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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surin Karwasra, Advocate,

VPO Ramsara, Tehsil Abohar,

District Failika-152116.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer, Drainage Department,

Gidderbaha.

FAA-the Superintending Engineer,

Drainage, Giddarbaha.






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

AC No.  1243 of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Amarjeet Gupta, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply stating that complete information on all the eight points has duly been furnished to the information-seeker.  It is further pleaded that even at the time of First Appeal, the information-seeker was asked to confirm in writing as to the exact deficiencies in the information, but he failed to do so.  Even in the second appeal, the information-seeker has not pointed out the exact or specific deficiencies in the information furnished to him.  The plea of the respondent, therefore, is that there is no merit in the appeal case and that the same should be dismissed.

2.

The appellant is absent without intimation. It is directed that appellant shall specify in writing the deficiencies in respect of each of the issue raised in his RTI application dated 12.4.2012.  The objections of the appellant may be filed within 10 days of this order with a copy to the respondent who shall thereafter give his reply with a copy to the appellant.

3.

To come up on 4.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           

( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dharam Paul, #269,

Ward No.4, Morinda (Ropar)140101.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

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

CC No. 2574 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


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

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent submits that reference received from the complainant has been passed on to the concerned branch. So far no reply has been received from Shri Narinder Mohan, APIO.  He, therefore, requests for an adjourned which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.




















           

( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj  Kumar, SDO (Retd.), #407,

Gali No.19, Mohalla Tibba Sahib, Hoshiarpur.


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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Irrigation Department, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA-Director Water Cell, Irrigation Department, Punjab,

Sector 17-E, Chandigarh.




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

AC No. 1222 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Raj Kumar appellant in person.


    
Ms. Amarjeet Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The plea of the appellant is that information furnished to him is incomplete and payment of an amount of Rs.75000/- in respect of his GPF has still not been made to him.

2.

To sort out the issue, the respondent is directed to give duly attested copy of the sanction letter and also convey if the payment has since been made or not.

3.

The second issue pertains to missing entries for 6/90 to 10/91 of the GPF of the appellant.  Details of this have also not been furnished.

4.

The respondent is directed to coordinate with other offices and ensure that information is given to the appellant before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 4.12.2012.

5.

To come up on 4.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           




           







( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, 1778,

Sector 14, Hisar.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Dera Swamijagat Giri JI, Shri Guru Ravidass Chowk,

Near Chakki Bridge, Pathankot.




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

CC No. 2545 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal on behalf of the complainant.


Shri O.P. Jrewal, Trustee on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent represented by Shri O.P.Jrewal submits a written reply stating that Dera Swami Jagat Giri Ji Trust, Shri Guru Ravidass Chowk, New Chakki Bridge, Pathankot is not a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  It is a private, non-profitable, non-political, charitable-cum-religious organisation engaged in religious and welfare activities.  It has further been stated that the respondent does not receive any grant/aid/help in any form from Government or any of its agencies.  As such the respondent submits that the present complaint case under the RTI Act would not lie against the respondent.
2.

In view of the pleadings of the respondent, the complainant is hereby called upon to adduce evidence, if any, in support of his pleadings that the respondent is a public authority.

3.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.











           










( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, 1778,

Sector 14, Hisar.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 2556 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Vijay Kumar, Superintendent alongwith Shri Balbir Singh and Shri Rajinder Dhawan both Senior Assistants on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Sardavinder Goyal has filed his Vakalat Nama on behalf of the complainant. He states that no information has been furnished to him.

2.

The respondent is directed to furnished the information before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 15.11.2012.

3.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           




           







( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, 1778,

Sector 14, Hisar.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 2558 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Mahesh, Assistant  alongwith Shri Chander Kohli, Data Entry Operator for the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been sent by registered post on the given address of the complainant.  However, Shri Sardavinder Goyal, who has submitted his power of attorney on behalf of the complainant, submits that he has still not received the information.  The respondent who has brought photocopies of the record sent to the complainant agrees to furnish the same again to the representative of the complainant.

2.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.













           









( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, 1778,

Sector 14, Hisar.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o District Social Security Officer,

Bathinda.







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

CC No. 2562 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Harmel Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have already submitted complete information to the Commission vide diary No.18143 dated 10.10.2012.  Copies of the information submitted in the Commission were handed over to the representative of the information-Shri Sardavinder Goyal.  The complainant may peruse these documents and confirm his satisfaction or otherwise before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 15.11.2012.

2.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A,M.







           

( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Harvinder Singh Sarang,

#1005/2, Sector 39-B, Chandigarh-160036.


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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Medical Officer, Civil Hospital,

Phase-VI, Mohali.

FAA-Civil Surgeon, Mohali.




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

AC No. 1203 of  2012

Present;-
Dr. Harvinder Singh Sarang appellant in person.

