 is not relevant to his queries.

2.

The plea of the respondent, however, is that information has been furnished and a fresh reply has been sent to Shri Pardeep Kumar vide Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare (Health 5 Branch)’s No.1994 dated 20.11.2012, a copy of which has been placed on record.

3.

Since the appellant is absent, as a last opportunity the case is adjourned to 3.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

November 21, 2012





Chief Information Commissioner
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