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.

Shri Kuldeep Singh, District Welfare Officer, Mansa on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



  The respondent had submitted that they have requested for certain clarifications from the complainant vide their letter No.86 dated 28.5.2012 and that the information will be supplied on hearing from the information-seeker.  On the last date of hearing on 22.10.2012, the complainant was absent. The case was, therefore, adjourned to 22.11.2012.  However, the complainant is again absent today without intimation.  The respondent submits that the complainant has not given the clarifications sought from him and as such, information could not be furnished.

2.

The present complaint case is closed with the direction that as and when the complainant re-approaches the respondent clarifying his query, information shall be furnished in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.






                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Bansal s/o Sh. Shiv ji Ram Bansal,

#34, Gali No.2, Shakti Nagar, Bhatinda.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No.  1661 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


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



The respondent submits that the directions of the Commission dated 7.9.2012 were duly complied with and a copy of voluntary retirement  order of Smt. Satya, S.S.Mistress was duly supplied to the complainant.  It is further stated that this copy has again been furnished to the complainant vide respondent’s letter dated 8.9.2012, a copy of which alongwith a copy of the premature retirement order dated 9.6.2012 have also been placed on the record of the case file.  Hence, there is no ground to reopen the case.

                                  
       
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpal Singh, Mohalla Koka Majri,

Sunam, District Sangrur-148028.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, 

Chandigarh.






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

CC No. 2326 of 2012

Present:      
None on behalf of the complainant.

        
Shri Rajinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a written representation that the orders of the Commission dated 12.9.2012 have not been complied with by the respondent.  Therefore, notice was issued,  However, in the meantime, the respondent confirmed that the direction of the Commission dated 12.9.2012 has been complied with and a copy of the letter sent to the complainant-Shri Harpal Singh has also been received in the Commission vide diary No.18163 dated 10.10.2012.  In view of this, there is no ground to reopen the case.
                                  
       
                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh r/o Plot No.40,

Village Bholapur, P.O. Sahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Phase VIII, Mohali.






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

CC No. 1669 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Dalwinder Kumar, Junior Assistant alongwith Ms. Nisha Rani, Ms. Savita Nancy and Ms. Laxmi Devi , all senior Assistants for the respondent.
ORDER



Ms. Nisha Rani submits that reply in respect of Sr. No.3 of the queries of the complainant was furnished vide Grant-II Branch of the respondent-department’s memo dated 19.7.2012.  It was clarified that private recognized schools do not receive any grant from the Government.  Only aided schools are covered under the grant-in-aid scheme.  As regards query at Sr. No.4, Shri Dalwinder Kumar places on record a photocopy of letter dated 7.9.2012 whereby the complainant was informed that as per record no Principal/Education Officer ever went on foreign official tour.

2.

Query No.5 of the RTI application relates to Sarv Sikhsha Abhiyan of the Office of the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Education.  None has appeared on behalf of this branch. Nodal PIO/Principal Secretary Education is directed to transfer the RTI request under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the concerned branch, which shall submit its reply on the next date of hearing.
3.

As regards Sr. No.1 of the queries of the complainant, this relates to Punjab School Education Board and be transferred under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to that office.

4.

To come up on 4.12.2012 at 11.00 A. M.
 
            
                     
       
                                    
 ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.

        


Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Gupta, #2081, Gali No.21/1,

Ajit Road, Near Ghore Wala Chowk, Bathinda-151001.
      -------------Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Medical Officer,

Primary Health Centre, Amargarh (Sangrur).


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

CC No. 2878 of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing, the complainant was absent without intimation and the respondent had submitted that the information had been furnished to the satisfaction of the information-seeker.  The case was adjourned to 22.11.2012 to give an opportunity to the complainant to confirm if he is satisfied with the information.  However, he has not availed of this opportunity and is again absent today without intimation.  Therefore, I accept the plea of the respondent that the information has been furnished and there is no cause of action in the complaint case, which is closed. 





                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Joginder Pal Kakria, 563 MIG,

Phase-1, Urban Estate, Patiala-147002.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Patiala.




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

CC No. 2828 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jogind//er Pal Kakria complainant in person.



Dr. Purshotam Goyal, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant confirms that in response to his RTI application dated 12.1.2012, seeking copy of the inquiry report conducted against a private laboratory, information was furnished to him.  Copy of the inquiry report has been provided.  However, he has raised further supplementary queries as he is not satisfied with the report of the inquiry conducted by the Assistant Civil Surgeon, Patiala.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Since a copy of the inquiry report has been given, the RTI query dated 12.1.2012 stands duly answered and no further action is called for.

3.

However, during the course of hearing it has come to notice that the private laboratory from where the complainant had got his sugar level tested gave extremely fluctuating reports.  The complainant, therefore, is not satisfied with the outcome of the inquiry conducted by the Assistant Civil Surgeon, Patiala.  The respondent on the other hand mentions that the control of the Civil Surgeon over private pathology laboratories is extremely tenuous.  The Government has not issued any instruction regarding regulation of private pathological labs.  Civil Surgeon has no authority under law to conduct an inquiry against private laboratories or to monitor quality of test reports given by such laboratories.

4.

This situation, to say the least, is highly unsatisfactory. A copy of this order shall be endorsed to Mrs. Vini Mahajan, Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh drawing her attention to the above facts for appropriate action as the government may deem appropriate to regulate the working of private pathology labs in the State.






                          
           ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

CC
Mrs. Vini Mahajan, Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vikram s/o Shri Krishan Kumar

r/o St. No.8, Fourth Crossing, Circular Road, Abohar-152116.      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Jalalabad (Ferozepur).

FAA-Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur. 



