STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S.Hundal (98785-00082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar.                                     




     
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Moga.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Moga                                                                                    

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1984/2016

Present:
Sh. H.S.Hundal (98785-00082), Appellant in person.



1. Dr. Sanjay Kapoor, District Family Planning Officer, O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga, 



2. Ms. Sonia Gupta, Drug Inspector, O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga,



3. Sh. Amit Bansal, Drug Inspector, O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga, and



4. Sh. Kamal Sethi, dealing Clerk, O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga – for Respondents.
ORDER



Heard.


The respondents have brought along the information relating to the RTS Act which has been handed over to the appellant on spot.  The appellant submits that the information provided to him is not in consonance with his original application.  He has, in fact, asked for the information along with the proforma devised under the RTS Act for the various services provided by the Department.



Dr. Sanjay Kapoor assures the Commission that such formats comprised in 26 pages are available with them.  However, they have not brought along with them.  They are directed to send it by post to the appellant within a fortnight from today positively under intimation to the Commission.


To come up on 03.01.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-

23.11.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)






                   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S.Hundal (98785-00082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Sector-76,S.A.S. Nagar                    




     
     Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat, Moga.

First Appellate Authority

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

SCO 177-178, Sector-17-C, 
Chandigarh
                                                                                      

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1986/2016

Present:
Sh. H.S.Hundal (98785-00082), Appellant in person.



Sh. Amrit Pal Singh, Jr. Assistant, DTO Office, Moga – for Respondents.
ORDER


The following was observed by the Commission on 15.09.2016 :


“Heard.



The perusal of the application suggests that the appellant is interested to have the information about the details of various records being maintained in the office of the respondents.  He has also sought to know the rules/instructions governing the upkeep/retention and weeding out of the record beside other allied information.  During the course of hearing the appellant says that he should be satisfied in case the information limited to certain points as discussed above is provided to him.

Smt. Anita Darshi, PCS, District Transport Officer, Moga, has come present in the Court.  She says that the information relating to Point No. 6 has already been provided to the appellant which the appellant denies.  The respondent assures to resend it by post shortly.  She is also advised to apprise the appellant with the instructions/rules being observed by the Public Authority on the aforesaid issues at the earliest under intimation to the Commission.”
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APPEAL CASE NO.1986/2016


The appellant is present.


Sh. Amrit Pal Singh, Jr. Assistant is present on behalf of the respondents.  As advised by the Commission in its aforementioned order dated 15.09.2016 substantial information has been provided to the appellant.  He says that he was not able to lay hands on the instructions which he assures to provide to the appellant after procuring it from the headquarters along with other information which is yet to be provided.  On the assurance of the respondent the matter is disposed.










Sd/-


23.11.2016






     (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S. Hundal (98785-00082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar.                                     




     
Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

S.A.S. Nagar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Civil Surgeon,

S.A.S. Nagar

                                                                      

Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.2001/2016

Present:
Sh. H.S. Hundal (98785-00082), Appellant in person.



Sh. Dilbagh Singh, Health Supervisor, Civil Surgeon Office, Mohali– for     


Respondents.
ORDER





The following order was passed by the Commission on 15.09.2016 :-



“Sh. Dilbagh Singh representing the respondents submits that the information constitute about 8000 pages and the appellant was requested timely under registered cover to deposit the cost of information.  However, he was not able to produce a legible copy of the postal receipt so as to corroborate their contention.  The respondent is directed to provide a legible copy of the postal receipt of having asked for the payment of fee before the next date of hearing to the appellant under intimation to the Commission.”


The matter was taken up today.  After discussion it surfaces that the appellant shall be satisfied in case the respondents provide him the detailed particulars of the various food business operators whom they have issued the licenses under the Food Safety Act.  The respondent assures to provide him the information within a month positively under intimation to the Commission.



The matter is disposed.










Sd/-



23.11.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner


               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Dilbar Khan

S/o Sh. Gulzar Khan,

R/o Vill. Ghanaur Kalan, Tehsil Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.


                                     




    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sherpur (Sangrur)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.                                                                                                                Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1011/2016
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER



None is present on behalf of the Parties.



The matter shall be reheard on 03.01.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-




23.11.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)






                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate (98785-00082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar.
                   




    
 Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Moga

First Appellate Authority

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, 

Moga.


                                                                                      


Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO. 2008/2016

Present:
Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate (98785-00082), Appellant in person.



