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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lokesh Dixit, #252/2,

Jorian Bhattian, Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala.




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

CC No.  3065  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Lokesh Dixit complainant in person.



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

ORDER



The respondent submits that they had already answered the queries of the information-seeker vide RTI letter No.CSP/2012/686 dated 19.11.2012 making it clear that members of the Medical Board had not given any individual or separate opinion, apart from the opinion given by them jointly as members of the Medical Board.  Thus, queries of the information-seeker stand answered.
2,

However, the information-seeker states that he has still not been given some of the documents in the Medico Legal case file.  The plea of the respondent on the other hand is that all relevant documents have already been provided. To satisfy the complainant, the respondent suggests inspection of the relevant file by the complainant.  Accordingly, parties agree to meet in the office of Civil Surgeon, Patiala on 1.2.2013 at any time between 9.00 A.M. to 1.30 P.M.  The respondent will allow the inspection of the file and thereafter if the complainant requests for any particular document, copy of the same will be given to him in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

To come up on 13.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Amarjit Kaur, #1031/11, 

DMW Railway Colony,

Patiala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Akal Academy, 119-D,

Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.



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

CC No. 846   of 2012,

Ms. Amarjit Kaur, House no. 1031-II,

DMW  Rly. Colony, Patiala-147003



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

Akal Academy Reeth Kheri,

Patiala-147001





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

CC No. 847      of 2012

&

Ms. Amarjit Kaur, House no. 1031-II,

DMW Rly. Colony, Patiala-147003



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Akal Academy, Reeth kheri,

Patiala-147001





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

CC No.   848    of 2012

Subject:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Surinder Pal, Clerk o/o Shri N.D.S. Mann, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the complainant. Shri Surinder Paul, appearing on behalf of the counsel for the respondent, requests for a short adjournment, as the counsel for the respondent  is reportedly un-well.  Adjournment is allowed.

2.

To come up on 8.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dharam Pal s/o Shri Siri Ram,

r/o Village Narayanpura, Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Fazilika.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Sub Division No.2, Abohar-152116.



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

Complaint Case No. 92 of 2013

&
Shri Dharam Pal s/o Shri Siri Ram,

r/o Village Narayanpura, Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Fazilika.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Sub Division No.2, Abohar-152116.


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

Complaint Case No. 95 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Dharam Paul complainant in person.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, LDC on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Rajinder Kumar, LDC, Sub Division No.2, Abohar has appeared in both these cases which were taken up together as parties in both cases are same and the information being sought is similar.  The respondent, however, has not filed any written reply nor disclosed the name and designation of the PIO or the date from which the PIO is holding the post.  This should be done before the next date of hearing.

2.

The respondent further admits that so-far information has not been given in any of the two cases.  The information was sought in CC-92/2013 on 8.11.2012 and in CC-95/2013 on 12.11.2012.  In both the cases, therefore, period of more than 30 days has passed.
3.

The PIO is, therefore, called upon in both these cases to show cause why he should not proceeded against for imposition of penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

To come up on 22.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           




( R.I. Singh)
January 28, 2013.     






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh s/o Shri Tara Singh,

V & PO Kahma, District SBS Nagar.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Banga (SBS Nagar).

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,

SBS Nagar.







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

Complaint Case No.  50 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaswinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Kulbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Kulbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO has appeared in person.  He states that the record pertaining to land in question has not been handed over by the previous Sarpanch and he has joined the duty at Village Kahma recently.  Therefore, he requests for one adjournment to file his written reply to furnish the information.  Request for adjournment is allowed.

2.

To come up on 21.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Bhardwaj, Advocate,

Chamber No.329, New District Courts,

Jalandhar.







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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Vijay Dhaba,Shastri Market,

Jalandhar.







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

Complaint Case No. 87 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Bhardwaj complainant in person.

Shri Parampal Singh, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has appeared through Shri Parampal Singh, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO.  However, he has not filed any written reply nor disclosed the name and designation of the PIO or the date of appointment.  The respondent is, therefore, directed to file his written reply before the next date of hearing clarifying the position regarding all the 15 queries of the information-seeker.