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

AC No. 1313 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Vikram appellant.in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant has appeared today.  He confirms that he has received the information but alleges that it has been tempered.  The information relates to attendance of Shri Jiwan Lal, Ward Attendant for the month of December, 2011.

2.

Let the respondent file its rejoinder and produce the original attendance register on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 6.12.2012.

3.

To come up on 6.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.





                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 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 Golden Avenue, Amritsar.



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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Medical Officer,

Primary Health Centre, Sur Singh (Tarntaran).

FAA-Civil Surgeon, Tarntaran.



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

AC No. 1309 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Pardeep Kumar appellant in person.


Dr. Satpal, MO on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


The plea of the respondent-PIO is that the present appellant-Shri Pardeep Kumar was placed under suspension while working at Civil Hospital, Ajnala and subsequently on reinstatement was posted at Primary Health Centre, Sur Singh.  The queries of the information-seeker, it was pleaded by the respondent related to the period of his service at Ajnala and he was informed about this fact. Reply to three queries of the information as explained by the respondent is given below:-

(i) As regards, the query at Sr. No.1, the appellant had sought an attested copy of the order by SMO, Primary Health Centre, Sur Singh regarding request received by the respondent vide diary No.506 dated 18.11.2011.  The respondent submits that the matter pertained to the payment of arrears for the period from 1.1.2006 to 31.8.2009. As the information-seeker was not posted within the jurisdiction of PHC, Sur Singh during this period, his request was transferred to that office.  He was informed by PHC, Sur Singh’s No.2012/353 dated 29.3.2012 that his request pertains to the period when he was not serving in Sur Singh.  Therefore, the information relates to Civil Hospital, Ajnala.


This information was given to him but the RTI request was not transferred formally under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to Civil Hospital, Ajnala.  This should be done now.

(ii) At Sr. No.2 of the queries dated 3.1.2012, the information-seeker had sought a list of employees who were given benefit of arrears from 1.1.2006 to 31.8.2009.  The respondent did not give any reply to this issue. It is a violation of the RTI law.  The respondent is therefore, cautioned to be careful in future. 
However, in view of the latest decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in
SLP (Civil) No. 27734 of 2012 titled Girish Ramchandra Deshpande vs. Central Information Commissioner & others decided on 3.10.2012, this amounts to personal information of third party.  It is a matter between the employer and employee and therefore not accessible uder the RTI Act.
(iii) As regard SR. No.3 of the queries, the information-seeker has for asked an attested copy of the bill submitted in his favour to the treasury for the above said payment of arrears.



The respondent has explained that no bill was ever submitted to the treasury for the reasons that the period of arrears related to the posting of the present appellant at Civil Hospital, Ajnala and it was for that office to claim the arrears and make the payment.
2.

I have heard the parties at length.  It is unfortunate that an employee is forced to approach the Commission under the Right to Information Act, 2005 to claim arrears of his salary.  This matter should have been sorted out within the department.  A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Chief Medical Officer, Tarntaran with the direction that he should look into the state of affairs pointed out above and take appropriate action at an early date.  With this direction, the case is closed.





                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

CC

Chief Medical Officer, Tarntaran.

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 Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Personnel,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

FAA- Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Personnel,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


      -------------Respondents.
AC No.  1364  of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



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

ORDER


The appellant has sent a written petition stating that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  The respondent also confirms that they had responded to the RTI application dated 26.6.2012 on 9.7.2012 and subsequently replies were also given on 27.7.2012 and 29.8.2012.

2.

In view of the written submission of the appellant expressing satisfaction over the information given to him, the appeal case is closed.





                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Raj Rani w/o Dr. Harminder Singh,

Kothi No.2, Civil Hospital, Residential Complex,

SBS Nagar.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.



FAA- the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.  
   -------------Respondents.

AC No. 1079 of  2012

Present:-
Shri Pardeep Kumar on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Rahul Jain, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent requests for one adjournment, as the dealing assistant has moved out of the post on promotion.

2.

To come up on 3.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh s/o Shri Surjit Singh,

Village Goslan, P.O. Sihon Majra, Distt. Ropar.


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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Roopnagar.



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

CC No. 2228 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant was absent without intimation. The respondent had submitted that the information stood furnished to satisfaction of the information seeker.  The case was adjourned to give an opportunity to the complainant, if he is satisfied with the information said to have been furnished to him.  However, the complainant is again absent today without intimation.  He has not filed any objection or rejoinder.  Hence, the case is closed.





                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pritam Singh s/o Shri Rattan Singh,

Village Budho Barket, P.O. Shangla,

Tehsil Dasuya Distt. Hoshiarpur.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Engineer, Department of Irrigation, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA- the Chief Engineer, Department of Irrigation, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No.  1425  of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of appellant.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Gian Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 5.11.2012, the respondent had stated that information already stood furnished. The case was adjourned to 22.11.2012 to enable the appellant to confirm his satisfaction, as he was absent on 5.11.2012.  However, inspite of opportunity given to the appellant, he has neither appeared today nor filed any objection.  Hence, I accept the plea of the respondent that information stands furnished and close the case.





                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lokesh Dixit, #52/2,

Jorian Bhattian, Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala.




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

CC No.  3065  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Dr. Purshotam Goyal, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant was absent but the respondent had stated that the information already stood furnished to the satisfaction of the information-seeker.  The case was adjourned to 22.11.2012 with the direction to the complainant that he may file his rejoinder/petition, if any, regarding the stand of the respondent.  Inspite of this opportunity, the complainant is absent today without intimation and he has not filed any written petition.  Hence, accepting the stand of the respondent that information has been furnished, I close the case.






                                     ( R.I.Singh)


Dated: November 22, 2012.



Chief Information Commissioner











Punjab.

