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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira

c/o Vigilant Citizen Forum,

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana-141003.


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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare, 

Mini Secretariat, 4th Floor, Sector 9,Chandigarh. 

FAA- o/o Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare, 

Mini Secretariat, 4th Floor, Sector 9,Chandigarh.


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

AC No. 1025  of  2012

Present:-
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, appellant in person.


Ms. Amarjeet Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The present appellant vide an application dated 24.4.2012 had sought information from the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare.  Though he had specified that the information is related to agenda of officers’ committee regarding implementation of Food Safety and Standard Act, 2006, his queries are worded in a very general language and not specific.
2.

The PIO responded by addressing a letter dated 1.6.2012 asking him to inspect the record on any working day.  Prior to this, the parties had exchanged letters and the information-seeker had even deposited fee towards the cost of documents.

3.

Today the respondent submits a written reply received vide diary No.14859 dated 29.8.2012. An attested copy has been given to the information-seeker alongwith the enclosures attached with this letter pertaining to file noting from 1 to 50 pages and copies of correspondence from 1 to 129 pages. The information-seeker  may peruse these and thereafter confirm whether he is satisfied with the information furnished to him.

4.

To come up on 12.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harbans Lal Sharma,

56, Green Avenue, Kapurthala-144601.



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






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Civil Surgeon, Kapurthala.

FAA-o/o Civil Surgeon, Kapurthala.


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

AC No. 1059  of  2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared.

2.

However, it appears from record that PIO had sent a reply to the complainant vide PIO/Civil Surgeon’s letter No. RTI/2012/190 dated 11.5.2012.

3.

To afford an opportunity to the parties to make further submission, if any, the case is adjourned to 21.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 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 Vikrant Kumar advocate on behalf of Shri Ramesh Kumar, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Shri S.L. Monga alongwith Shri Rajesh Verma both Excise and Taxation Officer on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



Shri Ramesh Sharma, Advocate submits his Vakalat Nama on behalf of the appellant. The respondent submits letter No.RTI/2012/1036 dated 29.8.2012 alongwith a copy of reply on behalf of the respondent No.1 and 2.  A copy of the reply was given to the counsel for the appellant.

2.
To come up on 13.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for arguments.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamaljit Bhatti c/o A to Z Learning Centre,

Moga Road, Shahkot, District Jalandhar.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o District Social Security Officer, Jalandhar.


    -------------Respondent.
CC No. 2157 of 2012
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Neelam Devi, Data Entry Operator on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant, who is absent today, has sent a letter received in the Commission vide diary No.15026 dated 30.8.2012 stating that he has received a reply by registered letter from the PIO but the information furnished to him is incomplete.

2.

The stand of the respondent, however, is that the complete information has been furnished.  Since the complainant has not specified the deficiencies vide his letter referred to above, the complainant is directed to convey the exact deficiencies in writing to the respondent so that the respondent may remove the same on hearing from the complainant.
2.

To come up on 4.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sajjan Singh Chohan, Driver,

Udyog Bhawan, 3rd Floor (PR Section),

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Sector 34, Chandigarh.





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

CC No. 2176 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sajjan Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he had applied to PIO/Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh on 19.5.2012 to give him information under the Right to Information Act, 2005 relating to instructions regarding reimbursement of the cost of operation/treatment of his daughter.  His plea is that his daughter-Miss Jyoti was operated upon in the Government Medical College and Hospital, 
Sector 32, Chandigarh and he had paid an amount of Rs.3000/-.  However, the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh rejected his claim as not reimbursable. He is seeking a copy of the relevant instructions/rules, which do not entitle him for reimbursement of the operation charges from a Government hospital. 

2.

None has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  Therefore, issue notice for 19.9.2012.

3.

To come up on 19.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Preet Dhillon, NGO #36-A,

Dr. Ambedkar Nagar, Near 23 No. Phatak, Patiala.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala.