Dr. Sanjay Kapoor, District  Family Planning Officer, O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga – for 


Respondents.
ORDER


The following order was passed by the Commission on 20.09.2016:-


“The respondent is absent.  An endorsement from the Civil Surgeon has been received directing the District Family Welfare Officer to send an appropriate reply to the appellant besides attending the hearing. The respondent is absent despite the notice.  No reply has been received from them also.  The Commission takes a serious note of it and advises the respondents to supply the admissible information to the appellant under intimation to the Commission early.” 



The appellant is seeking information about the particulars of the licenses issued to various scan centres and other lab test units which involve the emission of radiation.  The respondents submit that they had asked the appellant to remit the cost for providing information   On rebuttal of the appellant they have not able to prove that the same was demanded within time.



Be that as it is, the respondents are advised to give the particulars of the licenses issued by them to the aforementioned centres within fifteen days from today positively under intimation to the Commission.


It further transpires that the regulation of the radiation and other harmful emissions 
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APPEAL CASE NO. 2008/2016
from the subject units is being monitored by the Punjab Pollution Control Board.  The respondents are desired to forward this application to the Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala for transmitting the information to the appellant expeditiously.



To come up on 03.01.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-



23.11.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
CC:    The Secretary, 

          Punjab Pollution Control Board,  Nabha Road,

          Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate (98785-00082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar.                          




             

 Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat, Moga.

First Appellate Authority

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

SCO 177-178, Sector-17-C, 

Chandigarh

                                                                                      


Respondents

 APPEAL CASE NO.2012/2016

Present:
Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate (98785-00082), Appellant in person.



Sh. Amritpal Singh, Sr. Assistant, DTO Office, Moga – for Respondents.
ORDER



Heard.


The appellant submits that he is satisfied with the information provided to him except Point No. 1 which was forwarded to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, for providing information.  The appellant was provided a copy of the same.  The State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, shall arrange to provide the information thus asked for expeditiously.


Disposed.










Sd/-



23.11.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)







       State Information Commissioner  

CC:   The State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

          SCO No.177-178, Sector – 17 C, Chandigarh  along with a photo copy of  
the RTI application.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Vicky Bajaj,

S/o Sh. K.L. Bajaj, 

51, Vikas Vihar, Phase -1,Ferozepur.                     




     
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

SCO 177-178, Sector-17-C,

 Chandigarh

                                                                                      


Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.20212016

Present:
Sh.Vicky Bajaj, Appellant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER


The following order was passed by the Commission on 20.09.2016 :



 “Sh. Sukhjinder Singh is present on behalf of the respondents.  He has submitted a reply vide letter No.963 dated 16.09.2016, a copy of which has been handed over to the appellant on spot.  Its perusal suggests that the information mostly is being denied on account of the fact that it is very voluminous and in part relates to compiling the information which the respondent says that they are not obliged to do it. 



The appellant says that he has filed his application way back in December, 2015 and to the complete disregard of the law it almost has taken nine months to respond to it.  The Commission takes a cognizance of the inordinate delay.  For the time being it directs the respondents to get the record if it is not exempt under the provisions of the Act, inspected by the appellant on mutually agreed date and time.  He is advised to convey it in writing and shall provide him with the certified copies to the maximum of 150 pages so as not to divert the resources of Public Authority disproportionately.”  



The matter has been taken up today.  Neither the respondent is present nor any communication has been received from him seeking exemption from appearance.  The Commission takes it seriously about their defiance/indifference.    
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APPEAL CASE NO.20212016


The appellant is present.  He says that despite his visit to the office of the DTO on 29.09.2016 no cooperation was extended towards inspection of the record as advised by the Commission.  A communication has been received from D.T.O., Ferozepur wherein he denies the appellant having visited his office for inspection as mentioned above.  The appellant has produced a copy of the document acknowledging his visit by the D.T.O on 29.09.2016.  It seems that the respondents are evading the information.  They are once again directed to provide him the  information in public interest after allowing him inspection.  A definite date and time shall be conveyed to him by the respondents.  Any dereliction on this score shall be viewed very seriously.  The matter is deferred to 03.01.2017 at 11.30 AM.










Sd/-



23.11.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Ashwani Aggarwal,

138, Baba Budha Ji Enclave, 

Post Office, Dakoha,

Jalandhar.

                                     




    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.                                                                                                                 Respondents

APPEAL  CASE NO.1033/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER



None is present on behalf of the Parties.  Nothing has also been heard from them.  It seems that the appellant is no more interested to pursue the matter.