2.

It is further observed that the queries are relating to a third party and it is clarified that procedure under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is to be followed.

3.

To come up on 11.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harbans Singh Bedi,

#2540-A, Sector 47-C, Chandigarh.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Chief Accounts Officer (Pension Audit Section),

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., The Mall,

Patiala.







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

Complaint Case No. 73 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Harbans Singh Bedi complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent, who, however, it appears has given a reply to the information-seeker vide his memo No.4602 dated 6.11.2012.  The plea of the complainant, however, is that his query as to the present position of his service book and where it is held up has not been answered.  His plea is that his Medical Bills pertaining to spectacles is not being cleared by the respondent-public authority on the plea that they need to verify from his service book if he had on any earlier date availed reimbursement on account of spectacles.  Therefore, he needs to access his service book and respondent is not answering where the service book is held up.
2.

The respondent is directed to file a written reply addressing the queries of the complainant.

3.

To come up on 18.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arvinder Singh,

#460-C, Ranjit Nagar, Siona Road,

Patiala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Nabha Road, Patiala.





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

Complaint Case No.  68 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Arvinder Singh complainant in person.
Shri Joginder Pal, Administrative Officer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Amrik Singh, L.O. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have given information on all the issues vide their letter No.34278 dated 17.8.2012   except ‘n’ which pertains to copies of the answer-sheets of English and Punjabi shorthand and type tests.  This is third party information. Therefore, the respondent is directed to proceed in accordance with the provisions of Section 8(i)(j) read with Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005.



It be noted that specific plea of the complainant is that there are irregularities/wrong marking of the papers and therefore a public interest is involved in disclosure of these documents since appointment relating to a public office is at stake.

3.

To come up on 4.3.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh s/o Shri Surjit Singh,

Village Souja, P.O. Kale Majra,

Tehsil Nabha, District Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the District Forest Officer,

Roop Nagar.







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

Complaint Case No. 120 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present.

2.

Issue fresh notice for 19.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           


( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





  
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mool Raj s/o Shri Shankar Dass,

#EE-108, Panj Peer, Jalandhar-144001.



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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala.






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

Complaint Case No.  190 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Mool Raj complainant in person.


Shri Ravi Kumar Sodhi, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This complaint was filed in the Commission on 19.12.2012 alleging that information has not been furnished by the PIO within the statutory period.  Notice was issued to the respondent, who had submitted a written reply vide memo No.712 dated 25.1.2013 enclosing a copy of the information furnished to the complainant vide respondent’s No.2285 dated 26.3.2010.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The queries of the information-seeker have been duly answered and there is no merit in the complaint and I dismiss the same.




           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pargat Singh s/o Shri Harnek Singh,

Village Bhedpuri, P.O. Kalaran,

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.




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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala.







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

Complaint Case No. 123 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Sat Pal Singh, Forest Range Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply vide Commission’s diary No.l1971 dated 28.1.2013.  He has enclosed a photocopy of his letter No.5296 dated 10.9.2012 addressed to the complainant vide which the information-seeker was intimated to deposit an amount of Rs.3275/- as fee towards the cost of the documents/record.  The plea of the respondent is that till date the complainant has not paid the requisite fee and for this reason the information has not been furnished.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To give him an opportunity to file his rejoinder, the case is adjourned to 12.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
3.

On the request of the respondent, his presence on the next date of hearing is exempted.





           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Nidhi Duggal, #50, Sewak Colony,

Patiala-147001.





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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Research and Medical Education Punjab,

Sector 40, Chandigarh.




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

Complaint Case No.  235 of 2013

Present:-
Dr. Nidhi Duggal complainant in person.


None for the respondent.

ORDER



This is a complaint case filed for not permitting inspection of the record by the Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab/Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Research and Medical Education.  The plea of the complainant is that this Commission vide an order dated 6.6.2012, in AC-470/2012 titled Dr. Nidhi Duggal vs. PIO/Director Research and Medical Education had directed the respondent-Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab to allow inspection of the relevant files on a mutually agreed date.  Subsequently, the complainant sent a registered letter dated 18.10.2012 to allow her inspection of the record but the same has not been permitted so-far.
2.