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

CC No. 2178   of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Purshotam Goyal, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent orally submits that no reference from the office of the Deputy Commission, Patiala was received in the office of the Civil Surgeon, Patiala regarding Medico Legal Report of one Shri Amrik Singh.  The plea of the respondent is that no record exists with the public authority pertaining to any Medico Legal Report of Shri Amrik Singh s/o Late Shri Dayal Singh r/o village Gurditpura.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent, therefore, is directed to convey the above fact of non-existence of record pertaining to Medico Legal report to the present complainant by registered post on the given address.  With this direction, the case is closed.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




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,

r/o Village Bhedpuri, P.O. Kulara, Tehsil Samana,

District Patiala.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala.





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

CC No. 2116  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


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

ORDER



The respondent has sent a written reply vide its No.453 dated 22.8.2012.  The respondent further orally submits today that queries of the information-seeker do not pertain to the public authority of Civil Surgeon, Patiala.  The matter relates to Rajindra Hospital, Patiala and accordingly the RTI request was transferred under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to Rajindra Hospital, Patiala vide No.RTI/Civil Surgeon Patiala/2012/3256 dated 19.6.2012.

2.

In view of the above, the respondent is exempted from further appearance in this case.  Issue fresh notice to the PIO/Rajindra Hospital, Patiala for 21.9.2012.
3.

To come up on 21.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Jagjit Kaur Mander,

#16-A, Model Town, Patiala.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.







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

CC No. 2149  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In this complaint case, Ms. Jagjit Kaur Mander had moved two RTI applications to the PIO/Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala one dated 15.6.2012 and another dated 25.6.2012.  Information pertaining to request dated 15.6.2012 was furnished to her vide PPSC’s letter No.5172 dated 27.8.2012.  As regards application dated 25.6.2012, the respondent submits a written reply vide No.5174 dated 27.8.2012.  It has been stated that the respondent-public authority had sought a fee of Rs.326/- towards the cost of documents, which has not been deposited by the complainant.  As regards queries at Sr. No.4 to 11 of the RTI application dated 25.6.2012, the respondent further submits that the information is secret pertaining to conduct and evaluation of papers and therefore, is exempt under Section 8(1)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

The respondent also submits that the complainant has not availed of the opportunity of first appeal and therefore, the present complainant to the Commission does not lie.  It is further averred that the complainant has clubbed two RTI application in one complaint case and therefore, these are not maintainable.

3.

In view of the above pleadings of the respondent the complaint case pertaining to the RTI application dated 25.6.2012 is relegated to the First Appellate Authority, who shall after affording an opportunity to the complainant dispose of the appeal on merits.  Thereafter, if need be the appellant is free to approach the Commission by way of a complaint or second appeal.








           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh Member Gram Panchayat,

Kadiana, P.O. & Block Adampur, District Jalandhar.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Social Security Officer,

Jalandhar.






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

CC No. 2095  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Balwinder Singh on behalf of the complainant.


Ms. Neelam Devi, Data Entry Operator on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that partial information has been furnished to him and he has further given a written request to the respondent to give the clarifications.  The respondent undertakes to furnish the balance information to the complainant as available in their record.

2.

To come up on 4.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhwinder Singh s/o Shri Dheru Ram,

Saila Khurd, Tehsil Garhshankar, District Hoshiarpur.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Drainage Division, Hoshiarpur Circle,

Complex Kandi Canal, Hoshiarpur.



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

CC No. 2188 of 2012,

Shri Sukhwinder Singh s/o Shri Dheru Ram,

Saila Khurd, Tehsil Garhshankar, District Hoshiarpur.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Drainage Division, Hoshiarpur Circle,

Complex Kandi Canal, Hoshiarpur.



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

CC No. 2189 of 2012, 

Shri Sukhwinder Singh s/o Shri Dheru Ram,

Saila Khurd, Tehsil Garhshankar, District Hoshiarpur.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Drainage Division, Hoshiarpur Circle,

Complex Kandi Canal, Hoshiarpur.



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

CC No. 2190 of 2012,

Shri Sukhwinder Singh s/o Shri Dheru Ram,

Saila Khurd, Tehsil Garhshankar, District Hoshiarpur.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Drainage Division, Hoshiarpur Circle,

Complex Kandi Canal, Hoshiarpur.