Dr. Meena Hardeep Singh, Assistant Civil Surgeon alongwith 
Shri Ramesh Singla, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the first appellate authority has appeared and drawn attention to its order conveyed to the PIO vide No.172-173 dated 16.8.2012 directing that complete information may be provided to the appellant  in response to his RTI request dated 24.12.2011.  The appellant submits that complete information has still not been provided though a period of nearly 10 months has passed since he moved his request under the RTI.

2.

None is present on behalf of the PIO.  Issue notice to Dr. Rajeev Bhalla, PIO o/o the Senior Medical Officer, Mohali under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 why penalty should not be imposed on him for non-adherence to the statutory time limit under the Act ibid.  His explanation may be filed before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 15.11.23012 when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.  
3.

Presence of first appellate authority on the next date of hearing is exempted in the present case.  

4.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           



           









( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kashmir Singh s/o Shri Jaswant Singh,

r/o Village Khatri Wala, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Medical Officer,

Public Health Centre, Shatrana, Distt. Patiala.


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

CC No. 2585 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Dr. Thakurvir Singh, Nodal o/o Senior Medical Officer, PHC, Shatrana.

ORDER



The respondent submits that on receipt of RTI request, the complainant was duly informed to deposit an amount of Rs.200/- as fee towards the cost of documents sought by him.  The respondent further submits that till date, the fee has not been deposited by the complainant and hence, information has not been furnished.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He is directed to file his rejoinder, if any, to the stand of the respondent or pay the requisite fee to obtain the documents.

3.

To come up on 6.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
4.

On the request of the respondent, he is exempted from appearance on that date.













           









( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Kumar s/o Shri Mohinder Kumar,

#F-1/4-A, INfront of #2869, Patel Colony,

Rajpura Town-140401.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

     -------------Respondents.
AC No. 1216 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Harvinder Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Sukhdev Singh, Computer Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that on the complaint of the present appellant, an inquiry has already been conducted and a copy of the inquiry report has also been given to the information.

2.

The plea of the information-seeker, however, is that he has raised in all nine issues in his RTI application dated 30.5.2010 and reply should be given to him point-wise on each of these issues.  The inquiry report, his plea is, does not cover all the nine issues raised by him.  The respondent is accordingly directed to give point-wise reply as per the record available with the respondent.

3.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           










           

( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Jai Dev Singh s/o Shri Jagir Singh,

r/o St. No.1, Green Pari Colony, 

Malout Bhjatinda Bye-Pass Road,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Mukatsar.

FAA-Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

    -------------Respondents.
AC No. 1306  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Rajinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant on behalf of respondent No.2.

ORDER



The PIO/Civil Surgeon, Mukatsar Sahib has sent a written reply received vide diary No.18349 dated 12.10.2012 stating that complete information was furnished to the appellant, who had confirmed in writing his  satisfaction with the same.  The PIO has also sent a duly signed receipt given by Dr. Jai Dev Singh confirming receipt of the information.

2.

In view of this, the case is closed.








           











           

( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 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/oVigilant Citizen Forum

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana-141003.

      -------------Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Social Security and Development of 

Women and Children, SCO No.102-103, Sector 34,

Chandigarh.






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

CC No. 2499  of  2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Raman Kumar Sharma, APIO alongwith Shri Sanjeev Kumar Bali, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Sardavinder Goyal appearing on behalf of the complainant submits that unattested documents have been furnished by the respondent.  Secondly, copies of the audit reports have also not been furnished.

2.

Under the RTI Law the PIO is required to give duly attested documents to an information-seeker.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to furnish the information after attesting the documents.

3.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           



           









( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ved Parkash Gupta, General Secretary,

Punjab Human Rights Commission, #5042, 

Afim Wali Gali, Bhatinda.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Welfare Officer, Mansa.



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

CC No.2517 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has requested for exemption from appearance and also placed on record a photocopy of letter No.86 dated 28.5.2012 addressed to the complainant-Shri Ved Parkash Gupta seeking clarification regarding his RTI request dated 7.4.2012.  The complainant is absent without intimation as such the case is adjourned to 22.11.2012.
2.

To come up on 22.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vipin Grover (Journalist),

VPO Fatehgarh Panjtur, Distt. Moga.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Civil Surgeon, Moga.




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

CC No. 2518  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Dr. Rajesh Attari, Medical Officer alongwith Ms. Inderjit Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that information had been furnished to the complainant vide SMO Moga’s letter No.3381-82 dated 5.9.2012 and subsequently again vide memo No.3768-69 dated 5.10.2012.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  I have perused the office copies of the information sent to the complainant and I am satisfied with the reply given by the respondent.  Hence, the case is closed.









           
( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Harvinder Singh Sarang,

#1005/2, Sector 39-B, Chandigarh-160036.


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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Medical Officer, Civil Hospital,

Phase-VI, Mohali.

FAA-Civil Surgeon, Mohali.