None is present on behalf of the respondent-PIO.  Therefore, issue fresh notice to the parties for 12.2.2013.

3.

To come up on 12.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chhatri Wala)

s/o Shri Kastoor Chand, r/o K.No.306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Barnala.




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

CC No.3655 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 7.1.2013, none was present, though an e-mail message had been received vide Commission’s diary No.399 dated 4.1.2013 from the office of the Civil Surgeon, Barnala stating that complete information stood furnished to the complainant. A scanned copy of the receipt given by the information-seeker in acknowledgement of having received the information was also sent by the respondent.  Since, the complainant was absent on that date without any intimation, the case was adjourned to 28.1.2013 to give him an opportunity to file his rejoinder/objections, if any.  However, complainant is again absent without any intimation today.  He has not raised any objection. Therefore, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case.





           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaspal Singh s/o Shri Mohinder Singh,

r/o New Bedi Colony, Phase-2, Backside Bharat Singh Colony,

Ferozepur-152002.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur. 






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

CC No.  3692 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent-District Transport Officer had sent a reply vide his No.10409 dated 3.1.2013 enclosing a copy of the information furnished to the complainant.  This fact was noted in the order dated 8.1.2013.  However, erroneously by a typographical error, DTO (District Transport Officer was misspelled as District Treasury Officer).  The case was adjourned on 8.1.2013 to 28.1.2013 to afford the complainant an opportunity to file his rejoinder/objection, if any, to the stand taken by the respondent that complete information stood furnished.  The complainant has sent a written reply received in the Commission vide diary No.918 dated 11.1.2013 that the case may be decided on merit.  He has not objected to the stand of the respondent that information stands furnished.  However, as a last opportunity to the complainant to file his specific objections, if any, as to whether he is satisfied with the replies given by the District Transport Officer, the case is adjourned to 13.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     





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.



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

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply vide his memo No.10665 dated 8.1.2013.  The plea of the complainant is that the issues clarified by the Commission in its order dated 31.8.2012 have not been suitably addressed by the respondent.  His plea is that the respondent be directed to file parawise reply to the issues specified by the Commission in its order dated 31.8.2012.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 5.3.2013 at 11.00 A.M.





           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhavesh Tewari, #16-C,

Rattan Nagar, Tripuri, Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Patiala.

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

CC No. 3446  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Arun Kumar on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER



This complaint case was filed in the Commission on 2.11.2012 against the PIO/Civil Surgeon, Patiala on the plea that the information given was incomplete and round-about.  The information-seeker had asked as to under what Rules/Act a Medical Board was constituted by the Civil Surgeon on the basis of a reference received from the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala which did not bear any dispatch number.  The respondent had replied that Civil Surgeon in his capacity as Head of Office is competent to constitute a Medical Board. Unsatisfied with the reply, the complainant moved the State Information Commission.
2.

The respondent has submitted a written reply stating that the RTI query was received in the office of the respondent on 4.10.2012 but the dealing clerk was arrested by the Vigilance Department in some other case and the record was sealed.  Reply to the queries of the information-seeker, however, was sent vide Civil Surgeon, Patiala’s No.RTI/CSP/2012/761 dated 31.12.2012.  It was clarified in this letter that there is no specific Act/Rules regarding constitution of Medical Board.  The Deputy Commissioner and Civil Surgeon being head of their respective offices are bound to redress the grievances of the people.  Medical Boards are constituted as per requirement/public complaints as a part of the grievance redressal process.  It was clarified that Deputy Commissioner is competent to ask for constitution of such Boards.
3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Specific queries of the information-seeker as to the Act/Rules under which a medical board can be constituted have been duly explained by the respondent who has denied existence of any specific Rules/Act in this regard.  The respondent has further explained the delay due to Vigilance raid on the dealing clerk and subsequent seizure of the record.  Therefore, I do not find any merit in the present complaint and close the case.






           




( R.I. Singh)



January 28, 2013.     





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab