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

CC No. 2191 of 2012

&

Shri Sukhwinder Singh s/o Shri Dheru Ram,

Saila Khurd, Tehsil Garhshankar, District Hoshiarpur.

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Drainage Division, Hoshiarpur Circle,

Complex Kandi Canal, Hoshiarpur.



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

CC No. 2192 of 2012.

Present:-
Shri Sukhwinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Lal Singh, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



These cases were heard together with the consent of the parties which are common to all the cases.  

2.

Shri Sukhwinder Singh s/o Shri Dheru Ram filed five complaint cases all against the Drainage Department.  The complainant has appeared today and made a statement that he has received information in CC-2188/2012, CC-2189/2012, CC-2191/2012 and CC-2192/2012 and is satisfied with the same and that these cases may be closed.  However, he states that he has not received the information in CC-2190/2012.
3.

In view of the statement of the complainant, above four cases are closed.  A copy of this order shall be placed on the case file of each case.

4.

As regards CC-2190/2012, the respondent is directed to furnish this information within 10 days of this order.
5.

To come up on 20.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








          
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012   
    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Pal Singh, #476. Phase-II,

Mohali.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Irrigation Department (Head Office), Punjab,

Hydel Building, Sector 18, Chandigarh.



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

CC No.  2065  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Devinder Pal Singh complainant in person.


Shri Malwinder Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had moved an application on 12.4.2012 seeking information for the period from 2004 to 2011 in respect of all class-IV and Class-III employees working with all the Chief Engineers in the Irrigation Department.

2.

The respondent sent a reply to the complainant stating that he should approach the concerned PIOs of the different offices of Chief Engineers who are separate public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The respondent has relied on the instructions of the Government of India, Ministry of Personnel and Public Grievances and Pensions issued vide their No.10/2/2008-IR dated 1.6.2009.  The operative part of these instructions indicates that it is not the duty of a public authority to collect information parts of which are available with different public authorities.
3.

To a query to the respondent, it appears that though the offices of the Chief Engineers are separate public authorities as they were created or established by specific orders/notifications of the Government under Section 2(h) of the Act ibid, these Chief Engineers have not appointed separate PIOs. Instead they have appointed only APIOs and only one PIO in the entire Irrigation Department at the Head Office. 

4.

Obviously, this is an erroneous situation.  On one hand, the respondent is relying on the fact that each Chief Engineer is a separate public authority but on the other hand, it is admitted that these public authorities have not appointed separate PIOs.  This situation is a violation of the RTI Law.  The respondent is directed to either appoint separate PIOs or collect the information sought by the present complainant and furnish the same. These directions be complied within one month.

5.

To come up on 3.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 








           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulwant Singh s/o Shri Charan Singh,

Village Sadhewal, P.O. Ganguwal, 

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, District Ropar.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/O The Director, Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.







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

CC No.  1629 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Sandeep Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent submits that they have furnished the information to him and that the complainant has not pointed out any deficiency.

2.

The complainant may file his objection/rejoinder, if any.

3.

To come up on 19.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.









           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuwlant Singh s/o Shri Chanan Singh, 

Village Sadhewal, P.O. Ganguwal, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District Roop Nagar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Suboridnate Services Selection Board, Punjab,

 Forest Bhawan, Sector 68, Mohali.



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

CC No. 1630  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER



The respondent submits its written reply vide memo No.1499 dated 30.8.2012.  It has been stated in the accompanying written submission from 
Ms. Satwinder Kaur, PIO that the information pertaining to query at Sr. No.1 of RTI application dated 21.3.2012 has been furnished to the complainant.  Information pertaining to query at Sr. No.3 has also been sent on 22.8.2012.  However, the respondent has stated that in respect of information pertaining to queries at Sr. No.2 and 4, record is not available with the respondent-public authority.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To give him one opportunity to file his objection/rejoinder, if any, the case is adjourned to 19.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar Gupta, Anand Vihar, Saili Road,

Pathankot-145001.






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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Punjab, Punjab School Education Board’s Building,

Phase-VIII, Mohali.





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

AC No.  857   of  2012

Present:-
Dr. Kuldip Kumar Gupta appellant in person.