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

AC No. 1328 of  2012

Present;-
Dr. Harvinder Singh Sarang appellant in person.
Dr. Meena Hardeep Singh, Assistant Civil Surgeon alongwith 
Shri Ramesh Singla, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The representative of the first appellate authority has appeared and drawn attention to its order bearing No.RTI/12/172-173 dated 16.8.2012 vide which clear directions were given to the PIO/Chief Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Mohali to furnish information to the present appellant, who represents that information has still not been provided to him.
2.

None has appeared on behalf of the PIO.  Notice, therefore, be issued to Dr. Rajeev Bhalla, PIO o/o the Senior Medical Officer, Mohali under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 why penalty should not be imposed on him for non furnishing of the information within the statutory time limit under the Act ibid.  The appellant had applied to the PIO on 8.7.2011and partial information was given.  Deficiencies in the information still persist.  Reply of the PIO explaining the delay may be filed before the next date of hearing.  PIO may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that date.

3.

Presence of first appellate authority on the next date of hearing is exempted in the present case.  

4.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           

( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Bimla Singla w/o Shri Satpal Singla,

#88, Hem Bagh, Kheri Gujjran Road, Near Shiv Mandir,

Patiala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director of Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







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

CC No. 1512 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


No reply has been received from the Director public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh in response to the order dated 27.7.201`2.  Therefore, the case is adjourned to 4.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









           
( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pardeep Dutta s/o Shri P.K. Dutta,

r/o A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi-110048.



……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Patiala.

FAA-Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Pb/PR/Patiala.


 

……………....Respondents

AC-312 of 2011

Present:-
Dr. Pardeep Dutta appellant in person.
HC Nishan Singh alongwith H.C. Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written reply vide its No.1820-25 dated 19.10.2012 with a copy to the information-seeker.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The plea of the information-seeker is that a direction was given by this Commission vide order dated 13.9.2011 that the allegation of furnishing wrong information in AC-691/2012 shall be gone into and inquired by Superintendent of Police (D) and for this purpose, if required a fresh opportunity of hearing shall be accorded to Dr. Pardeep Dutta.

3.

The plea of Dr. Dutta is that the inquiry ordered by the State Information Commission in AC-691/2010 was against the then SHO, Police Station (City), Rajpura.  Dr. Pardeep Dutta was accordingly called by SP(D) and his  statement was duly recorded on 21.4.2012.  However, while sending report to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala, Shri Pritam Pal Singh, SP(D) mixed  up the subject matter of inquiry.  The statement of Shri Pardeep Dutta dated 21.4.2012 was co-related to an earlier inquiry against  Hawaldar Nahar Singh, 165/Patiala and ASI Hari Singh, whereas the allegation of Dr. Dutta was against SHO, Police Station (City), Rajpura who allegedly gave him wrong information.
4.

I have examined the record.  There is weight in the pleadings of 
Dr. Dutta.  The letter No.8029-A/SPL dated 14.10.2012 written by Shri Pritpal Singh, SP(D) to SSP Patiala does not relate to the inquiry against the then SHO, Police Station (City) Rajpura.  The respondent is, therefore, directed to clarify whether any inquiry was conducted as per the direction dated 13.9.2011 given in AC-691/2010 or not.  If an inquiry was conducted, a copy of the same shall be furnished alongwith other connected record to Dr. Pardeep Dutta.  If, however, no inquiry was conducted against SHO, Police Station (City), Rajpura this fact shall also be confirmed in writing.  
5.

The information-seeker further pleads that nearly one year has passed and that the respondent has not given correct information and therefore, show cause notice under Section 20 of the RTI Act for imposition of penalty should be issued to the PIO. Accepting this plea of the appellant, the PIO is hereby called up to explain non-adherence to the statutory time limit provided under the Act ibid.  Explanation of the PIO may be filed before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing.

6.

To come up on 23.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, House No. 397, 

Sector-9, Panchkula 









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal /Managing Director, Chandigarh Engineering College,

Landran  District Mohali.





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

CC No.808 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sardavinder Goyal complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The complainant gives an application under Section 18(3)(d) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

Since the respondent is absent without intimation, the case is adjourned to 15.11.2012 as a last opportunity.

3.

To come up on 15.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.














           







( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 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



None is present on behalf of the respondent.  PIO/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh though on the hearing of 31.8.2012, Shri Mohinder Singh Sood, Senior Assistant had appeared.

2.

The complainant submits that he has received one memo bearing No.27/56/116/C-2/5197 dated 10.9.2012 from Health-II-Branch.  His plea, however, is that letter does not disclose any information and that the directions given by the Commission on 31.8.2012 had not been complied with.

3.

Since the respondent is absent, as a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 21.11.2012.

4.

To come up on 21.11.2012 at 11.00 A.M.




           



( R.I. Singh)



October 22, 2012      




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