Disposed.









Sd/-



23.11.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Harbans Singh,

Kothi No.456, Phase 6,

S.A.S. Nagar.

                                     




     
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

Superintendent, Health-7 Branch, 

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Health, Punjab Civil Sectt.-2,

Sector-9, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Health, Punjab Civil Sectt.-2,

Sector-9, Chandigarh                                                                          



Respondents

APPEAL CASE NOs. 2364 and 2365 of 2016

Present:
Adv. Parvinder Singh Kalewal, Counsel for the Appellant.


1. Smt. Devinder Kaur, PIO – cum –Supdt., Health 7, Br., 



2. Sh. Vivek Sabharwal, Sr. Assistant, O/o Director, Ayurveda, Punjab, and



3. Sh. Jagtar Singh, Sr. Assistant, Health – 7 Br., Punjab Civil Secretariat – for 


    Respondents.
ORDER


The following order was passed by the Commission on 20.09.2016:-


“Dr. Brahmjot Singh, PIO – cum – Director, Ayurveda is present.  The perusal of the application suggests that the appellant is seeking very elaborate information regarding irregularities made in the promotion of certain officials, disciplinary actions having been initiated inter-alia other information constituting 26 points.  The Commission believes that providing such a vast information distracts and diverts the resources of the Public Authority considerably.



Nonetheless the PIO has brought along the information comprising about 467 pages which has been handed over to the appellant on spot.  He may like to go through it and react.  In case he is still dissatisfied he may inspect the record.  Any further identified information shall be supplied to him duly certified but not beyond 50 pages any more.”


Adv. Parvinder Singh Kalewal, Counsel appearing on behalf of the appellant has filed a Power of Attorney.  He seeks adjournment in both the cases as his client is busy as a witness in the Court of Additional District & Sessions Judge (Retd.).  Acceding to his request the matter is deferred to 03.01.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-



23.11.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Anil Sharma (94172-26278),

S/o Sh. Haquiqqat Rai Sharma,

654m Mohall Rajarian,

Pathankot -145001                           




                        Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Construction Circle,
Pathankot.                            


                                                              Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.583/2016

Present:
Sh. Anil Sharma (94172-26278), Complainant in person.



1. Sh. Naresh Kumar, SDE, PWD (B&R), Pathankot,



2. Sh. Kanwaljeet Singh, AEE, PWD (B&R) Gurdaspur and



3. Sh. Sandip Singh, J.E, Batala – for Respondent.
ORDER



This may please be read in continuation of my order dated 22.09.2016.



Sarvshri Naresh Kumar, SDE, Kanwaljeet Singh, AEE and Sandip Singh, JE from the Department of PWD (B&R) representing the Construction Circle of Pathankot are present. 
Sh. Naresh Kumar, SDE submits that the record/information commensurate with the original application relating to the Pathankot Division has already been supplied to the information seeker.  A copy of which has been shown to the Commission.  The Commission finds it in consonance with the application asked for.  With respect to other divisions he says that the communication under registered cover was sent to the appellant to come and inspect the record as was desired by the Commission in its order dated 22.09.2016.  However, he has not turned up.  He further says that currently the ministerial staff is on strike and they are finding it difficult to handle and sift the massive record being asked by the appellant. 



The appellant, on the other hand, says that he has not received the letter reported to have been sent by the respondents.  The respondents are directed to endorse a copy of the postal 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.583/2016
receipt to the Commission before the next date of hearing.  Having said so it is directed that the respondents shall convey a definite date and time to the appellant to inspect the record mentioned in his original application only on payment of fee and shall provide him certified copies.  In order that no stationery and public time is wasted this information in the shape of certified copies shall be restricted to 150 pages only.


To come up on 03.01.2017 at 11.30 AM.





















Sd/-
23.11.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.S. Hundal  Advocate (98785-00082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts, 

S.A.S. Nagar.


                               



    Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Provincial Division, PWD Industrial Area, 

Phase I, S.A.S Nagar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Construction Circle, 
Chandigarh.                                                                                                                   Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1064/2016

Present:
Adv. H.S.Hundal, Appellant in person.



Sh. Swaran Singh, Jr. Assistant, PWD (B&R), Provincial Div., Mohali – for 


Respondents. 
ORDER



On the request of the Parties the matter is posted for hearing on 03.01.2017 at 11.30 AM.





















Sd/-


23.11.2016






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