Shri Yogeshwar Rana, Junior Assistant  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


Shri Yogeshwar Rana, Junior Assistant office of the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh has appeared today on behalf of the PIO without any authorization.  The PIO has also not placed on record any written submission/reply in response to the notice issued under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Orally the representative of the PIO stated that they need time to file written reply.  As a last opportunity, one adjournment is allowed making it clear that no further extension will be allowed.

2.

To come up on 7.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 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 the Director Food Supplies and Consumers Affairs, Pb.

Chandigarh.






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

CC No. 1518  of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Mrs. Neelam Rishi, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing, the complainant was absent though he had sent a written submission pointing out certain deficiencies in the information.  The respondent was directed to file its rejoinder on these issues within 10 days with a copy to the complainant.  The complainant is again absent today though he has sent two copies of written submissions, received vide diary No.15029 dated 31.8.2012 and vide diary No.15032 dated 31.8.2012. 
2.

The plea of the respondent is that they had sent a reply vide memo No.2223 dated 22.8.2012 in which the delay of 34 days has been explained.  The plea of the respondent is that the RTI request was received in the office on 25.4.2012 and thereafter it was sent to the PIO on 9.5.2012 and reply was sent to the information-seeker on 28.5.2012.  Taking 25.4.2012 as the date of receipt of RTI request and 28.5.2012 as the date on which the information was sent, there is delay of about 4 days.
3.

In the fresh written submission sent by the complainant now, a copy of which has been handed over to the respondent, it is alleged that information pertaining to Sr. No.1 of his queries has still not been given to him and that his queries at Sr. No. 2, 3 and 4 have been wrongly replied.

4.

To come up on 5.10.2012 at 11.00 for arguments.









           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh s/o Shri Jasbir Singh,

#18, St. No.3, Block-C, Officer Colony,

Sangrur.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Prem Sabha High School,

Sangrur.







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

CC No.  1580  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Sham Lal Singla on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurpreet Singh Gill, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


A written reply has been received under the signatures of one Shri Girish Garg, President of Prem Sabha High School, Sangrur, which is taken on record with a copy to the complainant.  The perusal of the reply shows that it is not specific and does not address the queries of the complainant.  The respondent requests for an adjournment.  It is further directed that the reply should be filed by the PIO under his/her own signatures.

2.

To come up on 3.10.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 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.



Shri Mohinder Singh Sood, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant vide an application dated 9.3.2012 had sought information from the PIO/ Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare.  A reply was sent to him by the PIO stating that his queries are not clear or specific.  Aggrieved the complainant has approached the State Information Commission.

2.

I have heard the parties and perused the record.  In the first query, the complainant is seeking documentary proof to substantiate the evidence given by Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Bibipur and other connected persons in an appeal filed by the present complainant against Dr. Parminder Singh Bhatti, Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Fatehgarh Sahib.



The respondent is directed to confirm whether documents were produced by the Sarpanch and other witnesses while their statements were recorded in the appeal case.  If so, copies of those documents will be furnished. If however, no document was produced by the witnesses, whose statements have been recorded, this fact will also be confirmed to the complainant in writing.
3.

In the second query, the complainant submits that he had made a complaint on 17.8.2011 to the Minister for Health and Family Welfare leveling certain allegations against Shri Devinder Pal Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Bibipur.  He wants to know if any action has been taken on his complaint against the Sarpanch.



The plea of the respondent is that the allegations were addressed to the Hon’ble Minister and these are not a part of the record of respondent public authority.  The respondent may once again verify from the record if the complaint alongwith the relevant documents submitted by the present complainant were sent to the Secretary by the Minister.  If such documents are available, the factual position may be conveyed as to action taken on this.

4.

The third query of the information-seeker is that he had moved complaint dated 11.7.2010 against Dr. Parminder Singh Bhatti.  His query is whether at the appellate stage, evidence could be recorded afresh, when the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab had already conducted an inquiry against Dr. Bhatti and finalized the same.  Specifically his query is to furnish him a copy of the rules/instructions under which evidence could  be recoded afresh at the appellate stage.

5.

The respondent shall answer the above issues in writing to the complainant within 15 days of this order.

6.

To come up on 19.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



August  31, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

